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PREFACE TO THE FIRST (LITHUANIAN)
EDITION

The idea of writing a history of Lithuania from the earliest times to the present day
and publishing it in Lithuanian and English in Vilnius and Chicago first took form at
the end of 1991, when Professor Dr. Jonas Rac¢kauskas, the director of the Center for
Lithuanian Studies and Research in the United States of America visited the Institute
for Lithuanian History in Vilnius. Those who began this project and its authors were
united by the goal of writing a social and political history of the Lithuanian state,
which was created by Lithuanians and developed over the centuries, they wanted to
give readers a scholarly synthesis free of directives and regulations set in advance, and
which be based on the ample research carried out up to now. In this work the authors
attempted to continue the tradition of Lithuanian historiography, the essence of which
was expressed over a quarter of a century ago by Zenonas Ivinskis in the preface to his
History of Lithuania: “... we want to form all our work around idea of Lithuanian
statehood in the Lithuanian nation. The key concept that takes us through the centuries
in our work is how this state appeared, developed, existed, how it grew and how it
again was revived and again was re-established.”

This first book in the project covers the period of time from the roots of the
Lithuanian nation and state up to the abolition of the Lithuanian state in 1795.

In this work special emphasis is put on the most significant moments at different
historical periods in the internal and foreign social and political development of the
Lithuanian state, explaining the phenomenon of the formation of Lithuanian statehood
and showing the process leading to social and political maturity, as well as social,
religious and cultural features. The concrete characteristics of each historical period
and the authors’ individual choice decided the particularities of each section, and no
attempt was made to unify them cditorially.

The authors have wished to avoid overly blunt and categorical evaluations or
generalizations; they have tried to show questions which are important and are
particularly debated in historical studies can be interpreted in various ways. The text
is supplemented by an annotated survey of the most important historical studies and
specially-prepared maps and illustrations.

This work’s publication was made possible by the support of the government of
the Republic of Lithuania and the Lithuanian Foundation of the United States of
America. The authors of the book are sincerely grateful to all their supporters and
helpers in Lithuania and the United States who read, considered and reviewed the
manuscript of this book, provided cartographic material and helped prepare the text
for publication.

Vilnius, 1995 The Authors
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PREFACE TO THE REVISED SECOND
(LITHUANIAN) EDITION

The fate of this book took a direction that was not planned and that was unexpected
for its authors. This synthesis of the history of Lithuania up to 1795 was planned and
written for a wide circle of readers interested in our nation’s and state’s history in
Lithuania and beyond its borders. The period in which it was written, with Lithuania’s
statehood just re-established, and an atmosphere of social optimism and belief in
national historical values, also marked the text. There was a desire to raise and
emphasize as many as possible of the things that had not been said or that had been
said only “between the lines” under the Soviet regime about the political and social
history of Lithuania up to 1795. As it happened, the real circumstances and the needs
of the time formed in such a way that the first edition, published in fall 1995, became
abook widely read by both teachers and pupils; it became a school textbook and its
issue was quickly bought out.

When we prepared the second edition of this book, we did not change the idea of
a synthesis, of the audience, the general concept or the structure. We made certain
editorial changes, taking into consideration the very specific comments made in
reviews by Professor Mecislovas Jucas of Vilnius University and Professor Henrik
Wisner of the Institute of History of the Polish Academy of Sciences, as well as
remarks by all our colleagues who carefully read the book. We also added new works
that appeared from 1995 to 1997 to the bibliographical “Survey or research into the
history of Lithuania”.

The second edition of the book was made possible by the financial support of the
Close Company “BEIRA”, as well as the encouragement given by all our colleagues
and many teachers. We sincerely thank all of them.

Vilnius, November 1997 The Authors
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PREFACE TO THE ENGLISH EDITION

The publication of this book in English completes part of a project that was begun as
early as 1991. The preface to the first and second Lithuanian editions of this book
give a brief history of this project and the goals and principles of the present work.
The English version has been prepared on the basis of the 1998 second Lithuanian
edition, with its revisions and additions to the first edition.

This book was written in 1992-1994 immediately after Lithuania freed itself
from the Soviet empire and is clearly marked by the circumstances of its period. With
the sudden taste of freedom came the desire to say more than is possible, in one
breath, it were, and in a short time to fit it all into a text of limited length. In this way,
after long decades of intellectual occupation, this synthesis of Lithuanian social and
political history up to 1795 was written in the spirit of a revived Lithuanian
historiography. This volume does not claim to be an all-inclusive history or complete
of the multifaceted and multicultural Grand Duchy of Lithuania. Instead, it is one of
many possible attempts to consider this state’s past, from the inside, as it were, from
the viewpoint of the Lithuanian recipients of its historical heritage.

We give warm thanks to those who began tjis project and invited us to work on it,
to our colleagues, reviewers and readers, to the translators and editors of the English
version, and to all those who supported us psychologically, financed this book’s
publication and took care of the organizational and technical side of its production.
Your support gave us confidence, while our common efforts have allowed this book
to step beyond the boundaries of Lithuania.

Vilnius, April 1999 The Authors
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I. PRIMAEVAL SETTLEMENT OF THE
COUNTRY

1. ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

An acceptable environment for the establishment of a human population in the
territory of the present-day Lithuania was first formed in the Upper Paleolithic, the
10th-9th millennia B.C. Until then, Lithuania, like the whole of northern Europe,
had been covered by glaciers, the recession and northward retreat of which was uneven
and slow, lasting for a few thousand years. During one of the thaw intervals in
approximately the 10th millennium B.C,, the first small groups of reindeer hunters
appeared. Little by little, parallel to the boundary of the melting glacier, the tundra,
steppes, and forest zones emerged in Europe. The climate in the Baltic area was
gradually becoming more humid and warm as well: the tundra-steppes turned into a
marshy tundra. Solitary reindeer hunters roamed over this vast area and occasionally,
especially in the summer time, entered the present territory of Lithuania.

The first inhabitants of the East Baltic area arrived in two directions: some came
from southwest, along the coastline of the then freshwater Baltic lake, the coast of
which was located more to the north than today, while others came from the south,
the present territories of Poland and Belarus. These were people following the roaming
herds of reindeer. Newcomers from the southwest are called the group of the Baltic

Magdalenian culture. These small clusters of hunters used to settle in small temporary
camps on the high terraces of rivers. About 40 campsites of the Baltic Magdalenian
culture are known in Lihtuania (the most important being the campsites of Vilnius
and Mergezeris 8). The characteristic artefacts of the culture are broad flint arrow-
heads with a narrow pointed tang and retouched edges on the right side, broad and
short scrapers, as well as bone, horn and antler items (hoes, harpoons, ice-picks).
They differ from contemporary artefacts of the Swiderian culture, left by other hunters
of reindeer who had come from the south. Camps of the Swiderian culture were
temporary as well, but they are larger and yield artefacts manufactured in a different
way. There are about 60 camps of this culture in Lithuania (the most significant are
those from Eiguliai, Skaruliai and Puvociai). Representatives of this culture also
used flint willow-leaf-shaped, but somewhat longer arrow-heads, narrow and long
scrapers, double cores and artefacts made of long flint blades. Their artefacts were
typically retouched on the rough side.

Some of the newcomers stayed in the territory of Lithuania for good. At the close
of the Palacolithic period, the Magdalenian and Swiderian cultures grew very much
alike. Only a few campsites of the said period (8th MergezZeris, 1st Maksimoniai,
Skaruliai and some others) have been investigated in Lithuania so far, and no burials
@ eriod have been found yet.
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1. Mesolithic period:
1. Mesolithic Nemunas Culture, 2. Mesolithic Kunda Culture
(after R. Rimantiené; paintor A. Makauskaité)



2. THE MESOLITHIC PERIOD

During the Mesolithic period (8th to Sth millennia B.C.), the whole Northern Europe
witnessed major climactic and environmental changes. The Mesolithic period starts
with the Preboreal climactic period and continues through the Boreal and part of the
Atlantic period. In the beginning of this period, as the ocean oozed out, the closed
freshwater lake lying in the territory of the present-day Baltic Sea was replaced by the
saltwater Joldian Sea. Following a further recession of the glacier in the 7th-6th
millennia B.C., it was replaced by a freshwater Ancylus Lake, which again transformed
to the saltwater Littorina Sea at the end of the Mesolithic period, when the average
annual temperature was even 2-3° C higher than the present. It was in this period that
the formation of the Curonian Spit and lagoon started, and deciduous trees ousted the
coniferous forests. Reindeer retreated, and forest animals, more adapted to warm
climate, including elk, deer, wild boar, and others, proliferated. These major climatic
changes are also associated with the subsequent settlement of the country and the
spread of new cultures.

In the beginning of the Mesolithic period, the Epipaleolithic culture persisted,
characterised by practically unchanged Palaeolithic artefacts. Campsites of the Early
Mesolithic display artefacts of bone, horn and antler (harpoons, daggers and others).
They are found in campsites of the Maglemose culture, inhabited by people who had
come to the Baltic region along the southern coast of the Joldian Sea or the Ancylus
lake.

In the 7th-4th millennia B.C., an original Mesolithic Nemunas culture emerged
in the present territory of southern Lithuania, western Belarus, and the former East
Prussia (the upper Nemunas basin, the left Pripet basin). This was the first local
culture, a further continuation of late Paleolithic cultures. Cultural sites of the
Mesolithic Nemunas culture are numerous, their finds are of local origin and rather
unvaried. Typical artefacts of this culture were flint items: spearheads with the point
slashed to one side and a retouched stem, as well as spearheads with lanceolate and
trapezoid blades. Knives and blades are frequently found. Wide use was also made of
scrapes, burins and side scapers. Sometimes bores are found, as well as massive flint
artefacts, such as oval axes and wedges.

North Lithuania and almost all the remaining part of the eastern Baltic area was

inhabited by people of the Mesolithic Kunda culture, who left characteristic artefacts
of bone, horn, antler and flint. Finds of flint artefacts are scarce and of low quality.
The best flint artefacts are made of imported flint, the most characteristic being the
Pulli type points. Basic artefacts of bone, horn and antler include harpoons, spearheads,
daggers, ice-picks, axes, chisels, and axe hafts. The border between the Nemunas and
Kunda cultures virtually coincided with the Nemunas and Neris rivers.
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The main occupation of Mesolithic people was hunting and fishing. The major
hunting tools were bows with arrows, and spears. The most characteristic artefacts of
the period include small flint items, the so-called microliths and sophisticated tools
with small adjustable blades of flint. In fishing, which became an especially important
trade, nets, fish-traps, weirs, and dug-out boats were used besides hooks and harpoons.
People settled in camps which housed from one to four large families. Campsites
built in convenient locations close to the water were inhabited for a longer period;
they were larger in size (Janionys, Pastuva, Lower Kanitkai). More information
about the people who dwelt in the territory of present-day Lithuania was revealed
during the recent excavations of a few graves found at Spiginas Cape of the Birzulis
Lake (Telsiai District). A grave dated to about 5520 B.C. contained the burial of a
man adorned with perforated pendants of elk and boar teeth. The grave pits were
shallow and filled with red ochre. A large cemetery of the Mesolithic and Neolithic
period was excavated on the Elniai island at the Onega Lake, while the richest
Mesolithic grave of the Baltic area was found at Zvejniekai (Latvia). The double
grave of a man and a 6-7 year-old child yielded as much as 340 pendants of animal
teeth. Anthropologists believe that the first Mesolithic inhabitants of the Birzulis
basin were Europeans, who most probably belonged to the massive anthropological
type of Central Europe. In comparison to modern people, they were rather husky, but
not tall in height.

II. THE FIRST SEDENTARY PEOPLE OF
LITHUANIA

In the Neolithic period the climate became even warmer. The winters were mild and
rather warm; the summers were longer than today; the forests swarmed with beasts
and the lakes were full of fish. Vegetation adapted to a warm environment spread over
the eastern Baltic area, including limes, oaks, nut-trees, elms, and birches. The life of
the people became more stable; they settled down in permanent settlements rather
than in temporary campsites. These settlements are larger, most often located on the
banks of shallow lakes or lagoons, and often arranged in groups, the best known of
which have been found at the basins of the Birzuliai Lake (Tel3iai District), Kretuonas
Lake (Sven¢ionys District) and the Sventoji Lake at the Baltic coast. In the Neolithic,
people learnt to model and bake pottery and perfect the processing of stone artefacts;
boring, grinding and other treatment was applied to stone. They abandoned tent-type
housing, started living in rectangular buildings of post construction, and graduaily
shifted to a manufacturing economy.
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1. THE EARLY NEOLITHIC

During the early Neolithic (the end of the 5th millenium to the 3rd millennium B.C.),
the Nemunas culture continued uninterruptedly in southern Lithuania, the former
East Prussia, north-eastern Poland and the larger part of Belarus, as witnessed by the
settlements that have been investigated and the finds they have yielded. In the Neolithic,
these acquire new qualities and artefact types, the forms of objects become simpler,
and the first ceramics appear. Modelled pots have thick, pointed bottoms and almost
perpendicular walls; the clay contains abundant admixtures of plant origin and crushed
granite. The height of these pots usually exceeds their width, while the upper part is
sometimes decorated with rows of round or triangular pits. Other characteristic
artefacts include episwiderian, lancet-type, and trapezoid arrowheads, small hafted
axes and other flint items. A continuation of Mesolithic traditions in the Nemunas
culture is observable in the evidence of the Late Neolithic as well. Practically all the
Neolithic artefacts have their Mesolithic prototypes, and new types are rare. The
Neolithic Nemunas culture covered the whole zone of the middle and upper reaches
of Nemunas, as well as the area between the Nemunas and Pripet.

In northern Lithuania (the coastline and eastern Lithuania), Latvia, Estonia and
north-western Belarus, an uninterrupted development of the Mesolithic Kunda culture
continued (the name derived from the once best investigated site in north-eastern
Estonia), acquired typically Neolithic features and was later named by archaeologists
as the Narva culture (in Lithuania, it covers settlements in the Kretuonas Lake basin,
Sventoji and elsewhere). Numerous bone and horn artefacts (spearheads, arrowheads,
harpoons, daggers, and ice-picks) and rather scarce, uniform flint items prevail as its
most characteristic properties. People of the Narva culture modelled large pots with
a thick, pointed bottom, the clay mass of which contained a lot of ground snail shells.
The height of these pots nearly equalled the width. Other frequent finds are small
oblong bowls shaped as a ship, and later on — round vessels, both used as lanterns. The
Narva culture, spreading over such a large area, was not homogeneous. Tivo zones of
the culture are distinguished in Lithuania: the northeastern (eastwards from the
Sventoji river, the interspace between the Merkys and Neris) and the southwestern (to
the west of the lowland of central Lithuania). Thus, small cultural differences emerged
between eastern and western Lithuania as early as the said period, and became even
more conspicuous in the Late Neolithic and the Metal Period.

Even until the 1960’s, the archaeological and historical literature was dominated
by the attitude, that prior to the appearance of Indo-Europeans the Neolithic Lithuania
had been inhabited by Finno-Ugrians, who left characteristic comb and pit-marked
pottery as well as about 30 hydronyms all over Lithuania. Now that a number of new
large Neolithic settlements have been excavated, a somewhat different cultural situation
can be seen in Lithuania of that time. The Finno-Ugrians were just a small wave of
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2. The Early Neolithic period:
1. Neolithic Nemunas Culture, 2. Neolithic Narva Culture, 3. Dnieper-Donets
Culture, 4. Polish Comb Ware Culture, 5. Valday Culture, 6. Volga-Oka Culture
(after R. Rimantiené; paintor A. Makaiskaité)



newcomers who did not have any crucial influence on the Lithuanian population.
The Finno-Ugric toponyms are rather landmarks of trade routes and places where
small groups of travelling newcomers used to build small camps. People of the Comb
and Pit-Marked Pottery Culture started moving towards the Baltic Sea from the
northeast in the 3rd millennium B.C. They were totally unknown newcomers,
unrelated to the old Neolithic inhabitants of the eastern Baltic area. The artefacts
they left, especially ceramics (pots with pointed or round bottoms, their whole surface
covered with dense comb impressions) are totally different. The newcomers became
fully established in the present-day Estonia, yet only small Finno-Ugric groups reached
northwestern Lithuania. They could have settled down for a longer period here
(excavated campsites include Jara 6, Kretuonas 1A), but in the long run these alien
newcomers, who were not numerous, assimilated with the local population. In southern
Lithuania, dominated by the Nemunas culture, the Finno-Ugric influence was not
significant.

Archaeological investigations of recent decades (the basins of the Birzulis and
Kretuonas Lakes, Sventoji) have produced extensive evidence on the community and
economy of the ancient population of Neolithic Lithuania. These people used to
establish permanent settlements on the waterfront, often at the confluence of a lake
and a stream. They built post construction houses, wide and low, about 5-6 by 6-8
metres large, quadrangular, with pitched roofs (Sventoji). Hunting, fishing and plant-
food-gathering continued to be the main occupations. Hunting and fishing tools became
more diverse and accomplished: people mastered the gouging of dug-out boats, rope
twisting from lime bast and net knitting from yarn. Besides the dog, domesticated
earlier, some livestock and small horned cattle were bred in settlements. Excavations
of the Sventoji settlement 6 have provided a lot of new data about the beginning of
agricultural economy in Lithuania at the end of the Middle Neolithic (about 2600
B.C.). In the said settlement, three wooden manual ards, made of hewed and bent ash
branches, were found among numerous potsherds of the Narva culture and various
tishing implements of wood and bone. The ards were 63, 55 and 44 cm long, with
hewed hafts and a pick-shaped plough head measuring 17 by 6.5 cm. The plough was
pulled by a man with a belt and was used to plough up furrows, while fallow lands
were cultivated with scarcely processed stone picks. Sventoji has yielded plants of the
millet group and some wheat. The crops had been most probably pulled by hand,
beaten with wooden flails and pounded in wooden mortars. A researcher of the
Sventoji, archaeologist R. Rimantiené, believes that during the period under
consideration farmers cultivated the same scorched land without changing the place.
Steadfast slash-and burn farming was not practical and was apparently soon replaced
by a primitive two-field system (one of the used lots was left to lie fallow for a year) as
evidenced by characteristic fallow-land weeds found at the Sventoji settlement.
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Stable life, more plentiful and better food, allowed to create a culture which was
highly developed for the period. At that time, the first amber workshops appear in
Lithuania (Sventoji settlement 23), ornaments whereof were taken as far as the present
territories of Finland and Russia. Processed amber, amber beads and amulets,
depicting people and animals, were bartered for imported flint. Amber ornaments
focussed the interest of Finno-Ugrians who used to exchange their slate artefacts for
it. Two large amber hoards found at Juodkrante and Palanga are dated to the 3rd
millennium B.C.

The early Europeans worshiped the Lord of Nature, the Master of Nature. A two-
meter high wooden idol from Sventoji, the image of a deity with a craved human face,
is dated to the 4th millennium B.C. Other finds include three ritual sticks with a
carved head of a elkdoe. In approximately the 3rd millennium B.C. there was a ritual
centre with a fireplace for offerings and a cemetery on the Donkalnis island in the
Birzulis Lake (14 graves were found). A seer (a 25 year-old male) was buried in one
of the graves. A female was buried next to him, the burials were filled with red ochre,
astring of elk and boar teeth was placed on the seer’s head, his eyes, mouth, nostrils
and ears were covered with animal teeth. The ritual centre of the Birzulis lake island
was used for around 2000 years.

Archaeological data as well as the rare anthropological material, show that the
ancient inhabitants of Lithuania, belonging to the Nemunas and Narva cultures, were
quite related and close to each other.

2. THE ADVENT OF THE INDO-EUROPEANS.
FORMATION OF THE BALTS

The Balts are a group of Indo-European tribes (peoples) who lived or are still living
southeast or east of the Baltic Sea. Their language forms a separate branch of the
Indo-European language (the term of “Balts”, derived from the name of the Baltic
Sea, was first used by a German linguist G.H.F. Neselman in 1845 in his book The
Old Prussian Language). The beginning of the formation of the Balts in the Baltic
area coincides with the establishment of the culture of Corded Ware and Boat Axes.
It was brought to the Baltic area in the late Neolithic (3rd-2nd millennium B.C.) by
Indo-European tribes coming from the south and southwest. The Corded Ware
Culture, named after characteristic pottery ornamented with impressions of cord,
stone boat-shaped battle-axes and crouched burials, covered the central, northern
and eastern Europe. Some representatives of this culture mixed with the primaeval
inhabitants of Lithuania thus giving rise to the formation of the Balts.

It is still a matter of controversy who those newcomers were, where they came
from and why, and what influence they had on the ancient local cultures. Linguists
believe that their proto- motherland was most probably located somewhere in the
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3. Variants of the Pro-Baltic Culture between Baltic Sea and Volga (2500-2000 B.C.):
1. Coastal and East Baltic Corded Ware Culture with a legacy of Narva substrate, 2. The Upper and Middle Dnieper Culture
3. Fatjanovo Culture in the middle Volga basin, 4. Valday Culture in the middle Volga basin
(after M. Gimbutiené; paintor A. Makauskaité)
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central and southeastern Europe and the Asian areas around the Caspian Sea. The
early Corded Ware culture embraced an enormous territory from the Rhine to the
Volga and from the Alps to the Baltic Sea. Both archaeologists and anthropologists
believe that the culture was not homogeneous. The newcomers were bellicose stock-
breeders and partly agriculturists. Linguistic data shows that they had domesticated
cows, sheep, goats, horses and dogs, practised beekeeping, and were familiar with the
cultivation of some crops, especially wheat and barley.

The Baltic region witnessed at least two waves of Corded Ware culture. The first
one was smaller and passed without leaving any distinctive traces. The second one
was more powerful and overwhelmed the older cultures. More newcomers and a
stronger influence can be seen only at the Lower Nemunas and the Coastline area,
where the Bay Coast culture was formed (closest to the general model of corded
pottery in the Baltic area) in about the 3rd millennium B.C. Apart from flat-bottomed,
profiled vessels of diverse forms, decorated with corded and fir-tree ornaments, its
characteristic features also include artefacts of ground stone made in new forms:
Baltic boat axes, snake-headed hoes, and others. This culture was particularly marked
in the coastal area, where it seems to have overwhelmed the primaeval dwellers and
took up all the hunting and fishing tools, ornaments and amulets that they used. The
old trades continued to be very important, though agriculture was more significant to
people of the Baltic Coastal culture. The more notable settlements of the period that
have been excavated come from western Lithuania (Nida, §ventoji, Sarnel¢, the Birzulis
Lake basin). The influence of Corded Ware culture can be also seen in the
southwestern territory of the Narva culture (Sarnel¢, Donkalnis, Sventoji). Corded
Ware Cultures can be traced in other areas inhabited by proto-Balts as well. These are
the Fatjanovo culture, spreading over the area from the upper Volga to Moscow, and
the Dnieper Culture on both sides of the Dnieper and its tributaries.

In eastern and northern Lithuania the number of Corded Ware people was
considerably smaller and their influence much weaker. Isolated settlements of this
culture are found, but their inventory is poor. The Nemunas Culture, from which the
basic flint artefacts of the Bay Coast Culture was inherited, seems to have melted into
the latter, while the independent late Narva Culture continued to reign in eastern
Lithuania. In the territory stretching from the NevéZis to the lower Daugava in the
west and from the Neris river in the south, remnants of Corded Ware are scarce, as the
prevalence of local pottery, decorated with pits, dots and other impressions, continued.
Narva culture has apparently been the decisive component of the Baltic culture formed
in eastern Lithuania.

Archaeological excavations of recent decades show that formation of the Balts
was a lengthy process which involved both internal and external factors that have yet
to be studied. Previous assumptions about the special impact of Finno-Ugrian tribes
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on the future Balts have not been substantiated, while the continuity of cultural
traditions of the ancient Lithuanian people has been recently considered more often,
and the sudden massive invasion of the so called Corded Ware culture is being
questioned. Differences between the eastern and western Balts, noticeable since the
Stone Age, continued to develop and became particularly distinct in the Bronze
(1600-550 B.C.) and Early Iron Ages (500 B.C.- A.D.).

3. THE EARLY METAL PERIOD

The first artefacts of bronze —a halbert (shafted dagger) from Veliuona, flanged axes,
reached to Lithuania from Central Europe in about 1800-1600 B.C. Local types of
bronze artefacts, Baltic battle-axes, bracelets, neck-rings, temple ornaments, and pins
came to be produced in about 1500 B.C. Imported metal was expensive and its amount
was not large. The distinctive traits of the Bronze Age are not only its characterustic
metal artefacts but also monuments that now appeared and earlier were unknown:
hillforts — temporary refuges or fortified settlements built on hills and barrow burials.
There was about 1000 hillforts in Lithuania, but not all of them were used in the Early
metal period. A new type of grave, barrows, appeared along the Lithuanian Coast-line
(in the basins of the Akmena, Dané and Prieglius Rivers). This is the so-calied Culture
of Western Baltic barrows. These were barrows of a regular round shape, mounded of
earth and surrounded by stone circles, inside which there are traces of inhumation
graves and cremation graves. There are eighteen such barrow burials that can be
connected with the Culture of the Western Baltic barrows and thorteen of them were
excavated: Slaziai (District of Klaipéda), Egliskiai, Kurmaiciai, Kveciai (District of
Kretinga). These barrows contain few grave goods which decrease even more in
about 1300-1000 B.C. with the rise of cremation. The custom of cremation had
come to Lithuania from Central Europe, from which the largest amount of bronze
had been imported. On the Lithuanian coast bronze artefacts have been detected
much more frequently than in Central and Eastern Lithuanian, which were more

distant from commercial roads.

To the east of the Western Baltic barrows, the Brusched Pottery Culture made its
appearance. It covered the whole of contemporary eastern Lithuania, the north-west
and middle parts of Belorus and south-east Latvia today. Brusched Pottery Culture
derived its name from the characteristic pots whose walls, before being burnt, were

covered with vertical and diagonal irregular strokes, as if passed over with a tuft of
grass. Brushed pottery was especially typical of the earliest hillforts from the 1st
millenium B.C. to the 3th—4th centuries A.D., situated in the territories of southern
and eastern Lithuania, south-eastern Latvia and north-central Belarus—in the areain
which the latter ithuanian and Latvian tribes formed. This culture is most familiar
from the early Lithuanian hillforts with a settlements on the top (Dukstas, Nevierigkes.
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Petrasitinai, MoSkénai, Narkiinai and others) that have been investigated. The
territories still further eastward from these, up to the basin of the upper Oka, were
also inhabited by Eastern Balts. In this place the Baltic cultures of Dnieper-Daugava,
Jukhnovo, and Milograd made their appearance, and the majority of Baltic toponyms
and river-names also originated no later than in the 2nd millenium B.C. and are
Baltic. Thus the area inhabited by the Balts bordered with the Oder in the West, with
present region of Moscow in the East, in the south - eastern part with Kiev, and in the
south with the environs of Warsaw.

The early hillforts were located in naturally well-protected sites. About 110 such
hillforts are known in Eastern Lithuania. Thelir sites are still fairly small (mostly
about 50-60 by 35-45 metres in extent), hillforts have no larger fortifications:
sometimes — eartworks and ditches (Narkinai, Sokigkiai), sometimes ~ wooden
defensive barrier. Inside such enclosure, on the hillfort site, there where overground
rectangular-planned pile type buildings with open hearths inside them. It seems that
the buildings were mainly located at the margin of the site while in its center there was
ayard (Nevieriskes), but sometimes buildings were located in all settlementona top
(Sokiskiai, Narkiinai). The dwelling house are not uniform: some are long houses
about 6-8 by 3 metres in size and had 2-3 rooms with hearths (Narkinai); others are
smaller houses 4-5 by 4-6 metres in size (Nevieri$kés). It seems that one early
hillfort was inhabited by 30 (in Nevieri§kés) or 100 (in Narkiinai) people. The main
occupation of the inhabitants of hillforts was stock-based farming (in Narkiinai about
78 per cent, NevieriSkés about 98 per cent of all the bones were those of domestic
animals). Mixed farming was practised in the western sphere of the Baltic culture-
area, while stock breeding predominated in the eastern region. Hunting as well as
fishing were only auxiliary trades. The finds from hillforts also include iron sickles,
stone millstones, weaving spindles, which indicate that in addition to grain, flax and
hemp were cultivated. The finds casting mould, individual artefacts give evidence to
the hillforts having been centers of the handicrafts. Nevertheless the majority of
working tools continued to be made from stone or bone (In Nevieriskés of 622 finds
nearly 250 are stone and 277 bone tools). '

The first iron objects made their appearance in Lithuania in the 7th-6th centuries
B.C., but it took a long time until iron came to be manufactured from the local swamp
ore. Iron artefacts in the Early Iron Agc (the 5th century B.C. -~ boundary A.D.) were
brought from outside and their number was scanty. So further on the chief work-tools
were manufactured of stone, bone and wood. Little is know about burial rites in the
Brusched Pottery Culture. Recently an carly Iron Age burial site was found at Kernavé
on the slope of Pajauta in the region of Sirvintai. It seems that burials in this period
were by cremation in urns or in ordinary holes.
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III. FORMATION OF BALTIC TRIBAL UNITS

During the Qld Iron Age (1st-4th cent. A.D.) and the folk migration period, the
economic and social organization of the Baltic tribes underwent considerable change.
Early in this period they learned how to extract iron from local swamp ore, which
allowed iron tools and weapons to be used in everyday work activities. Iron technology
facilitated agricultural work, and farming became the primary mode of subsistence.
Trade with neighboring countries intensified, as did, most importantly, contacts with
the Roman Empire. Large quantities of non-ferrous metal (bronze, silver) were
imported into the Baltic lands. In turn, the Balts exported raw goods and commodities
such as furs, leather, wax and amber — known as “northern gold” to the Romans - as
well as some craft goods made by artisans. Archaeological artefacts and the number
of ancient sites indicate that at this time the population was increasing, new settlements
were being established, and Baltic tribal units were developing in size and complexity.

1. THE FIRST WRITTEN DATA ON BALTS

The first writer who describes the Baltic tribes is the Roman historian Publius
Cornelius Tacitus, in his book Germania written in the 1st century A.D.

Writing about the European nations which dwell north of the Roman empire, he
says: “By its right shore the Swabian (i.e. Baltic) Sea wasches the Aistian tribes
(Acstiorum gentes), whose customs and robes are similar to those of the Swabians
and languages closer to the British. They worship a Mother of the Gods. As a symbol
of their belief they wear figurines of boars, which substitute for weapons and protect
them from everything; the worshiper of the goddess is protected even in the face of the
enemy. They seldom use swords, more often clubs. They cultivate grains and other
necessary plants more conscientiously than the lazy Germans. They search the sea,
too; in shallows and on the shore they alone gather amber which they called “glesum”.
Being barbarians, they have not investigated the properties of amber or its origin and
know nothing about it. Amber has long been lying among other objects cast by the sea
until our luxury gave it a name. They themselves do not use amber: they gather the
pieces, sell it unworked and take our payment with surprise”.

Another Roman, Pliny the Elder (23-79) in his History of Nature informs us that
the Roman Emperor Nero (54-68) sent an envoy to the shores of the Baltic Sea. He
returned with so much amber that it was used to decorate an entire amphitheatre, as
well as the outfits worn by the gladiators. The geographer Claudius Ptolemy (about
90-168) in his Geography mentions the Sudinians and the Galindians living in
northern Sarmatia. It is probable that they represent the Baltic Galindian and Sudavian
tribes. The Roman map “Tabula Itineraria Peutingeriana” (3rd—4th centuries) shows
“the Selonians’ river” — perhaps the Dauguva river.
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In the 6th century the historian Flavius Aurelius Casiodorus wrote that ca. 525
the King of the Ostragoths, known to history as Theodoric the Great, was visited by
Aistian envoys who brought a lot of amber. Another historian of the 6th century,
Jordanes, in his Goths history mentions that the Ostragoths King Hermanarich (351~
376) had allegedly conquered the Aistians and ruled over all Scythian and Germanic
peoples. It seems that no such conquest took place, yet the Romans were undoubtedly
familiar with the peaceful tribes of Aistian farmers and maintained relations with
them, at least episodically.

2. TRIBAL UNITS

On the basis of burial types, archaeologists recognize a number of smaller cultural
areas in the Old Iron Age, which are identified with tribes known from written sources.
The sea coast, previously representing the Barrow tradition of the western Balts, was
now characterized by inhumation burials in flat graves. At this time, Prussia became
the wealthiest sector of the western Balts, with Sambia standing out as a particularly
distinctive region. Later written sources indicate it was the homeland of the Sambian,
Natangian and Varmian tribes. Another distinctive tribal unit was the western Balts
of the Lithuanian coast, extending from the mouth of the Minija in the south to the
§ventoji in the north, and Lake Plateliai and the Jura river, in the east. The custom of
burial mounds disappeared in the coastal zone by the 2nd century. In the new practice,
the local inhabitants inhumed individuals in flat burials, which, like the earlier
barrows, were encircled by rings of stone, sometimes in concentric arrangements. Up
to four concentric rings were sometimes constructed around the grave pit and then
filled in with stones. The stone circles of neighboring graves were often interconnected.

The custom of burying inhumated individuals in stone encircled barrows soon
diffused to the west, to the territory of present-day Zemaitija and southern Latvia.
This is associated with the arrival of new settlers from the coastal area. By the 4th
century, the large cultural zone of Lithuanian and Latvian barrows, which had formed
in the Old Iron Age, now broke into three smaller units: Zemaitija, Semigallia and
Selonia. Their burial patterns remained largely unchanged until the 11th-13th
centuries, a time when their tribal names begin to appear in written sources. Barrows
dated to the 1st century found in Zemaitija usually include one inhumation, sometimes
later joined by several other inhumations.

During the 2nd to 4th centuries, cremation burials in cairns were practised in
southern Lithuania (from the middle reaches of Nemunas to the Mozurian lakes).
These are the lands of the tribal union of the future Yotvingians, who also include the
Sudavians mentioned by Ptolemy.

In central Lithuania and the Lower Nemunas are distinctive flat cemeteries, which
some analysts attribute to proto-Upland Lithuanians, while others believe them to
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represent proto-Zemaitians. This area includes the famous cemeteries of Eiguliai,
Sargénai and Versvai, all in the present town of Kaunas, and which were excavated
before World War I1. Recent excavations in this region, at the Marvelé cemetery on
the left bank of the Nemunas in Kaunas, have uncovered a unique cemetery with a
continuous burial tradition of about one thousand years.

It is more difficult to identify distinct small tribal areas in eastern Lithuania and
the eastern part of present Belarus, where the Stroked Ware culture continues. Initially,
this huge region appears to be undifferentiated. By the middle of the 1st millennium
A. D., however, a new East Lithuanian Barrow Culture starts to form here. It seemsto
represent a natural evolution out of the earlier Stroked Ware Culture. The first such
burial sites appear in the 3rd or 4th century, represented by barrows of two types:
1) earth piles with a stone circle at the foot, 2) with piles of earth and stones. Burial
goods in the graves are rather poor.

3. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENTS

In the Old Iron age (1st—4th cent. A. D.) some of the earlier hillforts were abandoned.
Some of them were used as temporary refuges, while others were being fortified. Most
hillforts do not much differ in their shape from the early ones. The defensive
fortifications of hillforts begin to grow in the 3rd—4th centuries: earthwork reached a
height of 1.5-2 metres and opposite them a ditch appeared. In some hillforts there
were two or even three such earthwork systems which were separated by ditches
(Brazuolé, Kunigiskiai-Pajevonys). At the flat hilltop edges stood pile-built long-
houses, whose interior was partitioned into a number of work and residential rooms
with open hearths (Aukstadvaris, MoSkénai, PetraSiinai). Some hillforts
(Backininkeliai, Kurmaiciai) may have been cult places with round buildings.

In most of the investigated hillforts and settlements, traces of iron-smelting furnaces
and other artefacts connected with the manufacturing of local iron (AukStadvaris,
Mogskénai, Petrasitnai) have been discovered. From this iron, smiths were not only
able to forge working tools, weapons, and ornaments but also to produce quality steel.
There were jewellers who, using imported metal, forged and moulded bronze and
silver ornaments, decorating them with silver, blue glass and colored enamel. From
this period we have a great number of various Baltic decorations: different types of
neck-rings, bracelets, brooches and others. Clearly, in this period some crafts began
to differentiate, though most trades changed very little. Pots were moulded and cloth
was woven by every family. Agriculture was the chief occupation of the people. In the
cemetery of Svaicarija (the county of Suvalkai, Poland) in the 2nd-3rd century, in the
grave of a Yotvingian, among numerous grave-goods, we find the remains of a horse
with an iron spade-shaped ploughshare. Cultivated crops included several kinds of
wheat, barley, rye, oats, and millet. In the hillfort of GabrieliSkes-Naukaimis, a pit of
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two metres in diameter with a narrowing bottom has been found. It is filled with
several kinds of charred grains and six Roman coins from the 2nd--3rd centuries.
Agriculture was closely associated with cattle breeding: the bones of domestic animals
in hill-forts and settlements constitute approximate eighty per cent of all the animal
bones found.

I'V. UNIONS OF THE BALTIC TRIBES

1. MIDDLE IRON AGE

The cultural situation of Baltic lands in the Middle Iron Age (5th-9th centuries)
took a new turn. This was the result of both internal and external factors. By the 5th
century, the Roman Empire was collapsing, nomadic tribes were raging across Europe,
and traditional economic and political centers were facing strong new competitors. It
is possible that isolated groups of Goths and Huns reached western Baltic lands.
Evidence for this includes a very rich 5th century man’s grave recently found in the
cemetery of Vidgiriai (District of Siluté). It features a symbolic offering of two horses,
an atypical grave cross-section, and exotic grave wealth: a silver-decorated drinking
horn, five brooches (one is gilded) and a silver neck-ring. This suggests the burial of
awealthy warrior, perhaps a participant in a remote expedition. Further to the east,
nomadic-style arrow points have been found in two graves at the Plinkaigalis cemetary
(District of Kedainai) and at the hill-forts of Aukstadvaris, Kernave, and Pajevonys.

Extensive socio-political changes also took place to the east and south of Baltic
lands. In the east, the Slavic tribal units of Dregoviches and Kriviches formed and
began to expand into the lands of the Eastern Baits, while Western Slavs penetrated
into Yotvingian territory and Old Prussian lands in the west. In the 6th—7th centuries,
the Slavs reached the present region of Pskov-Novgorod, gradually colonizing the
Baltic Bancerovo and Tushemlja cultures. The Baltic tribes which had earlier lived in
this large territory became “compressed”, as it were, to the east and west. In the basins
of the Upper Dnieper and Oka river, a more compact Baltic Moshchino culture
made its appearance in the 5th-7th centuries. The “Eastern Galindians”, mentioned
in 12th century Russian written sources, belong to the Moshchino culture, but this
territory by the 12th century was also colonized by the Slavs. On the left bank of the
Dnieper, the Baltic Kolochino culture emerged in the 5th—-7th centuries, but was
soon colonized by the Slavic tribe Radimichi by the 8th century. Linguistic data
indicate that by the 6th—7th centuries the languages and dialects of individual Baltic
tribes had formed. Anthropometric investigations suggest that at this time local
inhabitants assimilated with newly-arrived peoplces, but that both groups represent
Baltic anthropological types. Tribal consolidation is attested to also by the new burial
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custom of cremation, coming from the south-east by about the 5th-6th centuries. It
soon embraced the entire territory of the East Lithuanian Barrow culture and then
diffused further westward. Cremation of the dead, however, was a practise that was
not accepted by the Zemaitians (lowland Lithuanians, Zemaitians) until the 12th
century, and it was never accepted by the Semigallians. Archaeologists maintain that
the diffusion of cremation reflects the process of formation of the Lithuanian nation,
whose “homeland” core is found in the cultural area that later written sources have
named the Lithuanian land.

2. THE BALTIC TRIBES

Western Balts, the Old Prussians and closely related tribes, were the first to enter
written sources. The name of the Prussians appears in historical sources as early as
the 9th century (until then they were known as Aestii). The written sources of the
Teutonic Order of Teutonic Knights refer to the Prussian lands as the territory between

~the Vistula and Nemunas. The following tribal lands had formed in Prussia before
the 13th century: Pomesania (the western area of Prussian lands located at the Vistula),
Pogesania (northeast of the Pomesanians to the Serija river), Varmia (behind the
Pogesanians, up to the Natangians and Bartans), Natangia (behind the Varmians up to
the Prieglius and Alna rivers) Sambia (to the north of Natangians, on the peninsula
between the Aismariai and the Curonian Bay, and up to the Deimena river in the
east), Barta (southeast of Natangians and Varmians, in the basin of the left tributaries
of the Alna), Galindia (southward of the Bartans, in the basin of the Mozurian lake),
Nadrovia (to the east of the Curonian Bay, covering all the higher reaches of Prieglius),
and Scalvia (between the Nadrovians and the Zemaitians).

Western Balts are equated with the Yotvingian tribes who lived to the east of the
Old Prussians between the middle reaches of the Nemunas, Sesupé and Narevo rivers
and the Mozurian Lakes. The records of the Teutonic Order single out Sudovia (to
the east of the Galindians and Nadrovians, and extending up to the Lithuanians in the
north); Russian sources of the 10th century mention Yotvingians; Polish written
sources speak of Polexia; other sources refer to the land of Dainava, to the Yotvingians.
This confusion of names shows that reference is being made to one large tribal unit,
which consists of the Sudovians, Yotvingians, Dainavians and Polexians.

Another large group of western Balts is represented by the Curonians. The Rimbert
Chronicle, written in 873, mentions five areas and two “towns” (S¢eburg and Apulia)
which are ascribed to this tribe. The Order’s records of the 13th century mention nine
lands. Curonians dwelt in the northwestern part of Lithuania and in southeastern
Curonia (Latvia). The boundaries of their territory changed, but archaeological
evidence suggests that their northern border reached the mouth of the Ventariver,
and their southern one extended to the area of Klaipéda. In the 5th-8th centuries, the
Klaipéda lands were the centre of the formation of Curonian culture. Here the custom
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of encircling graves with stone rings disappeared by the 7th century; by the end of the
8th century, the custom of cremation arrived from Prussian lands and became well
established from the 11th century onwards. In northern Curonia widespread cremation
was established even later, as inhumation burials in the area continue as late as the
13th century. Curonian burials are the richest in Lithuania and Latvia (nearly 50
cemeteries have been found), and their grave goods are numerous and diverse. Most
Curonian ornaments are exceptionally massive and display careful decoration patterns.
Cemeteries of this area occasionally yield finds of Scandinavian origin, whose their
influence on local artefacts is recognised. The remaining coastline of the eastern
Curonian Bay is also ascribed to the Curonians by some analysts, but this area
(southwards from Smiltele, the present area of Priekulc, Svéksna, Siluté, and
Veivirzénai), although related to the Curonians, is more reasonably assigned to the
Scalvians.

In the lower reaches of the Nemunas, south of Lamata, were the lands of the
Scalvian tribes. Archaeologists have little knowledge of this culture. Recent
excavations (at the Sodénai and Vidgiriai cemeteries, Siluté District) suggest that
most of the finds from this area are similar to the archaeological material of Sambia,
as well as material from the cemeteries of the Lithuanian sea-coast and central
Lithuania.

In the middle of Zemaitija, between the rivers of Dubysa and Susvé in the east,
Jira in the west and Venta in the north, unique Zemaitian burial sites appeared from
as early as the 5th century. The Zemaitians lived to the east of the Curonians and,
according to excavation data, these tribes were separated by an extensive border of
uninhabited desolate land or a “no man’s land” (up to 40 kilometres wide near
Rietavas). The Zemaitians border the Semigallians in the northeast, north of Siauliai,
the upland Lithuanians in the east, at the Susve river and Ariogala area, and the
Scalvians in the south, in the Taurage area. At the turn of the 4th and Sth centuries,
Zemaitians were still burying their dead near the older barrows, and sometimes even
dug them into an existing barrow. However, the practice of inhumation burial in flat
graves soon became established and prevailed as late as the 13th century. Both male
and female burials contain abundant bronze ornaments. The sexes are buried lying in
opposing directions. Four hundred Zemaitian burials from this period have been
investigated. The male burials contain many weapons: spears, a long, wide battle
knife and, starting from the 9th—10th centuries, a sword and fewer ornaments. It was
also customary to deposit a horse’s head and a portion of its legs in male graves, just
above or beside the coffin. This custom is believed to have been adopted from the
Scalvians. Female graves sometimes yield bronze headbands or remains of a head
covering, and often silver-plated pins with long chains. Women usually attached an
amber bead to these pins with a woolen thread, while men tied an amber bead-amulet
to a brooch.
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From a cultural point of view, the area inhabited by the Zemaitians is closely
related to the territory of the Semigallians, recognizable in the basin of the MiiSa and
Lielupé rivers from the Sth and 6th centuries. The Semigallians bordered the
Curonians in the west, extending as far as Riga Bay in the north, and neighbouring a
Finnic tribe of Lybians at the Daugava, the Selonians in the east, and the Zemaitians
in the south. The cultural area inhabited by the Semigallians is recognizable from the
4th and 5th centuries, when the custom of barrow burials began to die out. Semigallians
practised inhumation from the Sth century, with opposing orientations for men and
women. Initially, burials were without coffins, but from about the 10th century,
hollowed-out log coffins were used.

The eastern neighbors of the Semigalians were the Selonians, the most poorly
known Baltic tribe. The Selonian territory is reconstructed on the basis of Mindaugas’
Endowment Act of 1261. Selonian graves are distributed in north-eastern Lithuania
and south-eastern Latvia (the northern boundary was the Daugava). Cremation was
not practised by the Selonians; the dead were inhumed in barrows with burials in
several layers, a tradition that lasted from the 2nd—4th centuries to the 10th—12th
centuries.

The Latgalian tribe lived in north-east Latvia. Their name is first mentioned in the
chronicles of Old Russia at the turn of the 11th and 12th centuries. Barrows and flat
burial grounds are found in Latgalian territory, and include both cremation and
inhumation. An opposing head orientation for men and women - east-west — is
characteristic of this inhumation. This tradition is known as early as the 8th century.

On the right bank of the Nemunas (the lower reaches of the Neris, Nevézis and
Dubysa rivers) the former flat burial grounds in the 5th-6th centuries advanced to the
north. This territory is distinguished from that of the Zemaitians by the custom of
cremation. Here the burned bones of the individual were brought from the funerary
pyre and interred in a small cremation pit, with the grave-goods placed on top.
Fourteenth century documents refer to the inhabitants of this territory as Aukstaiciai
or “upland Lithuanians”.

In east Lithuania and present-day north-west Belorussia, from the Sventoji river
and the middle Nemunas in the west to Lakes Svyriai and Narutis in the east, the East
Lithuanian Barrow culture made its appearance. The distribution of the funerary
barrows - found in groups, from several to several dozen - indicates that eastern
Lithuania was densely and abundantly populated. East Lithuanian barrows dating to
the 5th-6th centuries are earthen mounds about 5-6 to 12-15 metres wide and 1 to
1.5 metres high. In the 4th-6th centuries the burials are inhumations, while in the
5th-6th centuries cremations begin. By the 7th-8th centuries, the custom of cremation
is firmly established, and the barrow is no longer encircled by a row of stones. Typically,
abarrow contains several graves and grave-goods are few.
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3. TERRITORIAL AND VILLAGE COMMUNITIES

The general rise in population and better work tools raised the productivity of the
average community. In the second half of the 1st millennium, farmers in Lithuania
settled closer to their cultivated fields, and the majority of hill-forts were now used
only for temporary refuge in times of danger. Some of the archaeologically investigated
hill-forts in Lithuania contain few, if any, artefacts from the 5th-9th centuries, and
only the remains of various fortifications are in evidence. At this time, unfortified
foot settlements and unfortified settlements in open ground (so-called “open
settlements”) become widespread. In addition, new firmly fortified hill-forts make
their appearance in Lithuania (e.g. Bambininkai, BeZionys, Buivydonys, Rokiskis,
Lavoriskes). They have small fortifications (only 60-300 square metres) with
ramparts up to 5 metres high. Settlements of 1-3 hectares in size were situated below
them. They are called “miniatuture hill-forts” and it is thought that they featured
small wooden castles.

An evolutionary process is also observed in burial monuments: from the Sth-6th
centuries there is a great increase in the wealth and diversity of grave-goods. In
Lithuanian and Yotvingian lands there now appear the graves of rich warriors, the so-
called “ducal graves” (e.g. Krikstonys, District Lazdijai; Taurapilis, District of Utena).
The “dukes” are buried in larger barrows; their burials include a horse and many
grave-goods: sword, spearheads, battle axe, shield boss, silver ornaments. During the
5th—6th centuries, heavy silver ornaments, such as 1,5-2 kilogram neck-rings, are
found in burials. From the 8th century, however, neither silver neck-rings nor bracelets
are placed in graves. A possible explanation is that silver has taken on the status of a
family heirloom, and is now inherited through family generations, rather than being
“lost” as a burial good. At this time, the growth in population is accompanied by the
standardization of Baltic material culture. For example, there is widespread use of a
uniform amber bead, of crossbow fibulae and other ornaments. With the
disappearance of Brushed or Stroked pottery, the entire second half of the first
millennium is associatcd with the use of a new ceramic type — Rusticated ware with a
coarse applique surface (Lith. —grublétoji keramika).

V. ON THE EVE OF THE LITHUANIAN STATE

1. WESTERN BALTS AND VIKINGS

Social and political transformations continue in the Late Iron Age (10th-13th
centuries), particularly in western Lithuania. From the 8th to the mid-11th century,
much of northern Europe, including the shores of the Baltic tribes, was ravaged by the
Vikings. The Scandinavian route to the East passed through the north-castern Baltic
lands. The treasures of the 9th to the 12th centuries found in the territory of Latvia
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testify that the Dauguva was part of the Scandinavian trade route. Most often, Viking
attacks were directed at the richest Baltic land, the Old Prussian region of Samland.
The name “Prussia” is first encountered in the mid-9th century in the works of the
Bavarian Geographer, who located this people between the Vistula and Nemunas.
Conflicts between the Vikings and the Prussians and Curonians were mentioned in
9th century written sources. Baltic-style ornaments are found in Gotland, Hedeby
and other Viking sites. In the Baltic lands, the Vikings had established their colonies.
In Viskiautai in Semba there is a Scandinavian barrow dating to the 9th—11th centuries.
Assimilar colony existed in Gruobiné (near Liepaja in Latvia), and a major settlement
near Trus (Elblong in Poland). According to recent archaeological data, two sites in
Lithuania, Palanga and a settlement in southern Klaipéda, Zardé may be considered
as international trade factories founded to serve 10th—11th century commercial
expansion. Both of these settlements occupy an area of around 10-12 hectares; both
are found on the coast, and their social structure (on the basis of burial evidence) was
not related to agriculture.

2. LITHUANIAN’S UNION OF TRIBES

The “Annales Quedlinburgenses” tells the story of the expedition and death of the
missionary Bruno Bonifatio in 1009, and is the first mention of the name Lithuania
(latin Lituae). The nucleus of the embryonic state was the tribal union of the
Lithuanians and their western neighbours the Aukstaiciai (the Highland Lithuanians).
In the narrow sense of the word, the land of Lithuania stretched between the Nemunas
and Neris Rivers. Some historians propose that the family estate of King Mindaugas
formed the southern part of this territory. In this former territory of the East Lithuanian
Barrow culture, between the Nemunas and the Neris are found the early historical
power centres of Lithuania: Kernave, Trakai, and Vilnius. It is believed that Lithuania’s
name originated from the river name “Lietauka”, a small tributary to the Neris,
flowing about 25 km north-west of Kernave. Originally this name may have been
used for a small bordering tribe and its land and later it would have been adopted by
its constituent tribes.

3. ECONOMY AND SOCIETY

Early in the 10th and 11th centuries, in Lithuania and in the entire Eastern Baltic
region, great advances were made in the sphere of material culture, The two field and
primitive three-field rotation systems became dominant in agriculture; more effective
sickles, rotating mill-stones, and ploughshares make their appearance, and more
productive grain crops are introduced. In the 13th-14th century stratigraphic layer in
the hill-fort of Maiiagala, a total of 20 cereal cultures (both summer and winter
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crops) was formed. In 12541255, the Russian annals note that the Russian army
attacked a village in Yotvingian land which consisted of just two fields, but that the
amount of grain was sufficient to feed all of the soldiers and horses. In Late Iron Age
hill-forts, around 90-96 per cent of all animal bones belong to domestic animals. A
large increase in the number of horse burials shows that horses were grown not only
for husbandry but for war purposes. Separate crafts can be distinguished in this period.
New shapes of instruments and weapons are observed, such as axes with a wide blade
and a blunt end, battle knifes, swords, and a simple round helmet. German and
Russian annals describe Lithuanian weapons as valuable war booty. Artisan
homesteads are found in settiements adjacent to the large hill-forts (at AukStadvaris,
Eketé, Kernave, and Vilnius). Individual jeweller’s graves have been identified. One
grave at Sargénai (Kaunas) contained nearly 220 scrap pieces of bronze, a total of 5
kilograms. During the 11th century, wheel-thrown pottery comes into use in Lithuania.
The graves of wealthy men (perhaps merchants) in the 11th~12th centuries contain
scales and weights. Local currencies are used in the territory of Lithuania; for example,
ingots weighing about 100 grams were circulated as money in the 11th century. Hoards
of such ingots (over 30 findings) are found near the major Lithuanian centres of the
13th and 14th centuries. In Vilnius (Ribiskés and Trinapolis), two hoards have been
found, with a total mass of 67.5 kilograms.

Early in the 2nd millennium, the diversity in the material and spiritual culture of
separate Lithuanian tribes begins to diminish, as work-tools, weapons, ceramics and
ornaments all become more uniform. From the late 12th and early 13th centuries, a
common burial practise occurs throughout Lithuania in flat burial grounds. Very
large hill-forts and even multiple hill-fort complexes (Kernave, Vilnius) begin to
appear. Settlements associated with the large hill-forts occupied an arca as large as
several hectares (Apuole, Eketé, Imbare, Ipiltis, Gondinga, Kernave, and Vilnius).
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I. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE STATE

1. THE LANDS OF LITHUANIA AND ITS NEIGHBOURS IN THE
EARLY 13TH CENTURY

At the close of the 12th century the lands of the Lithuanian tribes still remained on
Europe’s periphery, by-passed by events that determined the continent’s development.
They were beyond the reach of the universal powers of the Catholic world - the popes
and the Holy Roman Empire, and intricate international relations did not touch this
part of the world.

In this period Lithuanians were increasingly mentioned in the chronicles of their
neighbours, Russian and Polish, as well as by annalists from the Livonian and Teutonic
Order. Lithuania’s internal situation was of little concern to them; what really interested
them was the country’s numerous military collisions with neighbouring lands. The
years 1200-1236 witnessed over 40 expeditions by Lithuanian warriors (see Table 1).
The situation in adjacent lands and their relations with Lithuanians had a considerable
influence on Lithuania’s life.

Table 1. LITHUANIAN MILITARY EXPEDITIONS, 1201-1263

Time Years To Livonia To Russia To Poland Total

Pre-Mindaugas 1241-1210 12 5 1 18
1211-1220 7 6 2 15
1221-1230 2 3 2 7
1231-1240 - 4 1 S
Total 21 18 6 45

Mindaugas’ reign 1241-1250 3 9 3 15
1251-1260 - 6 3 9
1261-1263 2 2 2 6
Total 5 17 8 30

)
wn
—_
FS

Total 1201-1263 26 75

Relations with neighbouring states. The short-term and shifting dependence of
Lithuanian tribes on Kievan Rus had already ended. By the end of the 12th century
the invasion of Eastern Slavs into Lithuanian lands had been stopped (as the castles of
Braslav (Breslauja) and Zaslavl show). In the early 13th century Lithuania’s neighbours
in the east and the west were several fragments of Kievan Rus - the principalities of
Polotsk, Galicia-Volynia, Novogrudok and some others. Torn by internal conflicts,
these principalities were disintegrating and becoming the objects of Lithuanians
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predatory expeditions. Individual Lithuanian princes entered family relationships
with Rus princes: Dangerutis’ daughter was married to Jersika’s prince Vsevolod
(Visvaldis), and, somewhat later, Dausprungas’ daughter was married to the Galician
prince Daniel. In addition to conflicts, agreements were formed to fight common
enemies ~ the 1212 Agreement between Dangerutis and Novgorod against Livonia
and the 1219 Agreement of Twenty-One Princes with Volynia. Thus it may be said
that elements of new international relations were forming little by little.

It is likely that it was in this period that Lithuanian princes started penetrating the
lands of Rus, conquering the tiny principality of Minsk (in the late 12th century, its
princes are no longer mentioned) and occupying Braslav. The Lithuanians also showed
their interest in the lands bordering the left tributaries of the upper reaches of the
Nemunas river. The latter was a junction area between the Balts and the Eastern Slavs
in the 13th century and in ethnic respects was undoubtedly mixed. Here Russian
castles, Novogrudok (Naugardukas), Grodno (Gardinas) and others, had already
been built. Their ties with the metropolis, whether Volynia or Polotsk, could not have
been very close. Those lands, which were called Black Rus, soon submitted to
Lithuanian influence. This was most probably connected with the Mongol-Tatar
invasion.

This invasion shocked Eastern Europe. In the period 1238-1242 Khan Batu is
forces devastated the principalities of Rus, alarming all of Europe. Having expanded
its sovereignty over almost all Europe, their state, the Golden Horde, shortly
afterwards became an opponent of the growing Lithuanian state in Rus. During Khan
Batu’s marches, Tatar units do not seem to have reached the Lithuanian lands proper.
Somewhat later, interfering with relations between the princes of Lithuania and Rus,
they succeeded in reaching and devastating Lithuanian lands. The most dangerous
expedition led by Burunday, took place in 1259. These onslaughts failed to produce
any significant effect on the development of the Lithuanian lands, nor did they
jeopardise their statehood. However, they did affect relations between the Lithuanians
and the principalities of Rus, since they severed contacts between Rus peripheral
lands and the nucleus of the principalities, weakening those lands.

At the end of the 12th century Lithuania’s other neighbours were related Baltic
tribes: the Yotvingians (Sudavians), Prussians, Nadruvians, Skalvians, Couronians,
Semigallians, Latvians and Selonians. These tribes already demonstrated a distinctive
social differentiation: tribal leaders appeared and were occasionally replaced by
princes as, for example, in Semigallia. All these tribes had not yet managed to establish
an independent state. Their life was marked by aggressive assaults like the Prussian
expeditions into Polish lands. In face of aggression from neighbouring lands,
maintaining one’s freedom was no easy task. as is shown by the struggle of the
Yotvingians with Russian and Polish princes.
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It was at this time that the situation of the Baltic tribes living by the Baltic Sea
began to change radically. They became an object of interest to Catholic missionaries.
Baltic states, primarily Denmark, made attempts to subdue them under their rule,
while their neighbours tried to occupy their lands. Early in the 13th century, the
Masovian princes penetrated into Prussian lands on the Prussian-Masurian border.
Aided by the vassal principalities of Kuoknese and Jersika, Polotsk was trying to
consolidate its positions in the lands bordering the Daugava River in Latvia.

In that region, especially in the lands by the Daugava, late in the 12th century,
merchants and monks from North German towns become particularly active. In
1186 the Uxkiill diocese was established at the lower reaches of the Daugava to
organize these missions. Its bishops were not satisfied by peaceful missions and, from
1198, called crusades to the lands by the Daugava, as well as to the lands of the Baltic
tribes, the Lybians and Estonians. The crusades were aimed not only at the
Christianization of the pagans, but also at conquering their lands. The greatest number
of calls to crusade were made in Germany. The entire Christian drive acquired a
German character and received support from the Holy Roman Empire, that is, from
the German emperors. The crusaders were encouraged and blessed by the popes of
Rome. Along with the emperors, the popes took up the coordination of Christian
activities. In 1201 Riga was founded; 1202 was the foundation year of the monastic
military Brothers of the Army of Chrost, called the Order of the Knights of the
Sword. Conquests were expanded, for the disunited Latvian, Lybian and other tribes
that had not yet established their statehood were too weak to resist. Christianity was
declared and the pagans were baptised. In the conquered and newly baptised lands, a
state of German monks, knights and merchants, which subjugated the local inhabitants,
was established. This federal state of the Order of Teutonic Knights, Catholic dioceses
and the city of Riga entered history under the name of Livonia.

More than once Lithuanian troops invaded Livonia, crossed Latvian and Lybian
lands and reached the lands of Estonia (1205, 1207, 1213, 1214, 1218-1219, 1221),
fighting the Knights and devastating the farms of Livonian subjects. Lithuanians
repeatedly gave support to the Couronians, Semigallians or Jersica’s prince (1210,
1214, 1229). Expanding their aggression and reacting to Lithuanian attacks, the
Livonians also arranged a couple of expeditions to Lithuanian lands (1208, 1229).

A complicated situation also developed at the Prussian and Polish border. The
princes of Masovia, Poland’s fragmented territory, although backed by the Pope,
were unable to establish themselves in the adjacent lands of Prussia; moreover, they
themselves suffered from painful Prussian onslaughts. The Poles started looking for
support in German lands. In 1225-1228 they invited in the Teutonic Order of the
Holy Maiden Mary, otherwise called the Teutonic Order. Due to its activity in Western
Europe, primarily in Germany, in the Emperor’s court and the pope’s Holy Curia,
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the Order secured their ideological, political and military assistance for itself. In
1226 the Grand Master of the Order was granted the rights of an imperial prince,
although his state did not become part of the Empire. By their bulls, the popes endowed
the Order with pagan lands - that of the Prussians, Yotvingians and others.

In 1231 the Order commenced the conquest of Prussian lands and, taking advantage
of the absence of joint action on the part of the Prussians, quickly expanded its
possessions, subduing their lands one after another. The Prussians offered desperate
resistance, and rebelled (1242-1249), but this was unsuccessful. Having failed to
establish a state of their own, they were unable to resist the German - organized
military machine of the Teutonic Order, which would frequently ignore the question
of Christianization (the ideological basis of the Order’s activities) and act as though
it were conquests that really mattered.

Hence, in the first decades of the 13th century, two highly aggressive powers
established themselves in the neighbourhood of Lithuanian lands. They appeared not
through the spontaneous development of the Baltic tribes, but were the states of
aggressors and colonizers. The Catholic Church and the Teutonic Order provided the
occupied lands with Christian culture, a modern technology and a superior public
organization. However, they erected social borders between these structures and the
local inhabitants, turning them into exploited subjects and destroying their own public
structures. Social subjugation was supplemented by ethnic oppression, under which
people who were not of German nationality belonged to an inferior sort. This was
also accompanied by the phenomenon of genocide in relation to the Baltic tribes,
which was most conspicuous in the state of the Teutonic Order.

Surrounded by those young and aggressive powers, Lithuanians also faced the
danger of suffering the destiny of other Baltic tribes, the Prussians, Latvians and
others. It was therefore not accidental that, from 1228, Lithuania’s name could be
found among the names of pagan lands to be conquered. In 1236 a crusade to Lithuania
was called.

Lithuanian lands and the dukes. Although data on the internal life of Lithuanian
lands are fragmentary, they throw some light on the situation of these lands and the
changes they were undergoing.

During an expedition Lithuanian troops were headed by princes. Sometimes even
several of them took part in one expedition. Some senior princes could already be
distinguished. Presumably these princes were not only military leaders or negotiators
of peace and armistice treaties. They were already landlords who owned villages and
had accumulated considerable wealth. Though details are scant, the sources register
the social structure of the Lithuanians or their Baltic relatives. Its major sector could
be defined in the following way: the majority of the population were free farmers
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united under territorial communities or fields. From these, the so-called “good people”
rose to an upper level of society and soon became lords. They governed their
homesteads (yards) and the villages of their subordinates. Success in military
expeditions or other circumstances would promote these war leaders who became
rich, acquiring subjects, settling them in villages, establishing themselves in the former
community shelters (castles) or building new ones. Once they had spread their power
over several field communities and collected around themselves a smaller or larger
number of future lords, constituting a nucleus of soldiers, these war leaders were
already princes. They would marry among themselves or with their neighbours, the
princes of Rus. Their life could hardly be peaceful, for they constantly had rivals and
pretenders to their property. Notwithstanding this, these princes’ power was fairly
stable, and their wealth, might and social status were inherited by heirs who most
probably were their sons.

This kind of princely domain with a residence, a castle, villages and the homes of
future lords, all entangled in the net of vassal relationships, as well as free community
members associated with the prince’s conscriptive system, and a lower castle area
inhabited by rising artisans and merchants, reminds us of a tiny state. Internal conflicts,
kinship and military success brought to the fore the senior princes who, for a longer
or shorter period, succeeded in uniting, peaceably or by force, a smaller or greater
detachment of princes, for some specific purpose. A tribal organization, a tribal unit
was replaced by territorial unions. 13th century Lithuanian sources mention the
lands - territorial units of a new kind whose boundaries certainly did not always
match those of the tribal units.

By far the largest and the most important was the land of Lithuania (in the narrow
sense), situated in the territory between the Nemunas and the Neris rivers. Itis a point
of argument whether this land also included the area on the right bank of the Neris
mid-river. In the east and the south it stretched to the upper reaches of the Nemunas;
however, here, too, its boundaries are not strictly delimited, especially in regard to
another Lithuanian Jand, NalSia. The specific boundaries of most other lands lying
northward of the land of Lithuania are also unknown. From east to west, these were
NalSia, Deltuva, Upyte and the small land of the Neris.

At the right tributaries of the lower reaches of the Nemunas river lay Zemaitija
(Samogitia), the scene of very intense ethnic processes. The Lithuanians were
advancing westward into the Couronian lands which had separated them from the sea
and assimilating the Couronians. Zemaitija was a kind of union of smaller lands or
tribal territories brought together by the already prominent Zemai&iai (Zemaitian)
princes. 13th century sources mention KarSuva, Knituva, Medininkai, Raseiniai,
Ariogala, the Land of Laukuva and Siauliai, which was also considered to be part of
Zemaitija.
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The lands could not be treated yet as state formations proper, as they had no
permanent governing bodies; however, their appearance signalled the approaching
unification of Lithuania. Land boundaries were not strictly delimited. This fact was
influenced by the existence of unpopulated territories between these lands. These
presumably existed because of natural conditions (large marshes, huge woods, and
soil hardly suitable for cultivation) rather than because of tribal differences, the
importance of which, however, should not be forgotten. We can see this in, for example,
Lithuania’s west (which has been well-researched), where Couronian and Zemaitian
dwellings almost converge in some places, while in others, where there are less
favourable natural conditions, they are separated by a large gap, as in the Couronian
lands proper of Keklis, Meguva, Pilsotas and the mysterious Lamata. As the quality of
farming rose, first in agriculture and cattle-breeding, demographic crises were avoided.
On the other hand, uninhabited areas show that population density could not have
been high. It is believed to have been 4-5 people for every square kilometre. Therefore,
in the period of state formation, the lands of the Lithuanian tribes (nearly 80,000 sq.
km.) could have had over 300,000 inhabitants. This shows that Lithuania’s economic
and military potential could not have been high, so that the scope of its activities in
the early 13th century is all the more surprising.

It is important to mention that the social and political processes that have been
surveyed can hardly be arranged in a chronological sequence because of their
fragmentariness and the fact that a number of these processes took place at the same
time and were intertwined. The process of the decline of tribal organizations and of
the development of the state were simultaneous.

Unification. As early as the beginning of the 13th century, various records refer to
common action by the Lithuanian lands. It is not clear which Lithuanians in 1201
formed an armistice with the Germans established on the Daugava; however, already
in 1207, soldiers from all of Lithuania (obviously in the broader sense) were called to
march to the lands conquered by the Germans. The 1212 Diet between Dangerutis
and Novgorod shows that his power must have embraced vast territories, as otherwise
there would have been no point in Novgorod' negotiating with him. In this respect the
list of twenty-one Lithuanian princes who, in 1219, made an agreement with Volynia
is highly informative. At least five of them were scnior princes: Zivinbudas,
Dausprungas, with his brother Mindaugas, and Daujotas, with his brother Vilikaila.
Apart from them, an agreement was also made by the princes of individual lands -
Zemaitija, Deltuva as well as the Ruskaitis (Ruskevicius) and the Bulionis (Bulevicius)
families. Recently these families have been associated with lands known from other
sources — the Ruskaitis with Upyté, the Bulionis with the land of Siauliai.
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Here senior princes stand out, with Zivinbudas as the leading one. The two pairs
of brothers may testify that their place had been inherited. Somewhat later sources
mention Mindaugas’ father, who would also have been the father of Dausprungas,
although without indicating his name. He was a highly prosperous and mighty prince
— in other words, one of the senior princes. Only 16th century Lithuanian annals
mention the name of Mindaugas’ father as the Lithuanian sovereign Rimgaudas
(Ryngolt), although it is not certain that this name is correct.

The list of participants in the 1219 Agreement suggests the unusual uniformity of
the princes’ actions. The Agreement with Volynia was formed not only by the princes
of Lithuanian land, that is, the southern part of Lithuania, but also by the princes of
Zemaitija, or Deltuva. The latter could have hardly been in conflict with Volynia
independently. Still, the existence of some senior princes, Zivinbudas being the
outstanding one, and the recent increase in the number of these princes (two pairs of
brothers who had inherited the position of one prince, their father) indicates that the
unification of Lithuanian lands had not yet been completed.

The relationship between the public influence that Mindaugas’ father had and the
rise of Mindaugas himself allow us to speculate that, under the Agreement of 1219,
Zivinbudas was the chief prince, which might mean that, already in the early 13th
century, Lithuania was united into one state. However, it would be more appropriate
to view the facts that have been presented here with their different hypotheses as
reflecting a long and, no doubt, very complicated process of unification with its
periods of progress and decline. A period of decline is assumed after the deaths of the
princes Dangerutis (1213) and Steksé (1214) when, for several years, Lithuanians
were more passive, particularly in the Daugava region. A certain lack of unity is also
suggested by the Agreement of 1219.

Therefore, the situation of Lithuanian lands in the early 13th century could be
called a confederation of lands. The princes who stood at the head of their lands, or
their relatives, were not yet subject to any single sovereign, but common interests
among the lands and corresponding institutions, leading to a state, were forming.

2. MINDAUGAS’ STATE

The process of unification was completed by the prince of the Lithuanian land (in the
narrower sense), Mindaugas. A Russian annal claims that it was Mindaugas who took
power and began to rule on his own. It is impossible to explain exactly how he
accomplished this, since we constantly have to deal with a shortage of sources or the
fragmentariness of those available. Some facts are clear, but mostly they have been
reconstructed from various bits of sources and are, therefore, hypothetical, verified
through alternatives. If new sources, whether written, archaeological or other, were
found, these could bring essential changes the reconstruction of events.
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Why and how the state was unified. Internal changes in the early 13th century formed
new needs in Lithuanian society. The ‘alodas’, an individual and inherited piece of
land, was spreading and becoming common. The ownership of land plots that were
considerable for that time also came into being: princes owned one or several villages.
A radical social differentiation was also in progress. It was accompanied by the public
distribution of labour, duties and rights. To put it simply, some people rode to war,
others cultivated land, while still others appropriated the right to rule and lead, but
were also obliged to defend the land.

To consolidate and to implement all these changes, it was necessary to have a
structure with sufficient power and interest in doing that. This structure could be
represented only by a state.

The demand for a state as a structure that would unite potentially large powers
was also dictated by changes in neighbouring domains. The interest in the lands of
Rus demonstrated by Lithuanian princes has already been mentioned. To be able to
arrange expeditions there, it was necessary to unite forces. Short-term agreements
were sufficient for that, but in order to occupy these lands, a stable and powerful
unified force was necessary. The penetration of Rus by Lithuanian princes was
stimulated by the weakening of Rus, the result of the Tatar-Mongol invasion.

Lithuanian princes were also penetrating the lands of their Baltic relatives. They
had possessed a stronghold in the Selonian land, Sélpilis, but the Knights of the
Sword had ousted the Lithuanians from there as early as 1207. However, the Selonians,
at least the southern ones, were not politically independent and had to obey Lithuanian
princes. The Zemaitians were moving into Couronian lands, and the complicated
relations of the Lithuanians with the Semigallians and Yotvingians in the late 13th
century give reason to suspect the existence of similar efforts there as well. These
efforts had to be united.

Livonia, well-established in the north by the Daugava River, with its protectors,
the Pope and the Emperor, were showing increasing attention to Lithuania. The latter
appeared on the list of lands to be conquered. In 1236 Pope Gregory IX called for a
crusade against the Lithuanians. In Livonia itself, his legate, Wilhelm of Modena, was
especially active. In autumn 1236 major forces of Livonians and Crusaders penetrated
into Lithuanian lands. They were summarily defeated in the Battle of Saulé-Siauliai,
in which the Order’s Master and most of his knights perished. It seems that the victory
against the Crusaders was won not by Lithuania, which was still not unified, but by the
Zemaitians headed by Vykintas.

The Battle of Saulé-Siauliai changed the political situation in the Eastern Baltic
coastal region. Livonia was on the verge of collapse; the Pope’s attempts to participate
in Eastern Baltic developments and to expand power there were also unsuccessful.
Livonia was saved by the Teutonic Order. In 1237 the Order, of the Knights of the
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Sword was supplemented by the Teutonic Order, and Livonia became part of the
State of the Teutonic Order. From then on, the Teutonic Order adopted the name of
the Livonian Order, a branch of the Teutonic Order. These events do not seem to have
directly concerned the nucleus of Lithuanian lands. However, the conquest of Prussian
lands started by the Teutonic Order in 1231 and the uniting of two aggressive powers,
the Teutonic Order and Livonia, could not pass without notice in Lithuanian lands.
There was increased realization of a growing danger, a fact which was to become a
factor in encouraging consolidation.

Incentives for unification and the necessity of establishing a state were strong. In
addition, there must have been more than one claimant for the unification of Lithuanian
lands. Of the five senior princes in 1219, four were never mentioned. Only in 1235°s
“the Lithuania of Mindaugas” mentioned. This is still not a unified Lithuania, because
the phrase suggests another Lithuania —someone else’s. But it is obvious that Mindaugas
had managed to gain the position of one of the leaders of the Lithuanian princes. A
prominent position in Lithuania was held by Dausprungas’ sons, Tautvilas and
Edivydas. Among other princes from the 1219 group, the winner of the Battle of
Saulé-Siauliai, the Zemaitian prince Vykintas, who was also Dausprungas’ brother-
in-law, was gaining strength. In a united Lithuania, each of them could claim power.
Under unknown circumstances, the initiative was taken over by Mindaugas. His
personal qualities and abilities partly determined the way Lithuania’s unification was
carried out, but his principal methods were universal and common to the history of
most countries.

The Russian annals mention Mindaugas’ actions: assassination of his rivals and
ousting them from their possessions. It is believed that he had even intended to slay
his brothers and cousins. His assassination of rivals is confirmed by the destiny of the
Bulionys, who really were slain, through in another period of the state’s development.
However, nothing definite is known about Mindaugas’ assassinated brothers and
cousins. Could other brothers and cousins have existed apart from Dausprungas? The
clearest example of how princes were being expelled from their lands is the expulsion
of Vykintas, Tautvilas and Edivydas, which will be discussed later.

As Mindaugas was expanding and consolidating his power, he also employed
other methods. Some of the princes submitted to his will and served him as vassals.
Among these were Parbus of the Neris land, Gerdenis from NalSia, princes of the
Agreement of 1219, BikSys and Ligeikis from Deltuva. Sirvydas Ruskaitis, most
likely of the 1219 Ruskaitis family, took part in the military expedition as Mindaugas’
vassal.

Mindaugas’ sisters were married to the princes of Lithuanta or other lands. The
children born of these marriages, Mindaugas’ nephews Treniota and most probably
Lengvenis from NalSia, were Mindaugas’ close aides in his final establishment of a
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Lithuanian throne. Their parents are also assumed to have submitted to Mindaugas’
power.

Hence Mindaugas’ methods consisted in the assassination and expulsion of
opponents and stronger rivals, converting weaker, peaceful princes into vassals, and
exploiting family ties. This made him quite similar, as has already been said, to the
sovereigns of other lands; one of the reasons for his success was his optimal combination
of these methods.

Lithuania united. The process of unification took more than one or two years. It is
hard to say exactly when or exactly what lands were annexed to Mindaugas’ state. In
1235, the whole of Lithuania did not obey Mindaugas. The Zemaitians of Vykintas,
winners of the 1236 Battle of Saulé-Siauliai, do not seem to have received support
from Mindaugas and therefore were not dependent on him. But in 1244-1245, when
Mindaugas was waging war in Courland, his only support could have been Zemaitija,
or its north-western part, that was under Vykintas. This is a sign that Mindaugas’
power had already reached that land. It would have been very difficult to achieve this
had Mindaugas not established himself between Zemaitija and Mindaugas’ patrimony
in the Lithuanian land, in Deltuva, the Neris land and probably in Upyte.

NalSia possessed a great number of princes, but the events of the 1330s and 1340s
do not suggest that they were independent. It can be assumed that in that period as
well Nalsia obeyed Mindaugas. Furthermore, in the mid-1340s he settled conflicts
among NalSja’s princes; somewhat later, in 1250, the Teutonic Knights devastated
Nalsia as well as Mindaugas’ patrimony. NalSia, at least its southern part, somehow
submitted peacefully. This is testified by the long existence of old families, relatives
of the princes of Giedraiciai, Svyriai, Al§énai, who were probably descendants of
Nal3ia’s princes from the period of Mindaugas.

In the earlier 1340s Mindaugas, taking advantage of the break-up of Rus which
had been caused by the Tatar-Mongol invasion, could have established himself in
Black Rus, passing control over its larger part to his son VaiSelga in the capacity of a
vassal.

Around 1245, Mindaugas was already called the highest king, and it was realized
that almost all Lithuanian and some neighbouring lands — southern Selonia, Black
Rus, possibly Minsk and Breslauja — were in the hands of a single sovereign.
Mindaugas’ later acts show that his power, perhaps only nominal, perhaps real, was
also recognized by Nadruva, Skalva and the Yotvingians who inhabited northern
Sudavia. This also must have happened in the 1340s.

However, Lithuania’s unification was not yet completed, because Mindaugas’
nephews Tautvilas and Edivydas were expelled by him from Lithuanian land only
around 1248. Along with their uncle, the Zemaitian prince Vykintas, they were
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deported by Mindaugas to fight and to occupy for themselves lands in Rus, while he
himself occupied their lands in Lithuania. It is possible that these nephews had
submitted to Mindaugas a little earlier; however, the latter still felt insecure and was
not an absolute ruler so long as next to his patrimony these two mighty princes ruled,
who could also claim power in Lithuania. This is why it was necessary for Mindaugas
to occupy their lands and expel them from Lithuania.

This act put the finishing touch on the unification of Lithuanian lands in the hands
of one sovereign. It is a different question about which of them had submitted truly
and which had just recognized Mindaugas’ nominal power. This will be discussed
later. At the moment it is important to emphasize that, at the end of the 1330s and
beginning of the 1340s, a Lithuanian state was born. The greatest tribute for its birth
has to be paid to Prince Mindaugas of the Lithuanian land (in the narrow sense) who,
by trying to get the upper hand over other princes, to subject them under his power,
and to expand his possessions, thus realizing his personal ambitions, did a highly
urgent and significant piece of work for the entire Lithuanian world of those days—he
united all the Lithuanian lands into one. The first stage of building the Lithuanian
state was completed. The newly created state, or, to be more exact, the state that was
being created was immediately in danger, and it was necessary to defend its right to
existence.

The Coalition against Mindaugas and his struggle against it. The recently created
Lithuanian state took an active part in the region’s political life. In 1244-1246 battles
were fought with Livonia; in 1246 the Lithuanians were involved in the Poles’ internal
battles; in 1248-1249, as previously mentioned, Mindaugas’ nephews and their uncle
were deported to Rus. Hearing about the failure of their expeditions, Mindaugas
occupied Tautvilas’ and Edivydas’ lands and sent his detachments against them: this
marked the beginning of major events.

Matters developed as follows: Tautvilas, Edivydas and Vykintas came running to
the Galician prince Daniel, the brother-in-law of the first two. He supported the
refugees and, through him, Vykintas drew the Yotvingians and some of the Zemaitians
to the side of the rebels, as well as forming an agreement with Livonia. A dangerous
international coalition formed against Mindaugas.

The Galicians, together with Tautvilas, attacked Black Rus a couple of times and
devastated it. Early in 1250, Tautvilas arrived in Riga, where he was received as a
claimant to Lithuanian sovereignity and was baptised by the Bishop of Riga. The
Livonian Order called up two major expeditions to Lithuania, devastated NalSia and
Mindaugas’ patrimony, and later the part of Zemaitija that was still loyal to Mindaugas.

Attacked from the south and north and internally disunited, Lithuania found
itself in a difficult situation. Under these circumstances, Mindaugas, taking advantage
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of the Livonians’ disagreements and the fact that Tautvilas was backed by the Bishop
of Riga, started negotiations with the Master of the Livonian Order, Andrew of
Stirland. Mindaugas was mainly concerned that the Order not give support to Tautvilas.
The Master offered Mindaugas a king’s crown and set as an indispensable condition
Lithuania’s Christianization. Mindaugas accepted this offer and was baptised in 1251.

This event introduced essential changes into the balance of forces. The Order
became Mindaugas’ ally, the Bishop of Riga was neutralized and Tautvilas went to
join Vykintas in Zemaitija. They were still attempting to fight; in 1251 they organized
an expedition against Mindaugas and besieged his castle at Voruta, but failed to take
it. Mindaugas now assumed the offensive and marched to Zemaitija where he
unsuccessfully lay siege to Vykintas’ castle, Tverai. But from that expedition onwards,
he finally took over military initiative. In 1252 Tautvilas again joined Daniel, while
the Yotvingians and Zemaitians deserted to Mindaugas’ side.

Battles in Black Rus still continued for a certain period; here Mindaugas’ son
Vaiselga was unusually active. True, he was first mentioned only in 1254 when, on
behalf of his father, he made peace with Daniel, married his sister to Daniel’s son
Svarn and, in the capacity of Mindaugas’ vassal, passed Black Rus with Novogrudok
to Daniel’s other son, Roman. VaiSelga himself, then already a Orthodox Christian,
became a monk. Tautvilas had apparently become reconciled with Mindaugas, because
later he was prince of Polotsk, which was dependent on Lithuania.

In Lithuania itself, Mindaugas cooperated with the Master of the Livonian Order.
After Mindaugas’ baptism, Livonian and Lithuanian representatives went to the Pope
and obtained a King’s crown for Mindaugas; on 6 July 1253 he was crowned. Lithuania
become a Christian kingdom. Mindaugas was obliged to recompense the Order for
its military and diplomatic aid: in 1253-1255 he bequeathed to it the western lands
of his state. In this way peace with Livonia was consolidated.

Mindaugas, who took over Tautvilas’ and Edivydas’ lands after his struggle with
the enemy coalition, expanded his domain and reinforced his position in the state.
However, he also provoked an internal war; when this was joined by the Principality
of Galicia-Volynia, which was trying to involve Poland, and when the far-off Papal
curia also joined in, it became the region’s first major international military conflict.
Galicia-Volynia had entered the war in hopes of expanding its posscssions, of
Christianizing Lithuania, or in support of a more convenient pretender to the
Lithuanian throne, but mainly because it saw the danger which arose from a unified
Lithuanian state. On a regional scale Lithuania was becoming a mighty power, so that
attempts were madc to block its progress. The Order’s negotiations with Mindaugas
show that, although the Order was violating the rules of dealing with pagans, Lithuania
was being recognized as a state, although still pagan.

On the other hand, it became obvious that Lithuania’s unification was not yet
complete. The Yotvingians, who obeyed Mindaugas, and some of the Zemaitians
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changed camps easily, demonstrating that their need for and understanding of
statehood was still weak. In this difficult situation Mindaugas ceded to Livonia his
border lands, as if to acknowledge that his power there was only nominal. The southern
sections of his land appeared to be more stable: Black Rus remained as part of the
state of Lithuania.

The nucleus of the Lithuanian state came out of the war more consolidated and
stronger in quality. Apart from settling the sovereign’s terms with subordinate princes, -
this new quality was manifested in two events which have already been mentioned:
Lithuania’s Christianization and the Lithuanian state’s becoming a kingdom.

Christianization and the affairs of the Catholic church. In 1251 Mindaugas was
baptized through force of circumstances. This was a political step. He was baptized
with his family and, according to papal bulls, a great number of the pagans. He had
been at least minimally prepared for baptism and could have become convinced that
Christianity was conducive to a united state under one sovereign and could be useful
in its creation.

Lithuania could not have been ready for Christianization. True, contemporaries
maintain that eastern Lithuanians had been acquainted with Catholicism but this
concerns only the ruling class. In Zemaitija, in the mid-13th century, it seems that
nobody had ever proclaimed Christianity without the help of arms. No missionary
centers of any significance had appeared near Lithuania’s borders, nor were there any
signs of missionary activities in Lithuania in the first half of the 13th century. The
Livonian bishops tended to operate by means of arms. Church activities in the other
neighbouring country, Poland, did not affect Lithuania. However, the first steps in
Christianization were successful. After the baptism of Mindaugas and his relatives,
Lithuanian and Livonian diplomats went to Pope Innocent IV. The latter were headed
by Parbus from the Neris land. The Pope gave his approval for the agreements between
Lithuania and the Livonian Order, declared his sovercignity over Lithuania, established
adirectly subordinate Lithuanian diocese and ordered the bishop of Kulm to crown
Mindaugas as king. The direct subordination of states and dioceses was customary in
Europe, and in practice did not restrict the power of a sovereign; it also helped
counter the claims of lower-ranking secular and religious authorities which tried to
enforce their influence. The Lithuanian diocese was not to be subordinate to the
neighbouring diocese of Riga, which was not favourable to Lithuania.

It seems that shortly after his baptism, Mindaugas began constructing the cathedral
necessary for his coronation and the bishopric. This assumption is suggested by the
remains of a square brick building dating from the 13th century recently found under
the floor of Vilnius Cathedral. This is associated with Mindaugas™ baptism and
coronation.
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The consecration of the Lithuanian bishop was delayed by the intrigues of the
archbishop of Riga, who aimed at expanding his influence over Lithuania. The
Livonians were outdistanced by the archbishop of Gnezn in Poland who, in 1253,
consecrated a Dominican, Vito, as the Lithuanian bishop. The latter’s activities,
however, are unknown, nor do we know whether he visited Lithuania. Sometimes it is
claimed that Vito’s bishopric was in southern Lithuania or that he is associated with
Vilnius Cathedral. Whatever the case, already in 1255, the Pope allowed Vito to
abdicate his bishopric.

At this time Mindaugas succeeded in having Christian, a priest from the Order,
appointed as the Lithuanian bishop. In 1254 the latter was consecrated bishop. He
was directly subordinate to the Pope. It might be said that a Lithuanian ecclesiastical
province was established.

Mindaugas was obliged to provide for the church, so he immediately ceded the
bishop half of Ariogala, Betygala, Laukuva and the land of Raseiniai in Zemaitija.
However, it seems that Mindaugas did not concern himself with how Christian was to
collect his rent, so the latter, unable to do this himself, ceded a tithe of these lands to
the Livonian Order. This made the Bishop’s ties with the Order even stronger.

The success of Christianization depended on action by the church and on the
possibility of establishing a Lithuanian ecclesiastic corporation. Not much was done
in this respect. The cathedral was the most important achievement. Mindaugas’ court
possessed a confessor. Priests seem to have participated in setting up the sovereign’s
office: this was their monopoly in Europe. But this is about all: we have no information
about the education of local priests or the construction of churches, except the one
mentioned. Bishop Christian did not even have a chapter-house. In 1259 the Bishop
himself was already active in Germany, where he died in 1271.

Within this short period of time the Church did not manage to establish any
efficiently operating structures. The Lithuanian public was not yet ready for religious
changes; there were no missionaries or prolonged contacts with Catholic communities.
The chief bearers of Catholicism in Lithuania were the Germans, known as a dangerous
enemy. The structures of the Catholic church — Riga’s Archbishop, other Livonian
bishops, the Order and, partly, Polish bishops — competed among themselves and
failed to or did not want to unite their efforts. For this and other reasons, Lithuania’s
Christianization in Mindaugas’ reign, though important, remained an episode in its
history with only very slight impact on later developments.

The Kingdom and the Region’s political forces. Two years passed from the Pope’s
approval of the agreement between Mindaugas and Andrew of Stirland before
Mindaugas’ coronation in 1253. The ceremony must have been held in the newly
constructed cathedral and attended by the Livonian Master and priests in high positions.
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Lithuania became a Christian kingdom. This meant its international recognition.
This was consolidated by Mindaugas’ nomination as a Papal vassal; nobody could
impose his will upon him. This was furthered by the independent Lithuanian diocese;
in 1255 the Pope’s assurance that the King’s crown would be passed to Mindaugas’
sonwas given. Lithuania’s prestige grew and doors to Europe were formally opened.
Everything depended on relations with Lithuania’s closest neighbours.

Perhaps the most important of these were relations with Livonia. In the period
1251-1261, peace dominated. In return for peace and support, Mindaugas was
compelled to cede part of his lands to the Order. In 1253 he ceded to it a large part of
Zemaitija (Karsuva, half of the lands of Ariogala, Betygala, Laukuva and Raseiniai,
Kulénai and Vangiai), Nadruva, and lands in Sudavia (half of Dainava and Veisiejai).
In 1254 some lands were ceded to Bishop Christian. Later cessions to the Order seem
to have increased: in 1255, Selonia was given up and, in 1259, lands in Sudavia and
Zemaitija were repeatedly ceded, with the addition of Skalva.

The first cessions regulated the complicated relations with Livonia and the Church.
The others, made after peace had been settled, if, of course it was real (which is
doubtful), show the Order’s pressure on Mindaugas. On the other hand, Mindaugas
ceded the lands in which his power was nominal and not firmly established. The
Order and the Bishop had to occupy these lands themselves, and the lands themselves
were not inclined to obey. Mindaugas’ cessions were actually fictitious. This was a
common phenomenon: in this way, Mindaugas had sent Tautvilas to Rus; in the same
way popes and emperors had distributed the lands of the Baltic pagans. These cessions
gave the Order new problems and only later were used in the diplomatic struggle with
Lithuania.

Contacts with the Order, at least at first, were also beneficial to Lithuania. The
people of the Order introduced Mindaugas’ representatives to the Pope’s Curia (the
Holy See), and gave him his first lessons in European diplomacy (for example, Parbus’
legation). Many details of the mechanisms for governing a state were copied and
applied in Lithuania: for example, trade customs, like tithes for the church or
technology like building with brick in Vilnius Cathedral. On the other hand, Livonia
held a monopoly over mediation between Lithuania and Europe and used this for its
own ends.

No changes occurred in the relationship with the other Catholic neighbour, Poland.
Faithful to their previous tactics, Lithuanians arranged expeditions to Polish lands,
mostly Masovia in 1253, 1255, 1257, and 1258. These expeditions were often arranged
jointly with the Yotvingians. These military conflicts were inspired by both the
Lithuanians and Polish princes, who led aggressive policies against the Yotvingians
and extracted from the Pope a number of bulls which declared crusades against the
Yotvingians and the already Christianized Lithuania.
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After Mindaugas’ baptism and coronation, much of his attention in foreign policy
was directed to Rus. In 1255 the Pope confirmed Mindaugas’ occupation of Rus,
which was to become another diplomatic gain for the Lithuanian state. In Rus,
Lithuania mainly attacked in southern and south-eastern directions and reached the
lands beyond the Dnieper River. However, there is no information about any major
land annexations by the Lithuanian state. Only Polotsk seems to have become
subordinate to Lithuania.

Lithuanian expedition reached those lands of Rus which were subject to the Golden
Horde. This provoked an expedition by the Tatars, headed by Burunday, against
Lithuania in 1259. In that period Europe was again jeopardised by the Tatars, so
crusades against them were called and organized. Nothing came of this, and Lithuania,
though its eastern parts were ravaged by the Tatars, beat off the enemy.

Lithuania’s relations with the region’s political forces were both intense and diverse.
The Lithuanian Kingdom neutralized or repelled the threats it faced (Livonia, the
Tatars), and tried to use its political partners, such the Pope and Livonia for its own
purposes. By making concessions to them, it took the political initiative in Rus, while
its relations with Poland became clearer. Mindaugas was among the region’s most
prominent leaders, and its status as a kingdom, along with its military-political power,
were making Lithuania the region’s leader. It became a factor in Europe’s political
life, but direct relations with Central- and Western Europe remained episodical.
Soon Lithuania’s energetic activity died out due to unfavourable circumstances (the
contradictory role of Livonia); it was again being turned into the continent’s political
object (crusades were declared against the Lithuanians). Lithuania itself could
participate in this process only by struggling against any attempts to conquer it. Europe
and Lithuania had little knowledge of each other, and did not become closer. Lithuania
did not enter into a Europe, which remained a source of constant threat, though it had
been believed that, once Lithuania became a European state, this danger would lessen.

The state’s territory and its government in 1253-1261. The different status of the
country’s various regions now became clear. Mindaugas’ support came from his
domain, his patrimony, and the lands he captured from other princes. These were
primarily the Lithuanian lands in the narrow sense. The domain’s lands, “valscius”
(small rural districts) and their castles had to be ruled by vice-regents, appointed by
the sovereign. Official receptions of the sovereign with his court and soldiers, as well
as their maintenance, and contributions of food and forage composed the most
important tributes. It is hard to say to what extent the tithe system prevailed in the
domain. Another form of conscription was participation in the construction of castles
and other defensive installations or the building and maintenance of roads. Eventually,
too, every free person was obliged to ride to war.
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In unified Lithuania there were a number of princes obedient to Mindaugas
remained; their lands occupied a major part of the state. Probably at least some of
them were swapped - patrimonies taken over in exchange for lands elsewhere. However,
most of these princes still ruled patrimonies which, like the new lands, were similar
to tiny vassal possessions. From these possessions, the major labour conscription and
produce had to be collected and the princes, summoned by the sovereign, were obliged
to go to war together with their detachments.

An extraordinary position in the Lithuanian state was held by Zemaitija. Until its
transfer to the Livonian Order and the Pope, relations between Mindaugas and
Zemaitija had not become stable, although Zemaitija without any doubt was part of
Lithuania. In 1252-1261 Zemaitija acted as a land confederation. In 1261 it returned
to the Lithuanian state with clear signs of autonomy.

A similar position was occupied by the Yotvingian lands which were in Lithuania.
In the middle of 13th century, all their lands were an object of rivalry among the
Lithuanian state, the Teutonic Order, Galicia-Volynia and Polish, primarily Masovian,
princes. Lithuania was unable either to defend all the Yotvingian lands or to annex
them. The northern part of Sudavia was dependent on Mindaugas, and in the end of
his reign that dependence had become stronger.

A considerable vassal possession had sprung up in Black Rus. Originally this was
entrusted to VaiSelga and in 1254 transferred to Roman, Daniel’s son. This was an
integral part of the state, only differences in its state development, and ethnic and
political aspects were taken into account. A similar status with just a higher degree of
independence may have been held by Polotsk, which was governed by Tautvilas.

Nadruva and Skalva were probably the least closely associated with Mindaugas’
state. Mindaugas claimed these lands as well. They may have recognized his authority
but only nominally, for it is hardly possible that, without establishing himself in
Zemaitija and Sudavia the Lithuanian sovereign’s real power could have been expanded
there. After their allocation to the Order, the loose ties connecting Nadruva and
Skalva with the Lithuanian state would have been severed.

Mindaugas’ obvious attempts to expand his state’s territory in lands belonging to
other Baltic tribes give reason to believe that his further plans consisted in uniting
these lands into one state. It is worth remembering that Mindaugas had waged active
hostilities in Courland in 12441245 and given attention to Semigallia. However, the
Lithuanian state was too weak to achieve this.

Mindaugas would have been an autocrat, but he was assisted by a group of those
closest to him, who could be called a council. This was comprised of Mindaugas’
sons, closer princes, including Parbus from the Neris land, Gerdenis of NalSia, perhaps
his relatives Biksys and Ligeikis from Deltuva. The sovereign's court was also formed;
its members supervised one or another sphere of the sovereign’s life and, taking
advantage of their position next to the sovereign. tried to affect state life.
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A joint treasury of the sovereign and the state must have existed. Mindaugas is
known to have had a good deal of jewellery when he started negotiations with Livonia
and tried to attract the Yotvingians. Sources for supplementing the treasury came
from war expeditions, conscription and customs duties. Pieces of silver, the so-called
“Lithuanian long coins”, circulated as coins and formed the basis of the state’s own
financial system, providing an important index of statehood.

The whereabouts of Mindaugas’ capital are not clear: the Livonian Order had
besieged his unnamed castle, while Tautvilas had besieged Voruta. One of Mindaugas’
acts indicates the place it was written in — the “Lithuanian Court”. But this is all that
sources have to tell us. In spite of persistent efforts, the whereabouts of Voruta have
notyet been established, all the more that it may be a common noun meaning “fortress,
castle’. As Mindaugas’ possible capitals, Novogrudok, Kernavé and Vilnius, have
been indicated. True, in Mindaugas’ times there were castles and settlements there.
Novogrudok is also mentioned in written sources. They suggest idea that it was VaiSelga
and Roman’s residence. On unearthing 13th century church foundations in Vilnius,
new arguments have appeared to state that Vilnius had been Lithuania’s center.
However, even these are not sufficient for making a final decision because, as shown
by the experience of most European countries, the religious center did not necessarily
have to be the country’s capital. Again, as shown by analogies, Mindaugas may not
have had a permanent capital; it may have been replaced by a mobile court.

The Lithuanian Kingdom was becoming a well-organized and properly governed
state. The years after the coronation were devoted to developing the state’s institutions,
to strengthening the state and to making use, where possible, of the gains made in
acquiring European statehood.

Zemaitian conflicts in 1253-1261. In 12531254 Zemaitija, which had been
transferred to Livonia, was separate from Lithuania. The Zemaitians were not inclined
to yield to the Order’s officials and to pay tithes, or to abandon their faith and get
baptized. What mattered to them was fighting the Order. Zemaitija had been left
without Lithuania’s support, although it is belicved that at least in the late 1250s
Mindaugas was secretly giving aid.

As carly as in 1252-1253 the Livonian Order had built the castle of Klaipéda
(Memel) in the southern outskirts of Courland. This was meant to become a stronghold
for further attacks on the Baltic lands and to join the two branches of the Teutonic
Order. The Zemaitians and the Sambians not yet conquered by the Order, recognized
the growing danger and attacked Klaipéda several times: together in 1253, the Sambians
in 1254, the Zemaitians in 1257. They did not succeed in destroying Klaipéda, which
for long centuries remained in German hands.



Zemaitian resistance acquired a new quality when their princes formed a military
coalition and elected Prince Algminas as their war leader. The Zemaitians chose an
offensive strategy: they organized successful expeditions to Courland, moving hostilities
there, rather than defending themselves from the Livonians in their own land. In this
way they expected to draw Mindaugas to their side, as it seems that his interest in
Courland had not been forgotten and the idea of uniting the Baltic tribes into one
state was understood. In 1256-1258 several successful attacks on Courland were
arranged. After the 1258 battle near Skuodas, which was won by the Zemaitians,
Courland started rising up against the Germans. Semigallia got rid of Livonian rule
and the Zemaitians tried to help them.

Inits turn, the Teutonic Order made attempts to establish a stronghold in Zemaitija;
in 1259, it built the Georgenburg Castle in KarSuva. However, already in 1260, both
branches of the Order had to defend this castle from the Zemaitians. The latter took
advantage of well-tested tactics and invaded Courland. The Order’s army was
compelled to chase after the Zemaitians. A major battle took place at Lake Durbg.
The Zemaitians won, with the Order suffering its worst defeat ever.

Zemaitija had defended its freedom. For a long time afterwards, the Order did not
pose any danger to Lithuania. The Couronians revolted and, aided by the Zemaitians,
liberated themselves from the Order. The larger part of Courland recognized the
power of the Zemaitian confederation. Semigallia, liberated earlier, consolidated its
position. It was particularly important that the Battle of Durbé stimulated the
Prussians’ revolt —the Great Prussian Rebellion began (1260-1274), paralysing the
Teutonic Order for a long time.

But it did not take the Order long to recover. Zemaitija lacked the necessary
forces for a successful struggle with it. The Zemaitians were forced to withdraw from
Courland. Although in 1261 they won a battle at Lielvalde, their leaders addressed
Mindaugas through his ally, Prince Treniota, wishing to yield to the Lithuanian
sovereign’s power and offering to join him in a common struggle with the Order to
conquer Livonia.

Mindaugas and Treniota in 1261-1263. Most of Lithuania’s political forces backed
the plan made by the Zemaitians and Treniota. Mindaugas had to make up his mind
whether to break his peace with Livonia or not. A peaceful region to the north and
south while he was operating actively in Rus was important. The war with Livonia
would have again isolated Lithuania from Western Europe and annulled all the small
diplomatic gains that had been made. Lithuania’s Christianization would have to be
abandoned for, under the circumstances of a war with Livonia, the political forces of
the pagan group would have inevitably taken the upper hand in the state.
Simultaneously, favourable conditions had arisen, by a joint effort of Lithuania and
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the rebellious tribes of Livonia, to try to oust Livonia from the occupied lands or at
least to reduce the Order’s power, uniting these lands in their own state. Should
Mindaugas refuse to do this, his authority and power in Lithuania would have been
weakened.

Mindaugas chose war with Livonia. This choice might also have been influenced
by Treniota, who was ill-disposed to the Germans. He supported the Zemaitians and
proclaimed a policy of uniting the Baltic tribes. In the war that began with the Teutonic
Order, Treniota distinguished himself as an energetic war — leader and persistent
fighter with the Order. It fell upon Mindaugas to crush the resistance made by
defenders of peace with Livonia among his followers. He could not leave matters with
Rus uncontrolled, so that Treniota, during the war with the Livonian Order, gained
increasing influence in the state.

Having made up his mind, Mindaugas removed from his surroundings all the
Germans (and possibly their supporters), most of whom were Christian priests. Here
the problem of Mindaugas’ relationship with Christianity under changed political
circumstances arises. He is believed to have foresworn his baptism and returned to
paganism, since his contemporaries maintain that Mindaugas’ baptism was a trick
and that he still confessed to the Lithuanian gods and observed pagan rituals after it.
That is plausible, because the baptism of Mindaugas and his relatives did not mean
the baptism of all Lithuanians. The Roman Church did not manage to develop active
missionary work in Lithuania and it fell upon Mindaugas to operate in surroundings
where, along with Orthodoxy in Rus and the new religion, Roman Christianity,
paganism still prevailed. The situation of Lithuania was typical of all countries during
the period of early Christianization. Mindaugas’ baptism did not have to be a planned
fraud, as his religious tolerance was dictated by realities. The struggle with Livonia
resumed; conditions in Lithuania for the existence of Christianity changed and became
highly unfavourable, so that Mindaugas could not help reacting to them.

On the other hand, this did not necessarily mean that Mindaugas completely cut
his ties with the Catholic Church. As late as 1268, Pope Clement IV called the late
Mindaugas a Christian. If this was not simply lack of information or a propaganda
trick, it might mean that Mindaugas died a Christian. However, this reference to
Mindaugas most probably confirms the idea that he treated religious faith as a political
means and behaved according to his circumstances and partners.

In 1261 the formation of a coalition directed against the Order was begun. An
alliance with Novgorod was created, which included the principalities lying on the
Daugava river - Tautvilas’ Polotsk and Vitebsk. The idea of organizing a common
expedition to Livonia failed; the Lithuanians went there in 1261 and 1263, the people
of Novgorod, together with Tautvilas’ Lithuanians, in 1263. In 1263 Treniota defeated
the Order’s forces near Daugavgryva.



The 1262 expedition of Lithuanian forces headed by Treniota to Masovia and the
lands of the Teutonic Order was a success. Masovia was forced to withdraw from the
line of anti-Baltic powers. The ravage of Kulm, the Order’s Christian stronghold,
gave considerable support to the Prussians.

However, although they won field battles, the Lithuanians did not succeed in
taking the Order’s castles. The Order persistently attacked the rebel Semigallians
and Couronians, occupying their castles. Lithuania’s support for the rebels in Livonia
was not effective, and it is not possible to speak of the annexation of their lands to the
Lithuanian state.

Failures in Livonia must have complicated terms between Mindaugas and Treniota,
as the former was still directing Lithuania’s forces in Rus. In 1262 he fought in
Volynia, and in 1263 sent a large army to Briansk. This and Mindaugas’ brutal behaviour
with some of the vassal princes (he took his dead wife Martha’s sister, the wife of
Nalsia’s Prince Daumantas, for himself) must have been the chief reasons for the
conspiracy against him that now began.

Mindaugas’ death. His character and family. In autumn 1263 Mindaugas was
assassinated together with his two sons. The direct initiator of the assassination was
Daumantas, but power in Lithuania was taken over by Treniota. The assassin did not
suffer, showing that there had been a conspiracy between the two.

After Mindaugas’ death, the Lithuanian state did not collapse or disintegrate, but
there was rivalry for the throne as a major property. This gives firm proof of the
significance of Mindaugas’ deeds and their continuity and confirms that he was an
outstanding personality of his period.

Not much can be said about his personal qualities. His actions and their presumed
motivations allow us to maintain that he was energetic, resolute, and persistent in his
aims, flexible, and often brutal. An important trait was his ability to adopt new ways.
Mindaugas was a man of his epoch and a sovereign.

A number of uncertainties arise in dealing with Mindaugas’ family. It is known
that Mindaugas was married to the wife of Vismantas Bulionis, who had died in a
battle with Mindaugas in 1252. We are also familiar with the name of Queen Martha.
This is most probably one and the same woman. However, the time of their wedding
is unknown. Mindaugas might have abducted Vismantas’ wife from her living husband,
the way he treated Daumantas’ wife. His elder children, Vaiselga and a daughter who
married Svarn, were active in state life up to 1254, and must have been the children of
another wife.

Dying in 1262, Martha left infant children. The sources from the 1260s mention
two pairs of Mindaugas’ sons while the Order’s forgery from 1261 speaks of Replys
and Gerstutis, and the description of Mindaugas’ death, Ruklys and Rupeikis. It is
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not clear whether there were four sons or just the distorted names of two; their relative
ages are also obscure. One of them must have inherited the King’s crown, for the
senior son VaiSelga had retired from public life to an Orthodox monastery. However,
after the assassination of Mindaugas and his sons, there is no knowledge of any such
rival. Most probably he had also perished.

3. MINDAUGAS’ HEIRS (1263-1282)

Treniota (1263-1264), VaiSelga (1264-1267), Svarn (1267-1269). After Mindaugas’
assassination, Treniota took power over the entire Lithuanian state, including
Zemaitija. He had many supporters, but his power was immediately threatened.
Tautvilas, too, had not forgotten his claims to power, so Treniota also assassinated
him. But he himself died at the hand of Mindaugas’ former courtiers.

Assisted by Russian princes, Mindaugas’ son Vai$elga, having escaped from a
monastery, first occupied Black Rus and later Lithuania (in the narrow sense). Once
he had established himself there with the aid of his brother-in-law Svarn and the
Galicians, he fought in Deltuva and NalSia in 1265, exiling the supporters of Treniota
and Daumantas’ conspiracy, and capturing their castles. Daumantas himself escaped
to Pskov from which, in 1266-1267, he attacked the lands of VaiSelga’s vassal, the
Polotsk Prince Gerdenis of NalSia, and took part in battles with Livonia.

According to the annals, VaiSelga, having left his monastery for three years, in
1267 transferred his power in Lithuania to the Galician Prince Svarn and retired to a
monastery again, but not for long, for he was slain by another Galician Prince, Leo.
Nothing is known of the activity of Svarn as the Lithuanian sovereign. He may not
have established himself in all of Lithuania and had to be content with just the southern
districts of the Lithuanian state, which were closer to Galicia-Volynia-Black Rus, and
perhaps also the domain lands. Svarn did not stay long in Lithuania, and in 1269 he
died in Galicia; it is not clear how he lost power.

One of Treniota’s goals was to step up conflicts with the German orders. This
could be associated with the expedition of Lithuanians and Yotvingians (Sudavians)
to the state of the Teutonic Order to aid the rebel Prussians. However, having obtained
power by means of a rebellion, Treniota failed to overcome his enemies, and caused
internal war and disorder. This chaos was highly dangerous to the Lithuanian state
since another rival to the throne, Vai$elga, summoned a foreign force of Russian
princes, mainly Galician, to help him.

Still dependent on Vaiselga and well-established in his circle, the Galicians changed
the direction of Lithuania’s political orientation. Lithuania was now threatcned by
becoming involved, as a dependent country, in the sphere of Galician-Volynian affairs.
With the Christian Vaiselga, the role of Orthodoxy in Lithuania was expected to grow.
The religious antagonism between him and the Order was not as deep as between the
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Order, the Christians and other pagan princes. VaiSelga released the Christians arrested
by Mindaugas and Treniota, offered peace to Livonia and constantly tried to maintain
peace and good terms with it.

Meanwhile the Order attacked the Semigallians and Couronians. In 1267 the
latter were forced to surrender. The expedition by Treniota to aid the Prussians that
has been mentioned was also of avail; here, since 1265, the Order had taken the
offensive. During VaiSelga’s reign, an expedition was called in 1265 to take revenge
on the Poles of Poland Minor who, in 1264, had brutally devastated Yotvingian lands.

However, this was just an episode in the policy of VaiSelga and his heir. During the
confusion of 1263-1269 the Lithuanian state did not face collapse. Nevertheless, the
Lithuanian princes did not manage to make use of the grave condition of both branches
of the Order, caused by the uprising of the enslaved Baltic tribes, and did not actively
support the rebels. Political initiative in Rus was being lost. More and more the
Lithuanian state fell to the position of a second-rank political power.

Traidenis (1269-1282). Early in 1270, after a long interval, the Lithuanians invaded
Livonia, reached Saaremaa and in a battle on ice by Karuse defeated the Order’s
forces. Another victorious expedition was immediately organized. This shows that
power and political priorities in Lithuania had changed. These expeditions were
largely the work of Traidenis, the new Lithuanian sovereign, whose later anti German
moods were well-known. How he replaced Svarn in 1269 is not clear. If he took
power by force, this suited the principles of the majority of Lithuanians, for there isno
information about any internal unrest.

Traidenis found Lithuania on poor terms with all its neighbours; it fell on him not
only to try to consolidate a state suffering from internal unrest, but also to fight his
neighbours on several fronts. His coming to power meant the expulsion of Galicia-
Volynia from Lithuania. Therefore, from the very beginning, Traidenis’ relations
with the princes of this land of Rus were poor. Their collisions grew into the War of
1274-1276, during which, in 1275, the Galicians had invited their sovereign, the
Tatar detachments to help them (and again in 1279). Lithuania came out of this war
successfully: the southern borders were defended and even consolidated, with the
refugee Prussians, Sudavians and Scalvians who arrived in Lithuania being settled in
Black Russia.

Events at the Livonian front were changeable. Notwithstanding Lithuanian
victories in 1270, the Order attacked rebellious Semigallia and, having captured
Semigallian castles, made the rebels surrender in 1272. In 1273 Livonia built a castle
in Daugpilis which bordered Lithuanian lands or was probably in lands that were
obedient to Traidenis. The latter besicged it immediately, but could not capture it.
Only in 1281 did the Lithuanians take Jersica and traded it for Daugpilis, in which a
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Lithuanian garrison stayed until 1313. In 1279 Livonia attacked Traidenis’ lands and
reached Kernave, but the Order’s returning army was met by the Lithuanians already
in Livonia, near Aizkraukle, and utterly destroyed. Now, just as after the Battle of
Durbe, lands subjugated by Livonia, this time Semigallia, rebelled again and liberated
themselves. Seeking greater support from Lithuania, this time the Semigallians may
even have recognized Traidenis’ power. The Semigallian Prince Nameisis was one of
the most active war-leaders at the end of Traidenis’ reign. The Semigallian struggle
with the Order went through many phases. Already after Traidenis’ death, in 1291,
the Order suppressed the rebellion, and took over the larger part of Semigallia, while
the southern part went to Lithuania.

The course of developments at the other war front with the Teutonic Order was
unfavourable to the Balts, including Lithuanians. In 1274 the Great Prussian Rebellion
was suppressed. In 1276 a newly rebelled Prussian tribe, the Pagudians, did not
manage to revive the rebellion; the Teutonic Order did not stop and immediately set
to conquering Nadruva and Scalva. Lithuania, which was waging war with Galicia-
Volynia, did not seem to have rendered support to the lands which, already in
Mindaugas’ reign, had recognized the sovereignity of the Lithuanian sovereign. In
1274-1277 they were conquered by the Order.

The Order’s other victim must have been the Sudavians (Yotvingians). The
Yotvingian lands had become an object of conquest for all its Christian neighbours.
Ravaging expeditions to them were organized by the Galicians and the Poles (after
1262, mostly from Poland Minor, because Masovia was observing peace with Lithuania,
and so also with the Yotvingians, and this peace was consolidated even more in 1279
by the marriage of Traidenis’ daughter Gaudemunda (Gaudimanté) to the Masovian
Prince Boleslas). The Yotvingians, almost invariably helped by the Lithuanians, sent
return attacks. This cooperation was so firm that one could hardly say who, the
Yotvingians or Lithuanians, were in greater need of one expedition or another, or
whether these expeditions were subject to a single authority. The Yotvingians, or
basically their northern part (the Sudavians), alone, or with the Lithuanians, actively
supported the rebel Prussians. However, neither the Yotvingians themselves nor their
supporters, the Lithuanians, who in 1281 and 1283 organized expeditions to the State
of the Order, were able to stop the enemy. 1283 is considered to be the last year that
the Sudavians offered any resistance to the Order. The latter reached the Nemunas
river. Ayear earlier, 1282, the last Yotvingian struggles with the Poles and Russians
were recorded. The Yotvingian lands were divided. The north-western part was
conquered by the Teutonic Order. The southern lands were colonized by the Poles
and the Galician-Volynian Russians. Only the north-eastern part of Sudavia, inhabited
by the Yotvingians, that had been part of the Lithuanian state from the beginning of
Mindaugas’ unification, remained in it.
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The Balts’ political area was diminishing. The Prussians and the other western
Baltic tribes, the Couronians and Semigallians, never rebelled again and were totally
conquered (the Semigallians —in 1291). The attempts of Mindaugas and Treniota to
unite the Baltic tribes in one state were never realized. When the Teutonic Order
reached the Nemunas and both branches of the Order took control of the conquered
lands, it could concentrate on an attack on the besieged Lithuanian state. In the
western front, which was already not separated from the northern one because they
had united, Lithuania found itself in an unusually difficult situation.

Traidenis faced several dilemmas. One of them was whether to concentrate his
forces or to distribute them over several fronts. As the war with Volynia intensified,
fewer forces were left to fight the Order. In maintaining ties with other Baltic tribes,
for example, with the Yotvingians, it was necessary to co-ordinate different stages of
political development — that of the Lithuanian monarchy, although not yet formed to
the end, and a level corresponding to the lands of those tribes or the land confederation.
Traidenis did best with the Semigallians, presumably because the latter had already
achieved statehood just then. Another dilemma was Lithuania’s situation between
Catholic and Orthodox lands. Relations with Orthodox believers developed more
smoothly owing to their political weakness and the sending of Lithuanian princes
into the lands of Rus (the Orthodox Vaiselga and Traidenis’ brothers). In order to
beat off Catholic aggression, it was necessary to strain all available forces. However,
here Traidenis does not seem to have been inclined to making any compromises and
firmly adhered to paganism. Apart from the reasons mentioned for his cautious and
mistrustful attitude to Catholicism, another bitter experience had been Mindaugas’
contacts with the popes and the Order in the matter of Lithuania’s Christianization.
During the reign of Traidenis, Galician influence was shaken off, and attempts were
made to stop the invading Orders and to strengthen relations between the Lithuanian
state and the Balts who were still free.

The state united and ruled for about 20 years by Mindaugas was the first Lithuanian
state. These twenty years did not pass in vain: state institutions were created and
functioned. It was the geopolitical situation of Lithuania that forced it to act on two
fronts: to repel the deadly advances of the Orders and the crusaders from both the
North and the West and to assume the political and military initiative in the Russian
lands and to expand the territory of the state there. Already, under the rule of
Mindaugas, the Lithuanian State included three worlds — a pagan one of Lithuania, a
Catholic one of Western Europe and an Orthodox of Russia — each possessing its
distinct ideology, concepts of a statehood development, and others differences.
Constrained to choosc among them, finally, Mindaugas tried to unite them, but these
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