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Promocijas darba témas aktualitate

Jau vairak neka pusgadsimtu aizvéstures sabiedribu pétnieciba ir specialas arheo-
logijas jomas — socialas arheologijas ~ uzmanibas loka. Socialas arheologijas galvenais
uzdevums ir pagatnes sabiedribu un sociilas prakses arheologiska rekonstrukcija,
ievietojot artefaktus un citas arheologiskas liecibas sociala konteksta. Lai gan pagat-
nes sabiedribu socidlajam rekonstrukcijam ir sena vésture, tomér plasika sociilo jau-
tijumu arheologiska pétnieciba, ieskaitot sociilo organiziciju, apmainas modelus un
apbedijumnu analizi, aizsakas lidz ar Jauno jeb procesualo arheologiju 20. gs. 60.-70. ga-
dos. Taéu modernas socialas teorijas ietekmé kops 1980. gadu beigam socialas arheo-
logijas aktudlo jautdjumu loka ieldauti ari jautdjumi par aktivajiem individiem,
socialo darbibu, ideologiju, dzimti un varu.

Lai gan padomju marksistisko arheologiju, kura péc Otra pasaules kara pasta-
véja ari Latvijas arheologija un kuri socialpolitiskds izmainas bija izteikti saistitas ar
socidlekonomiskajiem apstakliem, nosaciti varétu dévét par socialo arheologiju, Lat-
vija sociala arheologija sakusi attistities tikai pédéja desmitgadé. Sakot ar 1990. gadu
vidu, atseviski arheologi un vésturnieki pievérsis daziem aizvéstures sabiedribu
socidlas un politiskas attistibas jautdjumiem, méginot tos izskaidrot péc misdienu
teoriju un metodologiju principiem. Tomér ilga noskirtiba no Rietumu valstu arheo-
logijas attistibas un iepriek$éjo desmitgazu dogmatiskais pasaules uzskats ir atsta-
jusi savu ietekmi pat vél uz misdienu pétijumiem. Tapéc Sodien més Latvija varam
runat tikai par socialas arheologijas aizsakumiem, $ai arheologijas jomai vél tikai
meklgjot savus izteiksmes lidzeklus un formuléjumus, vienlaicigi cenoties ari atrast
kddu vispargju paradigmu.

Aizvéstures beigu laikposms ir loti pateicigs laikmets teorétisku un metodologisku
jautdjumu risinasanai. Aizvéstures beigas Latvija, ka 3ajd darba tiek apziméts apla-
kojamais laikposms no 7.~12. gs., Latvijas arheologiskaja periodizacija atbilst vidéja
dzelzs laikmeta otrajai pusei un vélajam dzelzs laikmetam. Pateicoties vikingu aktivi-
titém, masu éras [ gadu tukstosa pédéja ceturtdald izveidojis vienota Baltijas jiras
regiona telpa, kura vienlaicigi lidzas pastavéja sabiedribas ar dazadu sociilpolitisko
organiziaciju, pieméram, vadonibas sabiedribas un agras valstis. 12. gs. beigas un 13.gs.



Austrumbaltija bija krusta karu laikmets, kuru rezultata $aja regiona izveidojas pir-
mas valsts struktiras un saka veidoties viduslaiku sabiedriba. Aizvéstures pedéjie gad-
simti neapsaubami ir arheologiski vislabak petitais laikposms, un it ipasi pladi tiesi
Austrumlatvija ir veikta gan arheologisko vietu apzina$ana, gan izpéte, pie tam arheo-
logiskie izrakumi $aja regiona bijusi salidzinosi apjomigaki neka citur Latvija. Ar
Austrumlatviju $aja darba tiek saprasta Vidzemes, Latgales un Aug$zemes teritorijas,
kuras aizvéstures beigas parsvara apdzivoja latgali, séli un libiesi.

Saja darba, kas veltits aizvéstures beigam, par véstures avotiem izmantotas vienigi
arheologiskas liecibas. 13.gs. rakstitie véstures avoti, kuri raditi krusta karu laikmeta,
kas ieviesa jaunas socialas, politiskas, ekonomiskas un ideologiskas dzives iezimes
Austrumbaltija, aizvéstures beigu sabiedribu pétnieciba lietojami loti kritiski. Sabied-
ribu attistiba ir dinamiska, Ipasi strauji sabiedribas mainas regionali nozimigu social-
politisku transformaciju laika, mainoties ierastajam spéku saméram un paradoties
jaunam varas iezimém. Tadejadi ari 13.gs. hronikas biitiba atspogulo savu laikmetu
Austrumlatvija, kurs$ jau bija at$kirigs no ieprieksgjiem — aizvéstures sabiedribu laik-
meta — gadsimtiem. Tapéc, nemot véra rakstito véstures avotu retrospektivas izman-
tosanas ierobezotids iespéjas, Ipasi jau attieciba uz socialo un politisko attistibu, $aja
darba netiek izmantotas 13.gs. hronikas vai citi rakstitie avoti, un aizvéstures socia-
lajam rekonstrukcijam izmantotas vienigi materialas kultiras liecibas, ieskaitot gan
arheologiskas vietas, gan artefaktus. Protams, ka tas arheologisko pieminek]u un citu
liecibu apjoms, kas ir zinams un pieejams misdienu pétniekam, ir tikai neliela dala
no ta, kas pastavéja dzelzs laikmeta. Bet ari §ads apjoms ir uzskatams par pietiekamu,
lai varétu diskutét par to sabiedribu uzbavi un raksturu, kuras atstajuas mums $is
fragmentaras liecibas.

Promocijas darba merkis, uzdevumi un struktara

Sis darbs ir méginajums pasaules modernas arheologijas diskursa péc materialas
kultdras liecibam rekonstruét socialas attiecibas Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigas.
Lai pilnigak atspogulotu sabiedribu veido$anos un uzbuvi, $aja darba tiek aplakoti
jautajumi, kas saistiti ar aizvéstures beigu socialekonomisko attistibu, dzimtes attie-
cibam, statusa izpausmém un simboliem, ki ari varas avotiem un vadonibas raksturu.
Apzinoties etniskuma nozimi socidlaja darbiba un socialajas attiecibas, bet apsaubot
ta lomu identitates veido3ana aizvéstures sabiedribds un pienemot etniskuma mas-
dienu izpratni (kas par galveno iezimi izvirza iedzivotdju grupas etnisko pasapzinu),
etnisko un socialo attiecibu mijiedarbiba 3aja pétijuma nav skarta atseviski, lai gan



Austrumlatvijas teritorijas etniskas problémas reizém veido nepiecieSamu fonu so-
cialo jautdjumu izvértéanai.

Darba izvirzitie jautajumi par sabiedribas organizaciju, varu un aktivo individu
darbibu nebat nav raksturigi Latvijas arheologijai, un tidéjadi $ada pieeja prasa no
pétnieka netradicionalu analizes un izklasta gaitu. Jebkur$ sabiedribas, socialas darbi-
bas un socidlo attiecibu raksturojums un izpratne sikas ar teoriju, jo pagatnes sociala
rekonstrukcija ir tikai masdienas radita konstrukcija. Tadéjadi autors apzinati vei-
doja darba struktiiru, gan pétijuma, gan nodalu sakuma pievérsoties visparéjiem
metodologiskiem un teorétiskiem jautajumiem, lai péc tam jau analizétu Austrum-
latvijas aizvéstures beigu laikposma konkrétas arheologiskas liecibas.

Promocijas darbs iesniegts ka publikiciju kopa, kuru veido monografija un
15 zindtniskie raksti par promocijas darba tému. Promocijas darba pamata ir mo-
nografija “Sabiedriba un vara: socialis attiecibas Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigas”
(td ietver ievadu, astonas nodalas, epilogu, avotu un literataras sarakstu, personu un
vietu raditdju un kopsavilkumu anglu valoda), savukart rakstos vairakas monogra-
fijas nodalas skartas témas aplukotas padzilinati vai at$kiriga perspektiva.

1. un 2.nodaja veltita visparigiem teorétiskiem jautajumiem - attiecigi sabied-
ribu pétniecibas terminologijas problémam un socialas arheologijas attistibai pasaulé
un Latvija lidz 20./21.gs. mijai. Sis nodalas veido pétijuma visparéjo teorétisko un
metodologisko ietvaru.

3. nodala sniegts Austrumlatvijas aizvéstures beigu arheologisko vietu raksturo-
jums un to izpétes vésture, iepazistinot gan ar plasak pétitajam vietam (to hrono-
logiju, funkciju, kontekstu u.c.), gan ieziméjot atskirigo arheologisko vietu veidu
nozimi socialo jautajumu risinasana.

4.nodaja raksturoti Austrumlatvijas aizvéstures beigu sabiedribu socialekono-
miskas attistibas aspekti, no kuriem sociilo problému izpratnei ipasi nozimigi ir mai-
nas un tirdzniecibas jautajumi, ki ari centralas vietas problematika.

5. nodaja aplikots dzimtes jedziens un dzimtes un socialo poziciju saistiba, kas ir
plasi izplatiti jautdjumi Rietumu arheologija, bet vél arvien nav skarti Latvijas arheo-
logija.

6. un 7.nodala veltitas socidla statusa un ta izpausmes jautdjumiem Austrum-
latvijas aizvéstures beigu sabiedribas, to risina$anai izmantojot gan dzivesvietu, gan
kapulauku un apbedijumu liecibas. Atseviski skarti artefaktu un to sociilas un sim-
boliskas nozimes jautdjumi. Abas $ajas nodalas izmantotas ari statistiskds pétnie-
cibas metodes, kas, lai gan padara situaciju bezpersonisku, nevis objektivu, tomér
var atspogulot visparéjas attistibas tendences, vidéjos raditdjus, modelus u.c.

8. nodala aplukots varas jédziens, kas misdienu sociilaja teorija ir nozimigakais
jautdjums, ki ari, pielietojot socialas varas avotu modeli Austrumlatvijas aizvéstures
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beigu arheologiskajam liecibam, méginats raksturot vadonibu un varas iegisanas
iespéjas aizvéstures beigu sabiedribas.

Promocijas darba aprobacija

Pétijuma jautdjumi un atseviski detalizétaki pétijuma aspekti aplukoti 15 zinat-
niskajas publikacijas latvie$u un anglu valodas (skat. nozimigako publikaciju sarak-
stu par promocijas darba tému).

Pétijuma autors piedalijies 8 starptautiskas konferencés, kuras nolasijis referatus
par promocijas darba tému (skat. ari publicéto konferencu referatu tézu sarakstu):

1) starptautiskd projekta “Kultaru konflikts vai kompromiss” simpozijs “Kultiru
konflikts vai kompromiss: centralas vietas” 1998.g. 18.-21.09., Talsi — referats “Libiesu
pilskalni un vadonibas sabiedriba” (referats publicéts konferences materialu krajuma).

2) Eiropas arheologu asocidcijas 4. kongress 1998.g. 23.-27.09., Géteborga (Zvied-
rija) — referdts “Libiesi aizvéstures beigas starp Austrumiem un Rietumniem: atvértas
sabiedribas piemérs” (referita tézes publicétas);

3) Eiropas arheojogu asociicijas 5. kongress 1999.g. 14.-19.09., Bornmuta (Liel-
britanija) — sesijas “Dzersanas tradiciju arheologija: alkoholiskie dzérieni un to
izmantosana socialpolitiska konteksta” organizétijs, referts “Cel§ uz varu: Latvija
lietoto dzelzs laikmeta dzeramo ragu politiskais konteksts™ (referata tézes publicétas);

4) LU konference “Riga un Baltijas jiras regions vésturé: regionalie sakari un mul-
tikulturalitate” 2001.g. 11.-16.09., Riga — referats “Agra urbanisma izceldanas un
attistiba Latvijas teritorija aizvéstures beigds un viduslaiku sakuma” (referats iesniegts
publicésanai konferences materialu krajuma);

5) XII Visbijas véstures zinatnu simpozijs 2001.g. 28.-30.09., Visbija (Zviedrija) -
referats “Agra pilséta Latvija aizvéstures beigas” (referats iesniegts publicédanai
konferences materialu krajuma séri)a Acta Vysbiensia, XI1 laidiens);

6) starptautisks seminars “Senie libiedi” 2002.g. 21.-24.08., Lieto (Somija) — refe-
rats “Sabiedriba un vara libieSu vadonibas sabiedribas aizvéstures beigas” (referats
iesniegts publicésanai konferences materialu krdjuma).

7) 3. Starptautiska viduslaiku un jauno laiku arheologijas konference “Viduslaiku
Eiropa” 2002.g. 10.-15.09., Bazele (Sveice) — referats “Pilis, pilsétas un ciemi: varas
at$kirigds ainavas Latvijas teritorija 11.—16.gs.” (referats publicéts konferences mate-
ridlu krajuma);

8) Baltijas arheclogijas semindrs 2003.g. 18.-19.10., Tartu (Igaunija) — referats
“Varas izpratne: aizvéstures beigu socidlo un politisko struktiiru pétnieciba Latvijas
arheologija”.



Ar aizv@stures sabiedribu socialo organizaciju saistiti jautajumi risinati ari 3 refe-
ritos, kas nolasiti Latvija rikotas konferencés:

1) Ventspils Vestures muzeja konference “Kurzemes un kur$u arheologija”,
2001.g. 25.-27.05., Ventspils — referats “Sabiedriba un vara Kurzemé aizvéstures
beigas” (referats publicéts VVM Rakstu II séjuma);

2) Latvijas Véstures muzeja konterence “Latvijas arheologija: pétijumi un prob-
lémas”, 2001.g. 27.11., Riga — referits “Socialais statuss Austrumiatvijd vélaja dzelzs
laikmeta” (referats publicéts LVM Rakstu 8.séjuma);

3) LU 61.zinatniskas konferences Arheologijas sekcija, 2003.g. 10.02., Riga -
referits “Vara un vadoniba libiesu sabiedribas aizvéstures beigas” (referats publicéts
LU Zurnala “Latvijas Vésture. Jaunie un jaunakie laiki” 2003.gada 3.numura).

Promocijas darba koncepcija, ta teorétiskas un metodologiskas nostadnes, izpétes
rezultati un sasniegumi kop§ 1998.g. vairdkas reizes apspriesti LU Véstures un filo-
zofijas fakultites Arheologijas un véstures paligdisciplinu katedras sédés. 2002. gada
rudeni ar promocijas darba nozimigako dalu — monografijas “Sabiedriba un vara:
socialas attiecibas Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigas” manuskriptu iepazinas vairaki
arheologi un vésturnieki, kas sniedza ari vértigus padomus un komentarus. LU Vés-
tures un filozofijas fakultites Seno laiku un Rietumeiropas viduslaiku véstures katedras
2003.gada 8.septembra sédé monogrifija tika apspriesta un pozitivi novértéta, re-
komendéjot to ka promocijas darbu iesniegt aizstavésanai.

Promocijas darba témas izpétes gaita apgiitas teorétiskds un metodologiskas
pieejas, ka ari faktu materials kop$ 1999.g. iestradats obligatajos visparigajos ievad-
lekciju kursos “Aizvésture™ un “levads arheologija un etnogrifija” un izvéles kursos
“levads kultarantropologija” un “Telpa un vara Zieme]eiropa agrajos viduslaikos”,
kas tiek lasiti LU Véstures un filozofijas fakultates véstures bakalaura un magistra
programmu ietvaros.



Iss promocijas darba saturs

Ievads

Tevada raksturota pétijuma témas aktualitite, hronologiskie un teritorialie ietvari,
noteikti pétijuma mérki un uzdevumi un isi aplikota pétijuma struktira.

1. Terminologiska un izpratnes daudzveidiba
aizvestures socialaja pétnieciba

1.1. Sabiedriba ka struktiira, ka sistéma un ka attiecibas

Jédziens “sabiedriba” ir viens no sociologijas, antropologijas un véstures pamat-
jédzieniem, un dazidas pétniecibas tradicijas ir veidotas un lietotas daudzveidigas
$a jédziena definicijas un izpratnes. Sabiedriba var tikt definéta ka ikviena pastaviga
cilveku grupa; Sis jédziens ari ticis lietots par socialekonomiskas formacijas sino-
nimu, bet citi pétnieki pielauj, ka tads fenomens ka sabiedriba vispar neeksisté. Sa-
biedribu ari iespgjams interpretét ka savstarpéji saistitu mijiedarbibu tiklu, ko veido
dazadu ideologisko, ekonomisko, militaro un politisko attiecibu sociotelpiskie tikli.
Arheologiskaja pétnieciba pladi tiek lietota anglu sociologa E. Gidensa izveidota struk-
turacijas teorija. Péc $is teorijas, sabiedribai ir duals raksturs un to veido gan indi-
vidualie darbibas veicéji, gan socialas struktaras. Struktiira ir darbibas rezultats un
taja paia laika ta pati veido darbibu; struktira ietver principus un likumus, kurus
individu tie$a darbiba reproducé.

Socialo sistému un struktdru savstarpéjas attiecibas veido socialo kopumu. So-
ciala sistéma sastav no attiecibam starp individiem un grupam kadu noteiktu eksis-
tences jomu ietvaros (pieméram, ekonomika, politika u.c.), tadéjadi kopa veidojot
apstaklus gan individu, gan grupu socialajam stratégijam kiada noteikta telpa un
laika. Saja pétijuma par sabiedribas un socialas organizacijas pamatideju tiek uzska-
titas tiesi sociilas attiecibas, kuru daudzveidiba un raksturs nosaka sabiedribas vei-
dosanos.
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1.2. Aizvéstures un viduslaiku sabiedribas Eiropa 7.-12. gs.

Eiropa no 7.-12.gs. socialo sisttmu un socialo attiecibu sféra bija izteikti nevien-
dabiga un daudzkrisaina. Ja Romas impérijas laikmeta Eiropa (vismaz lielakaja tas
dala) bija izveidojusies vienota, regionali savstarpéji saistita pasaules sistéma, tad I g.t.
otraja pusé Eiropas regionala attistiba bija atskiriga. Rietumeiropa 3aja laika pardzi-
voja agro viduslaiku beigas ar barbaru sabiedribas sabrukumu un attistitos viduslai-
kus ar kristigas un brunnieciskas sabiedribas uzplaukumu, kamer kontinenta zieme-
los, tapat ka austrumos, aizvéstures perioda beigas lidztekus vadonibas sabiedribam
veidojas agras valstis. Lielaka dala no darba aplitkojama laikmeta Ziemeleiropa attie-
cinima uz vikingu laikmetu (800.-1050.g.). Pirmo agro valstu veido$anos Skandi-
navija, kas norisinajas Danija ap 1000.g., noteica gan iek3gja attistiba, gan aréjas
ietekmes. Norveégija valsts veido$anas risinajas 9.gs. beigas, bet Zviedrijas teritorijas
apvieno$ana attiecinama uz 11.-12.gs. Otrs nozimigakais centralais areals bija uz
austrumiem no Baltijas — austrumslavu zemés, tajas veidojoties Krievzemes agrajai
valstij. Sis valsts veido$anas procesd loti nozimigu ieguldijumu deva skandinavu
vikingi un, pateicoties vinu aktivititém, $aja regiond tika ievesta valsts ideja, kuru
vikingi istenoja kopa ar slaviem. Ziemeleiropas periférija aplikojamaja laikmeta
atradas musdienu Somijas teritorija, kur vél joprojam pastavéja diezgan egalitira
sabiedriba, lai gan jau ar ekonomisko specializiciju. Ari Baltijas jaras austrumu kras-
tos, kur bija izvietojudas baltu un somugru zemes, pastavéja daudzveidigas vadoni-
bas sabiedribas, tacu saka veidoties ari dazas teritorialas apvienibas.

1.3. Aizvéstures sabiedribu visparéja klasifikacija

Pédgjos gadsimtos veiktie socialas evoliicijas pétijumi liela méra balstas uz nerie-
tumu sabiedribu antropologiskajam liecibam, un ari aizvéstures sabiedribu pétnie-
ciba tika parpemti antropologijas modeli, terminologija un attistibas shemas. Jau
kops 18.gs. evolucionisti izstradajusi dazadas sabiedribu tipologijas, saistot aprakstu
ar noteiktu tipologiju un hipotétiskim socialas attistibas pakapém. Saskana ar §im
tradicijam, sabiedribas ir noslégtas sistémas, tapéc ir iespéjams veikt to salidzino$us
pétijumus un veidot visparinosas shémas. Masdienas sabiedribu visparéjo salidzino$o
shému un terminu izmanto$ana uzskatama par lietderigu, veidojot plasakus salidzi-
nodus starpkultiru pétijumus vai ari ievadot kidas noteiktas sabiedribas sociilu
pétijumu. 1960.-1970. gados aizvéstures pétijumos plasi tika lietotas antropologu
E.R.Servisa, M.Frida, Dz.Fridmena un M.Roulanda un T.Sandera un D.Vebstera
izstradato evolucionaro shemu modeli, kuri gan aprakstija, gan ari izskaidroja attis-
tibu no grupu sabiedribam lidz pirmajam valstim. Senaka socilds organizicijas forma
bija grupas sabiedriba, kas pastavéja jau paleolita un kuras raksturigaka iezime bija
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egalitarisms. Par dzimtu lielaka, bet par tautu mazaka sociala vieniba ir cilts. Ar so
terminu (tapat ka ar citiem apziméumiem, kurus ieviesa, lai aizstatu terminu “cilts”)
saistija sabiedribas, kuras veidojas nevienlidziba, lidz ar to lietderigak batu lietot ter-
minu “transegalitaras sabiedribas”. Loti pladu pielietojumu ieguvis termins “vado-
nibas sabiedriba”, kas gan, protams, ir masdienu zinatniska konstrukcija. Lai gan
vadonibas sabiedribas biezi tiek uzskatitas par valsts priek$tecém, tas drizak blitu
vértéjamas ka alternativa valsts socialpolitiskajai organizacijai. Savukart valsts ir ta
socialpolitiskas, ekonomiskas, ideologiskas, militaras u.c. jomu organizacijas forma,
kas iezimé krasu atkip$anos no dzimtas attiecibam un kas izveido radnieciski nesais-
titu pavalstnieku kopienas. Parasti gan tiek pielauts, ka valsts izcel$anos iespéjams
izsekot ilgaka laika posma, tacu kiet, ka valsts formésanas drizak bija |oti iss pro-
cess, kura rezultatus noteica gan labvéligie objektivie apstakli, gan aktivie individi.

2. Sociala arheologija: pasaules un Latvijas pieredze

2.1.Lidz 20. gs. vidum veidojusies priekistati par aizvéstures sabiedribu attistibu:
socialas evolicijas teorija un tas raanas

Jau antikas pasaules sabiedribas pievérsas cilvéces attistibas trajektoriju mekle-
$anai, veidojot gan linedras socialas attistibas, gan cikliskas un evolucionaras attis-
tibas teorijas. Tacu tikai 18.gs. progresivas evoliicijas ideja ieguva savu intelektuilo
un socidlo bazi, Apgaismibas laikmeta filozofijai definéjot evolucionisma pamattézes.
Sekojosaja gadsimta empirisko pétijumu rezultata izveidojas socialais un biologis-
kais evolucionisms. Lai aprakstitu sabiedribas attistibu no mezonibas lidz civilizaci-
jai, 19.gs. evolucionisti savos darbos parsvard izmantoja antropologiskas liecibas,
nedaudz ari agro vésturisko sabiedribu materialus. 19.gs. beigas vacu filozofs F. Engelss
noforméja marksistiskos prieksstatus par $kiru sabiedribas izveidosanos, kuri vélik,
20.gs., kluva par pamatu padomju arheologiskajai interpretacijai.

20.gs. pirmaja pusé izskanéja ari pirma nopietna evolucionisma kritika, kuru
spilgti pauda amerikanu antropologs F Boass un vina sekotaji. Pretstata kultiiru
salidzino$ajiem visparindjumiem un pakapeniskajai attistibai vini uzsvéra kulttru
relativismu un vésturisko partikularismu. Jaunus akcentus aizvéstures sabiedribu
pétnieciba ieviesa kultarvésturiska tradicija, kurai raksturiga aizvéstures arheolo-
gizédana, piepildot aizvésturi ar konkrétu arheologisko materialu un kultaru sasais-
tifana ar noteiktu laiku un telpu.

Arheologijas attistiba Latvijas teritorija lidz 20. gs.vidum atspoguloja kultiirves-
turiskas pieejas tendences. Baltvacu arheologija socidlajim interpreticijam netika
pievérsta liela uzmaniba, baltvacu arheologus drizak varétu déveét par antikvariem,
savukart pirmie latviesu arheologi un vésturnieki 19.gs. beigas un Latvijas pirmas

12



republikas laika sabiedribas pirms krusta karu laikmeta uztvéra Joti idealizéti. Vie-
nigi A.Svabe, balstoties uz folkloras un viduslaiku rakstito véstures avotu liecibam,
1920.~1930. gados méginaja rekonstruét aizvéstures sabiedribu socialo organiziciju.
20.gs. vida lidz ar politiskajam parmainam un padomju okupiciju aizvéstures
sabiedribu attistibas izskaidrojumi Latvijas arheologija tika pakjauti dogmatiskajam
marksismam. Tiesa, ta ki parmainas aizvésturé tika tiesi saistitas ar socidlajiem
jautajumiem, marksistiska arheologija (lai gan lietota ka dogma) biitiba bija pirma
sociala arheologija. Par Latvijas padomju arheologijas teorijas un interpretacijas star-
akmeni k]uva 1952.g. publicétais igaunu arheologa H. Mooras pétijums par pirmat-
néjas kopienas un agro feodalo sabiedribu Latvijas teritorija. Savukart vélak loti
plasi lietota un atkdrtotid metodologiska pieeja socialajiem jautajumiem tika nofor-
muléta E.Snores veiktaja Nuksu kapulauka socialaja analizé (1957). Tadéjadi lidz
pat 1990.gadu sakumam socialds interpretacijas bija ieklautas padomju marksisma
monoideologijas ietvaros un tas nelava risinat diskusijas par $iem jautdjumiem.

2.2. Procesuala (Jauna) arheologija: vide, ekonomika un socialpolitiska organizacija

1960.-1970.gados ASV ki pretstats kultarvésturiskajai pieejai arheologija izvei-
dojas procesuila arheologija. Saja pétniecibas tradicija plasi tika lietota sistemas
teorija, starpkultdru visparindjumi, pozitivisms (ar ta deduktivo logiku un neat-
karibu no empiriskajiem novérojumiem), akcent&jot adaptaciju un funkciju. Jauna
arheologija lidz tam veiktas kultaru aprakstidanas vieta ieviesa pagatnes notikumu
izskaidrosanu. Procesuilie arheologi saistiba ar sociile struktiru pétijumiem (kuros
vienas no nozimigikajam témédm bija apbedijumi un maina/tirdznieciba) lielu
uzmanibu pievérsa vides un ekonomiskajiem faktoriem.

Procesuala pieeja bija un joprojam ir dominéjoda Amerikas arheologija, kamér
Eiropas, ipasi anglu, arheologija ta savu uzplaukumu sasniedza 1980.gadu sakuma,
kad vienlaicigi jau saka veidoties jaunas pieejas, kuras vélak tika nodévétas par post-
procesualajam arheologijam. Jaatzimé, ka lielakaja dala Eiropas valstu, ieskaitot Aus-
trumeiropu, procesudlajai arheologijai bija nieciga ietekme vai pat vispar tas nebija
(tas gan attiecas arl uz 1990.gadu postprocesualo arheologiju, kas bija raksturiga
anglu un skandinavu zemém).

2.3, Postprocesualas arheologijas: vara, dzimte un aktivais individs

Pirmais izaicindjums procesualajai arheologijai bija 1980. gadu kontekstuala un
strukturala arheologija, tacu izteiktu pavérsienu no eksaktis zinatniskis arheologi-
jas ieziméja kritiska arheologija 1980. gadu beigas. 1990.gadu arheologisko pétniecibu
raksturoja dazadu uzskatu un interpretaciju pluralisms, atspogulojot fenomenologijas,
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hermenétikas, strukturalisma, poststrukturalisma, Frankfurtes kritiskas skolas u.c.
ietekmes. Ta 1990.gadu sakuma bija vérojams pavérsiens interpretativas vai tekstua-
las arheologijas virziena, kurd materialds kultGras pétnieciba tika lietota teksta ana-
logija. Taja pasa laika loti ietekmigu alternativu procesuilajai arheologijai veidoja
marksistiska arheologija, kas bija balstita uz Rietumu marksismu un pétnieciba uzsvéra
socidlekonomiskos aspektus.

Maiisdienas gan procesuala, gan postprocesuala arheologija un to karstas diskusi-
jas ir pagatné, arheologyja ir iegajusi zindma miera az& un tagad arheologiskaja teo-
rija parsedzas un lidzas pastav dazadas pieejas un tradicijas. Misdienu arheologija
ir bagdtinata ar humanitarajam un postpozitivistiskajam atzinam un atskirigos pét-
niecibas virzienos vérojama dazadu pieeju dominé$ana, tacu kopuma vérojama ten-
dence apvienot abu kadreiz opozicionaro virzienu pétniecibas un interpretaciju pieejas.

2.4. Sociala arheologija Latvija 20. gs. beigas: vai jaunas paradigmas mekléjumos?

Tre$a atmoda un neatkarigas Latvijas Republikas atjaunosana veicinaja atteik$a-
nos no marksisma ideologiskajiem ietvariem socialajas un humanitarajas zinatnés,
ieskaitot vésturi un arheologiju. 1992.g. tika publicéts pirmais kritiskais raksts, kas
bija veltits Gaujas libie$u socialpolitiskajai organizacijai 12./13.gs. mija, un tas uz-
skatams par pirmo méginajumu lauzt iepriekséjas tradicijas pieeju un socidlo modeli.
Kop§ 1990.gadu vidus Latvijas arheologija aizsakusies musdienigas terminologijas
ievie$ana, ki ari pievérsanas jaunam pétniecibas témam, pieméram, socila telpa,
agras pilsétas, varas bazes, socialie simboli u.c. Tomér joprojam saglabajas atseviski
stereotipi, leskaitot ari pienémumu par valsts un valstisko veidojumu pastavé§anu
Latvijas teritorija aizvéstures beigas. Liela dala pétijjumu, kas skar pagatnes sabied-
ribu socialos jautdgjumus, atspogulo procesualas arheologijas idejas un ietekmi, ta¢u
daudzas interpretacijas vél arvien tiek veidotas iepriek$gjo desmitgazu tradiciju gara.

3. Austrumlatvijas 7.-12. gs. kultarainava un tas izpéte
3.1. Kultarvesturiska ainava Austrumlatvija vidéja un vélaja dzelzs laikmeta

Cilveku un sabiedribu dzive norisinas noteikta vidé, kuru ir veidojusi pasi cil-
veki un kura savukart ietekmé cilveku dzivi. Cilvéka darbibas rezultita ka socidla un
kultaras konstrukeija veidojas kultarainava, ieziméjot dabas un socialas telpas robe-
zas. Nenoliedzami, ka geografiskais novietojums un topogrifiska situicija ietekme
apdzivotibas modeli, ta¢u 33 mode]a organizacija atspogulo regiondlas un vieté-
Jds socidlds struktaras. Austrumlatvija konstatéjami vairaki regioni ar loti augstu
apdzivotibas blivamu, pieméram, Daugavas krastos. Tapat iespgjams ari izsekot
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hronologiskajam atskiribam teritorijas apgiisanas intensitaté, tai pieaugot aizvéstu-
res beigas (batiba kop$ 10. gs.).

Lielako dalu Daugavas laba krasta zemju apdzivoja latgali, vini bija apmetusies
ari Gaujas baseina zemés un ziemelaustrumu regionos. Daugavas un Gaujas lejteces,
ki ari Rigas jaras lica austrumu piekrasti kops 10.gs. apdzivoja libiesi. Augszemé
Daugavas kreisaja krasta bija apmetusies séji. Savukart Austrumlatvijas austrumu
un ziemel|u regionos iespéjams konstatét vél ari citu etnisko grupu elementus,

Kultdrainavu veido ikviena vieta, ko cilvéks ir parveidojis vai izmantajis, ari
netie§d veida. Tadejadi ta ietver dzivesvietas (pilskalnus un apmetnes), kapulaukus,
kulta vietas, agraras sistémas un saimnieciskas darbibas vietas, nocietinajumus, ceus
u.c. Nemot véra pétniecibas intensitati un iegiitos rezultatus, socialo jautajumu risi-
nasana par avotiem iespéjams izmantot dzivesvietu un kapsétu liecibas. Abi o arhe-
ologisko vietu veidi pétiti jau kop3 19.gs un pat vél agrak, ipasi plasiem arheologis-
kajiem izrakumiem notiekot 1960.—1980. gados.

3.2. Dzivesvietas un to izmanto3anas perspektivas socialaja arheologija

_Arheologiski identificétas dzivesvietas Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigas ir pils-
kalni, apmetnes un ezermitnes. ! No pllskalnn.m plasi pétits ir Daugmales pilskalns, kura
arheologiskie izrakumi notika 1933.g., 1935.-1937.g., 1966.~1970.g. un 1986.-1997.g.
Netalu no pilskalna atrodas kapulauks, savukart ta pakajé plesas plasa apmetne ar
ostas vietu. Latgalu zemés plasak pétits Jersikas pilskalns (1939.g. un kops 1990.g.),
kas kopa ar pretgja Daugavas krasta izvietoto Dignajas pilskalnu veido arheologisko
vietu vienotu kompleksu. Jersikas pilskalns bijis apdzivots no 10.-14.gs., iesp&jams, ta
uzplaukums saistams ar iepriekiéjos gadsimtos nozimiga Dignajas pilskalna norietu.
Arheologiskie izrakumi notikusi ari Kentes, Kokneses, Asotes, Olinkalna, Lokstenes,
Sarumkalna, Taniskalna, Obzerkalna, Madalanu, Gatinu, Rézeknes, KiSukalna un
citos pilskalnos. Vairakas vietas aizvéstures beigu arheologiskais kultiirslanis ticis
iznicints vai ievérojami postits, pieméram, viduslaiku celtniecibas vai zemes apstra-
des darbu rezultata. Arheologiskie izrakumi veikti tikai dazas latgalu apmetnés,
pladakie pétijumi, ka ari rekonstrukcijas darbi 1960.~1970.gados notikusi Araidu
9.gs. ezermitné. Augszemé arheologiski pétiti Sélpils (1963.-1965.g.) un Stupelu
pilskalni (1976.-1978. g.), ké ari Kriganu apmetne (1978.-1979.g.).

No libiedu pilskalniem plasaki arheologiskie izrakumi notikusi Turaidas (kops
1976.g.), Aizkraukles (1960.g., 1971.~1975.¢.) un Lielvardes pilskalnos (1976.g.,1981.g.,
1987.g.). 1960.-1970.g. plasi tika pétitas Daugavas libieSu apmetnes, pieméram,
Laukskolas, Rausu, Martinsalas, Ikikiles, Kabeles, Lip$u u.c. apmetnes, ki ari apmet-
nes tagadéjas Vecrigas teritorija.



Dzivesvietu liecibam ir liela nozime socialo rekonstrukciju veidosana, jo tas
atspogulo socialas telpas organizaciju gan vietéja, gan regionalaja limeni, ka ari dzi-
vesveida un telpiskas struktiiras konkrétas vietas, Austrumlatvijas dzivesvietu liecibu
izmanto$anu socialaja pétnieciba ierobezo celtnu palieku zemi saglabasanas pakipe
un arheologisko izrakumu nelielais apjoms, ka ari $o vietu lielakas dalas Joti aptuve-
nais datéjums.

3.3. Kapulauki un to izmanto$anas perspektivas socialaja arheologija

Aizvéstures beigds Austrumlatvija tika izmantoti gan lidzenie, gan uzkalninu
kapulauki. Latgalu apdzivotaja teritorija arheologiskie izrakumi notikusi apméram
80 lidzenajos kapulaukos, atsedzot vairak neka 2000 apbedijumus. Pirmie plasakie
pétijumi notika Odukalna kapulauka (1890.-1891.g.), atklajot 339 véla dzelzs laik-
meta apbedijumus. Nuksu kapulauka arheologiskajos izrakumos (1947.-1948.g.)
tika atsegti 218 apbedijumi, kas attiecindmi uz 9.-12.gs., bet no 7.—12.gs. izmanto-
taja Kivtu kapulauka (1948.g., 1955.-1958.¢.) tika izpétiti 175 apbedijumi. Kris-
tapinu kapulauka (1928.g., 1938.g., 1977.-1980.g,, 1984.-1987.g., 1999.-2000.8.),
kas datéjams ar 8.-12.gs., tika atsegti 315 apbedijumi. 1971.-1972.g. pilniba tika
izpétits Jaunakénu kapulauks, kura tika atklati 89 apbedijumi. Savukart Kokneses
kapulauka (1986.—1988.g.) tika izpétiti ari 102 apbedijumi, kas attiecinami uz vélo
dzelzs laikmetu. Gaujas latgalu teritorija plasi pétiti ir divi kapulauki — Liepinu un
Gugeru kapulauki. Citos kapulaukos, pieméram, Aizkalnes, Maskavas, Madalanu II,
Salnaskroga, Dzérvju, Kampu, Luces, Jaunpiebalgas u.c. kapulaukos, arheologiskie
pétijumi notikusi mazaka apjoma, pie tam loti biezi aizsardzibas izrakumos izpétiti
tikai dazi apbedijumi. Arheologiski pétiti ari apméram 15 uzkalnigpu kapulauki
(Ciblas, Danilovkas 11, Cakulu, Batnu, Péﬁma,]nieku u.c. kapulauki), ta¢u parasti tajos
izpétiti tikai daZi uzkalnini.

Augizemé arheologiskie izrakumi notikusi Strautmalu (1939.g.) un Betelu (1977.-
1978.g.) lidzenajos kapulaukos, atsedzot attiecigi 15 un 9 apbedijumus. 1960.—1961.g.
pétijumos Lejasdopelu uzkalninu kapulauka atklati 40 apbedijumi.

Libiedu kapulauku izpéte saistas ar Latvijas arheologijas pirmsakumiem, kad
19. gs. vidi notika pirmie izrakumi Aizkraukles kapulauka, izraisot ari pirmo disku-
siju Latvijas arheologija par 3aja kapulauka apbedito etnisko piederibu. 1960.—
1970.gados vérienigi arheologiskie izrakumi notika Daugavas libieSu véla dzelzs laik-
meta kapulaukos, pieméram, Laukskolas (609 apbedijumi) un Doles salas Vampe-
niesu I un II un Rausu kapulaukos (kopa 483 apbedijumi). Nozimigi pétijumi veikti
ari Rumulu, Zarinu, Lip$u, Véjstiiru un Lielvirdes kapulaukos. Daugavas libie$u
uzkalninu apbedijumi Kibeles un Lielpé¢u kapulaukos pétiti 19.gs. beigas. Savukart
Gaujas libiesu teritorija arheologiskie izrakumi notikusi uzkalninu kapulaukos,
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pieméram, Taléna, Priezu, Liepenu, Putelu, Saksukalna u.c. kapulaukos, turklat gal-
venokart 19. gs. otraja pusé.

Neskatoties uz arheologiski pétito kapulauku lielo skaitu Austrumlatvija, tikai
atsevidki kapulauki izpétiti tada apjoma, lai péc to liecibam biitu iespéjams veidot
socidlas interpretacijas. Pie tam lielaka daja uzkalninu kapulauku ir stipri sapostiti
un ari 19. gs. arheologisko izrakumu rezultati ne vienmeér ir skaidri, tadéjadi o ma-
teridlu lieto3anas iespéjas sociilaja analizé ir loti ierobezotas. Tomér jebkura gadi-
juma tiesi apbedijumi ir tie, kas sniedz visplasakas liecibas par Austrumlatvijas aiz-
véstures beigu sabiedribu socialajam attiecibam.

4. Austrumlatvijas sabiedribu socialekonomiskas attistibas aspekti 7.-12. gs.
4.1. RaZodana un sabiedriba: aktivas mijattiecibas

Cilveku socidlas un saimnieciskas darbibas ir savstarpéji ciesi saistitas. Razosana
ir socials process, kas vérsts uz cilvéku materialo vajadzibu apmierinadanu, savukart
razo$ana ieguldita energija ari parmaina cilvéka vidi. Ekonomikas arheologija un
antropologija tiek izdaliti vairaki razoSanas veidi, pieméram, majsaimnieciska razo-
$ana, individuala industrija, darbnicas industrija, dzivesvietas industrija, muizas
razo$ana, ripnieciska razosana u.c., kurus raksturo atskiriga izejvielu sagade, razo-
3anas un realizacijas organizésana, specializicijas limenis, razosanas tehnologijas.

Pirmais arheologs, kas pievérsa uzmanibu saimnieciskajai specializacijai, batiba
amatniecibas specializacijai, bija V. G. Cailds. Saimnieciska specializacija ietver razo-
taju — specialistu veido$anos, kuri strada ar mérki apmierinat kadas lielakas sabied-
ribas dalas vajadzibas. Pétniecibas nolikos lietderigi nodalit divus razosanas veidus
un divus sarazotas produkcijas veidus: iztikas lidzekli un virsprodukts, kas abi rak-
sturo ari specialistu socialo poziciju, kuri var but neatkarigi vai piesaistiti socialajai
elitei.

4.2. [ztikas ekonomika

Iztikas ekonomika, kas vérsta uz kidas saimniecibas vai kopienas izdzivo$anu,
bija balstita uz zemi, kas vél viduslaiku Eiropa bija augstaka vértiba. Materiala kul-
tira nesniedz liecibas par zemes ipaSuma formam, tadu, iespéjams, ka $o jautajumu
vismaz daléji varétu atrisinat seno agraro sistému palieku pétnieciba, kas nesen
aizsakusies ari Latvija.

Zemkopibu ka saimniecibas nozari raksturo graudu un darbariku atradumi ar-
heologiskajis vietas. Lai gan dazas dzivesvietds atrasts vienads skaits rudzu un mieZu
graudu, ka ari daudzgadigo nezilu séklas, trislauku sistéma Latvijas teritorija ievie-
sas tikai viduslaikos, péc 13.gs. Véla dzelzs laikmeta dzivesvietas atrasti ari atseviski
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dzelzs lemesi, kuri gan nav sastopami vidéja dzelzs laikmeta vietas. Savukart sirpji,
raukni, izkaptis un graudberzi atrasti gandriz ikviena arheologiski pétitaja pilskalna
vai apmetné. Vairakas apdzivotajas vietas konstatéta atsevisku maltuvju éku pasta-
vésana, kuru izméri bija mazaki neka citam ékam. Lopkopibas raksturo§anai izman-
tojami darbariku un majdzivnieku kaulu atradumi, kuri iegati ikviena dzivesvieta.
Austrumlatvijas dzivesvietas dazadas savstarpéjas proporcijas atrasti ciiku, liellopu,
kazu un aitu kauli, dazas vietas ari zirgu kauli. Tomér parasti lielako dalu no oste-
ologiska materiala veido citku kauli. Ari ar lopkopibu saistitie darbariki — dzirkles un
vérpjamas virpstas skriemeli (mala, akmens vai kaula, reizém ari §ifera) — ir viena no
plasakajam atradumu grupam aizvéstures dzivesvietas. Iztikas ekonomika pakartota
nozime bija medniecibai, kas drizak bija orientéta uz kazokadu ieguvi, un zvejnie-
cibai, ar kuram saistitie atradumi (dzivnieku kauli un darbariki) iegati ikviena dzi-
vesvietd, savukart dazas vietas atrastas liecibas ari par meza dravniecibu.

Jaatzimé, ka atsevidkas vietas val regionos saimniecibas nozaru ipatsvars bija
atdkirigs. T4 zvejniecibai bija nozimiga vieta libiesu ekonomika, savukart atseviskos
regionos zemkopiba bija pakartota lopkopibai. Ir grati piekrist piepémumam par
elites realizéto kontroli par iztikas lidzekliem, drizak iztikas ekonomika bija orga-
nizéta péc pardales principiem. Tomér nenoliedzami, ka ari vadoni bija iesaistiti izti-
kas ekonomika, tidéjadi gan kopiena, gan vadonis pardales ekonomikas apstaklos
kluva par ieguvéjiem.

4.3. Amatnieciba

Amatnieciskas specializacijas noteikSanai parasti tiek izmantotas $adas arheo-
logiska materiala liecibas: darbnicu identifikacija, specialu darbariku esamiba, no-
teiktu artefaktu iezimju homogenitate, identisku artefaktu konstatésana un kadas
artefaktu grupas |oti plada izplatiba noteikta teritorija. Vieni no pirmajiem amat-
niekiem — specialistiem bija kaléji, par kuru darbibu liecina dzelzs ieguves krasnis
un kalves, dzelzs sarni, kaléja darbariki un produkcija. Lai gan dzelzs ieguves krasnis
konstatétas daudzis dzivesvietas, to atradumi koncentréjas Daugavas krastos. Rot-
kalu specialie darbariki (salidzinot ar kaléja darbarikiem, tie ir smalkaki un speciali-
zétaki, tiem pieskaitima ari visplaaka amatniecibas prieksmetu kategorija — mala
tigeli un akmens lejamveidnes), izejmateriali, sagataves un pusgatava/gatava produk-
cija Jauj vairakas celtnes pieskaitit t.s. rotkalu un bronzas 1&jéju darbnicam. Citu
celtnu vida amatnieku darbnicas izcélas ar rapigi izliktiem pavardu brugiem. Tapat
ka kaléji, ari rotkali darbojusies gandriz ikviena dzivesvietd. Ar podnieka ripas ievie-
$anos veélaja dzelzs laikmetd par ipaSu amatniecibas nozari kluva ari podnieciba.
lespéjams, ari ausana daléji bija kluvusi par specialistu nodarbosanos, tapat vietam
jau bija izveidojusies ipasi kaula, koka un dzintara apstrades specialisti.
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Pétnieciskds pieejas razo$anas specializacijas, mainas un socialds organizacijas
savstarpéjam attiecibam parasti icklaujas viena no trim §is attiecibas skaidrojosajiem
modeliem: ekonomiskas attistibas, adaptacijas vai politiskaja modeli, kuros atskirigi
vértéta politiskas elites loma raZoganas organiziciji un razojumu realizicija. Skiet,
ka amatnieki Austrumlatvijas sabiedribas bija orientéti vairidk uz kopienas, nevis va-
donu pieprasijumu, kurus vajadzibas gadijuma amatnieki apgadaja ar luksusa precém.

4.4, Maina un tirdznieciba

Mainas un tirdzniecibas pétnieciba arheologija plasi izvérsas procesudlds arheo-
logijas laikos, biezi vien uzsverot mainas tiesi socialos aspektus. Mainas un tirdznie-
cibas nozimi un ipatsvaru raksturo tirdzniecibas priek$metu (svarinu un atsvarinu)
un importéto precu atradumi. 10.gs. otraja pusé Latvijas teritorija konstatéjami
pirmie apbedijumi, kuru apbedijumu piedevu vida bija ari svarini un atsvarini un
kas varétu bat saistami ar vietéjiem tirgotajiem. Latvijas teritorija iegliti 166 svarinu
atradumi, bet atsvarinu skaits parsniedz 370 gabalus, kas, salidzinot ar kaiminu zemém,
ir Joti augsts raditajs. Latvijas teritorija svarinu atradumi koncentréjas Kurzemeé un
Daugavas baseina, pie tam visvairdk svarinu atradumu (26 eksemplari) nak no
Daugmales. Pétitajos kapulaukos parasti konstatéti tikai dazi apbedijumi (ja vien
vispar tadi identificéjami) ar tirdzniecibas piederumiem. Laukskolas kapulauka
atklati tikai 19 $adi apbedijumi, bet trijos Doles salas kapulaukos to skaits sasniedza
10 apbedijumus. Latgalu kapulaukos apbedijumi ar tirdzniecibas piederumiem kon-
statéjami daudz retak neka libiesu teritorija.

Latvijas teritorija kopuma iegiitas apmeéram 5000 véla dzelzs latkmeta monétas.
Vidéjais dzelzs latkmets uzskatams par bezmoneétu periodu, bet, sikot ar 9.gs. pirmo
pusi lidz 11.gs. 70.-80. gadiem, Latvijas teritorija iepliida gan arabu dirhemi, gan Rie-
tumeiropas denari. Visaugstaka monétu koncentracija Latvijas teritorija vérojama
tie$i Daugavas libiesu zemés, bet latgalu zemes to skaits ir neliels, savukart Latvijas zie-
melaustrumu dala monétas nav atrastas. Monétas tika lietotas ka rotaslietu elements,
apbedisanas ritudlos u.c., tadéjadi skiet, ka izpratne par to monetaro vértibu bija vaja.

Aizvéstures beigas galvenie tirdzniecisko un kultaras sakaru virzieni Austrum-
latvijas teritori)a bija vérsti uz rietumiem un austrumiem, lai gan atsevisku arte-
faktu izcelsme saistama ar kaiminu somugru un baltu teritorijam. Parasti ievestie
artefakti saistami ar prestiza lietam, ta¢u vismaz divas artefaktu grupas — stikla krel-
les un kauri gliemezvaki — uzskatamas par plasa patérina precém. Atseviskos regio-
nos, pieméram, Daugavas lejtecg, ievesto precu koncentracija bija izteikti lielaka neka
citur, pie tam tirdzniecibas intensitate mainijas ari hronologiski, augstako uzplau-
kumu sasniedzot 10.gs. beigas un 11.gs. Joprojam diskutéjams ir jautajums par mai-
nas norises vietam. Pielaujams, ka lidztekus noteiktiem ekonomiskajiem centriem,
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maina un tirdznieciba bieZi norisindjas ari neitrdlas un periféras tirgus vietas
{saskana ar K. Polanija ieviesto terminu).

Mainpa un it ipasi taltirdznieciba ir uzskatamas par nozimigiem faktoriem so-
cialajas parmainas. Tomeér jautajums par personam, kas nodarbojis ar mainu un
tirdzniecibu, ki ari par to sociilo statusu joprojam ir neskaidrs. Protams, ka tirgotaji
bija bagataki un socidli neatkariga sabiedribas dala, tacu pielaujams, ka, neskatoties
uz atsevisku vadonu mégindjumiem ieght kontroli par mainu, maina un tas infra-
struktiira bija iesaistita plasa sabiedribas dala.

4.5, Ekonomiskie centri un agras pilsétas

Sociologija, antropologija un vésturé urbanisma un pilsétas definésanai kopuma
izvirzitas vairak neka 200 definicijas. Aizvéstures materiila analizé, runajot par urbano
vietu jeb agro pilsétu izcel$anos, nav piemérojamas vésturiskas pilsétu definicijas, jo
tas akcenté vietas juridisko statusu. Agro pilsétu raksturo tas struktara (liels cilvéku
skaits, sistemnatiska un intensiva apbiuive), nelauksaimnieciskas funkcijas un social-
ekonomiska centra nozime. Tadéjadi urbanisma veidodanis ir ciei saistita ar cen-
tralo vietu problematiku. Bitiba $adas vietas drizak buitu dévéjamas par centralajiem
apgabaliem, jo parasti kadai konkrétai vietai nav raksturigas visas daudzveidigas
centralas funkcijas. Eiropa agro pilsétu attistiba bija saistita ar saimnieciskajam dar-
bibam, un tas attiecinams ari uz vikingu laikmeta Ziemeleiropu, kur, sakot ar 8.gs.,
izveidojas starptautisku tirdzniecibas centru tikls.

No Austrumlatvijas aizvéstures beigu vietam pétnieku uzmanibu piesaistijusi
Daugmale, kas tikusi identificéta ka pilsétas priekstece, lidzigi ka skandinavu vikas.
Lai gan 3aja regiona ir pietiekami daudz vietu, kuras veido pilskalns ar tam piegu-
lo$o apmetni (to platiba svarstas no 0,5 lidz vairdk neka 10 hektariem), ne visas no
tam bitu uzskatimas par agrajam pilsétam. Svariga iezime ir o vietu iesaistiSanas
taltirdzniecibd, kura galvena loma bija Daugavas tdenscelam. Tadéjadi pielaujams,
ka ari Austrumlatvija m.&. II g.t. pirmajos gadsimtos, lidzigi ka agrik Skandinavija,
izveidojas agras pilsétas (pieméram, Daugmale), kas funkcionéja ki ekonomiskie
centri, tacu tie neveica politiska centra funkcijas.

5. Dzimtes attiecibas Austrumlatvijas sabiedribas aizvéstures beigas
5.1. Dzimtes jédziens
Dzimtes jédziena un problematikas ieviedana arheologija bija viens no nozimi-
gakajiem postprocesudlas arheologijas sasniegumiem. Lai gan dzimtes pétnieciba
arheologija aizsakas 1990.gadu sakuma, jau 1970. gadu vida atseviski Skandinavijas
arheologi nodarbojas ar lidzigiem jautajumiem. Masdienas dzimtes arheologija ir
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viena no populdrdkajam témam arheologiskaja pétnieciba, kas darbojas divos lime-
nos: miisdienu zinatniskas tradicijas analize un pagatnes sabiedribu dzimtes jauta-
jumu risinaana.

Dzimtes jédziens, kaut ari tas tiek plasi lietots, joprojam nav pietiekami labi izprasts
pat td pétnieku vidi. Veidojot pagatnes izpratni dzimtes koncepcija, ta nav tikai
virie§u un sievie$u “atradana” arheologiskajas liecibas, tie ir méginajumi izprast, ka
dzimte darbojas visas savas dimensijas — dzimtes ideologija, dzimtes lomas, dzimtes
attiecibas utt. Tadgjadi dzimte ietver vairakus aspektus, un to var raksturot ki kaut
ko tadu, kas nav dots un kas nav obligati saistits ar biologisko dzimumu, lidz ar to
dzimte skar tikpat daudz viriedus, ka sievietes; tds veido$ana piedalas gan individi,
gan sabiedriba, ta var mainities individu dzives laika un ir atSkiriga gan dazadas
sabiedribas, gan dazados laikos.

5.2. Sabiedribu demografiskie aspekti: dzimuma un vecuma struktaras

Demogrifiskie procesi ietekmé socidlo attistibu, un tos savukart ietekmé social-
politiskie apstakli konkrétaja sabiedriba. Aizvéstures sabiedribu lieJuma noteik3ana
jOprojam ir viens no svarigakajiem, bet vienlaicigi ari metodiski sarezgitakajiem
jautdjumiem. ledzivotdju skaita noteikianai izvirzitas vairikas gan uz dzivesvietu,
gan kapulauku liecibim balstitas formulas. Saja pétijuma iedzivotaju skaita noteik-
$anai lietotas divas skandinavu arheologija aprobétas formulas, kuras tiek izmantoti
kapulauka apbedito skaita, kapulanka izmanto$anas ilguma un mir$anas koeficienta/
vidéja dzives ilguma raditaji. Protams, ka $ada veida aprékini ir oti nosaciti. Tie
atspogulo statistiski vidéjo situdciju vienas paaudzes laika, kida, iespé&jams, nekad
dziveé reali nav pastavéjusi, pie tam jinem véra, ka pilniba izpétitu kapulauku ir Joti
maz un to izmanto$anas hronologiska dinamika varéja bt loti atskiriga. Lidz ar to
pielaujamais iedzivotaju skaits reali varéja but bijis lielaks. Saskana ar iegatajiem
aprékinu rezultatiem, sabiedriba(-as), kuras izmantojusas arheologiski pétitos kapu-
laukus, nav bijusas lielas, un tikai daZis vietas, pieméram, Laukskold un Odukalna,
sabiedribu lielums varéja biit sasniedzis apméram 50 cilvékus.

Dazadas sabiedribas bija diezgan atskirigas sabiedribas locek]u savstarpéjas dzi-
muma un vecuma proporcijas. Latgaju kapulaukos, mazaka méra ari libie$u kapu-
laukos, vérojama diezgan liela disproporcija starp virieu un sievieiu apbedijumiem,
ipadi 9.~10.gs., tacu vélakajos gadsimtos &is atskiribas nolidzinas. T4, pieméram,
dazos kapulaukos to lietodanas pirmajos simt gados apbeditas tikai dazas sievietes.
lespéjams, ka $i disproporcija saistama ar virie3u militarajam aktivitatém, migracijam
un laulibu stratégijam. Japiezime, ka bérnu apbedijumi veido apméram 10-20% no
kopéja apbedijumu skaita.



5.3. Dzimte un sociilpolitiskais statuss

Jau kops 19. gs. sendkas cilvéces sabiedribas tika saistitas ar matriarhatu, kas gan
batiba ir tikai fikcija. Lielakaja dala sabiedribu sievietes tiesibas nekad nav bijusas
identiskas virie$u tiesibam, un sievie$u ierobeZzo3ana nav aizsakusies tikai lidz ar valsts
veido$anos. Taja pasa laika aizvéstures sabiedribas pastivéja iespéjas sievietém ienemt
sabiedriskas lomas un pozicijas un realizét tas ka sievietém.

Apbedito dzimuma noteik$ana nebat nav tik vienkarsa, ka tas dazkart tiek pie-
Jauts. Parasti apbedito dzimums tiek noteikts péc kapa piedevam, piepemot, ka ieroéi
norada uz viriesu apbedijumiem, bet rotaslietas ir raksturiga sievie3u kapu piedeva.
Tomeér, lai gan ne parak biezi, Austrumlatvijas kapulaukos konstatéti izpémumi,
galvenokart tas sakams par sievieSu apbedijumiem, kuros likti ari §képi un cirvji.
Reizém ari apbedijumu orientacija vérsta pretéjam dzimumam raksturigaja virziena.
Tapat sievieu apbedijumi konstatéjami ugunskapos. Lai gan latgaJu kapulaukos
atsegto ugunskapu skaits kopuma nav liels, to lieldko dalu veido sieviedu apbedi-
jumi, atseviskos kapulaukos pat visos ugunskapos apbeditas sievietes. Libiesu kapu-
laukos hronologiski agrakajos ugunskapos apbedits apmeéram vienads skaits abu
dzimumu miruso, savukart vélikajos kapos dominé virieSu apbedijumi. lespéjams,
ka ugunskapos apbeditas sievietes bija veikusas virieSiem raksturigas darbibas vai
ari tas bija ienémusas augstaku socialo poziciju. Tadéjadi tika manifestéta sievietes
dzimte; atkariba no dzives veida biologiska sieviete varéja sevi transformét sociala
virieti un otradi. lespéjams, ka sievietes arvien aktivak iesaistijas ari amatnieciba un
maina. Virie$u regulara prombiitne sirojumos deva sievietém iespéju vietéjas sa-
biedribas iegit statusu un varu gan ekonomiskaja, gan socialpolitiskaja joma.

Ari jautdjums par bérnu apbedijumiem, kuros liktas pieauguso kapu piedevas,
joprojam ir atklats. Tas neskiet saistits ar mantojamu statusu sabiedriba, drizak tas
atspoguloja gimenes un dzimtas intereses, kas netika istenotas $aja konkrétaja indi-
vida. Tomér dazos gadijumos tas varétu bat saistits ar atskirigim vecuma grupam,
kuras noskira iespéja nésat noteiktus ierotus vai rotaslietas,

6. Socialais statuss Austrumlatvijas sabiedribas 7.-12. gs.
6.1. Sociala statusa izpratnes

Socialo statusu veido tiesibas, pienakumi, privilégijas, atbildiba un imunitate, kas
saitita ar kadu sabiedriba definétu un zinamu socialo poziciju. Cilvéces sabiedribis
attistijusies divi statusa veidi. Mantotais statuss tiek piemérots jau kops dzimsanas,
savukart iegitais statuss iegastams konkurences cind, balstoties uz savam indivi-
duilajam spéjam.
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Lidzigi ka citi jédzieni, ari statusa jédziens ir interpretéjams daudzveidigi.
Funkcionalaja antropologija statuss ir lidzigs socialajim lomam, savukirt M. Vébers
statusu lidz ar bagatibu un varu uzskatija par socialas stratifikacijas determinan-
tiem. Stratifikacija ir varas radi$ana un izplati§ana sabiedriba, un tas galvena iezime
ir at3kiriga pieeja resursiem.

6.2. Sociala telpa un socialais statuss

Socialas struktiiras un attiecibas tiek praktizétas tikai telpiskas struktiras un
otradi; telpas kontrole atrodas sociilas varas centra. Dzivesvietu telpiska organiza-
cija atspogulo socidlo kartibu un palidz regulét socialas attiecibas, veidojot dzives telpu.
Socialas telpas analizé pamatelementus veido atskirigu socialo zonu esamiba (vai ari
neesamiba), sabiedriskie labiekartojumi, atskirigu éku ipatsvars, €ku izvietojums un
izskats, to pieejamiba, apbiivétas un neapbuivétas telpas attiecibas u.c.

Teritoriala limeni socialds telpas analize saistas ar centru (jeb, precizik, centralo
teritoriju) identifikaciju. Aizvéstures beigas Austrumlatvija par centriem loti biezi
tiek identificéti pilskalni. Véla dzelzs laikmeta sikuma vairakos pilskalnos un apmet-
nés notikusi ievérojami parbaves un papladinasanas darbi, pieméram, nocietina-
jumu nostiprindsana vai veido$ana, pilskalnu plakuma paplasinasana u.c. Tomer
jaatzimé, ka vieniga atskiriba starp pilskalniem un apmetném ir pilskalnu geogra-
fiskais novietojums un iespaidigie nocietindjumi; citadi $ie abi dzivesvietu veidi bija
lidzigi un varéja kalpot par kadas noteiktas funkcijas centriem.

Austrumlatvijas aizvéstures beigu dzivesvietu iek$gjas telpiskas organizacijas pét-
nieciba biezi vien materiala vajas saglabasanas dé] ir loti apgritinata. Kopuma aiz-
véstures beigis socialas telpas organizacija atspogulo diezgan egalitaru sabiedribu,
kas gan bija paklauta lénam izmainam 11.-12.gs., veidojoties sarezgitakai organiza-
cijai. Ta¢u nav iesp&jams noteikt jebkadu ipasa statusa grupu, kas batu manifestéta
telpiskaja dimensija. Hierarhiskas telpiskas organizacijas neesamiba tomér vél neno-
zimé vadonibas neesamibu, tapéc Sis atzinas ir savietojamas ar apbedijumu mate-
riala liecibam.

6.3. Apbedijumi un socialas grupas

Acimredzama un banala patiesiba, ka mirusais nespéj pats sevi apglabat, ir sa-
kuma punkts apbedi$anas procesu sociala konteksta interpretésanai. Apbedisanai
miruso sagatavoja vina lidzcilvéki, nemot véra naves kontekstu, sabiedribas intere-
ses un mirua personibu. Tadéjadi apbedisana ir socialpolitisku lémumu realizicija,
kura ar mirusa kermeni manipuléja dzivo interesés, un apbedita socidlais statuss
apbedisanas ritualu ietekméja tikpat liela méra, cik béru dalibnieku statuss. Lai gan
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religiskie un socialie aspekti apbediSanas tradicijas ir ciedi savijusies, dazas apbedi-
$anas tradicijas ir saistitas vairak ar socidlo sféru.

Libiesu apbedijumos izteikti domingjosa bija zieme]rietumu orientacija, savu-
kart latgalu kapulaukos vérojama apbedito sieviedu un virie$u pretéja orientacija.
Virie$u apbedijumi bija vérsti uz austrumiem, bet sievie$u uz rietumiem (butiskas
atkap3ands no pamatorienticijas novérotas loti reti — apméram 6-8 % apbedijumu).
Tadéjadi $i apbedijumu iezime drizak saistama ar religiskajiem aspektiem un tradi-
ciju, un tikai dazos gadijumos ta varétu bat saistama ar dzimtes at$kiribam.

Aizvéstures beigds izmantotie kapulauki ievérojami at$kiras péc saviem izmé-
riem. Dazi lidzenie kapulauki aiznéma pat 5-6 hektarus, savukart dazus uzkalninu
kapulaukus veidoja vairak neka 800 uzkalnini. Kapulaukos nav novérojams kads no-
teikts apbedijumu novietojuma modelis; dazadu veidu un atskirigu laiku apbedijumi
bija izvietoti lidztekus visa kapulauka teritorija. Tadéjadi apbedijuma novietojums
kapulauka drizak atspoguloja horizontalas socialas saites, mirusa vietu sava dzimta.

Aizvéstures beigas ierikoti gan ugunsapbedijumi un skeletkapi, gan lidzenie un
uzkalninu kapi. Libiesu kapulaukos ugunskapi veidoja lidz 1/3 no apbedijumiem
(reizém pat lidz 50%), un tie parsvara attiecinami uz 10.—11.gs. Latgalu kapulaukos
ugunsapbedijumi ir sastopami loti reti, ne vairak par 8-10%. Skiet, ka mirusa kre-
mésana varétu bit saistama ar mirusd socialo poziciju un tas ideologisko manifesta-
ciju, savukart uzkalninu veidodana drizak atspogulo kultaras tradiciju.

Kapu iekartojums aizvéstures beigu kapulaukos ir diezgan vienveidigs. Ta, pie-
méram, kapa bedru izméros un forma nav vérojamas atskiribas, plasi izplatitas ir ari
ugunskuru vietas. Miruso apbedi$ana vienkoca vai délu 8kirstos saistama ar apbedi-
juma datéjumu, tomér senakie apbedijumi délu $kirstos varétu biit saistami ar aug-
staku socialo grupu parstavjiem. Daudzi mirusie gulditi uz mizam vai deJu kldjuma.
Pielaujams, ka akmeni un akmenu konstrukcijas, kas plasi sastopamas libie$u ap-
bedijumos, bet kuru gandriz nemaz nav latgalu kapulaukos, saistamas ar religiska-
jiem prieksstatiem, savukart Austrumlatvija loti reti sastopamie apbedijumi, kuros
likts ari zirgs, varétu noradit uz mirusa atskirigo socialo statusu.

Aizvéstures beigu apbedijumos izteikti dominéjosais miru$o novieto$anas veids
kapa vieta bija izstiepta stavokli uz muguras, un tikai atseviskos gadijumos konsta-
téti iznémumi (piemeéram, uz saniem). Roku novietojuma visa Austrumlatvijas teri-
torija vérojama liela daudzveidiba, tas liktas 20-25 dazados veidos. lesp&jams, ka
roku novietojumu noteica hronologiskie un funkcionalie aspekti, lai gan atseviski
roku novietojumu veidi tiek saistiti ari ar kristietibas ietekmi. Reti sastopami apbe-
dijumi, kuros miru$d kermenim trikst kada ta daja, kas varétu bat izskaidrojams
gan ar vardarbibu pirms naves, gan ar bailém no apbedit3, gan ar loti veiksmigu
apbedita vadona dzivi.
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Liela uzmaniba pétijumos pievérsta apbedijuma piedevu materialam ka mirusa
socialas un mantiskis pozicijas raditijam. Apbedijuma piedevu vértibu ir méginats
noteikt, gan balstoties uz to iespéjamajam cenam, gan artefaktu komplektiem u.c.
Saja pétijuma izmantota Skandinavijas un ari Igaunijas arheologija lietota un apro-
beétd artefaktu veidu skaita (AVS) metode. AVS vértibas tika noteiktas vairaku plasak
pétito latgalu kapulauku (vidéja dzelzs laikmeta beigu Upmalu un Kalniesu I kapu-
lauku, vidéja dzelzs laikmeta beigu un véla dzelzs laikmeta Kivtu un Kristapinu
kapulauku un véla dzelzs laikmeta Nuksu, Jaunakénu un Kokneses kapulauku), séju
kapulauku (véla dzelzs laikmeta Lejasdopeles kapulauka) un libiesu kapulauku (véla
dzelzs laikmeta Daugavas libiesu Laukskolas, Vampeniesu I un Rauiu kapulauku un
Gaujas libiedu Liepenes, Pite]u un Taléna kapulauku) apbedijumiem, tos sadalot pa
dzimumiem un atsevi$kos gadijumos ari atkariba no apbedijumu hronologijas.
Vidéja dzelzs laikmeta beigu kapulauki atspogulo bitiba vienlidzigu sabiedribu, un
§1 tendence vérojama ari véla dzelzs laikmeta kapulauku liecibas. Libiesu kapulau-
kos konstatéts Joti liels apbedijumu skaits ar vidéjam AVS vértibam, ki ari ar lielaka-
jam AVS vértibam, savukirt atseviskos latgalu kapulaukos atskirigas socialas pozicijas
izteik§ana vérojamas hronologiskas izmainas.

Tadeéjadi socialas telpas organizicija dzivesvietas un apbedijumu socidlais kon-
teksts rada, ka Austrumlatvijas aizvéstures beigu sabiedribas liela méra bija organi-
zétas péc egalitarisma principiem, un tikai noteikts apbedi$anas veids, atseviskas
kapa vietas iekartojuma iezimes un dazi artefakti bija saistiti ar socidlo un mantisko
poziciju atSkiribam.

7. Artefakti un sociala simbolika Austrumlatvijas sabiedribas
aizveéstures beigas

7.1. Artefaktu simbolisms

Simbolikas jautajumi ir piesaistijusi pétnieku uzmanibu jau sen, kaut gan ilgu laiku
arheologija bija pienemts tos uzskatit par neatrisinimiem jautdjumiem. Protams, ka
ir griti interpretét materialo lietu jégu un idejas, nepastavot sabiedribam, kas tas
bija veidojusas un lietojusas. Lietas savu vértibu iegtist ne tikai materials razo$anas
procesa, tas akumulé ari savu vésturi, un lidz ar to lietas vértiba palielinas atkariba
no cilvékiem, kas tas lietojusi, vai notikumiemn, kuros tas bijuas iesaistitas. Socialas,
mantiskds un varas pozicijas loti biezi tikusas izteiktas ar artefaktu — prestiza lietu
palidzibu, tam simbolizgjot lietotaja spéjas, ipasumus u.c. Lai noteiktu sociilds pozi-
cijas, Eiropas arheologiskaja literatiira analizétas importa preces, ieroci, célmetilu
izstradajumi, rotaslietas. Pie tam jdatzimé, ka statusa un varas simboli parasti iden-
tificgjami nevis dzivesvietas konteksta, bet péc to novietojuma apbedijumos.
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7.2. Ierodi un zirglietas

Jau kop$ bronzas laikmeta iero¢i, lidzas savai utilitarajai funkcijai, veica ari
simbolisku funkciju ka prestiza un varas simboli. Un pie tam vidéjais dzelzs laik-
mets Latvijas teritorija tiek raksturots ka iero¢u atradumiem visbagatakais periods
Latvijas aizvésturé. Par lideru un vadonu simbolu biezi tiek uzskatits zobens, tacu
tiek atziméts, ka zobena iegade bija atkariga no materialas situacijas un iespéjam to
iegadaties. Austrumlatvijas kapulaukos zobeni ir atrasti virie$u apbedijumos, lai gan
atseviskos kapulaukos zobeni nav atrasti (pieméram, Jaunakénu kapulauka). Div-
asmens zobeni, kas parsvara bija ievesti no Rietumeiropas, iegiti galvenokart Kur-
zemé un Gaujas libiedu zemés. Sie zobeni ir loti reti atradumi latgalu kapulaukos,
kur tie attiecinami uz 10.-11.gs. Ta¢u latgalu apbedijumos sastopami kaujas naZi vai
vienasmens zobeni, kas tika lietoti kop$ videja dzelzs laikmeta otras puses.

Nav iespéjams pilnigi nodalit, kuri cirvji, kas kopuma ir Joti populara apbedi-
juma piedeva, lietoti tikai darbam un kuri tikai militarajim vajadzibam. Cirvji rei-
z&m atrasti ari sievie$u apbedijumos. Vidéja dzelzs laikmeta lietoti $aurasmens cirvji,
savukart sikot ar 11.gs. dominéja platasmens cirvji. Avas cirvji, kas nekad Austrum-
latvija nav atrasti kopa ar divasmens zobenu, bitu uzskatami par prestiZa ieroci.
Izplatitakais ierocis bija $képs, kas reizém likts ari sievie$u apbedijumos. Latgalu ze-
més lidz 10.gs un libiesu zemés lidz 11.gs. apbedijuma loti bieZi tika likti divi $képi,
tacu vélak parasti tikai viens $képs.

Austrumlatvijas kapulaukos nav atrasts neviens pilniba saglabajies vairogs, tikai
reizém saglabajusis krasotu vairogu paliekas vai dzelzs umboni. Piecos kapulaukos
atrasti brunukrekla fragmenti, pie tam divos gadijumos tie iegiti sievie$u apbediju-
mos (iespéjams, ki ziedojums). Vienigi Austrumlatvija ir atrastas kaujas vales ar
metdla galvu, kuras attiecinamas uz 12.—14.gs. Tikai nelield dala kapu Austrumlat-
vija atrastas zirglietas. Sie dzelzs un bronzas atradumi (kapdli, lauzni, piesi) parasti
likti virie$u kapos. Pielaujams, ka ievestie iero¢i un ar sudrabu un zeltu rotatie ieroi
simbolizéja varu un statusu, bet plasak lietotie iero¢i — $képi un cirvji — varéja pie-
derét ikvienam.

7.3. Apgerbs

Nozimigika socialds pozicijas izteicéja loma ir apgérbam, tacu diemzeél apgérbs
parasti (ja vien vispar) ir saglabajies tikai nepilnigi. Sievie3u apgérbs sastavéja no
krekla, brun¢iem, villaines, kajautiem un ddas apaviem, ki ari galvassegam, ieskaitot
vainagus. Savukart virie$u térpa sastavdalas bija krekls, svarki, bikses, josta, apmet-
nis, kajauti un adas (vai cita materiala) apavi un cepure, ieskaitot ari zvéradu izstra-
dajumus. Bérnu apgérba dalas bijusas tadas pasas ka pieaugusajiem, pie tam libie$u
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bérnu virséjais apgerbs biezi vien bijis bagatigi rotats ar bronzu. lespéjams, ka baga-
tibas raditajs bija ar metala spiralitém, gredzentiniem u.c. rotatas villaines. Ari vil-
lainu ornamentika, pieméram, ugunskrusta motivs varéja noradit uz socialo statusu
un bagatibu. Ar ugunskrustiem rotatas ari nedaudzas brokata lentas, kas atrastas tris
libie$u virie$u un tris z&énu apbedijumos.

Latgalu virie$u roku aptinumiem un rokautiem bija ari praktiska militara rak-
stura funkcija. Rokauti sastopami loti reti, tikai apméram 2% apbedijumu, savukart
roku aptinumi iegiti visos pétitajos kapulaukos. Karadraudzes loceklu identifice-
$ana, balstoties uz analogisko austrumslavu materialu, parasti tiek izmantotas grezni
apkaltas jostas, tacu §ads uzskats nav isti pamatots. Dazos kapulaukos apkaltas jostas
atrastas pat 50% virieSu apbedijumu, ki ari zénu kapos, lai gan citds tas iegiitas
mazak neka 20% apbedijumu. Pielaujams, ka tapat ka apgérbs, ari jostas raksturoja
mantisko vai dazos gadijumos ari socialo poziciju.

7.4. Rotaslietas

Rotaslietas ir visplasaka artefaktu kategorija, kas iegitas virie$u, sievieSu un bérnu
apbedijumos. Aizvéstures beigds Austrumlatvi}a atrastas rotaslietas ietver kaklarin-
kus, rotadatas, saktas, stikla krellu un kauri gliemezvaku kaklarotas, aproces, gre-
dzenus un piekarinus. Dazos virieSu apbedijumos atrastie bronzas un ari sudraba
kaklarinki varétu tikt uzskatiti par statusa un varas simboliem. Sociala statusa sim-
bola loma piedévéta 8.—9.gs. lietotajam un tikai atseviskos latgalu viriesu apbediju-
mos atrastajam pucessaktam, kuru vértibu céla gan to-gatavodana izmantota sarez-
gita tehnologija, gan tajas lietotais sudrabs un krasainie stiklini. Libiesu sieviesu
vida vispopularakas bija brunurupucu saktas, kas bija parnemtas no Skandinavijas.
lespéjams, sakotnégji 3is saktas bija bagatibas un statusa simbols, tacu vélak tas zau-
déja %o simbolisko nozimi. Lidzigi socialas simbolikas nozimes zudumu atspogulo
karaviru aproces, kas lidz 11.gs. saikumam bija sastopamas virieu un zénu apbe-
dijumos. Sakot ar 10.gs., palielinoties to izplatibai, §is aproces zaudéja savu sociilo
nozimi un gadsimtu vélak bija saglabdjusas ka reliktas prestiza preces. Sociila nozime
bija ari miniatirajiem iero¢iem (cirvja, zobena vai amura formas piekariniem), kas
biezi bija gatavoti no dzintara, un lidzigs ideologiskais konteksts varétu tikt attie-
cinats ari uz miniatiirajam brunoto jatnieku figarinam. Péc dazu pétnieku domam,
piekarini ar t.s. Rjurikovicu cilts zimi bija raksturigi augsta statusa sievietém.

7.5. Darbariki un sadzives priekdmeti

Lielaka dala no darbarikiem, kas atrasti aizvéstures beigu apbedijumos Austrum-
latvija, saistami ar iztikas ekonomiku. Darbariku ki apbedijumu piedevu socialais
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konteksts nav pietiekami skaidrs, tie varétu biit saistimi ar mirusi vai kopienas saim-
nieciskajam darbibam, bet, iesp&ams, neraksturo ne socialo statusu, ne bagatibu.
Tiesa, atseviski ievestie vai bagatigi rotatie artefakti (visbiezak nazi) varétu bat baga-
tibas raditajs. Apbedijumos atrastie svarini un atsvarini tradicionali tiek attiecinati
uz tirgotdju apbedijumiem. Tacu 8kiet, ka vismaz kada $o artefaktu dala saistama ar
individiem, kuriem bija uzticéts kopienas ipadums, tadéjadi tie drizak skiet statusa,
nevis profesijas simboli. Sadzives priek$meti, kas atrasti apbedijumos, ir atslégas un
slédzenes, kemmes, $kilamdzelZi u.c. Tesp&jams, ka atslégas un slédzenes, kas biezi atras-
tas libiesu sievie$u {un ari viriesu) apbedijumos, saistimas ar bagatibas simboliku.

Statusa, bagatibas un varas simbolisko nozimi artefaktos izskirt nav viegli. Sis
pozicijas nebija identiskas, dazi artefakti atspoguloja varu un statusu, kamer citi,
pieméram, noradija uz bagatibu un statusu. Pie tam dazados gadsimtos artefaktiem
varéja bt atskiriga nozime, un tas bija atkarigs arl no sabiedribas atradanas vietas.
Ievesto artefaktu vai ar socialo simboliku saistito artefaktu lieto§ana nebija loti iero-
bezota, jo $ie priek§meti sastopami apbedijumos ar dazadam AVS vértibam. Tadé-
jadi statuss nebija institucionalizéts un/vai mantojams, ikviens konkurences cina
varéja iegt augstaku statusu vai varu.

8. Vara un vadoniba Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigas
8.1. Varas definicijas un izpratnes

Vara parasti tiek traktéta vai nu ka apzinatas vai gribétas darbibas fenomens, vai
ka socidla kopuma iezime, ar kuras starpniecibu tiek realizétas kopigas vai atseviskas
kadas sabiedribas dalas intereses. Ta, pieméram, marksisms varu saistija ar razosa-
nas kontroli, savukart elites varas teorijas parstavji uzsvéra tas saistibu ar léemumu
piegem$anu. Varas jautajumus masdienu socialaja teorija par nozimigakajiem izvir-
zija M. Fuko. Péc vina uzskatiem, vara nav nedz institiicija, nedz struktiira, t ir kom-
pleksa stratégija noteikta vésturiska konteksta. Vara nozimé daudzveidigas, vairak
vai mazak organizétas, hierarhiskas un koordinétas attiecibas, kas mijiedarbojas ar
citam attiecibu formam. Ari M.Manns sabiedribas aplikoja ka organizétas varas
tiklus. Sabiedribas veido cetri savstarpéjo mijiedarbibu veidi, kas vienlaicigi ir ari
socialas varas avoti: ideologiskas, ekonomiskas, militaras un politiskas attiecibas.

8.2. Socialas varas avoti

Sabiedribas ka varas attiecibu tikla teorija izmantota ari antropologija un arheo-
logija. Socialas varas avoti ir savstarpéji saistiti, bet ne alternativi varas iegiifanai un
noturésanai. Dazados kontekstos kadam no tiem var bit nozimigika loma neka
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citiem, tapat daZi ir nozimigaki varas iegiifana, bet citi veido pamatu varas notu-
réfanai un paplasinasanai.

Pirmsvalsts sabiedribas pastav ideologiskie, militarie un ekonomiskie varas avoti.
Ideologiska vara balstas uz trim koncepcijam — jégpilnas nozimes, normas un esté-
tiskas vai ritualds darbibas. Ekonomiska vara veidojas, apmierinot visu izdzivos$anai
nepiecieSamo ar socialas organizicijas starpniecibu, ar produkcijas savaksanu, trans-
formésanu un pardali. Militaras varas pamatu veido nepiecieSamiba organizét fizisko
aizsardzibu, ka ari realizét agresiju.

8.2.1. Ideoloiskis varas avoti

Jebkura ideju un simbolu sistéma ir ideologiska. Ideologija ietver idejas, ticéju-
mus, vértibas, doktrinas un dogmas, patiesibu un melus par pasaules kartibu un cil-
veka vietu taja. Ka sociala stratégija ideologija izpauzas ceremonijis, simbolos un
piemineklos.

Austrumlatvijas arheologiskaja materiala ir maz liecibu par rituali ideologiska-
jam norisém aizvéstures beigas. Dazi t.s. pilskalnu veidi, iespéjams, bija ritualu vie-
tas, ari vairaku pilskalnu tuvuma ir izvietotas kulta vietas. Nenoliedzami, ka pils-
kalni bija nozimigs ainavas elements, un tiem bija arl sava vieta varas ainava. Varbat
pilskalni tika veidoti tiesi ka antistresa lidzeklis socialas kartibas uzturé$anai, lidz ar
to sekméjot karo$anas ritualizaciju. Pagaidam Austrumlatvija nav atsegtas nevienas
biives paliekas, kas batu saistama ar religiskajam darbibam. Ari jautdjums par svét-
niekiem joprojam ir atklats, lai gan dazi virieSu apbedijumi varétu bat ar tiem saistami.

Nenoliedzama ir vienlidzibas ideologijas liela ietekme aizvéstures beigu sabied-
ribas, kas atspogulojas gan socialas telpas organizacija, gan vienveidigajas apbedisa-
nas tradicijas. Tikai pasas aizvéstures beigis saka iezimeéties ideologiskas parmainas,
kas bija saistitas ar militaro sféru un skandinavu ietekmi, tacu ideologiski ne tik no-
zimiga bija ortodoksalas kristietibas izplatiSanas Austrumlatvija 11.gs.—12.gs. beigas.

8.2.2. Militaras varas pamati

Arheologiskas liecibas, kas ir saistitas ar karo$anu, ietver apbedijumus ar iero-
¢iem un nocietindjumus. Militaro darbibu ipatsvara noteik§ana sakumpunkts batu
apbedijumu proporcijas noteik$ana starp apbedijumiem ar iero¢iem un apbediju-
miem bez iero¢iem. Aizvéstures beigas latgalu apbedijumos vérojama ierou skaita
sarmazina$anas, lai gan apbedito ar ieroCiem kopskaits (apméram puse viriesu apbe-
dijumu) sagiabajis nemainigs. Libiesu kapulaukos ierodi atrasti lidz pat viduslaiku
sakumam. lerodi ir atrasti ari bérnu kapos, tapéc 3kiet, ka bérni jau agri apguva mili-
taras darbibas pamatus. NNemot véra kopuma lielo ar iero¢iem apbedito skaitu
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Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigas, var pieniemt, ka militarajam darbibam bija ievéro-
jama loma $o sabiedribu dzivé. Pielaujams, ka vélaja dzelzs laikmeta §ajas sabiedribas
pastavéja karadraudzes, kuras veidoja vadona radinieki un draugi, ka ari paradnieki
un atbalstitaji. Tacu, neskatoties uz §is grupas kvaziprofesionilismu, karadraudzes
locekliem iztikas ieg@idanai bija nepiecieSams darboties ari saimnieciba.

Veélaja dzelzs laikmeta vairakos Austrumlatvijas pilskalnos tika veikti lieli par-
bives darbi, atspogulojot plasu sabiedrisko darbu veik$§anu un sabiedrisko nocieti-
nijumu uzturéianas koordinésanu. Aplikojamaja laikmeta pastavéja ari pilskalni ar
spécigiem nocietindjumiem un vaju kultdrslani, ka ari purvos izveidotas vietas bez
lieliem maksligiem parveidojumiem. Sis vietas varétu saistit ar patvéruma vietam,
ka ari ar militaro apmacibu vietam, kas tapat ietilpa $i regiona militarajas sistémas.

Tadégjadi kopuma skiet, ka Austrumlatvijas sabiedribas aizvéstures beigas bija
diezgan militarizétas un ar zinamam atrunam tas varétu dévét par militarizétam
sabiedribam. Nemot véra karodanas lielo lomu sociilaja, politiskaja un ekonomis-
kaja joma, ta bija svarigs instruments cela uz varu.

8.2.3. Ekonomiskas varas baze

Varas ekonomiskie aspekti skar tirdzniecibu, prestiza precu izgatavosanu vai ieg-
$anu un iztikas ekonomikas nozimigako resursu monopolu, kas savukart saistas ar
finansialajam attieksmém starp vadoniem un sabiedribu. Pirmsvalsts sabiedribu poli-
tiska ekonomika ietver davanu ekonomiku, kas nodrosina stabilu socialpolitisko attie-
cibu tiklu. Davanu ckonomikas paveids ir dzires un sacensibas, ko organizé vadoni.

Veélais dzelzs laikmets bija aktivs monétu piepladuma un izmantosanas laiks.
Lidzas arzemju monétam, kas biezi pildija tikai dekorativo vai izejvielas funkciju,
$aja laika notika pirmie méginajumi veidot vietéjas monétas. Lielakd dala no Siem
Rietumeiropas monétu atdarindjumiern iegita Daugavas lejtecé un ir attiecindma uz
11.gs. 2. pusi, kad Latvijas teritorija samazinajas drzemju monétu ieplisana. lespéjams,
ka $is monétas kaltas Daugmales pilskalna, un tas varétu noradit uz kiada vadona
centieniem ieviest vietéjos maksasanas lidzeklus un iegat kontroli par tirdzniecibu.

Tadeéjadi maina un tirdznieciba, ka arf amatnieciba aizvéstures beigas ieguva so-
cialpolitisku nozimi. lespéjams, ka, tikai pateicoties kolektivajai, egalitarajai ideolo-
gijai, atsevi$ku aktivo individu pasakumi varas centralizicija ar ekonomikas starp-
niecibu palika bez rezultatiem.

8.3. Cel$ uz varu: vadonibas raksturs Austrumlatvijas sabiedribas 7.-12. gs.

Aplakojamaja laikposma Austrumlatvijas kaiminu teritorijas bija attistijudies vai-
raki veidi varas iegasanat un demonstrésanai. Pirmsvalsts socialpolitiskajos apstiklos
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vara bija balstita uz cilvékiem, uz socialajam attiecibim un personiskajam un dzim-
tas saitém. Materiala kultara nesniedz liecibas par varas un statusa manto$anu
Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigds. Lai gan tas bija sareZgiti, tomér aizvéstures beigas
aktivajiem individiem bija iespéjams iegiit varu. Statuss un vara bija personiskas ipa-
3ibas, kuras varéja tikt gan iegitas, gan zaudétas. Aizvésturé ne etniskd, ne indivi-
duala sociala identitite nebija pasas nozimigakas, cilvéki piederéja noteiktai dzimtai,
un tas bija ikvienas personas identitates pamats, uz ko ta varéja balstities.

Atklats ir jautdjums par vadona varas teritoriju — vai tie bija vietéji vadoni, vai
regionalu savienibu lideri. Skiet, ka aizvéstures beigas vadona varas telpa ietvéra
vienas vai daiu dzivesvietu teritoriju, savukart regionalie kontakti un sadarbiba bija
balstita uz lidzvértibas principu.

Objektivie politiskie, ekonomiskie un ideologiskie apstakli aizvéstures beigas lava
aktivajiem individiem demonstrét savas spéjas, realizéjot varas individualas ambi-
cijas. Pielaujams, ka militarie lidzekli lava izvirzities atsevidkiem individiem, tacu
sava nozime bija ari ekonomiskajiem aspektiem, starp kuriem taltirdzniecibas kon-
trole vai vismaz piedalidanas taja bija ipadi nozimiga (ka tas, pieméram, bija Daug-
males vadoniem). Ta¢u ne militara, ne ekonomiska vara nav pietiekama, lai uzturétu
un konsolidétu varu: §i mérka isteno$anai ir nepiecieSams izmainit un kontrolét
ideologiju. Un tiesi Sis aspekts bija pietiekami spécigs, lai novérstu méginajumus mai-
nit socialo kartibu. Lidz ar to varas centralizicija Austrumlatvija aizvéstures beigas
nenoveda pie valsts veidosanas, drizak vadoniba saglabajas ka alternativa valstij.

Apkopojosie secinajumi

o Pateicoties pedéjos gadsimtos veiktajiem plasajiem arheologiskas izpétes darbiem,
Austrumlatvijas vidéja dzelzs laikmeta otras puses (7.-8.gs.) un veéla dzelzs laik-
meta (9.—12.gs.) arheologiskas liecibas — gan arheologiskis vietas (dzivesvietas,
kapulauki), gan artefakti — veido pietiekami plasu avotu bazi attieciga laikmeta un
teritorijas sabiedribu socialo jautdjumu pétniecibai.

¢ Misdienu sociilaja teorijd par svarigako ir izvirzits varas jautajums. Sabiedribas
veido Cetri savstarpéjo mijiedarbibu veidi, kas vienlaicigi ir ari sociilds varas avoti:
ideologiskas, ekonomiskds, militaras un politiskas attiecibas, no kuram aizvés-
tures sabiedribas pastav un darbojas pirmie tris (ideologiskie, militarie un ekono-
miskie) varas avoti.

o Austrumlatvijas teritorijas sabiedribas 7.-12. gs. nav bijusas lielas, sociili aktivo indi-
vidu skaitam tajas sasniedzot lidz 50 cilvékiem. DaZadas sabiedribas bija diezgan
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at$kirigas sabiedribas loceklu savstarpéjas dzimuma un vecuma proporcijas. Ja
sakotnéji vérojama diezgan liela disproporcija starp virie$u un sievie$u apbedi-
jumu skaitu, Ipasi 9.-10.gs., tad vélakajos gadsimtos §is atskiribas nolidzinas.
Aplikojamais laikposms Austrumlatvija bija dinamiskas socialas attistibas laiks,
kas zinamu kulminaciju sasniedza 10.—11.gs. AtSkirigas socialas attistibas trajek-
torijas vérojamas ari dazados regionos. Ta, pieméram, libiedu sabiedribas varétu
tikt dévétas par atvértam sabiedribam, savukart latgalu un sélu sabiedribas bija
konservativikas un tradicionalas.

Austrumlatvijas 7.~12.gs. sabiedribu saimnieciba bija organizéta péc pardales
principiem. So sabiedribu iztikas ekonomiku veidoja lauksaimnieciba un lopko-
piba, lai atsevidkas vietds vai regionos saimniecibas nozaru ipatsvars bija atskirigs.
Aplukojamaja perioda vairakas amatniecibas nozarés (dzelzs un krasaino metalu
apstride, vietam ari podnieciba, apgérba gatavo$ana u.c.) vérojama ar vietéjam
kopienam un/vai vadoniem saistitu amatnieku — specialistu noformésanas, kuriem
varéja bt nozimiga loma ari socialo stratégiju istenosana,

Liela nozime socialo attiecibu veidoana un socialajis parmainas bija maigai un
tirdzniecibal, kura, sakot ar 10.gs., ka aktivi dalibnieki iesaistijas ari vietéjie iedzi-
votaji. lesaisti$anas taltirdznieciba vairikam vietam Austrumlatvija m.&. I g.t.
pirmajos gadsimtos lava izveidoties par agrajam pilsétim ka ekonomiskajiem
centriem, tiem gan neveicot politiska centra funkcijas.

Maina un tas infrastruktira bija iesaistita plasa sabiedribas dala, vienlaicigi veido-
joties vietéjiem tirgotdjiem, kas bija bagataki un sociali neatkariga sabiedribas dala.
PieJaujams, ka véla dzelzs laikmeta vida un otraja pusé atseviski vadoni, méginot
paplasinat savas varas ekonomisko bazi, nesekmigi centas iegiit kontroli par ap-
mainas norisém.

Socialas telpas organizacija dzivesvietas un apbedijumu un artefaktu socialais kon-
teksts rada, ka Austrumlatvijas aizvéstures beigu sabiedribas liela méra bija orga-
nizétas péc egalitirisma principiem, statuss nebija institucionalizéts vai mantojams,
ikviens konkurences cind varéja ieglit augstiku statusu vai varu. Tikai noteikts ap-
bedisanas veids, atseviskas kapa vietas iekartojuma iezimes un dazi artefakti bija
saistiti ar atskirigu socialo un mantisko poziciju.

Gan vienveidigajas apbedi$anas tradicijas, gan dzivesvietu telpiskajas struktiiras
atspogulojas vienlidzibas ideologijas lield ietekme aplikojama laikmeta sabiedri-
bas. Tikai pa$as aizvéstures beigas saka ieziméties ideologiskas parmainas, kas bija
saistitas ar militaro sféru un skandinavu ietekmi, ta¢u ne tik nozimiga bija orto-
doksalas kristietibas izplatiSanas Austrumlatvija 11. gs.—12. gs. beigas.
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o Austrumlatvijas sabiedribas aizvéstures beigds bija diezgan militarizétas un ar
zindmam atrunam tas varétu dévét par militarizétam sabiedribam. Nemot véra
karosanas lielo lomu socialaja, politiskaja un ekonomiskaja joma, ta bija svarigs
instruments cela uz varu. Vélaja dzelzs laikmeta $ajas sabiedribas saka veidoties
karadraudzes, kuras varéja sastivét no vadonu radiniekiem un draugiem, ka ari
parddniekiem un atbalstitajiem. Ta¢u neskatoties uz §is grupas kvaziprofesiona-
lismu, karadraudzes locekliem iztikas iegti3anai bija nepiecieS$ams nodarboties ari
ar saimniecibu.

o Austrumlatvijas 7.—12.gs. sabiedribas nav vérojamas izteiktas atskiribas dzimumu
socialajas pozicijas, iespéjas iepemt un realizét sabiedriskas lomas un pozicijas
bija ari sievietém, reizém gan lietojot virieSiem raksturigos socialos simbolus un
darbibu. Virie$u regulara prombitne sirojumos deva sievietém iesp&ju vietéjas
sabiedribas legut statusu un varu gan ekonomiskaja, gan socialpolitiskaja joma.

o Objektivie sodalpolitiskie, militarie, ekonomiskie un ideologiskie apstakli Austrum-
latvija aizvéstures beigas atlava aktivajiem individiem demonstrét savas spéjas,
realizéjot individualas varas ambicijas. PieJaujams, ka militarie lidzekli atlava izvir-
zitles atseviskiem individiem, ta¢u sava nozime bija ari ekonomiskajiem aspek-
tiem, starp kuriem taltirdzniecibas kontrole vai vismaz piedalidanis taja bija ipasi
nozimiga. Ta¢u ne militara, ne ekonomiska vara nav pietiekama, lai uzturétu un
konsolidétu varu: §1 mérka isteno$anai ir nepiecie$ams izmainit un kontrolét
ideologiju. Un tiesi pastavosa ideologija bija pietiekami spéciga un noturiga, lai
novérstu mégindjumus mainit socialo kartibu. Lidz ar to varas centralizacija Aus-
trumlatvija aizvéstures beigas nenoveda pie valsts veidosanas, drizak vadonibas
princips §i regiona sabiedribu organizacija saglabajas ka alternativa valstiskumam.



Topicality of the theme of the doctoral thesis

It is already almost half a century since a special branch of archaeology, social
archaeology, emerged to undertake the study of prehistoric societies. The archaeo-
logical reconstruction of past societies and social praxis by placing artefacts, sites and
other archaeological evidence in a social context is the main aim of social archaeo-
logy. Although social reconstruction of past societies has a long history, more exten-
sive archaeological research on social questions like social organisation, exchange
models and burial analysis started with New Archaeology, or processual archaeology,
in the 1960s—1970s. Since the late 1980s, under the influence of contemporary social
theory, questions of agency, social action, ideclogy, gender and power have also
been included in the agenda of social archaeology.

Although Soviet Marxist archaeology (which also flourished in Latvian archaeology
after the Second World War) might in some sense be labelled as social archaeology
due to its explicit connection of change with socio-economic conditions, it is only
in the Jast decade that social archaeology started to develop in Latvian archaeology
too. Since the middle of the 1990s, archaeologists and historians have made several
attempts to interpret prehistoric social and political developments within the
framework of contemporary theories and methodology. But in fact the long-lasting
separation from the development of archaeology in Western countries and the stag-
nant way of thinking still influences contemporary research. Therefore, today we can
only speak of the very early beginnings of social archaeology in Latvia, still seeking
its expressions and formulations, as well as searching for a general paradigm.

Later prehistory is a period that offers great opportunities for methodological
and theoretical studies. Later prehistory in this study is understood as the time period
AD 600-1200, which in terms of Latvian archaeological periodisation corresponds
to the second half of the Middle [ron Age and the Late Iron Age. Due to the Viking
activities, the last quarter of the 1st millennium AD saw the emergence of a united
Baltic Sea region space, where societies with differing socio-political organisation,
such as chiefdoms and early states, coexisted. The late 12th and 13th century was the
Age of the Crusades in the eastern Baltic, and the outcome of these included the
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creation of the first state structures in this region and the beginnings of medieval
society. These centuries of prehistory are undoubtedly the best-researched period in
archaeological terms, and eastern Latvia in particular has been extensively surveyed
and investigated, and archaeological sites here have been excavated on a larger scale
than in other regions. Eastern Latvia in this study is understood as the present
regions of Vidzeme, Latgale and Aug$zeme, which in later prehistory were mostly
inhabited by the Latgallians, Selonians and Livs.

As the present study is devoted to later prehistory, archaeological evidence is
used as the only kind of historical source. The written sources of the 13th century
should be used very critically in research on late prehistoric societies, as they were
produced in the Age of the Crusades, which introduced new features into the social,
political, economic and ideological conditions in the eastern Baltic. Social develop-
ment is a dynamic process, and this applies particularly to socio-political changes
in the course of the regionally important transformations that accompanied the
appearance of new forms of power and their representatives. Accordingly, the
chronicles of the 13th century essentially reflect the situation (especially social and
political) of their age, which differs from that of the previous centuries — the centuries
of late prehistory. So, taking into account the limitations of the written sources
when applied retrospectively, especially concerning social and political circumstances,
the chronicles and other sources of the 13th century are not discussed or used in the
research. Thus, for prehistoric social reconstruction, only the material culture has
been used, including both archaeological artefacts and sites. Of course, the number
of archaeological sites and other evidence accessible to the contemporary researcher
form just a small part of what was in use during the Iron Age. But this number too
is large enough to serve as a basis for discussion of the constitution and character of
societies that have left fragmented pieces of their life.

The aim, tasks and structure of the doctoral thesis

The present study is an attempt to reconstruct social relationships in eastern
Latvia during later prehistory on the basis of material culture evidence in the
discourse of contemporary world archaeology. To provide a broader framework for
the constitution of societies in the present study, discussion is presented of questions
relating to socio-economic development, gender relations, status manifestations
and symbols, as well as sources of power and the character of chieftaincy during
later prehistory. Being aware of the importance of ethnicity in social action and
social relations, but doubting its role in creating identity in prehistoric societies and
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accepting the contemporary understanding of ethnicity that connects it mainly
with self-ascription, the author has avoided separate discussion of questions relating
to social and ethnic interactions in this study, although sometimes the ethnic
panorama of eastern Latvia forms the necessary background for the discussion of
social organisation.

The questions concerning societies, power and agency discussed in the study are
not characteristic of Latvian archaeology, so the approach to analysis and presentation
is not traditional. Every understanding and explanation of societies, social action
and relations etc. starts with theory, as the social reconstruction of the past is a
contemporary construction. So the structure of the study in general, as well as that
of the individual chapters, has been developed so as to place the methodological
and theoretical considerations in the foreground, in order to combine them later
with empirical evidence obtained in archaeological investigations in eastern Latvia.

The doctoral thesis is submitted as a corpus of publications, consisting of a mono-
graph and 15 research papers on the theme of the thesis. The basis of the thesis is
the monograph “Society and power: social relationships in eastern Latvia during
later prehistory” (consisting of an introduction, eight chapters, an epilogue, a list of
sources and literature, indexes of persons and sites and an English summary). The
themes considered in several chapters of the monograph are discussed in the papers
in more detail or from a different perspective.

Chapters 1 and 2 are devoted to the general theoretical questions: respectively
covering the terminological issues of social research and the development of social
archaeology in the world and Latvia until the eve of the 21st century. These chapters
provide the general theoretical and methodological framework within which the
present study is made.

Chapter 3 provides a characterisation of the late prehistoric archaeological sites
in eastern Latvia and their research history, introducing the maost important sites
(chronology, function, context etc.) and touching the prospects for the use of different
kinds of evidence in social reconstructions.

Chapter 4 describes the socio-economic aspects of the late prehistoric societies in
eastern Latvia. Regarded as very important for understanding social life are questions
relating to exchange and trade as well as the problem of the central site.

Chapter 5 discusses the concept of gender and connections between gender and
social positions, a topic still untouched in Latvian archaeology but widely considered
in Western archacology.

Chapters 6 and 7 are devoted to the questions of social status and its manifestation
in late prehistoric societies in eastern Latvia, using evidence from the living sites,
cemeteries and burials. Particular attention is paid to artefacts and their symbolic
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and social meaning. In the analysis of archaeological evidence, statistical methods
are also used in both chapters, which because of their impersonality, rather than
objectivity, might provide reflections of some general tendencies, average figures,
models etc.

Chapter 8 discusses the concept of power, which is the central theme in contem-
porary social theory, and applies the sources of social power to the archaeological
evidence for late prehistoric eastern Latvia in order to establish the character of
chieftaincy and the way to power in these societies.

Approbation of the results of the doctoral thesis

The issues and some particular detailed aspects of the study have been presented
in 15 scientific publications, which have appeared in Latvian and English (see the
list of main publications on the theme of study).

The author has participated in 8 international conferences, presenting papers on
the theme of the doctoral thesis (see also the list of published summaries of the
presentations):

1) symposium “Culture Clash or Compromise: central level” of international
project “Culture Clash or Compromise” 18.-21.09., 1998, Talsi — paper “Hillforts of
the Livs and chiefdom society” (published in the volume of proceedings);

2) European Association of Archaeologists 4th Annual Meeting 23.~27.09., 1998,
Gothenburg (Sweden) — paper “Late Prehistoric Livs on the Crossroads between
the West and the East: A Case Study of Open Society” (thesis of the paper are
published);

3) European Association of Archaeologists 5th Annual Meeting 14.-19.09., 1999,
Bournemouth (United Kingdom) - organiser of session “The archaeology of drink-
ing: alcoholic drinks and the socio-political context of their use”, paper “Paths to
power: the political context of the Iron Age drinking horns in Latvia” (thesis of the
paper are published);

4) conference of the University of Latvia “Riga and the Baltic in History: Regional
Communication and Cultural Diversity” 11.-16.09., 2001, Riga - paper “The emer-
gence and development of early urbanism in territory of Latvia in later prehistory
and early Middle Ages” (paper is submitted to be published in the volume of pro-
ceedings);

5) Xllth Visby International Symposium of Historical Sciences 28.-30.09., 2001,
Visby (Sweden) — paper “The early in town in late prehistoric Latvia” { paper is sub-
mitted to be published in the volume of proceedings in Acta Vysbiensia, vol. X11);



6) international seminar “Ancient Livs” 21.-24.08., 2002, Lieto (Finland) —
paper “Society and power in late prehistoric chiefdoms of the Livs” (paper is sub-
mitted to be published in the volume of proceedings);

7) 3rd International Congress of Medieval and Later Archaeology “Medieval
Europe” 10.-15.09., 2002, Basel (Switzerland) — paper “Castles, towns and villages —
different landscapes of power in the territory of Latvia from 11th to 16th century”
(published in the volume of proceedings);

8) Baltic Archaeological seminar 18.—19.10., 2003, Tartu (Estonia) — paper “Under-
standing the power: the study of late prehistoric social and political structures in
Latvia archaeology”.

Topics relating to late prehistoric social organisation have also been discussed at
3 conferences in Latvia:

1) conference of Ventspils Museum of History “Archaeology of Kurzeme and
Curounians”, 25.-27.05., 2001, Ventspils — paper “Society and power in Kurzeme during
later prehistory” (published in Publications of Ventspils Museum of History, vol.Il);

2) conference of Latvia Museum of History “Latvia Archaeology: research and
problems” 27.11., 2001, Riga — paper “Social status in eastern Latvia during Late Iron
Age” (published in Publications of Latvia Museum of History, vol.8);

3) Archaeology section, 61st scientific conference of the University of Latvia
10.02.2003., Riga — paper “Power and chieftaincy in late prehistoric societies of the
Livs” (published in “Latvijas Vésture. Jaunie un jaundkie laiki” 2003, vol.3).

The concept of the study, its theoretical and methodological standpoint, the
results and achievements of the study have been discussed several times since 1998
at meetings of the Department of Archaeology and Auxiliary Disciplines of the
Faculty of History and Philosophy of the University of Latvia. The main part of the
thesis, the manuscript of the monograph “Society and Power: Social Relationships
in Eastern Latvia during Later Prehistory” was discussed in autumn 2002 with several
archaeologists and historians who made valuable comments on the publication. On
8 September 2003, the monograph was discussed and evaluated at a meeting of the
Department of Ancient and Medieval History of the Faculty of History and Philo-
sophy of the University of Latvia and was recommended for submission to be
defended as a doctoral thesis.

The theoretical and methodological approaches and empirical evidence studied
during research on the theme since 1999 have been included in general introductory
lecture courses “Introduction to archaeology and ethnography” and “Prehistory” and
optional courses “Introduction to cultural anthropology” and “Space and power in early
medieval Northern Europe” that are read within the framework of the Bachelor and
Master Programmes of the Faculty of History and Philosophy of the University of Latvia.



Content of the thesis in brief

Introduction

There are characterised the topicality of the theme of the study, chronological
and territorial framework, established the aim and tasks of the study as well as
shortly introduced the structure of the study.

1. Terminological and interpretive plurality
in historical social research

1.1. Society as structure, as system and as relationships

Among the basic concepts of sociology, anthropology and history is the concept
of society, and to explain this term, multiple definitions and explanations have been
offered and used in different research traditions and directions. Society can be defined
as any stable human group; it was used as a synonym for a socio-economical formation,
while some researchers considered the existence of such a phenomenon as impossible.
Society can also be seen as a network of mutually connected interactions formed by
different socio-spatial networks of ideological, economic, military and political
relations. In archaeological studies, structuration theory established by A. Giddens is
widely used. According to this theory, society has dual character and it consists of
both individual agents and social structures. Structure is the result of action and at
the same time it forms action; it involves principles and laws that are reproduced by
the direct action of individuals.

Relations between social systems and structures form the social totality. The system
consists of relationships between individuals and groups within different spheres of
existence (like economy, politics etc.), which altogether create the circumstances for
the social strategies of both individuals, and groups in the particular space and time.
In this study, social relationships are considered as the basic idea of society and social
organisation, as the plurality and character of various relations determines the
constitution of society.



1.2. Prehistoric and medieval societies in Europe from AD 600 to 1200

From the social perspective, Europe during the 7th—12th century was very a
heterogeneous and multicoloured territory. Some united world system had emerged
in Europe {or at least in the larger part of Europe) previously, under Roman rule,
but the second half of the 1st millennium AD shows a different pattern of development.
In western Europe at the end of the early medieval period barbarian societies had
collapsed and the high Middle Ages a Christian and feudal way of life flourished,
while in northern areas, as well as in eastern Europe, early states emerged alongside
chiefdoms. In northern Europe most of the period in question is included in the
Viking Age, 800-1050. The first early states in Scandinavia, under foreign influence,
as well as due to local circumstances, were formed in Denmark around 1000. In
Norway, state formation took place at the end of the 9th century, while in Sweden
unification was attempted in the 11th—12th century. Another central area emerged
east of the Baltic, in the Eastern Slav lands, through the formation of the early Russian
state. Very important was the contribution of Scandinavian Vikings to this process,
and owing to this, the idea of the state was imported to these regions and realised
together with the Slavs. A peripheral area was Finland, where still existed a quite
egalitarian society, but with economic specialisation. Also on the eastern shores of
Baltic Sea, in the lands of the Balts and Finno-Ugrians, there were various chiefdoms,
although some territorial organisations also appeared.

1.3. General classification of prehistoric societies

A large part of the last centuries research connected with social evolution is based
on anthropological evidence from non-Western societies. In actual fact, these were
models, terminology and schemes from anthropology, applied in prehistoric studies.
Since the 18th century, evolutionists had worked to elaborate various typologies of
societies, connecting the particular type with a description and some hypothetical
level of social development. Societies in these studies are viewed as closed systems,
so it was considered possible to make comparative studies and form generalised
schemes. Today the only way to use these broad terms and generalisations is either
in wider cross-cultural comparisons or the first introductory statements to the social
study of particular society. Among the most popular anthropological evolutionary
schemes of the 1960s-1970s used in prehistoric studies were the models of E. R. Service,
M. Fried, J. Friedman and M. Rowlands, T. Sanders and D. Webster, where the devel-
opment from band to state societies was described and explained. The earliest kind
of social organisation was the band, existing already in Palaeolithic and characterised
by egalitarianism. A tribe is a social unit larger than a clan but smaller than a people.
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This term (along with others, which were introduced to replace term ‘tribe’) was used
to describe societies with emerging inequality, but it seems more useful to use term
‘transegalitarian societies’. Very widely used is term ‘chiefdom’ which is actually a
contemporary construction. Although chiefdoms are often considered as the precursors
of the state, the chiefdom shall be understood as an alternative to state organisation.
A state is a socio-political, economic, ideological, military etc. organisation that makes
a radical break with kin relations and creates communities of citizens who are not
relatives. It is assumed that the origins of the state can be traced back very far, but it
rather seems that formation of the state was a very short process, which depended
both on favourable circumstances and agents.

2. Social archaeology: development in the world and in Latvia

2.1. Representations created until the middle of the 20th century of the development
of prehistoric societies: the theory of social evolution and its formation

The search for models of trajectories of human development started already in the
ancient world, when linear, cyclical and evolutionary perspectives were formulated.
But only in the 18th century did the idea of progressive evolution obtain its intellectual
and social basis. It was the philosophy of the Enlightenment that defined the principal
theses of evolutionism while in the following century, as the result of empirical
studies, both social and biological evolutionism emerged. The evolutionists of the
19th century mostly used ethnographic evidence and to a lesser extent also the material
of some early historical societies to describe the development of society from
savagery to civilisation. In the late 19th century F.Engels formed the Marxist vision
of the emergence of class societies, which later, in the 20th century, was the foundation
for Soviet archaeological interpretation.

The first serious criticism of evolutionism appeared in the first half of the 20th
century with the studies by F. Boas and his followers. In contrast to comparative
generalisations and gradual development, they stressed cultural relativism and histo-
rical particularism. New accents in the studies of prehistoric societies were introduced
by the cultural-historical tradition, the representatives of which added archaeological
evidence to prehistory and connected cultures with a particular time and space.

In the territory of Latvia too, until the mid-20th century, the development of
archaeology reflected the tendencies of the cultural-historical approach. The Baltic
German archaeologists did not deal much with social interpretations, they can sooner
be regarded as antiquarians, while the first Latvian historians and archaeologists of
the late 19th century and the first Republic of Latvia had a very idealistic view of the
pre-Crusade societies. Some attempts to reconstruct the social organisation of societies
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in prehistoric Latvia were made by A. Svabe in the 1920s—1930s on the basis of folk-
lore and medieval written sources.

In the middle of the 20th century, due to the political changes and Soviet occupation,
the explanation of the development of prehistoric societies in Latvia archaeology
was placed in a dogmatic Marxist framework. In fact, it should be noted that Marxist
archaeology (although used as dogma) was the first social archaeology, since pre-
historic transformations were connected explicitly with social questions. It was a
study by H. Moora on primitive and early medieval society in Latvia, published in
1952, which became the cornerstone of Latvian Soviet archaeological theory and
interpretations. The methodological approach (later repeated very cften) originated
in the social analysis of Nuksas Cemetery by E. Snore (1957). Thus, until the 1990s,
social interpretations were officially declared, and this did not allow any discussion
on these topics.

2.2. Processual (New) archaeology:

environment, economy and socio-political organisation

Processual archaeology emerged in 1960s and 1970s in the USA in opposition to
the cultural-historical approach. This research tradition made extensive use of
system theory, cross-cultural generalisations, positivism (with its deductive reason-
ing and independence of empirical observations), placing emphasis on adaptation
and function. New archaeology introduced the explanation of past events, instead
of the description of past cultures practiced hitherto. Processual archaeologists paid
much attention to environmental and economic factors in connection with their
research on social structures, and burials and exchange were among the key topics here.

The processual approach was and still is dominant in American archaeology,
while in Europe, particularly in British archaeology, it culminated in the early 1980s,
when new approaches were already beginning, later labelled as postprocessual
archaeologies. It should be mentioned that in most European countries, including
Eastern Europe, processual archaeology had little or no influence (which also applies
to the postprocessual archaeology of the 1990s, which was mostly British and Scan-
dinavian).

2.3. Postprocessual archaeologies: power, gender and agency

The first challenge to processualism was the contextual and structuralist archaeo-
logy of the 1980s, while an explicit turn away from exact scientific archaeology
marked the critical archaeology of the late 1980s. In the 1990s, archaeological research
showed a plurality of different views and interpretations, reflecting the influences of
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phenomenology, hermeneutics, structuralism and poststructuralism, the Frankfurt
critical school etc. Thus, the early 1990s saw a turn to interpretive or textual archaeology,
where an analogy with text was applied to material culture. At the same time, a very
influential alternative to processual archaeology was provided by Marxist archaeology
based on Western Marxism and stressing socio-economic aspects in research.
Nowadays both processual and postprocessual archaeologies and their heated
disputes are past; archaeology has entered a period of peace, and different approaches
and traditions now overlap and co-exist in archaeological theory. Contemporary
archaeology is enriched with humanitarian and postpositivistic ideas and different
research directions show the dominance of one or other approach, while generally there
is tendency to combine these previously opposite ways of research and interpretation,

2.4. Social archaeology in Latvia in the late 20th century:
in the search of a new paradigm?

The Third National Revival and the re-establishment of the independent Republic
of Latvia stimulated attempts to escape the ideological framework of Marxism in
the social and humanitarian sciences, including history and archaeology. In 1992,
the first critical article regarding the socio-political organisation of the Gauja Livs
around the turn of the 13th century was published, and this was the first attempt to
break with the previous tradition and social model. Since the middle of 1990s, some
contemporary terminology has been introduced in Latvian archaeology, as well as
new research topics like social space, early towns, sources of power, social symbols etc.
But despite this, some stereotypes are still preserved including the assumed existence
of states and state-like formations in late prehistoric Latvia. Actually, most of the
research concerned with social questions in past societies reflects the ideas and
influence of the approach of processual archaeology while many interpretations are
also being developed in the way they were during the previous decades.

3. The cultural landscape in eastern Latvia from the 7th—12th century
and its research history

3.1. The cultural landscape in eastern Latvia in Middle and Late Iron Age

The way of life of people and societies is set within a particular environment,
which is created by humans and which, in its turn, affects human life. As a result of
human activities, a cultural landscape is formed as a socio-cultural construction,
indicating the limits of natural and social space. The settlement pattern is, of course,
influenced by the geographical position and topographical circumstances, but its
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organisation also reflects regional and local social structures. In eastern Latvia there
are several regions with a very high settlement density, for example the banks of the
River Daugava. Also, chronological differences can be traced in the intensity of
landscape use, increasing towards the end of prehistory (since the 10th century,
in fact).

Most of the territory on the right bank of the River Daugava was populated by
the Latgallians; they also inhabited the River Gauja Basin and north-eastern areas.
The lower reaches of both the Daugava and Gauja, as well as the coast of the Gulf of
Riga was, since the 10th century, populated by the Livs. Augizeme, on the left bank
of the Daugava, was inhabited by the Selonians. In eastern and northern areas of the
region under discussion elements of other ethnic groups can also be traced.

The cultural landscape consists of any site modified or used by humans, also in
an indirect way. Thus, it can include living sites (hillforts and settlements), cemeteries,
cult sites, agrarian systems and specialised economic sites, fortifications, roads etc.
In view of the degree of research intensity and obtained results, it is the living sites
and cemeteries that can be used as sources for social studies. Both kinds of archaeo-
logical sites have been researched since the 19th century and earlier, with larger scale
excavations in the 1960s—1980s.

3.2. Living sites and the prospects of their use in social archaeology

Archaeologically identified living sites in eastern Latvia from later prehistory include
hillforts, settlements and lake dwellings. Among the hillforts, well researched is Daug-
male Hillfort, excavated in 1933, 1935-1937, 1966-1970 and 1986-1997. Close to
the hillfort there is a cemetery, while at its foot lies a large settlement with a harbour.
Located in the lands of the Latgallians is Jersika Hillfort (excavated in 1939 and
from 1990 onwards), forming a complex together with Dignaja Hillfort, on the
opposite bank of the River Daugava. Jersika was occupied in the 10th-14th century
and probably it rose after the decline of Dignaja, which had been inhabited since the
6th century. Archaeological excavations have also been carried out on the hillforts
of Kente, Koknese, Asote, Olinkalns, Lokstene, Sarumkalns, Taniskalns, Obzerkalns,
Madalani, Gatini, Rézekne and KiSukalns, as well as other sites. At several sites the
cultural layers of later prehistory have been destroyed or heavily damaged by, for
example, medieval buildings, farming etc. Only a few Latgallian settlements have been
excavated, and large scale excavations (1960s—1970s) and reconstruction has been
done at the Araidi 9th century lake dwelling site. Also excavated are Sélpils (1963—
1965) and Stupeli (1976-1978) Hillforts in Augszeme, in the lands of the Selonians,
as well as the settlement site of Krigani (1978-1979).
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Among the hillforts of the Livs, major excavation has taken place at the hillforts
of Turaida (since 1976), Aizkraukle (1960, 1971-1975) and Lielvarde (1976, 1981,
1987). The settlements of the Daugava Livs were extensively researched in 1960s—
1970s, for example Laukskola, Rausi, Martinsala, Ikskile, Kabeles, Lipsi, as well as
settlements in the territory of Old Riga.

Living sites hold great potential for social reconstructions, as they reflect the
organisation of social space at both the local and the regional level, as well as show-
ing the way of life and spatial structure within a site. The limitations of utilising
living sites in eastern Latvia in social research are connected with poor preservation
of building remains and the predominance of small-scale excavations, as well as the
approximate dating of most of the sites.

3.3. Cemeteries and the prospects of their use in social archaeology

There were flat cemeteries as well as barrow cemeteries in use during later pre-
history. In the lands of the Latgallians about 80 flat cemeteries have been excavated,
with more than 2000 burials uncovered. The first large-scale excavations took place
in Odukalns Cemetery (1890-1891), where 339 Late Iron Age burials were uncovered.
In the excavations at Nuksas Cemetery (1947-1948) 218 burials were uncovered,
dated to the 9th—12th century, while at Kivti Cemetery (1948, 1955-1958) 175 burials
from the 7th—12th century were excavated. 315 burials were found at Kristapini
Cemetery (1928, 1938, 1977-1980, 1984-1987, 1999-2000), in use from the late 8th
to the 12th century. Jaunakéni Cemetery was totally excavated in 1971-1972, when
89 burials were found. At Koknese Cemetery 102 burials from the Late Iron Age were
uncovered (1986-1989). In the area of the Gauja Latgallians two cemeteries, Liepi-
nas and Gugeri, are well excavated too. At other cemeteries research was done on
smaller scale, for example, Aizkalne, Maskava, Madalani II, Salnaskrogs, Dzérves,
Kampas, Luces, Jaunpiebalga etc., while very often only a small number burials were
uncovered during rescue excavations. There are also about 15 excavated barrow
cemeteries (Cibla, Danilovka I, Cakuli, Batni, Patma]nieki etc.) but usually only a
small number of barrows were investigated.

In Augszeme, excavations were carried out at Strautmali (1939) and Beteli (1977-
1978) flat cemeteries, uncovering 15 and 9 burials respectively. At Lejasdopeles barrow
cemetery 40 burials were found in research in 1960-1961.

The cemeteries of the Livs are connected with the beginnings of archaeology in
Latvia, when in the mid-19th century Aizkraukle cemetery was excavated, giving
rise to the first discussion in Latvian archaeology about the ethnic attribution of
this cemetery. In the 1960s—1970s major excavation was carried out at the Late [ron
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Age cemeteries of the Daugava Livs, for example Laukskola (609 burials) and Vam-
peniesi [ and II and Rausi on Dole Island (483 burials altogether). Also important
was research at the cemeteries of Rumuli, Zarini, Lipsi, Véjstari and Lielvarde. At
Kabeles and Lielpéci, barrow cemeteries were investigated in the late 19th century.
In the area of the Gauja Livs excavations have been carried out at the barrow ceme-
teries of Taléns, Priedes, Liepenes, Pateli, Saksukalns etc., mostly in the second half
of the 19th century.

Despite the high number of excavated and researched cemeteries in eastern Latvia,
only some of these have been investigated at a sufficiently large scale to permit any
social interpretation. Also, the barrows are for the most part seriously damaged and
the results of 19th century excavations are not always very clear, so this material is of
limited potential for social research. Despite this, it is the burials that provide the
most important evidence about the social relations of late prehistoric societies in
eastern Latvia.

4. Socio-economical development of societies in eastern Latvia
from the 7th — 12th century

4.1. Production and society: active and mutual relationships

People’s social and economic activities are mutually interconnected. Production
is a social process to satisfy human material needs, while the energy put into
production transforms also the environment. Different modes of production are
distinguished in economic archaeology, as well as in anthropology, such as house-
hold production, individual industry, workshop industry, settlement industry,
manor production, factory etc. characterised by different modes of organisation of
raw materials supply, production and realisation, the presence and role of specialists
and the technologies used in production.

V. G. Childe was the first archaeologist to pay attention to economic specialisa-
tion, namely craft specialisation. Economic specialisation includes the emergence of
producers, specialists working to satisfy the needs of a larger part of society. It is
useful to distinguish two kinds of production, and two kinds of goods: subsistence
goods and wealth, which also characterises the social position of specialists, who
may be independent or attached to the social elite.

4.2. Subsistence economy

The subsistence economy directed towards the survival of a household or com-
munity was based on land; land was still of the highest value in medieval Europe.
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Material culture is silent on the forms of land ownership, but some light may possibly
be shed on this question by the study of fossil field systems, recently also begun in
Latvia.

Agriculture is evidenced by finds of seeds and farming tools at archaeological
sites. Despite the fact that an equal number of seeds of barley and rye and also seeds
of perennial weeds have been found at some sites, the introduction of the three-field
system in Latvia appears only in the Middle Ages, after the 13th century. Not many
iron ploughshares are found on sites of the Late Iron Age, and are absent at Middle
Iron Age sites. On the other hand, finds of sickles, bush-knives, scythes and quernstones
come from almost every excavated hillfort or settlement. At several sites, separate
mill buildings have been identified, smaller than average houses. Stockbreeding is
characterised by finds of tools and bones of domesticated animals, present on every
living site. On the living sites of eastern Latvia the bones of pigs, cattle and sheep/
goats occur, and on some sites horse as well, in various proportions, but often the
bones of pigs form the major part of the osteological remains. Also among the most
popular artefacts found on prehistoric sites are tools connected with stockbreeding —
shears and spindle whorls, the latter made of clay, stone or bone, but sometimes also
of slate. Of secondary importance for subsistence was hunting (mostly directed
towards obtaining furs) and fishing, also evidenced by bones and tools from every
living site. Some sites have also produced evidence of beekeeping.

It should be noted that there were different proportions of the various branches
of production on different sites or in different regions. Thus, fishing was important
in the economy of the Livs, while in some areas farming was subordinated to stock-
breeding. It is hard to support the idea of elite control over subsistence resources,
although redistribution contradicts the widespread occurrence (especially among
the Livs) of storage pits. Certainly, the leaders would also have been involved in sub-
sistence activities, so it was both the community and the chief who benefited from
the redistribution economy.

4.3. Crafts

Identification of craft specialisation is usually based on the presence of such
archaeological structures and artefacts as workshops and special craft tools, homo-
geneity of particular artefacts, the existence of identical artefacts and/or very inten-
sive distribution of certain artefact types. Among the first specialists were smiths
who left their smelting furnaces, slags, forges, particular tools and production as
evidence of their activities. Although smelting furnaces have been recognised at many
sites, a higher concentration of these structures can be followed along the banks of
the River Daugava. Special tools of the jewellers (finer in comparison with those of the
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smith, and also including common finds of clay crucibles and stone moulds), raw
material, semni-manufactured pieces and jewellery are features that allow identification
of jewellers and their workshops. Often the workshops of jewellers had carefully
made stone paving of the hearths. As with the smiths, jewellers also worked at almost
every living site. In the Late Iron Age, through the introduction of the potter’s wheel,
pottery also became a specialised branch. Probably, textile production also partly
turned into specialist manufacturing, while at some sites there were also specialists
in bone, wood and amber carving.

Approaches to the study of specialisation, exchange and social organisation can
be divided into three models: the economic development model, the adaptation
model and the political model, which differ according to the role of the elite in the
organisation and realisation of production. As it seems, the specialists of societies in
eastern Latvia were directed more towards the community rather than to the chief,
whom they supplied with luxury items in case of necessity.

4.4, Exchange and trade

Studies of exchange and trade had a central place in processual archaeology and
often stressed the social aspects of exchange systems. The role and proportion of
exchange and trade is shown by finds of imported artefacts and item relating to
exchange, such as scales and weights. The first burials containing scales and weights
among the grave goods and thus attributable to merchants in the territory of Latvia
go back to the second half of the 10th century. In the territory of Latvia, 166 scales
and more than 370 weights have been found, a very large number in comparison
with neighbouring lands. There are two regions, Kurzeme and the River Daugava
Basin, with the largest number of such finds. Thus, for example, from Daugmale
there are 26 scales what is the largest number per site. Usually there are only a small
number of burials with exchange items in each cemetery (if any). At Laukskola
Cemetery there were only 19 such graves while from the Dole Island cemeteries there
were 10. Among the Latgallians these occur more seldom than among the Livs.

About 5000 coins dating from the Late Iron Age have been found in the territory
of Latvia. There are no ‘coins dating back to the Middle Iron Age, but from the first
half of the 9th century until the 1070s—1080s both Arabic dirhams and western
European coins circulated in the region. Most of the coins come from the lands of the
Daugava Livs, with only a small number from the Latgallian areas, and none have
been found in north-eastern Latvia. Coins were used as part of the jewellery, in burial
rites etc., so it seemns that there was a poor understanding of their monetary value.

The main directions of trade and cultural contacts during later prehistory were
westwards and eastwards, while the origins of many artefact types are connected
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with the neighbouring Baltic and Finno-Ugrian groups. Usually, the imported arte-
facts are connected with prestige goods but at least two categories, glass beads and
cowrie shells, can be regarded as mass consumption goods. It is possible to distin-
guish several regions where the intensity of imported finds is higher than in the others,
for example, the lower reaches of the River Daugava. Also, the intensity of exchange
underwent chronological change, with a peak in the late 10th - 11th century. The
question regarding the sites where exchange took place is still subject to discussion.
It seems than in addition to certain economic centres, exchange activities often took
place in neutral and peripheral ‘ports of trade’ (according to the definition by
K. Polanyi).

Exchange, and especially long-distance trade, is considered to be crucial in social
transformations. But the question concerning persons dealing with exchange and
trade activities, and their social position, is still unclear. It is certain that merchants
were richer, and were a socially independent part of society, but it seems that ex-
change and its infrastructure involved quite a large number of people, despite atternpts
by some chiefs to gain control over these activities.

4.5. Economic centres and early towns

About 200 definitions of urbanism and the town have been put forward in socio-
logy, anthropology and history. Concerning the emergence of late prehistoric urban
sites, early towns, it is impossible to use the definitions of historical towns, as these
are based on the legal status of the site. An early town possesses as distinguishable
features a particular structure (large population, systematic and intensive layout),
non-agrarian functions and role of a socio-economic centre. Thus, the emergence
of urbanism is closely related to questions concerning centres, which should actually
be called central areas, since usually a site does not incorporate all the different kinds
of central functions. In Europe the development of early towns was connected with
commercial activities, and this was also the case with northern Europe in the Viking
Age, where, since the 8th century, there emerged a network of international trading
centres.

Among late prehistoric sites of eastern Latvia, research attention has been attracted
to Daugmale, identified as the forerunner of a town, similar to the Scandinavian
wik. Although there are quite a large number of sites consisting of hillfort and sur-
rounding settlement (varying in size from 0.5 hectares to more than 10 hectares), not
all of them can be regarded as early towns. An important feature is also involvement
in long-distance trade, where the main role was played by the Daugava waterway.
Thus, it seems that in the first centuries of the 2nd millennium AD also in eastern
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Latvia there began a development (similar to the earlier development in Scandi-
navia) towards early towns as economic centres without the functions of a political
centre.

5. Gender relations in late prehistoric societies of eastern Latvia

5.1. The concept of gender

The introduction of the concept and issues of gender in archaeological research
is one the most important achievements of postprocessual archaeology. Although
gender studies in archaeology started in the early 1990s, already in the mid-1970s
some Scandinavian researchers were dealing with similar questions. Today gender
archaeology is one of the most popular topics in archaeological studies working on
two levels: analysis of contemporary scientific practice and analysis of gender issues
in past societies.

Despite widespread use, the concept of gender is still not sufficiently understood
also among gender researchers. Engendering the past does not mean only recognition
of male and female in the archaeological record, these are attempts to understand
how gender works in all its dimensions, such as ideology, social roles, relations etc.
Thus, gender encompasses several different aspects and can be characterised as some-
thing that is not given and may not be connected with sex, so it is important for
males as well as for females; it is created and maintained by both individuals and
society and it can undergo changes during a person’s lifetime; and it can differ in
different societies at different times.

5.2, Demographic aspects: sex and age structures

Demographic processes influence social development, and are influenced by
socio-political circumstances. Very important but methodologically difficult is the
question concerning the size of the societies under study. Ditferent formulas have
been devised to establish population numbers based on evidence both from settle-
ments and cemeteries. In this study, two formulas (based on number of burials,
period of occupation and average life expectancy or coefficient of death) were used,
borrowed from Scandinavian archaeology, for calculating the size of communities.
Of course, the results of such calculations are very approximate; they only show
average statistical figures of population size per generation, which probably never
existed in reality. Also, it is necessary to take into account that totally excavated
cemeteries are very few and they may have been subject to chronological change.
Thus, the population number can be expected to be larger. According to the calcula-
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tions, communities using the excavated cemeteries were not large, and only at some
sites, like Laukskola and Odukalns, could population numbers reach about 50 people.

Societies also differed according to age and sex structure. At Latgallian cemeteries,
and to a smaller extent at Liv cemeteries as well, there is quite a large disproportion
between male and female burials, especially in the 9th — 10th century, but with a
tendency to level out in later centuries. At several cemeteries only a small number of
females were buried during the first century of the use of the cemetery. Probably,
this disproportion can be connected with the military activities of men, migrations
and marriage strategies. Child burials form approximately 10-20% of the total
number of graves.

5.3. Gender and socio-political status

Since the 19th century early human societies have been connected with matriarchy,
which is a purely fictional idea. Most societies have or once had different rules for
males and females, and the subjection of women did not start only with the emer-
gence of the state. At the same time, prehistoric societies provided opportunities for
women to hold social role and position and also to realise them as women.

Determination of the sex of buried individuals is not as easy as it looks. Usually
it is based on grave goods, assuming that weaponry indicates male burials, while
jewellery is a typical attribute of female graves. But not uncommonly, in the ceme-
teries of eastern Latvia, there are exceptions, mostly fernale burials with spears and
axes. Sometimes burials are oriented in the direction characteristic of the opposite
sex, too. Females were also cremated. Although the numbers of cremations at Latgal-
lian cemeteries are low, a major section of these were females; at some cemeteries,
only female cremations occurred. In the Liv cemeteries, the sexes are almost equally
represented in terms of cremation graves among the earliest burials, while later
male cremations come to dominate. Probably, these cremated were women under-
taking male activities or possessing higher social position. Thus, it was the gender of
these female that was manifested; a biological woman could transform herself into a
social male and vice versa, according to the way of life. Also women probably became
increasingly involved in craft and exchange activities, too. The regular absence of
men due to military activities opened the way to status and power within commu-
nities for women as well, in both the economic and socio-political sphere.

Also open to discussion is the interpretation of child burials containing adult
grave goods. This does not seem to be connected with inherited status in society,
rather it reflects the interests of the family and kin that were not realised in this indi-
vidual. However, in some cases it can be connected with different age groups, marked
by the possibility of wearing certain weapons or jewellery.
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6. Social status in societies of eastern Latvia from the 7th—12th century

6.1. The understandings of social status

Social status involves duties, rights, privileges, responsibilities and immunities
connected with some defined and recognisable position in society. Two kinds of status
have developed in human societies. Inherited status is owned already since the birth,
while achieved status can be obtained in competition based on some individual skills.

Like the other concepts, the concept of status has also been variously interpreted.
In functional anthropology status is very close to social roles, while M, Weber
considered status, alongside wealth and power, as determinants of social stratifica-
tion. Stratification is the creation and distribution of power within a society, and its
main feature is different access to resources.

6.2. Social space and social status

Social structures and relations are realised only in the spatial dimension and
vice versa; control over space lies at the centre of social power. Spatial organisation
reflects social organisation, it also regulates social relations by forming the space of
being. Analyses of social space consider the presence or absence of particular social
areas, public improvements, the proportion of different buildings, the distribution
of buildings and their layout, access to buildings, the proportion between built and
non-built areas etc.

On the territorial level the study of social space is connected with the identifica-
tion of centres (or rather central areas). Concerning late prehistoric eastern Latvia,
hillforts are very often viewed as centres. At the beginning of the Late Iron Age, at
many hillforts and settlements, impressive rebuilding and extension works were
organised, including the strengthening or creation of fortifications, extension of
hillfort plateaux etc. However, it should be remarked that the only difference between
the hillforts and settlements lies in the geographical location and the impressive
fortifications of the hillforts; otherwise the two kinds of sites are similar and could
have served as centres for some particular function. Intrasite spatial organisation at
late prehistoric dwelling sites of eastern Latvia is quite difficult to study, since the
structures are often not preserved. Thus, the construction of social space reflects quite
an egalitarian society during later prehistory, changing slightly in the 11th-12th
century towards more complex organisation. But it is impossible to detect any social
group of particular status manifested in the spatial dimension. The absence of hier-
archical spatial organisation does not necessarily mean the absence of chieftaincy, so
this evidence must be viewed in conjunction with the material from burials.
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6.3. Burials and social groups

The obvious and quite banal statement that the deceased cannot bury him/herself
should be the starting point in the interpretation of the social context of burials.
The deceased is prepared for the funeral by contemporaries, taking into consideration
the context of death, the interests of society and the individuality of the deceased.
Thus, the funeral is a realisation of socio-political decisions, manipulating the body
of deceased in the interests of the community, and both the social position of the
deceased, and the status of the participants of the funeral determine the burial
ritual. Although religious and social aspects are closely interconnected in burial
rites, some funeral traditions are more concerned with social sphere.

Burials in the cemeteries of the Livs were arranged quite strictly following a
north-west orientation, while for the burials of the Latgallians there were different
orientations for male and female burials. Male burials are oriented eastwards, while
those of females are westwards oriented (essentially different practices are observed
quite rarely — about 6-8% of burials). Thus, this feature of burials seems to be con-
nected with religious aspects and tradition, and only in particular cases may have
been connected with gender differences.

Cemeteries used during later prehistory vary in size considerably. Some flat
cemeteries covered about 5-6 hectares while some barrow cemeteries consisted of
more than 800 mounds. There is no regular pattern observed in the distribution of
graves within a cemetery. Graves of different types and dates lie side by side all over
the territory of the cemetery. Thus, the position of the grave in the cemetery rather
reflects horizontal social ties, the place of the deceased among his/her kin.

The practices of cremation and inhumation, as well as flat and barrow burials,
were all in use during later prehistory. At the Liv cemeteries cremations comprise up to
1/3 (sometimes also higher, up to 50%) of the burials and they are mostly dated to the
10th—11th century. At Latgallian cemeteries cremations are very few, usually up to 8—
10%. It seems that cremation can be connected with the social position of the deceased
and its ideological manifestation, while the barrows rather reflect cultural tradition.

Grave layout in late prehistoric cemeteries is quite uniform. So the size and
contours of graves did not differ, a common element is fireplaces. The use of log or
plank coffins is connected with the date of the burials, but the first burials in plank
coffins could have been those of representatives of upper social strata. Many burials
were also placed on layers of logs or bark. Probably, the stones or stone structures
often recognised in the burials of the Livs, but almost absent in the cemeteries of the
Latgallians, possessed religious meaning. Horse burials, very rare in eastern Latvia,
might be considered a status indicator of the deceased.
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The predominant arrangement of the deceased in late prehistoric burials was the
extended supine position, other positions being very rare (for example, lying on the
side). Very diverse were the positions of the arms, there being about 20-25 positions
for placing them. Probably, these were determined by chronological and functional
factors, although sometimes certain positions are linked to the influence of Chris-
tianity. Only a small number of burials lacked some part of the body of the deceased,
which can be explained in terms of violence, fear of the deceased or the very success-
ful life of a deceased chief.

Much attention in research has been paid to the grave goods as indicators of
people’s social and wealth position. Various attempts have been made to calculate
the values of grave goods based on their probable prices, complexes of artefacts etc.
In this study, the NAT (number of artefact types) method already employed and
tested by Scandinavian and Estonian archaeologists has been used. The sum of
types of artefacts has been calculated for several well researched cemeteries of the
Latgallians (late Middle Iron Age Upmali and Kalnie$i II Cemeteries, late Middle
and Late Iron Age Kivti and Kristapini Cemeteries, Late Iron Age Nuk3as, Jaunakéni
and Koknese Cemeteries), the Selonians (Late Iron Age Lejasdopeles Cemetery) and
the Livs (Late Iron Age Daugava Liv Laukskola, Vampeniesi I and Rausi Cemeteries,
and Gauja Liv Liepenes, Piteli and Tiléns Cemeteries) according to the sex of the
burials and in some cases according to chronology. The late Middle Iron Age cemeteries
show a society of equals that actually continues also in later centuries. The cemeteries
of the Livs show a very high number of graves with medium NAT values, as well as
the highest NAT figures, while at some Latgallian cemeteries chronological develop-
ment can be seen in manifestations of social position.

Thu the construction of social space at dwelling sites and social context of burials
show that the late prehistoric societies of eastern Latvia were largely organised on
egalitarian principles, while some differences in social and wealth positions were
demonstrated by the type of burial, certain features of the layout of the grave and
the artefacts.

7. Artefacts and social symbolism in late prehistoric societies
of eastern Latvia

7.1. Symbolism of artefacts

Questions concerning symbolism have attracted research attention for a long
time, although in archaeology they have been considered as impossible to resolve.
Of course, it is hard to interpret the meaning and ideas behind things if societies
that created and used them do not exist. Things obtain their value not only through
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their material production — they also accumulate their own history, so their value
increasing depends on the people who have used them and the situations where
they were involved. Very often, social, wealth and power positions were expressed
through artefacts — prestige goods that symbolised the abilities, possessions etc. of
the owner. With regard to social positions, imported items, weapons, artefacts of
precious metals, jewellery etc. have been discussed in European archaeological liter-
ature. It should be noted that symbols of status and power can usually be identified
in burial context, not in settlements.

7.2. Weaponry and horse-trappings

Alongside their practical function, already from the Bronze Age weapons served
also as symbols of prestige and power. And in the territory of Latvia the Middle Iron
Age was the period that has produced the largest amount of weapon finds. The
sword is very often regarded as a symbol of leaders and chiefs, but at the same time
it is noted that possession of a sword was connected with the material situation and
opportunities to obtain it. In the cemeteries of eastern Latvia, swords are found in
male burials, while there are also cemeteries where this form of weapon is absent
(for example, Jaunakéni Cemetery). Double-edged swords, mostly imported from
the West, occur mainly in western Latvia (Kurzeme) and in the lands of Gauja Livs.
These swords are very rarely found in burials of the Latgallians and are dated to the
10th—11th century. At the same time, the Latgallian burials contain battle knives or
single-edged swords, in use since the second half of the Middle Iron Age.

It is not so easy to determine whether axes, which are a very popular item among
grave goods, were used for work or military purposes. Sometimes these artefacts are
found in female burials, too. Narrow-bladed axes were in use during the Middle Iron
Age, while broad-bladed axes predominated from the !1th century. A prestige weapon
never found together with the double-edged sword is the broadaxe. The most popu-
lar weapon was the spear, also sometimes placed in female burials. Up to the 10th
century in the area of Latgallians and up to the 11th century in the lands of Livs, two
spears were often placed per burial, while later usually only one spear is found.

There are no totally preserved shields from graves in eastern Latvia. Only in
some cases the coloured remains of wood or iron shield-bosses are interpreted as
the remains of a shield. Also, there are only about five cemeteries with fragments of
chainmail, and in two cases these occur in female burials, probably as offerings.
Found only in eastern Latvia are maces with metal heads, dated to the 12th-14th
century. Horse-trappings are found quite rarely in cemeteries all over eastern Latvia.
Such items of iron and bronze (spurs, bridle-bits, whip handles) are usually placed
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in male burials. It seems quite possible that imported weapons as well as those deco-
rated with silver and gold symbolised power and status while more commonly used
weapons like spears and axes could have belonged to everybody.

7.3. Clothing

The most important way of expressing social position was through dress, but
usually textiles are preserved only partially, if at all. Female dress consisted of shirts,
skirts, woollen shawls, puttees and leather shoes, as well as headdresses, including
headbands, while male dress consisted of shirts, jackets, trousers, belts, cloaks,
puttees and footwear of leather or other material as well as of head coverings
including fur caps. Child clothing was actually the same as that of adults, and very
often the overclothes of Liv children were very richly decorated with bronze. Prob-
ably expressing wealth were woollen shawls decorated with metal spirals, small rings
etc. Also, ornaments like the swastika on the shawls could indicate social position
and wealth. Swastika ornaments were also placed on several brocade ribbons found
in three male and three boys’ burials among the Livs.

The Latgallian men’s arm-windings and arm-cloths served also practical functions
of a military character, though the latter occur very seldom, in about 2% of graves,
in contrast to arm-windings, which have been found in almost all excavated cemeteries.
Metal-bound belts are usually taken to identify the members of military retinues,
probably based on analogical evidence from the eastern Slavs, but there is actually
ne support for this. In some cemeteries, metal-bound belts are found in about 50%
of male burials as well as in child graves while in the others the proportion is less
than 20%. As in the case of clothing, belts would mostly have expressed wealth, or in
some cases social position.

7.4. Jewellery

Different kinds of jewellery form the largest group of artefacts; they are found
on male, female and child burials. Late prehistoric jewellery in eastern Latvia includes
neck-rings, dress-pins, brooches, necklaces of glass beads and cowrie shells, arm-
bands, finger-rings and pendants.

The bronze and sometimes also silver neck-rings found only in some male burials
can be regarded as symbols of status and power. Owl fibulae, connected with social
symbolism, are found in some Latgallian male graves of the 8th-9th century, differ-
ing from the rest in terms of the complicated production technology and the silver
and coloured glass used for decoration. Among Liv women the most popular were
oval brooches borrowed from Scandinavians. Thus, probably these brooches were
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initially a symbol of wealth and status, later losing this symbolic meaning. Until the
early 11th century many adult and child male burials contained warriors’ armbands,
which probably also reflect the way that symbolic social meaning was lost through
increasing use in communities from the 10th century, a century later remaining
simply as relict prestige goods. Social meaning carried mintature weapons (axes, sword
or hammer shaped pendants) often made from amber, and a similar ideological
context can be attributed to miniature figures of armed riders. According to some
researchers, pendants with the so-called sign of the Rurikovich dynasty represented
high status women.

7.5. Tools and items of everyday use

Most of the tools found in late prehistoric burials in eastern Latvia are connected
with the subsistence economy. The social context of the tools as grave goods is quite
unclear, they may be connected with economic activities of the deceased or commu-
nity, but probably do not express either social status or wealth. However, some imported
or richly decorated items (usually knives) might indicate wealth. Exchange items,
scales and weights are traditionally attributed to merchants. But it seems that at least
a proportion of these were connected with those individuals who had access to
communal property, so they seem to be symbols rather of status than of profession.
Items of everyday use found among the grave goods include keys and locks, combs,
striking irons etc. Probably, the keys and locks often found in the burials of Liv
women but also represented in male burials were connected with wealth symbolism.

It is not easy to distinguish in artefacts the symbolic meanings of status, wealth and
power. But these positions were not identical, some artefacts reflected power and
status while others indicated wealth and status. In different centuries these artefacts
had different meanings, and this also depended on the location of the site. But it seems
that almost any imported artefacts or those with social meaning were not strictly
limited in use to a narrow circle of people, since these occur among burials with
different NAT values. Thus, status was not institutionalised and/or inherited — every-
body had possibility to obtain some position of higher status or power in society.

8. Power and chieftaincy in late prehistoric eastern Latvia
8.1. Definitions and interpretations of power

Power has usually been interpreted in one of two ways: either as a phenomenon
of intentional or wished action or as feature of the social totality through which
common interests or the interests of some particular class are realised. Thus, Marxism
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connected power with control over production, while proponents of elite theories
stressed power in connection with decision-making. M.Foucault took questions of
power back to the centre of social theory. For Foucault, power is neither institution
nor structure; it is a complex strategy in a particular historical context. Power means
variable more or less organised hierarchical and coordinated relationships that over-
lap with other kinds of relations. Recently M.Mann viewed societies as organised
networks of power. Societies consist of four kinds of interactions, which at the same
time are also sources of social power: ideological, economic, military and political.

8.2. Sources of social power

Anthropologists and archaeologists have also employed a theory of society as a
network of power relations. The sources of social power are mutually interconnected
but not alternative with regard to possessing and maintaining power. In different
contexts one or some of them can play a more important role than others, and also
some can be more important on the way to the power, while the others form a back-
ground for keeping and expanding it.

The sources of power that operate in pre-state societies are ideological, military
and economiic. Ideological power is based on three concepts — meaning, normative
and aesthetic or ritual activities. Economic power is formed through the collection,
transformation and redistribution of products, thus satisfying subsistence needs via
social organisation. The basis for military power rests on the necessity to organise
physical defence as well to realise aggression.

8.2.1. Ideological sources of power

Every system of ideas and symbols is ideological. Ideology includes ideas, beliefs,
values, doctrines and dogmas, truth and lies about the order of the world and the
role of humans in this world. As a social strategy, ideology manifests itself in cere-
monies, symbols and monuments.

There is not so much evidence of ritualised ideological activities in eastern Latvia
during later prehistory. Some types of so-called hillforts were probably ritual sites;
also in the vicinity of several hillforts there were cult sites. Certainly, the hillforts
were important elements in landscape and so they played a part in the landscape of
power. It might be that hillforts were created as anti-stress means of maintaining the
social order and at the same time contributed to the ritualisation of warfare. There up
to now is no evidence concerning particular buildings used as cult places in eastern
Latvia. Also, open is the question of the presence of priests although some male
burials might have been connected with priests.
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It seems to be true that the ideology of late prehistoric societies stressed egali-
tarianism, expressed both in the construction of social space and in similar, almost
identical graves and burials. Only towards the end of prehistory do ideological trans-
formations occur that are connected with military activities and influenced by the
Scandinavians. Not so significant was the ideological impact of the spread of Ortho-
dox Christianity in eastern Latvia during the 11th-late 12th century.

8.2.2. Military sources of power

Archaeological evidence connected with warfare includes burials with weapons
and fortifications. Determination of the proportion of burials with and without
weapons could be the starting point for determining military activities. A tendency
can be followed of a decreasing number of weapons in Latgallian burials towards
the end of prehistory, while the general proportion (about half of the all male burials)
remained the same. In the cemeteries of the Livs, weapons are found throughout the
Late Tron Age. Weapons are also found among the grave goods of child burials; thus
it seems that boys acquired the basic principles of warfare quite early on. So there
are generally a large number of burials with weapons in eastern Latvia during later
prehistory, which suggests the considerable importance of military activities in the
societies of the region. It can be assumed that some kind of military retinue was
present in these societies since the Late Iron Age, what would consist of relatives and
friends of the chief, as well as debtors and simply supporters. But despite the quasi-
professionalism of this group, the members of the retinue probably also had to be
engaged in the subsistence economy to survive.

At many hillforts in eastern Latvia, major rebuilding works were conducted during
the Late Iron Age, reflecting large collective works and coordination of the mainte-
nance of the public fortifications. During the period in question, there were also
hillforts in use with strong fortifications and a weakly expressed cultural layer, as
well as sites established in bogs, without major artificial modifications. These sites
can be interpreted as refuge sites as well as training sites for military activities, which
would also have formed part of the military systems of the region.

Thus, in summary it seems that late prehistoric societies of eastern Latvia showed
quite a high level of militarisation, and with some reservation they can be termed
militarised societies. Warfare, due to its considerable role in social, political and eco-
nomic spheres of life, was also a very important instrument in the way to power.

8.2.3. Economic sources of power

Economic aspects of power touch on trade relations, production or obtainment
of prestige goods and a monopoly on the most important subsistence resources,
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which in their turn are connected with financial relations between the chiefs and
societies. This political economy of pre-state societies includes the gift economy,
which provides a stable network of socio-political relations. A form of gift economy
includes feasts and competitions organised by the chiefs.

The Late Iron Age was a period of intensive circulation and use of coinage. Along-
side the circulation of foreign coins, which were very often used as decorations or
raw material, some attempts were made to establish the first local currency. Most of
these replicas of western European coins come from the area of the lower Daugava
and date from the second half of the 11th century, coinciding with a decreasing
influx of foreign coins in Latvia. It seems possible that these coins were minted at
Daugmale Hillfort, and this indicates attempts by some local chief to create their
own means of payment and obtain control over the trade.

Thus, exchange and trade, as well as craft specialisation in later prehistory had
socio-political meaning and probably it was only due to the collective egalitarian
ideology that the ambitions of particular agents towards power centralisation via
economic activities were not realised.

8.3. The way to power: the character of chieftaincy in societies of eastern Latvia
from the 7th-12th century

In the period under discussion, there were several ways of getting power and
demonstrating it in the neighbouring areas of eastern Latvia. In pre-state socio-
political circumstances power was based on people, on social relations and on
personal and kin ties. The material culture does not shed light on the question of
the inheritance of power and status in late prehistoric eastern Latvia. It was quite
difficult for agents to obtain power, but nevertheless it was possible during later
prehistory. Status and power were personal attributes; they could be obtained as
well as lost in competition. Neither ethnic nor individual social identity was of
highest importance in prehistory; people belonged to a particular kin and this was
the cornerstone of the identity of any person, on which he or she could relay.

Open to discussion is the question concerning the territory of the chief’s power —
whether they were local chiefs or leaders of regional alliances. It seems that in later
prehistory the space of a chief’s power was limited to the territory of one or a few
dwelling sites, while regional contacts and co-operation were based on the principle
of equality.

The objective political, economic and ideological circumstances of later prehis-
tory provided opportunities for certain agents to show their skills in order to realise
ambitions for individual power. Probably, military means allowed particular indivi-
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duals distinguished themselves, while economic aspects also played some role, and
among these control over long-distance trade or at least participation in these activities
would have been significant (as was the case with the chiefs of Daugmale, for example).
But neither military nor economic power is enough to maintain and consolidate
power: it is necessary to change ideology and control it. And this aspect was still strong
enough to prevent attempts to change the social order. So it seems that in eastern
Latvia the centralisation of power did not lead to state formation during later prehis-
tory, rather chiefdom organisation was kept as an alternative to the state.

<

<

General conclusions

Thanks to extensive archaeological research during the last centuries, the archaeo-
logical evidence from eastern Latvia for the second half of the Middle Iron Age
(7th-8th centuries AD) and the Late Iron Age (9th—12th centuries AD)-both
archaeological sites (residential sites and cemeteries), and artefacts-provides a
sufficiently extensive source material for studying social issues relating to societies
in this period and area.

In current social theory, power has been recognised as the most important issue.
Societies involve four kinds of mutual interaction, which are at the same time the
sources of social power: ideological, economic, military and political relation-
ships, of which the first three (ideological, military and economic) exist and act in
prehistoric societies.

Societies in eastern Latvia in the 7th-12th century were not large, with up to 50
socially active individuals. The different societies exhibit quite varied sex and age
breakdowns. Initially, there is quite a large disproportion between male and
female graves, particularly in the 9th and 10th century, but in later centuries these
ditferences even out.

The study period in eastern Latvia was a time of dynamic social development,
reaching something of a culmination in the 10th-11th century. Also, different
trajectories of social development are seen in different regions. Thus, for example,
Liv societies might be described as open societies, while Latgallian and Selonian
societies were more conservative and traditional.

The economy of societies in the 7th—12th century in eastern Latvia was organised
according to the principles of redistribution. The subsistence economy of these
societies consisted of arable farming and stock-keeping, although the relative
importance of economic sectors differed between different locations and regions.
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During the study period the establishment of craft specialists connected with
local communities and/or leaders is observed in several crafts (iron-working and
working of non-ferrous metals, pottery as well in certain places, and dress produc-
tion), who may also have played an important role in realising social strategies.
Very important for the development of social relationships and social change was
exchange and trade, in which the local population became actively involved from
the 10th century. Involvement in trade permitted several sites in eastern Latvia to
develop, in the early centuries of the 2nd millennium AD, into early towns that
were economic centres, though without the functions of political centres.

A broad section of society was involved in exchange and in the associated infra-
structure, with the emergence at the same time of local traders, who represented a
wealthier, socially independent section of society. Possibly, in the middle and
second half of the Late Iron Age, certain leaders, attempting to augment the
economic basis of their power, tried unsuccessfully to gain control of exchange.
The organisation of social space at residential sites and burials, and the social
context of artefacts, indicate that late prehistoric societies in eastern Latvia were
largely organised according to egalitarian principles, status was not institution-
alised or inherited and all could obtain higher status or power through competi-
tion. Only certain burial practices, certain aspects of arrangement of the graves
and some artefacts were connected with differing social and material position.
Both the uniformity of burial practices and the spatial structure of living sites
reflect the considerable influence of an egalitarian ideology on societies at this
time. Only right at the end of prehistory do we begin to observe ideological changes
connected with the military sphere and with Scandinavian influence. Less impor-
tant was the spread of Russian Orthodox Christianity in eastern Latvia in the 11th
to late 12th century.

Late prehistoric societies in eastern Latvia were quite militarised and with certain
reservation they might be termed militarised societies. In view of the major role
that warfare played in the social, political and economic spheres, it was an impor-
tant instrument on the road to power. In the Late Iron Age, military retinues began
to develop in these societies, which could consist of the relatives and friends of
leaders, as well as debtors and supporters. However, regardless of the quasi-pro-
fessionalism of this group, the members of the military retinue also had to engage
in economic activities to meet subsistence needs.

The 7th—12th century, societies of eastern Latvia did not exhibit marked differences
in the social positions of the sexes, and women too had the possibility of taking up
and realising social roles and positions, sometimes, however, using characteristic
male social symbols and activities. The regular absence of men on raids gave women
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an opportunity to attain status and power in local societies in the economic and
socio-political sphere.

The objective socio-political, military, economic and ideological conditions in
eastern Latvia in late prehistory permitted active individuals to demonstrate their
abilities, realising individual ambition to power. Possibly, military means permitted
individuals to come to the fore, but also important were economic aspects, among
which control of, or at least participation in, long-distance trade was particularly
important. However, neither military, nor economic power is sufficient to maintain
and consolidate power. Attaining this aim required changing and controlling ideo-
logy. And it was precisely the existing ideology that was sufficiently strong and
resilient to avert attempts at changing the social order. Accordingly, centralisation
of power in eastern Latvia did not lead to the establishment of the state. Rather,
the principle of chieftaincy in social organisation in this region was retained as an
alternative to statehood.
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