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Editorial Foreword
Silviu Miloiu
President of the Romanian Association for Baltic and Nordic Studies, E-mail:
silviu.miloiu@valahia.ro

The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies devotes the first
half of this issue to novel social analyses and paradigms tailored on
societies on the interference of pre-modernity and modernity. A wellknown researcher of the phenomenon, especially as it is reflected in an
East-Central European setting, Nerijus Babinskas maintains that feudalism,
in contrast to the classical Marxist-Leninist interpretation that had become
a canon during the Communist regime, “was not an inevitable stage of premodern development of all European societies”. By breaking apart of this
ideological conception, Babinskas investigates the pros and cons of four
Marxist alternative notions such as Asiatic mode of production, African
mode of production, early Central European model or tributary mode of
production, and a non-Marxist approach based on Max Weber’s
patrimonialism. The author contends that a blending of these
interpretations is the way out of the conceptual ossification which over the
past decades has led social research in the matter into a deadlock.
A case in points is offered by Darius Žiemelis who undertakes the
first comparative analysis to date between Lithuanian manorial-serf
economy, a subject of his earlier published researches, and hacienda
economic systems of Latin America of the modern age. With this
investigation the author confirms the lack of theoretical ground of selfsufficient fossilised analytical systems as highlighted in Babinskas’s article.
Žiemelis sets his research in a context dominated by the strengthening of
manorial-serf economy in Lithuania and hacienda economy in Latin
American as a result of the industrial revolution. The puzzle is augmented
by the fact that the two cases belonged to self-supporting economic
systems. Finding the clue to this analytical dilemma calls precisely for a
breakup from traditional interpretations: the two systems were neither
wholly feudal nor entirely capitalistic.
The author of this foreword approaches the Congress of the
Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers of the Romanian Front
(1917) as a meaningful post on the Lithuanian path to independence. After
exploring the historical context and undertaking a conceptual and
comparative research the author emphasizes the degree to which the
Lithuanian soldiers and officers have grown into a pro-independence

action group not dissimilar in their options to the opinions circulated in the
intellectual circles.
Bogdan-Alexandru Schipor devotes his article to the reflection of
the German invasion of Norway of spring and early summer of 1940 in the
Romanian mass-media, political and military circles. The author points out
to the subordination of Romanian perspectives on this campaign to the
overall developments in the West, in the end exploits in Norway being
completely overshadowed by the German advance into France that entailed
more serious consequences to Romania. Nonetheless, the opinions were
generally favourable to Norway and sympathy was shown to this small
nation facing a Goliath-like adversary.
This issue ends with a summary of the first ten years of our journal.
This shall be regarded as a tribute to the many authors who have brought a
consistent contribution to the growth of the periodical of the Romanian
Association for Baltic and Nordic Studies.
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ypologies of pre-modern societies beyond
feudalism: exploring alternative possibilities and
the problem of their applicability in cases of
peripheral European societies
Nerijus Babinskas
Vilnius University, Faculty of History, Lithuania, email: nerijus.babinskas@if.vu.lt
Abstract
The most traditional approach of medievalists to
articulate classification of pre-modern European
societies is to consider whether particular premodern society is feudal or not. However I argue
that this approach is quite complicated because
of ambiguity and polysemy of the term. There are
at least several Marxist and non-Marxist
alternatives instead. Transcending the horizon
of debates about feudalism proposes more
creative possibilities and enlarges analytical
capacities. Although discussion about the
notorious Asiatic mode of production seems
obsolete nevertheless there are other more
promising and up-to-date concepts like the
tributary mode of production, patrimonialism
versus feudalism dichotomy or the so-called
type/model of early Central European state (the
system of Ius Ducale). The application of the
concept of the African mode of production in the
case of typology of some European pre-modern
peripheral societies despite of its astonishing
etymology also is plausible. Another perspective
way of elaboration comparative researches of
pre-modern European peripheries is combining
Marxist and non-Marxist concepts (like
patrimonialism and the tributary mode of
production, for example). I would also like to
emphasize that in some cases in order to develop
adequate typological concepts the combining of
evaluation
of
internal
(evolving
of

Rezumat
Cea mai tradițională abordare a medieviștilor de
a realiza clasificarea societăților europene
premoderne este aceea de a stabili dacă o societate
pre-modernă dată este sau nu feudală. Apreciez
însă că această abordare este destul de
complicată din cauza ambiguității și polisemiei
termenului. Există cel puțin câteva alternative
marxiste și non-marxiste. Transcenderea
orizontului clasic al dezbaterilor despre
feudalism propune posibilități mai creative și
lărgește capacitățile analitice. Deși discuția
despre faimosul mod de producție asiatic pare a
fi depășită, există totuși și alte concepte mai
promițătoare și mai actuale, cum ar fi modul de
producție tributal, dihotomia patrimonialism
versus feudalism sau așa-numitul tip / model de
timpuriu de stat din Europa Centrală (sistemul
Ius Ducale). Aplicarea conceptului de mod de
producție african în cazul tipologiei unor
societăți periferice europene pre-moderne, în
ciuda etimologiei sale uimitoare, este, de
asemenea, plauzibilă. O altă modalitate de
perspectivă de a realiza cercetări comparative ale
periferiilor europene pre-moderne combină
conceptele marxiste cu cele non-marxiste (cum
ar fi patrimonialismul și modul de producție
tributal, de exemplu). Aș dori, de asemenea, să
subliniez faptul că, în anumite cazuri, pentru a
dezvolta
concepte
tipologice
adecvate,
combinarea
evaluării
interne
(evoluția
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socioeconomic structures) as well as estimation
of external impact is inevitable.

structurilor socio-economice) și
impactului extern este inevitabilă.

estimarea

Keywords: feudalism, Asiatic/tributary/African modes of production, patrimonialism, Ius
Ducale, peripheral pre-modern societies
CC BY-SA License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/2.0)

According to the Hungarian medievalist Nora Berend, feudalism is
among those “entrapping constructs” created by historians themselves (like
the Middle Ages, as a matter of fact) which may block heuristic thinking in
historical research1. Therefore, I argue that not every medieval European
society which has reached the stage of medieval statehood is feudal ipso facto.
Since history as idiographic (i.e. descriptive, case study or
hermeneutically oriented) discipline cannot become a critical human science
as Jo Guldi and David Armitage have claimed in their “The History
Manifesto”2 (in other words, it would lose an opportunity to fill a gap
between humanities and social sciences) I am convinced that historians in
order to keep their scholarship relevant in the contemporary discourse
should seek possibilities to transcend the limitation of searching just for
details, uniqueness and individualities. Comparative-historical method is
one of possible ways to do it3. Besides, it enables to integrate humanities and
social sciences in historical research but at the same time it does not eliminate
the analysis in depth of a particular case. In order to realize that undertaking
historians need proper analytical tools and relevant theoretical framework
enabling to form hypothesis.

Nora Berend, "The Mirage of East Central Europe. Historical regions in a comparative
perspective", in Medieval East Central Europe in a Comparative Perspective. From frontier zones to
lands in focus, ed. G. Jaritz and K. Szende (London and New York: Routledge/Taylor & Francis
Group, 2016), 9.
2 Jo Guldi and David Armitage, The History Manifesto (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2014), 15.
3 Matthew Lange, Comparative-Historical Methods. (London, Thousand Oaks, New Delhi,
Singapore SAGE, 2013).
1

Typologies of pre-modern societies beyond feudalism: exploring alternative possibilities |

11

Medieval historians who are seeking to transcend the horizon of
„knowing everything about nothing“4 usually get involved into traditional
debates about feudalism. However, that discussion is quite complicated,
first of all, because of ambiguity of the term itself. In the 1980s the Australian
historian John O. Ward distinguished even 11 meanings of the term
„feudalism“5. The British medievalist Susan Reynolds (referring to her
compatriot colleague Chris Wickham) has presented generalized
classification of the three main notions of feudalism: narrow-legal (Ganshof),
„middle-range“ (Bloch/Weber) and the wide one (Marx/Engels)6. The
Belgian medievalist François-Louis Ganshof defined feudalism as
concerning only relations within a military landowning upper stratum,
whose members are linked together by vassalage and hold their land as fiefs.
The famous French historian‘s Marc‘s Bloch’s definition (according to
Reynolds, Weber‘s concept was very much alike Bloch’s) includes fiefs and
vassalage in much the same sense as in Ganshof’s, but they are obviously
much wider, apparently embracing the whole of society, though
concentrating particularly on social and political relations among the upper
strata. Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels also looked at the whole of society but
concentrated on the economic basis of social and political relations – what
they called the mode of production. The essence of the feudal mode of
production is the exploitative relationship between landowners and
subordinated direct producers (peasants), in which the surplus of the latter,
whether in direct labour or in rent (in kind or in money), is appropriated
under coercive sanction to the former. Here the emphasis is quite different,
with only a brief reference to the character of the ruling class, and no
specification of their rights in their land or on the bonds between them7.
See: Peter Baldwin, “Comparing and Generalizing: Why All History Is Comparative, Yet No
History Is Sociology”, in: Comparison and History. Europe in Cross-national Perspective, ed. D.
Cohen, M. O’Connor (New York and London: Routledge, 2004), 1.
5 John O. Ward „Feudalism: Interpretative Category or Framework of Life in the Medieval
West?”, in: Feudalism: Comparative Studies, ed. E. Leach, S.N. Mukherjee, J. O. Ward (Sydney:
Sydney Association for Studies in Society and Culture, 1985), 40-49.
6 Susan Reynolds „The Use of Feudalism in Comparative History“, in: Explorations in
Comprative History, ed. B. Z. Kedar (Jerusalem: The Hebrew University Magnes Press, 2009),
192.
7 Reynolds 2009, 192-194.
4
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Moreover, in her earlier book after performing exhaustive comparative
research Reynolds criticized decisively the narrow-legal concept of
feudalism. She came to the conclusion that such feudalism was a fiction
created in a later period and it did not correspond with historical reality
altogether8. In two other cases, according to the British medievalist, impact
of the concept of feudalism on comparative history was obvious. By the way,
according to her, the most promising one was the Marxist approach.
Nevertheless, Reynolds argued that in the 21st century feudalism as an
interpretative category is obsolete and she proposed to abandon it 9.
Although there is no common consensus in the contemporary
historiography concerning the relevance of feudalism as interpretative
category the obvious ambiguity of the term encourages to look for
alternatives.
The main task for the current article is precisely to look into the
historiography as well as through historically oriented literature of social
sciences in order to propose alternative interpretative concepts. In the
context of the current article the most relevant categories are those which are
applicable for peripheral pre-modern societies of Europe (i.e. those of East
Central Europe, Scandinavia, the Balkans and the space of Eastern Slavs).
* * *
In the context of Marxist historiography there is a concept of the Asiatic
mode of production (AMP), which has enabled to formulate the idea of
multilinear development of societies10. The debates about AMP trace back as
early as the interwar period and have been revived several decades later 11.
During the second wave of discussions the British historical sociologist Perry
Susan Reynolds, Fiefs and Vassals. The Medieval Evidence Reinterpreted (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1994), 475.
9 Reynolds 2009, 215-217.
10 Cf. Perry Anderson, Lineages of the Absolutist State (London and New York: Verso, 1979), 484.
11 Jarosław Bratkiewicz, Teoria przedkapitalistycznej fromacji społecznej w kulturach orientalnych.
Interpretacija badań i polemik (Wrocław, Warszawa, Kraków, Gdańsk, Łódź:Wydawnictwo
Polskiej Akademii Nauk, 1989); Anne. M. Bailey and Josep R. Llobera, eds., The Asiatic Mode
of Production. Science and Politcs (London, Boston and Henley: Routledge and Kegan Paul,
1981).
8
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Anderson singled out 10 characteristics which various authors before Marx
and Engels (from Niccolo Machiavelli to Charles de Montesquieu) attributed
to Oriental despotism (the latter should be treated as a precursor of AMP):
1) state property of land; 2) lack of juridical restraints; 3) religious
substitution for law; 4) absence of hereditary nobility; 5) servile social
equality; 6) isolated village communities; 7) agrarian predominance over
industry; 8) public hydraulic works; 9) hot climatic environment; 10)
historical immutability12. Whereas Marx himself, according to Anderson,
distinguished the following fundamental elements of AMP: 1) the absence of
private property in land; 2) the large-scale irrigation systems in agriculture;
3) the existence of autarchic village communities combining crafts with
tillage and communal ownership of the soil; 4) the stagnation of passively
rentier or bureaucratic cities; 5) the domination of a despotic state machine
controlling the bulk of the surplus and functioning not merely as the central
apparatus of repression of the ruling class, but as its principal instrument of
economic exploitation; 6) the purely external and tributary impact of the
state on villages; 7) secular inertia and immutability13.
Although the concept of AMP was much and soundly criticized by
Anderson himself and by many others that haven‘t discredited the idea of
multilinear development in general14. Several alternative terms were
proposed in order to get delimitated from the controversial and notorious
AMP: for example, state (Leonid Vasilyev15) or politarian (Yuryi Semenov16)
mode of production. Among the earliest surrogates was the so-called
tributary mode of production (TMP) or the tributary formation. The term
itself was introduced by the Japanese historian Jiro Hayakawa in the

Anderson 1979, 472.
Ibid., 483.
14 See, for example: Ibid., 462-549.
15 Леонид Сергеевич Васильев, История Востока (Москва: Высшая школа, 2001, т. 1), 40;
see also: Андрей Витальевич Коротаев, Николай Николаевич Крадин, Валерий
Алексеевич Лынша, «Альтернативы социальной эволюции (вводные замечания)», in:
Альтернативные пути к цивлизации, ред. Н. Н. Крадин, А. В. Коротаев, Д. М. Бондаренко,
В. А. Лынша (Москва: Логос, 2000), 47.
16 Юрий Иванович Семёнов, Политарный («Азиатский») способ производства: сущность и
место в истории человечества и России (Москва: «Волшебный ключ», 2008), 335-345.
12
13
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interwar period17 but the conception has been elaborated during the second
half of the 20th century. At first (starting with Hayakawa) TMP was treated
just as a more successful alternative of AMP but later several traditions of
using the term have been developed:
1. some scholars (such as John Haldon18, Eric R. Wolf19) following the
main promoter of the conception Samir Amin20 and some others even
earlier (Romanian scholars Ion Banu21, Constantin Daniel22) treated
TMP as a universal stage of pre-modern societies (i.e. TMP is
comprised of both feudalism and AMP as variations of the same precapitalist mode of production);
2. the others (for example, the British medievalist Chris Wickham23,
although eventually he had changed his mind24, and Jairus Banaji25)
opposed such a wide treatment and treated TMP as just a more
successful replacement of AMP. Their attitude was based on the
distinction between rent and tax (rent is attributed to feudalism and
tax to TMP respectively). So in this case TMP is narrower than in
previous one since it does not include rent-based feudalism;

See: Eric R. Wolf, Europe and the People without History (Berkeley, Los Angeles, London:
University of California Press, 2010), 402.
18 John Haldon, The State and the Tributary Mode of Production (London and New York: Verso,
1993).
19 Wolf 2010.
20 Samir Amin, ‚Modes of Production and Social Formations‘, Ufahamu. A Journal of African
Studies, 4 (1974), 57-85.
21 Ion Banu, „Asupra formaţiunii sociale tributare („asiatice“)“, in: Ion Banu, Sensuri universale
şi diferenţe specifice în filozofia Orientului Antic (Bucureşti), vol. 1, 15-36.
22 Constantin Daniel, „Modul de producţie tributal în Sumer“, in: Constantin Daniel Civilizaţia
sumeriana (Bucureşti: Editura Sport-Turism, 1983), 56-66.
23 Chris Wickham, „The Uniqueness of the East“, in: Feudalism and Non-European Societies, eds.
T. J. Byres, H. Muhkia (London: Frank Cass, 1985), 166-196.
24 Chris Wickham, Land and Power. Studies in Italian and European Social History, 400-1200
(London: British School at Rome, 1994).
25 Jairus Banaji, Theory as History. Essays on Modes of Production and Exploitation (Leiden and
Boston: Brill, 2010).
17
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3. some Romanian scholars (Henri H. Stahl26, Miron Constantinescu27)
originated the specific conception TMP/tributary formation and
applied it directly in their typology of particular European
peripheries (the Moldavian and Valahian principalities). According
to this conception, tributary formation is only one variation of
AMP/Oriental despotism (i.e. it is narrower concept than AMP).
It is worth to add that debates about TMP have not lost their relevance
in the context of Marxist historiography until the 21st century inclusively
(Jairus Banaji, Laura da Graca and Andrea Zingarelli)28.
Another Marxist alternative originated in the second half of the 20th
century is the so-called early medieval Central European type of state
devised by the Czech historian Dušan Třeštik. According to the Czech
scholar, that type of state should be treated as a special variation of
feudalism, despite the fact that there are some features which make it similar
to AMP29. On the one hand, according to Třeštik, there are essential
differences between sociopolitical structure of the Carolingian Empire and
early states of Central Europe: there was no private property in Central
Europe; everyone was a subordinate of a ruler; centralized mode of surplus
product appropriation prevailed. According to Třeštik, the point of
departure of feudalization in Central Europe was not property (of means of
production) but freedom and a tax raised by a ruler, however, should be
interpreted as rent30. The Czech historian applied this model to the early

Henri H. Stahl, ‚Analiza sociologicǎ a orînduirii „tributale“ româneşti‘, Viitorul social
(Bucureşti), 7 (1978), № 3, 534-541; Henri H. Stahl, ‚Comentarii la problema „orînduirii
tributale româneşti“‘, Viitorul social (Bucureşti), 6 (1977), № 4, p. 702-710; Henri H. Stahl, Teorii
şi ipoteze privind sociologia orînduirii tributale (Bucureşti: Editura ştiinţifică şi enciclopedică,
1980).
27 Miron Constantinescu, ‚Despre formaţiunea social-economicǎ tributalǎ‘, Probleme economice
4 (1973), 51-68; Miron Constantinescu, ‚Modul de producţie tributal şi orînduirea tributalǎ‘,
Probleme economice 11 (1972), 28-44; Miron Constantinescu, Schiţa unei teorii marxiste a
formaţiunii social-economice tributale (Bucureşti: Martie, 1974).
28 Banaji 2010; Laura da Graca. and Andrea Zingarelli, eds., Studies on Pre-Capitalist Modes of
Production (Leiden and Boston: Brill, 2015).
29 Душан Тржештик, «Среднеевропейская модель государства периода раннего
средневековья», in: Этносоциальная и политическая структура раннефеодальных
славянских государств и народностей, ред. Г. Г. Литаврин (Москва: «Наука», 1987), 124-133.
30 Тржештик 1987, 125-130.
26
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Bohemian, Polish and Hungarian states. Moreover, he suggested that Great
Moravia was a predecessor of this type of state31.
In my opinion, the arguments of Třeštik supporting the thesis of
“feudality” of this early Central European regime do not seem very
convincing. Therefore, it is not surprising that other historians who dealt
with peculiarities of the early Central European states have come to entirely
different conclusions. The Russian historian Boris Floria who described
societies of the Central European states in the 9th − 11th centuries in the same
way did not interpret them as feudal. On the contrary, he contrasted the
sociopolitical structure in this early period with that of the later one (the 13th
− 14th centuries). According to Floria, only during the latter those peripheral
societies became feudal because of the decisive influence of Western Europe.
Besides, the Russian scholar argued that societies of the early Central
European states (in the 9th − 11th centuries) were typologically very similar to
those of Scandinavia, Kievan Rus’ and Southeastern Europe. The ways of
development of those regions diverged only in the second period (in the 13th
− 14th centuries)32.
One can also find one more alternative interpretation of sociopolitical
structure of Central Europe‘s early states (at least, on the example of early
Poland). The early regime of Polish state and society is usually called prince‘s
law (Ius Ducale). What are particular features of this regime? In Poland (as
well as in Hungary) at least until the 12th century nobility possessed only
small manors. On the other hand, the administrative apparatus at all levels
consisted exactly of the representatives of this social stratum and it
determined their status in societies and guaranteed incomes (since only a
small part of their incomes were received from the manors). All lands of state
(polity) belonged to a ruler (duke or king), at least formally. Peasants owed
some tributes and services to state. So central way of exploitation was
prevailing33.
Тржештик 1987, 125, 131.
Борис Флоря, «Центральная Европа в Европе средневековья», in: Центральная Европа
как исторический регион, ред. А. И. Миллер (Москва: Институт славяноведения и
балканистики, 1996), 26-47.
33 See: Krzysztof Brzechczyn, Odrębność historyczna Europy Środkowej. Studium metodologiczne
(Poznań: Wydawnictwo Fundacji Humaniora, 1998), 194-197, Karol Modzelewski, ‚The
31
32
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In the context of the specific features of sociopolitical structure of the
early Polish state described above the contemporary Polish historical
sociologist Krzysztof Brzechczyn argued that feudalism was not an
inevitable stage of pre-modern development of all European societies34.
According to the Polish medieval historian Karol Modzelewski, that specific
early regime of Poland contains two coexisting social formations (układy) −
Western European feudalism and AMP35. Therefore, Modzelewski’s
interpretation is very akin to that of Floria although the Polish scholar stated
that at least the early Polish regime shared the same “civilizational basis”
with the area of classic feudalism – an individual household of peasant
(direct producer)36.
One must admit that the Ius ducale type of society is identical to the
early medieval Central European type of state thus they are not different
alternatives.
Transcending the Marxist horizon one can make use of the possibilities
provided by political sociology and political anthropology. Keeping in mind
the essential features of the Central European type of state presented before
it’s easy to notice obvious parallels with Max Weber’s patrimonialism.
According to the famous German sociologist, it is a type of traditional
authority. In the case of patrimonialism administration and military force are
personal instruments of the ruler. In principle, he can exploit his right like
any economic asset. The patrimonial retainer may receive his support in any
of the following ways: a) by living from the lord's table, b) by allowances
(usually in kind) from the lord's magazines or treasury, c) by rights of land
use in return for services ("service-land" ), d) by the appropriation of
property income, fees or taxes, e) by fiefs. Weber treated cases „d“ and
especially „e“ as very peculiar which tended to turn into the antagonist of
patrimonialism – feudalism (although Weber put it in a quite ambiguous

system of Ius Ducale and the Idea of Feudalism (Comments on the Earliest Class Society in
Medieval Poland)‘, Quaestiones Medii Aevi (1977), I, 72-74.
34 Brzechczyn 1998, 193-194.
35 Karol Modzelewski, Organizacja gospodarcza państwa piastowskiego: X-XIII wiek (Wrocław:
Ossolineum, 1975), 266.
36 Modzelewski 1975, 267.
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way)37. The one who clarified the patrimonial-feudal dichotomy in the
context of typology of Weber‘s political domination was the American social
scientist Vatro Murvar38. Emphasizing that dichotomy some scholars (like
Richard Pipes and others) applied it to pre-modern and even modern Russia
(interpreting it as patrimonial but in no way feudal!)39. Another classic of
historical sociology Shmuel Noah Eisenstadt used the term „patrimonial
regimes“ not only in cases like ancient Egypt or Babylonian kingdom but
also in cases of Germanic and Slavic tribes settled in Europe and with some
qualifications even of many medieval Balkan and Slavic states40. Besides, in
the scholarly literature of the 21st century one can find one more interesting
application of the concept „patrimonialism“ – there was an attempt to apply
it in the case of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania: in one of his books the
contemporary Lithuanian historical sociologist Zenonas Norkus interpreted
political regime during the reign of Vytautas the Great as Weberian
sultanism (i.e. the extreme case of patrimonialism)41.
On the other hand, one can find the widespread term „patrimonial
state“ in Polish historiography (it is also adopted by Lithuanian one). As my
previous analysis has revealed this term which is used widely by Polish as
well as by Lithuanian historians has no connection with Weber‘s typology of
traditional types of authority: it has an entirely different origin and another
tradition of usage which is unfavorable for comparative historical
researches42.
The wider application of the term „patrimonialism“ in the context of
pre-modern societies of Central Europe (as well as of peripheral pre-modern
37

Max Weber, Economy and Society. An Outline of Interpretive Sociology (Berkeley, Los Angeles,
London: University of California Press, 1978), vol. 1, 231-236.
38Vatro Murvar, ‘Patrimonial-Feudal Dichotomy and Political Structure in Pre-Revolutionary
Russia: One Aspect of the Dialogue Between the Ghost of Marx and Weber‘, The Sociological
Quarterly 12 (1971), 500-524.
39 Richard Edgar Pipes, Russia under the Old Regime. Second Edition (London: Penguin Books,
1995); Banaji 2010.
40 Shmuel Noah Eisenstadt, Traditional Patrimonialism and Modern Neopatrimonialism (Beverly
Hills, London: Sage Publications, 1973), 31.
41 Zenonas Norkus, An Unproclaimed Empire: The Grand Duchy of Lithuania. From the Viewpoint
of Comparative Historical Sociology of Empires (London and New York: Routledge, 2018), 320.
42 Nerijus Babinskas, ‚Patrimonializmas: lenkiškoji sąvokos vartosenos tradicija ir jos santykis
su M. Weberio samprata‘, Lietuvos istorijos studijos 30 (2012), 171-188.
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European societies in general) seems interesting and perspective keeping in
mind, on the one hand, the insights of Třeštik about the parallels of
sociopolitical development and, on the other hand, distinction between
patrimonialism and feudalism (elaborated by Murvar). In this context the
suggestion of Norkus about sultanism in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
during the reign of Vytautas the Great also definitely deserves attention.
There was one more very important impulse in searching for more
adequate modes of typology of pre-modern peripheral European societies.
That was a re-evaluation of external factor which should be associated with
the world-system theory (Immanuel Wallerstein) which became popular in
the 1970s43 and the idea of distinction between primary and secondary
statehood formulated by political anthropologists (Morton Fried) in the
1960s44. In the context of these ideas entirely new interpretations of particular
pre-modern peripheral European societies were devised. Both of them are
essentially based on the concept of the African mode of production (AfMP)
sketched by the French Africanist Catherine Coquery-Vidrovitch in the
1960s45. In short, AfMP could be defined as a combination of patriarchalcommunal villages and long-distance trade controlled by a narrow social
group46.
The contemporary Russian historian Denis Alimov argued that the
state of Great Moravia might be interpreted exactly as a manifestation of the
AfMP. Keeping in his mind the entirety of available knowledge (from
written sources as well as from archeological evidences) about that early
Central European polity the Russian scholar emphasized the secondary
character of its statehood (in respect to the Carolingian state) and drew clear
parallels both to military city-states of the gulf of Guinea and Western Sudan
trading empires (Ghana, Mali, Songhai)47.
See: Коротаев, Крадин, Лынша 2000, 37-38.
See: Николай Николаевич Крадин, Политическая антропология (Москва: Логос, 2004),
183, Денис Евгеньевич Алимов, ««Африканский способ производства» в Великой
Моравии? (Заметки на полях статьи Иво Штефана)», Петербургские славянские и
балканские исследования (2012), № 1 (11), 191.
45 Catherine Coquery-Vidrovitch, ‘Research on an African mode of production’, African
Studies. A Radical Reader (1977), 77-92 (initially published in French in 1969).
46 Coquery-Vidrovitch 1977, 85-87.
47 Алимов 2012, 192-193.
43
44

20 |

Revista Română de Studii Baltice şi Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 10 (2)

In the 1970s the American historical sociologist Daniel Chirot
interpreted the socioeconomic structure of Valahian principality in 12501500 AD as a case of communal-trading political economy (CTPE) taking into
consideration the peculiarities of internal structure as well as an external
impact (and drawing parallels to medieval empires of Western Sudan)48. The
basic features of CTPE are the following: a) a state imposes a tribute on the
rural population; b) the tribute, however, is light and the state interferes only
slightly with village life; c) the principal source of revenue for the state is
taxation of trade of luxury items; d) villages continue to exist in a condition
akin to “primitive communalism”; e) the ruling elite is primarily tax and
tribute collectors and not landowners; f) in villages society is relatively
undifferentiated49.
According to Chirot, CTPE should not be confused neither with the
“hydraulic state” (described by Karl Wittfogel; particular subtype of AMP)
nor with feudalism. According to Wittfogel, „hydraulic state“ controls the
rural population and the rural economy quite directly. CTPE bears only the
slightest resemblance to feudalism either, since in this case the state is
decentralized and the nobility directly controls local villagers and the rural
population50. Roughly speaking, both concepts (CTPE and AfMP) could be
treated as synonyms.

Conclusions
1) The assertion that feudalism was not an inevitable stage of premodern development of all European societies is fundamental in
order to overcome inertia of conceptual thinking among
medievalists and to revive debates in a creative and analytical way.
2) There are at least four Marxist alternatives to feudalism which
could be grouped into three following clusters: AMP (plus TMP),
AfMP (plus CTPE), early Central European type/model of state
(the system of Ius Ducale).

Daniel Chirot, Social Change in a Peripheral Society: the Creation of a Balkan Colony (New York,
San Francisco, London: Academic Press, 1976), 15-35.
49 Chirot 1976, 16-17.
50 Chirot 1976, 17.
48
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3) The only non-Marxist alternative (patrimonialism) proposed here
obviously have some common characteristics with TMP and
especially with early Central European type/model of state.
4) At least in some cases combining criteria of internal development
with those of external impact is necessary to articulate adequate
typologies.
5) Further discussion about the combining of Marxist and nonMarxist concepts in typologies of pre-modern European societies
would be very productive.
6) The idea of distinguishing the early Central European type/model
of state proposed by Třeštik remains relevant but there are
important differences of its interpretation. Further discussion is
necessary in order to, on the one hand, clarify the place of that type
of state in general historical-sociological schemes and, on the other
hand, define the limits of its spread more precisely.
7) Sociologically oriented historiography under consideration is able
to supply various alternatives beyond feudalism to interpret
peripheral pre-modern European societies in a typological way.
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Abstract
The paper compares for the first time in
historiography the Lithuanian manorial-serf
economy and Latin American hacienda
economic systems of the second half of the 18th
century to the second half of the 19th century in
the context of the capitalist world system
(CWS). The main focus will be on the
explication in macro level of similarities and
differences of structures and development trends
of these systems. The analyzed period
corresponds to the stage of both the dominance
and intensification of manorial-serf economy in
Lithuania and predominance and intensification
of hacienda economy in Latin American
countries and it was determined by the same
factor of the industrial revolution. The study
confirms the thesis that these economic systems
belonged to typologically closed economic kind
(they were focused on the serfdom method of
production) in the global division of labor. It
shows that both Lithuanian manorial-serf
economy and haciendas of Latin America were
not typical feudal enterprises, but displayed only
peripheral (agrarian) capitalism features.

Rezumat
Lucrarea compară, pentru prima oară în
istoriografie, economia lituaniană de tipul
domenial-iobăgesc cu sistemele economice
latino-americane de tip hacienda din a doua
jumătate a secolului al XVIII-lea până în a doua
jumătate a secolului al XIX-lea, în contextul
sistemului mondial capitalist. Se va pune
accentul pe explicarea la nivel macro a
similitudinilor și diferențelor dintre structurile
și tendințele de dezvoltare ale acestor sisteme.
Perioada analizată corespunde atât stadiului
dominării și intensificării economiei de tipul
domenial-iobăgesc din Lituania, cât și a
predominării și intensificării economiei hacienda
în țările latino-americane, și a fost determinată
de același factor al revoluției industriale. Studiul
confirmă teza că aceste sisteme economice au
aparținut
tipologic
economiei
închise
(caracterizată printr-o concentrare asupra
iobăgiei ca metodă de producție) în cadrul
diviziunii globale a muncii. Aceasta arată că atât
economia de tipul domenial-iobăgesc lituaniană,
cât și sistemul hacienda din America Latină nu
erau întreprinderi feudale tipice și posedau doar
unele caracteristici ale capitalismului periferic
(agrar).

Keywords: Lithuanian manorial-serf economy, Latin American hacienda economy, second
serfdom, second slavery, peripheral capitalism, capitalist world system concept
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Introduction
Twenty-eight years of independence highlighted the trends and
directions of research in Lithuanian history science. Structurally Lithuanian
historiography became part of European historiography. On the other hand,
thematically the Lithuanian science of history (as well as other humanitarian
and social sciences), is still Lithuanian-centric in nature. This nature exists
not only because of juvenility of those sciences. Since the beginning of the
institutionalization and professionalization of these sciences in the interwar
period (1918–1940) of independent Lithuania, their open (and latent during
the Soviet period) mission was to testify to the world that Lithuania is not
only a geographical but also a socio-cultural category. The successful
completion of this mission and the integration of Lithuania into the
community of European states and peoples, according to the most famous
Lithuanian sociologist Zenonas Norkus, allows for Lithuanian humanities
and social sciences to update their agenda and look for new ways to explore
Lithuania1. Today the signs of renewal are already visible in Lithuanian
science of history. Gradually, we can see historical research emerging, which
examines the Lithuanian history from the regional2, world history3 and
civilization4 perspectives. In addition to the national historiography we can

For more information, see Zenonas Norkus, Kokia demokratija, koks kapitalizmas?:
Pokomunistinė transformacija Lietuvoje lyginamosios istorinės sociologijos požiūriu [Which
Democracy, Which Capitalism?: Post-Communist Transformation in Lithuania from the Viewpoint of
Comparative Historical Sociology] (Vilnius: Vilniaus universiteto leidykla, 2008), 13, 52.
2 See primarily Edvardas Gudavičius, Lietuvos istorija, t. 1: Nuo seniausių laikų iki 1569 metų
metų [Lithuania’s History, Vol. 1: From the Oldest Times to 1569] (Vilnius: Lietuvos rašytojų
sąjungos leidykla, 1999).
3 See Darius Žiemelis, Abiejų Tautų Respublikos socialinė ekonominė raida XVI–XVIII amžiuje:
feodalizmas ar periferinis kapitalizmas? Istoriografinė analizė [Social Economic Development of the
Republic of the Two Nations in the 16th-18th Centuries: Feudalism or Peripheral Capitalism? An
Historiographic Analysis]. Daktaro disertacija (Unpubl. PhD diss.), humanitariniai mokslai, istorija
(05 H) (Vilniaus universitetas, 2009). See also D. Žiemelis, Feudalism or Peripheral Capitalism?:
Socio-Economic History of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth in the 16th-18th Centuries
(Saarbrücken: Lap Lambert Academic Publishing GmbH & Co. KG 2011).
4 See primarily Alfredas Bumblauskas, Wielkie Księstwo Litewskie: wspólna historia, podzielona
pamięć (Warszawa: Muzeum Historii Polski, 2013); Bumblauskas, Senosios Lietuvos istorija
1009–1795 [A History of Old Lithuania 1009–1795] (Vilnius: R. Paknio leidykla, 2005).
1
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see the emerging general historical research5, – which has long been a
common practice in European historiography6. However, according to
international practice, the greatest potential renewal lies within comparative
historical studies7. The main advantage of comparative perspective is the
widening of historical thinking horizon with the help of regional and
subcontinental perspective. This allows new interpretation of our region’s
past in the global (meta) civilization history context and more adequate
revelation and evaluation of the investigative phenomenon8. We can see that
comparative historical research in Lithuania is in its early stage9. Z. Norkus
See Nerijus Babinskas, Moldova XIV a. viduryje – XVI a. viduryje kaip socialinės struktūros
tipologijos problema [Moldova in the Middle of 14th – Middle of 16th Centuries as A Problem of
Typology of Social Structure]. Daktaro disertacija (Unpubl. PhD diss.), humanitariniai mokslai,
istorija (05 H) (Vilniaus universitetas, 2010).
6 In Poland these studies are best represented by K. Brzechczyn in his research of evolution of
Mexican society. See Krzysztof Brzechczyn, O wielości linii rozwojowych w procesie historycznym.
Próba interpretacji ewolucji społeczeństwa meksykańskiego (Poznań: Wydawnictwo Naukowe
UAM, 2004).
7 For more information about examples, which have become classics of this type of research,
see Theda Skocpol, States and Social Revolutions: A Comparative Analysis of France, Russia, and
China (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1979); Peter Kolchin, Unfree Labor: American
Slavery and Russian Serfdom (Cambridge – MA: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press,
1987); Adam Przeworski, Democracy and the Market: Political and Economic Reforms in Eastern
Europe and Latin America (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991);
Bernard S. Silberman, Cages of Reason: The Rise of the Rational State in France, Japan, the United
States, and Great Britain (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1993); Shearer D. Bowman,
Masters and Lords: Mid-19th-Century U.S. Planters and Prussian Junkers (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1993); Richard Biernacki, The Fabrication of Labor: Germany and Britain 1640–
1914 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1995); Anthony W. Marx, Making Race and
Nation: A Comparison of South Africa, the United States, and Brazil (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1998); Kenneth Pomeranz, The Great Divergence: China, Europe, and the
Making of the Modern World Economy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2000).
8 This result is achieved by using either an asymmetric (focus is directed on one case, whereas
the material of other cases is used for descriptive causal hypotheses to justify the main case)
or symmetrical (attention is evenly distributed among all the investigated cases) comparative
forms. For more information on these comparison forms, see Jürgen Kocka, ‘Asymmetrical
Historical Comparison: The Case of the German Sonderweg’, History and Theory 38, 1
(1999): 40–50; Kocka, ‘Comparison and Beyond’, History and Theory 42, 1 (2003): 39–44.
9 See primarily Arvydas Anušauskas, ‘Ginkluotos kovos dėl Baltijos šalių ir Vakarų Ukrainos
nepriklausomybės lyginamoji analizė [Comparative Analysis of Armed Resistance for
Independence in the Baltic Countries and Ukraine]’, Genocidas ir rezistencija 2 (1997): 14–18;
Saulius Pivoras, Lietuvių ir latvių pilietinės savimonės raida: XVIII a. pabaiga – XIX a. pirmoji pusė
(lyginamasis aspektas) (Vilnius: Vytauto Didžiojo universiteto leidykla, 2000);
5

30 |

Revista Română de Studii Baltice şi Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 10 (2)

is regarded as a classic in the emerging Lithuanian comparative historical
sociology10.
This article, which belongs to the comparative historical economic
sociology research direction11, is to be regarded as contributing to the

Kastytis Antanaitis, Sovietinė Lietuvos, Latvijos ir Estijos nomenklatūra (1953–1990 m.):
dėsningumai ir ypatumai. Daktaro disertacija (Unpubl. PhD diss.), humanitariniai mokslai, istorija
(05 H) (Vytauto Didžiojo Universitetas, 2001); Zenonas Butkus, ‘Valstybiniai perversmai
Baltijos šalyse (1926 ir 1934 m.): panašumai ir skirtumai [Coup (d’etat) in the Baltic States
(1926, 1934): Similarities and Differences]’, Lietuvos istorijos studijos 18 (2006): 69–81.
10 See primarily Zenonas Norkus, An Unproclaimed Empire: The Grand Duchy of Lithuania: from
the Viewpoint of Comparative Historical Sociology of Empires / translation from Lithuanian by
Albina Strunga. London and New York: Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group, 2018;
Norkus,‘Two Hundred Years of the Theory of Historiography in Lithuania, or How Joachim
Lelewel Did Become the Pioneer of Modern Comparative History’, Sociologoja. Mintis ir
veiksmas 1, 36 (2015): 5–31; Н. Зенонас. Непроголошена імперія: Велике князівство Литовське
з погляду порівняльно-історичної соціології імперій (Київ: Критика, 2016); Norkus, Du
nepriklausomybės dvidešimtmečiai: Kapitalizmas, klasės ir demokratija Pirmojoje ir Antrojoje Lietuvos
Respublikoje lyginamosios istorinės sociologijos požiūriu [Two Twenty-Year Periods of Independence:
Capitalism, Class and Democracy in the First and Second Republics of Lithuania from the Viewpoint
of Comparative Historical Sociology] (Vilnius: Aukso žuvys, 2014); Norkus, On Baltic Slovenia
and Adriatic Lithuania. A Qualitative Comparative Analysis of Patterns in Post-communist
Transformation (Vilnius: Apostrofa / CEU Press, 2012); Norkus, ‘Imperium litewskie w
międzyjednostkowych społecznościach i systemach politycznych: studium przypadku’,
Politeja 2 (2011): 129–154; Norkus, Kokia demokratija, koks kapitalizmas? Pokomunistinė
transformacija Lietuvoje lyginamosios istorinės sociologijos požiūriu [Which Democracy, Which
Capitalism?: Post-Communist Transformation in Lithuania from the Viewpoint of Comparative
Historical Sociology]; Norkus, ‘The Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the Retrospective of
Comparative Historical Sociology of Empires’, World Political Science Review 3, 4 (2007): 1–41.
11 Research of comparative historical economic sociology in Lithuania is represented by:
Zenonas Norkus, ‘Two Periods of the Peripheric Capitalist Development: Pre-Communist
and Post-Communist Eastern Europe in Comparison’, Polish Sociological Review 2, 19
(2015): 131–151; Norkus, ‘Catching Up And Falling Behind: Four Puzzles After Two Decades
Of Post-Communist Transformation’, Comparative Economic Research 18, 4 (2015): 63–79;
Norkus, ‘A Comparison of the Economic Growth of the Baltic States between the Two World
Wars’, World Political Science 12, 1 (2016): 1–23; Norkus, ‘Agrarinių reformų Pirmojoje ir
Antrojoje Lietuvos respublikose lyginamoji istorinė sociologinė analizė [A Comparative
Historical Sociological Analysis of Agrarian Reforms in the First and the Second Republic of
Lithuania]’, Sociologija. Mintis ir veiksmas 1, 30 (2012): 5–52; Nerijus Babinskas, ‘Economic
Challenges of the Early Modern Ages and Different Responses of European Margins:
Comparative Considertions on the Basis of Historiography (The Cases of Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth and Moldavian Principality)’, Revista Română de Studii Baltice și Nordice / The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 4, 2 (2012): 51–62; Darius Žiemelis, ‘Tipologiškai
artimi Lietuvai ūkiai: Čekija, Lenkija, Vengrija ankstyvaisiais Naujaisiais laikais [Economies
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"comparative turn" which began in Lithuanian history science. The article is
based on the assumption that comparison of Lithuania with typologically
similar and contrasting countries allows to identify and assess more
adequately economic developments in Lithuania in the context of world
history. The starting point of this research is considered to be the neo-Marxist
capitalist world system (CWS) concept of Immanuel Wallerstein's12 who is
the most famous and influential representative of comparative historical
sociology in the United States of America. According to it Lithuanian and
Polish manorial serf economies of the 16th-18th centuries (focused on
exporting agricultural products to the core CWS countries) are classified as
similar peripheral capitalist companies with haciendas in Mexico and Brazil
and slavery cotton plantations in the US Southern states in the 18th-19th
centuries13. The comparison of manorial serf economy of Lithuania and
hacienda economy of Latin American countries from the second half of the
18th century to the second half of the 19th century was chosen as the topic of
this article. Reasonably, there are likely to occur questions why precisely
hacienda (and not plantation) economic system is the choice of comparison
with Lithuania and why the period of the second half of the 18th century to
the second half of the 19th century is analyzed? Both manorial serf economy
of Lithuania and hacienda economy of Latin American countries system
were orientated toward serfdom production method. Hacienda, which was
based mainly on individual economic land socage is considered in the light
of the "western" serfdom economic reception in Latin America. Therefore,
economic systems which existed in different continents are considered to be

Typologically Akin to Lithuania: the Czech Republic, Poland and Hungary in the Early
Modern Period]’, Lietuvos istorijos metraštis 2, 2013 (2014): 87–116.
12 For more information about the CWS concept, see Stephen K. Sanderson, ‘World-Systems
Analysis after Thirty Years: Should it Rest in Peace?’, International Journal of Comparative
Sociology 46, 3 (2005): 179–213; Daniel Chirot and Thomas D. Hall, ‘World-System Theory’,
Annual Review of Sociology 8 (1982): 81–106; Darius Žiemelis, ‘Immanuelio Wallersteino
kapitalistinės pasaulio sistemos teorija [Immanuel Wallerstein’s Theory of the Capitalist
World-System]’, Lietuvos istorijos studijos 16 (2005): 65–81; Krzysztof Brzechczyn, Odrębność
historyczna Europy Środkowej. Studium metodologiczne (Poznań: Humaniora, 1998), 16–19.
13 See more Immanuel Wallerstein, The Modern World-System I: Capitalist Agriculture and the
Origins of the European World-Economy in the Sixteenth Century (New York: Academic Press,
1974), 67–129.
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typologically alike. The period of the second half of the 18th century to the
second half of the 19th century was chosen for the research because it
corresponds to both the dominance and intensification of manorial serf
economy in Lithuania and of hacienda economy in Latin American
countries. In Lithuania this period is identified as the second serfdom14, and in
Latin America – as second slavery15, which affected hacienda economic
development. The most recent historiography (Dale Tomich, Michael
Zeuske) considers the second serfdom in the territories east of the Elbe River
as the equivalent of the second slavery16. In my previous research on the
problem of the application of the second serfdom term in the history of the
Central Eastern Europe17, I reached a conclusion which corrects
I. Wallerstein’s CWS concept stating that the features of second serfdom
(which should be considered as peripheral capitalism) are most distinctly
The term second serfdom was first used by F. Engels at the end of the 19th century, while
describing agrarian relations based on corvée farmstead economy, which formed and
established itself at the end of the 15th century – 17th century, in the territories east of the Elbe
River. See ‘Letter from F. Engels to K. Marx dated December 15, 16 and 22, 1882’, in Karl Marx
und Friedrich Engels, Briefwechsel 4. Bd.: 1868–1883 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1950), 691, 693 and
698.
15 For the first time the term second slavery (describing the formation of new high productivity
slavery production zone in the US Southern States, Cuba and Brazil) was introduced into
scientific circulation by American historian sociologist D. Tomich. Perhaps the main reason
of emergence of slavery plantation economy in these areas was demand in cotton, sugar and
coffee in the global market, caused by the industrial revolution. See more Dale Tomich,
Through the Prism of Slavery: Labor, Capital, and World Economy (Lanham – MD: Rowman and
Littlefield, 2004), 56–71
16 The assumption of it was intensification of forced labor in the production of these
developing countries, similar emergence causes (e.g., agricultural production demand in
(especially foreign) market). See more Dale Tomich and Michael Zeuske, ‘Introduction, The
Second Slavery: Mass Slavery, World-Economy, and Comparative Microhistories’, Review
(Fernand Braudel Center) 31, 2 (2008): 91–100.
17 See, for example, Arcadius Kahan, ‘Notes on Serfdom in Western and Eastern Europe’,
Journal of Economic History 33, 1 (1973): 86–99. For more information about the entrenchment
of the term serfdom second in traditional Marxist historiography when explaining social
economic development of European territories east of the Elbe River in the 16th-18th
centuries, see И. И. Костющко, ‘К. Маркс и Ф. Энгельс об аграрном развитии Восточной
Европы’, in Ежегодник по аграрной истории Восточной Европы 1970 г. (Рига, 1977): 5–13;
Darius Žiemelis, ‘Lietuva Vidurio ir Rytų Europoje XVI–XVIII amžiuje: „feodalinė reakcija“
ar periferinis kapitalizmas? [Lithuania in the Central and Eastern Europe of the 16th–18th
Centuries: „Feudal Reaction“ or Peripheral Capitalism?]’, Lietuvos istorijos studijos 18 (2006):
55–60.
14
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visible in Lithuania not in the 16th-18th centuries, but in the second half the
18th century – 1861, i.e. during the second stage of economic development
of manorial serf economy18. The comparative analysis of European manor
and Latin American hacienda systems was carried out by Cristobal Kay.
However, the author explains the structure of the European manor with
examples of England and East Germany, and the structure of Latin American
hacienda – with the example of Chile19. This shows that so far there has not
been any comparative research concerning structures and trends of the
Lithuanian manorial serf economy and Latin America hacienda economy
from the second half of the 18th century to the second half of the
19th century. Therefore, the goal of this article is to present the experiment
of comparative analysis of Lithuanian manorial serf economy and Latin
American hacienda economy systems of second half of the 18th century to
second half of the 19th century in the context of CWS. The article starts with
the analysis of Lithuania's economic development in the second half of the
18th century to the second half of the 19th century in terms of peripheral
capitalism concept (Part I). After highlighting the features of peripheral
capitalism which are considered to be manifestations of the second serfdom
and can be seen in structure and development of Lithuanian economy – the
second part of the article deals with the explication of major similarities and
differences between economic structures and trends in the Lithuania
manorial serf economy and Latin American hacienda. The article ends with
conclusions.

See Darius Žiemelis, ‘The Problem of the Application of the Term Second Serfdom in the
History of Central Eastern Europe: The Case of Lithuanian Economy in the 16th-19th
Centuries (until 1861)’, Revista Română de Studii Baltice și Nordice / The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies 7, 1 (2015): 123–149.
19 See Cristóbal Kay, ‘Comparative Development of the European Manorial System and the
Latin American Hacienda System’, Journal of Peasant Studies 2, 1 (1974): 69–98.
18
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I. Structure and Evolution of Lithuanian Economy in the
Second Half of the 18th Century to Second Half of the 19th Century
in Terms of Peripheral Capitalism Concept
The first volume of I. Wallerstein’s main treatise entitled the Modern
world system20, which deals with the emergence of CWS in the 16th century
and its early development treats the socio-economic system in Poland and
Lithuania (as in America) in the 16th to the 18th centuries as the periphery
of the CWS at that time. In CWS conception of the second serfdom
phenomenon (serfdom dominance, emergence of large manorial serfeconomies whose production purpose was the cultivation of grain and their
export, weak development of cities) from the 16th century until the
18th century is regarded as a manifestation of peripheral capitalism in
Central Eastern Europe (including Lithuania)21.
Let us start the analysis from the problematic issue – can we qualify
Lithuanian manorial serf economies in the 16th-18th centuries as "grain
factories” or “agricultural production enterprises”, producing for the
(especially foreign) market? This answer is complicated by the claim
supported by research that in the view of CWS (especially until the second
half of the 19th century) the importance of international exchange and global
market processes on the country's internal social and economic development
is too exaggerated22. According to CWS theory, the main feature of
peripheral capitalism is the country's economic dependence on the
international market23. Research also shows weak economic involvement of
I. Wallerstein’s work "The Modern World-System" is considered to be a story about the
history of the development of the CWS, but it is not finished, the four volumes covering the
16th-first half of 20th c. have been published. See Wallerstein, The Modern World-System I;
Wallerstein, The Modern World–System II: Mercantilism and the Consolidation of the European
World-Economy 1600–1750 (New York: Academic Press, 1980); Wallerstein, The Modern World–
System III: The Second Great Expansion of the Capitalist World–Economy (New York: Academic
Press, 1989); Wallerstein, The Modern World-System IV: Centrist Liberalism Triumphant, 1789–
1914 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2011).
21 See more Wallerstein, The Modern World-System I, 67–129.
22 See, for example, Patrick O’Brien, ‘European Economic Development: The Contribution of
the Periphery’, Economic History Review 35, 1 (1982): 1–18; Henk Wesseling, ‘Overseas
History’, in: Burke, P. (ed.) New Perspectives on Historical Writing (Cambridge: Polity
Press, 1992): 67–92.
23 The distinctive feature of peripheral capitalism according to the CWS theory is the use of
20
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Lithuania in international trade from the 16th to the 18th centuries24. Here
arises the second problem – the dispute of the reasons which caused the
emergence of the second serfdom in Central Eastern Europe. Traditional
Marxist perspective puts more emphasis on internal25, whereas CWS concept
implies external causes (involvement in the hierarchical world division of
labor in the terms of peripheral status). This controversy causes26 the
problem of applying the term second serfdom in describing the Lithuanian
social economic order in the 16th to the 18th centuries. Research shows that

forced labor (slaves, serfs). Weak statehood from a political and military point of view or
colonial and semi-colonial dependence can be characteristic of the periphery’s political
organization. The periphery’s capitalist class consists of slave-owners and landlords, whose
plantations and farmsteads are capitalist enterprises producing products for sale as well as
export. In the global division of labor the role of supplying the core zone states with mining
and agricultural production falls to peripheral capitalism. See. Wallerstein, The Modern WorldSystem I, 349.
24 See Karl von Loewe, ‘Commerce and Agriculture in Lithuania, 1400–1600’, Economic History
Review 26, 1 (1973): 23–37; Darius Žiemelis, ‘The Structure and Scope of the Foreign Trade of
the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth in the 16th to 18th Centuries: The Case of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania’, Lithuanian History Studies 17 (2013): 91–123.
25 The internal social economic causes of emergence of second serfdom in Central Eastern
Europe, are emphasized by traditional Marxist historiography. This is primarily a difference
in social balance of power in favor of the nobility, weak cities, shortage of labor force, large
areas of uncultivated land. In this historiographical perspective, the second serfdom concept is
used to name re-feodalization process in Central Eastern Europe. Read more about the
concept of genesis of second serfdom in traditional Marxist and non Marxist historiography,
see Benedykt Zientara, ‘Z zagadanień tzw. „wtórnego poddaństwa“ w Europie Środkowej’,
Prezgląd Historyczny 47, 1 (1956): 3–47; Laszlo Makkai, ‘Neo-Serdom: Its Origin and Nature in
East Central Europe’, Slavic Review. American Quarterly of Soviet and East European Studies 34, 2
(1975): 225–238; Jerzy Topolski, ‘Continuity and Discontinuity in the Development of the
Feodal System in Eastern Europe (Xth to XVIIth Centuries)’, Journal of European Economic
History 10, 2 (1981): 373–400; Topolski, ‘The Manorial Serf-Economy in Central and Eastern
Europe in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries’, Agricultural History 48, 3 (1974): 341–352;
Doreen Warriner, ‘Some Controversial Issues in the History of Agrarian Europe’, Slavonic and
East European Review 32, 78 (1953): 168–186; Darius Žiemelis, ‘Lietuva Vidurio ir Rytų
Europoje XVI–XVIII amžiuje: „feodalinė reakcija“ ar periferinis kapitalizmas? [Lithuania in
the Central and Eastern Europe of the 16th–18th Centuries: „Feudal Reaction“ or Peripheral
Capitalism?]’, Lietuvos istorijos studijos 18 (2006): 55–60.
26 For more information about controversy of internal and external causes concerning the
backwardness of Central and Central Eastern Europe from the Western Europe in the 16th18th centuries, see Brzechczyn, Odrębność historyczna Europy Środkowej, 16–19; T. H. Aston and
C. H. E. Philpin (eds), The Brenner Debate: Agrarian Class Structure and Economic Development in
Pre-Industrial Europe (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1985).
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the term second serfdom should not be used to describe the agrarian
relationships in Lithuania, in the 16th to the 18th centuries. The supporters
of this approach (J. Jurginis, W. Hejnosz, Z. Janel, A. Kahan, J. Nichtweiss,
J. Topolski, J. Kiaupienė, A. Bumblauskas) believe that in Lithuania there
was a continuous process of peasants enslavement whose advance
chronologically coincided with the apogee of new feudal reaction in typical
second serfdom countries (in particular in the East German territory)27.
Lithuanian manorial serf economy in the 16th to the 18th centuries was
oriented towards simple commercial production, which according to
traditional Marxist historiography point of view shows a typical feudal
economic nature. But diachronic comparative analysis of economic
structures and trends of Western Europe manor of the 11th-15th centuries
and manorial serf economy of Central Eastern Europe of the 16th18th centuries (particularly in Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth) does not
allow the Lithuanian (and Polish) manorial serf economy of the 16th18th centuries (which was affected by developing capitalist relations in
Western Europe) to be qualified as typical feudal economies (such as
Medieval Western Europe manor farms). In the 16th-18th centuries the
purpose of economic production of Lithuanian (and Polish) manorial serf
economy, due to price scissors economic phenomenon between inner and
foreign markets (CWS influence) was oriented towards markets. Whereas
the ordinary commercial output production was caused by the economic
behavior of the owners of manorial serf economies, whose feature was not
to invest the received funds in order to maximize the resources available, but
to extend the consumption of the social elite. All this shows that Lithuanian
manorial serf economies are not to be considered typical peripheral
capitalism enterprises (in the strict sense of CWS concept)28. However,
For more information, see Žiemelis, The Problem of the Application of the Term Second
Serfdom in the History of Central Eastern Europe, 123–149.
28 About the first time in historiography carried out diachronic comparative analysis of the
11th-15th c. Western European manor and the 16th-18th c. manorial-serf economy structures
of Central Eastern Europe (especially of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth) and trends of
development, see Darius Žiemelis, ‘XVI–XVIII amžiaus Abiejų Tautų Respublikos palivarko
ūkis marksistiniu bei neoinstitucionalistiniu požiūriu’ [The Manor Estate Economy of the
Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth in the 16th–18th Centuries from the Marxist and NeoInstitutionalist Perspectives], Lietuvos istorijos studijos 27 (2011): 11–38.
27
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looking at the economic development in Lithuania during manorial serf
economy period (1557–1861) through the prism of peripheral capitalism
concept29, the second serfdom features are most distinctly visible in Lithuania
not during the 16th-18th centuries (as stated by I. Wallerstein) but during the
second half of the 18th century to 1861, i.e. during the second development
stage of manorial serf economy.
The second stage of economic development (from the second half of
the 18th century to 1861) – was the maximum economic expansion of
manorial serf economy by increasing the peasants socage30. In
historiography this phenomenon is known as a renaissance of manorial serf
economy31. Perhaps the main reason of this process was the industrial
revolution in Western Europe commenced at the end of the 18th century,
which again caused a demand in grain and other agricultural products on
the international market32.
In Lithuania in the second half of the 18th century there were attempts
to reform the farmstead economy based on the economic theory of
See definition of peripheral capitalism in approach of CWS theory in reference no 24.
In Lithuania, forced labor rate was approximately 2–3 days per week in the 17th-18th
centuries. See Mečislovas Jučas, Baudžiavos irimas Lietuvoje [Deterioratio of Serdom in Lithuania]
(Vilnius: Mintis, 1972), 40–141. Until the abolition of serfdom in 1861, the forced labor
increased till 5 days per week. See Stanislovas Pamerneckis, Agrarinių santykių raida ir
dinamika Lietuvoje: XVIII a. pabaiga – XIX a. pirmoji pusė (statistinė analizė) [The Evolution and
Dynamics of Agrarian Relationships in Lithuania: The End of 18th Century – the First Half of 19th
Century (Statistical Analysis)] (Vilnius: Vilniaus universiteto leidykla, 2004), 120. Many
researchers note that in general up to the end of the 18th century in most Central Eastern
European and Eastern European countries, corvée was an objective factor determining
country's economy development. See, for example, Pamerneckis, Agrarinių santykių raida ir
dinamika Lietuvoje [The Evolution and Dynamics of Agrarian Relationships in Lithuania], 119;
Robert Millward, ‘The Early Stages of European Industrialization: Economic Organization
under Serfdom’, Explorations in Economic History 21, 4 (1984): 406–428.
31 For more information, see Jučas, Baudžiavos irimas Lietuvoje [Deterioratio of Serdom in
Lithuania]: 103–104; Eligijus Raila, Ignotus Ignotas: Vilniaus vyskupas Ignotas Jokūbas Masalskis
[Ignotus Ignotas: Vilnius Bishop Ignotas Jokūbas Masalskis] (Vilnius: Aidai, 2010), 187–188.
32 See more Robert C. Allen, ‘Economic Structure and Agricultural Productivity in Europe,
1300–1800’, European Review of Economic History 4, 1 (2000): 1–26; Jeffrey G. Williamson,
‘Globalization and the Great Divergence: Terms of Trade Booms, Volatility and the Poor
Periphery, 1782–1913’, European Review of Economic History 12, 3 (2008): 355–391;
Peter Mathias, ‘The Emergence of a World Economy 1500–1914’, VSWG: Vierteljahrschrift für
Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgeschichte 74, 1 (1987): 1–17; Paul Bairoch, ‘Free Trade and European
Economic Development in the 19th Century’, European Economic Review 3, 3 (1972): 211–245.
29
30
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physiocracy33. The research shows that the impact of Enlightenment ideas in
the second stage of development of the Lithuanian economy gave, when
compared to the economies of other Western European countries, the
opposite result – the corvée farmstead economy was intensified. According
to the statement of Eligijus Raila, after visiting many countries in Europe and
becoming acquainted with some of the most advanced economic models of
the second half of the 18th century Lithuanian nobles only imitated in their
estates the principles of Western activities, i.e. they tried to insert the
“pliable” principles of Enlightenment entrepreneurship and individual labor
into the stagnant corvée farmstead economic system. So the structure of
serfdom life that ignored personal freedom and guaranteed a strict hierarchy
of society, in principle, was unable to absorb the economic potential based
on the labor and responsibility of a free individual. One of the Lithuanian
noblemen who represented the aforementioned spread of the economic
process was A. Tyzenhauzas, who “intensified” the farm of royal economies
by using serf labor. E. Raila very aptly defines such “intensification of the
farm” as: “the reanimation of the corvée farmstead system using part of the
technology of Western Europe and the latest farming methods”34.
After the collapse of Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth in 1795, the
biggest ethnographic part of Lithuania, for political reasons and because of
the lack of ports, became colonial periphery of Russia (as a semi-peripheral
CWS country). Lithuania as a double-colonial periphery orientated its
economy not to the industry, but to supply of the raw materials to the centers
of the Russian Empire and the Western market35. The agrarian nature of
33

Its reception in Lithuania is tied to the wave of the "new agriculture" that arose at the
junction of the 17th-18th c. in the Norfolk county of England, which reached the PolishLithuanian Commonwealth from France somehow delayed. According to the statement by
E. Raila, that the reception of this theory was encouraged not so much by the unique view of
the elite of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth toward this product of political economy
thought as one of the possible options for European culture but as the total invasion by the
culture of France bringing this physiocratic idea as an integral element of this culture. More
about the origin and evolution of physiocracy theory and the configuration of physiocracy in
Lithuania, see Raila, Ignotus Ignotas, 117–144.
34 Raila, Ignotus Ignotas, 188.
35 See more Darius Žiemelis, ‘The Socio-Economic History of Lithuania from the 16th to the
19th Century (until 1861) from the Perspective of Economic Development Concepts’, Revista
Română de Studii Baltice și Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 5, 2 (2013),
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Lithuanian economy increased even more. As shown by research of
Stanislovas Pamerneckas – the expansion of manorial serf economy from
1795 until 1861, by increasing the peasants’ socage reached the maximum
expansion limits36. The final establishment of manorial serf economy is
evidenced by the fact that from the second half of the 18th century into 1861
Lithuanian export structure is dominated by grains, mainly grown in
manorial serf economies unlike during the first economic development stage
of Lithuania (middle of the 16th to the second half of the 18th centuries)37.
These are the features of the so-called second serfdom. As stated by
S. Pamerneckis: “Lithuania, together with the Belorussian territories was the
most conserved nook of serfdom relations in the European part of the
Russian Empire”38.
Lithuanian economic structure and evolution (in the second half of the
18th century up to 1861) in the context of world history gets nearest to the
peripheral capitalist economic "ideal model" highlighted in CWS concept39.
Consumerist use of capital and weak economic involvement in international
trade, which was the typical behavior of the owners of manorial serf
80–82; Zenonas Norkus, ‘Kapitalizmo raidos Lietuvoje bruožai ir etapai (iki 1940 m.)
postmarksistiniu požiūriu [The Features and Stages of the Capitalist Development of
Lithuania (before 1940) from the Post-Marxist Viewpoint]’, Lietuvos istorijos studijos 29 (2012),
21–22.
36 See more Pamerneckis, Agrarinių santykių raida ir dinamika Lietuvoje [The Evolution and
Dynamics of Agrarian Relationships in Lithuania], 119–121.
37 For more information about the commodity structure of Lithuania’s exports and imports in
the second half of the 18th c. – 19th c. (until 1861), see Витовт Ю. Меркис, ‘Экспорт зерна и
льна из Литвы в 1795–1861 гг.’, in: Ежегодник по аграрной истории Восточной Европы 1963 г.:
(доклады и сообщения шестой сессии межреспубликанского симпозиума по аграрной истории,
состоящегося в г. Вильнюсе с 19 по 24 сентября 1963 г.) (Вильнюс, 1964): 436–447; Žiemelis,
‘The Structure and Scope of the Foreign Trade of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth in the
16th to 18th Centuries: The Case of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania’, 91–123; Leonid Źytkowicz,
‘Kilka uwag o handlu zewnętrznym Wielkiego Księstwa Litewskiego w ostatnich latach
Rzecypospolitej’, Zapiski Historyczne 41, 2 (1976): 87–101.
38 Pamerneckis, Agrarinių santykių raida ir dinamika Lietuvoje [The Evolution and Dynamics of
Agrarian Relationships in Lithuania], 120.
39 For more information about the typological diagnostics of Lithuanian social and economic
history of the 16th-19th centuries (up to 1861) in the context of the world's history, in terms of
the most influential economic development concept, see Žiemelis, ‘The Socio-Economic
History of Lithuania from the 16th to the 19th Century (until 1861) from the Perspective of
Economic Development Concepts’, 57–90.

40 |

Revista Română de Studii Baltice şi Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 10 (2)

economies, prevented Lithuania to fully become a peripheral capitalism
zone. The qualitative breaking point occurred during the after-reform period
(i.e. after the abolition of serfdom in 1861). As shown by researches of
Z. Norkus economic development period of Lithuania in 1861–1914 already
fully complies with the peripheral, colonial capitalism economic type40.

II. The Comparison of Economic Structures and Development
Trends of the Lithuanian Manorial Serf Economy and Latin America
Hacienda in the Second Half of the 18th Century – the Second Half
of the 19th Century
It would be best to start with definitions of manorial serf economy and
hacienda as economic organization systems in order to compare the
economic structures and development trends of Lithuanian manorial serf
economy and Latin American hacienda during the period under scrutiny.
The first model of manorial serf economy as an economic organization based
on Polish manorial serf economy development of the 16th-18th centuries was
presented by one of the most famous Polish economic historian Witold Kula
in 1962, in his treatise "An Economic Theory of the Feudal System. An
Attempt of a Model"41, now considered a classical text. W. Kula assigns the
following features to manorial serf economy as a socio-economic unit: 1) the
extensity of the economy: the size of the area cultivated determined the size
of the harvest, while the area – the quantity of sleds of the peasants working
in the field of the landlord; 2) the pursuit of the optimal (for the benefit of
the master) relationship between the land of the master and the plots allowed
for the peasants; 3) the consumer use of the master’s appropriated surcharge
product (its exchange on the market into other consumer products);
4) meager investments, i.e. the simple reproduction of the farm – the
For more information, see Norkus, ‘Kapitalizmo raidos Lietuvoje bruožai ir etapai (iki
1940 m.) postmarksistiniu požiūriu [The Features and Stages of the Capitalist Development
of Lithuania (before 1940) from the Post-Marxist Viewpoint]’, 22–25.
41 Witold Kula, Teoria ekonomiczna ustroju feudalnego: Próba modelu (Warszava: Państwowe
Wydawnictwo Naukowe, 1962). Further we shall rely on the English version of this work
(Witold Kula, An Economic Theory of the Feudal System: Towards A Model of the Polish Economy
1500–1800 / Translated from the Polish by L. Garner, Presentation by F. Braudel (London:
New Left Books, 1976)), because it takes into account the comments of critics.
40
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landowner, even if he invests the assets in order to increase the added
product, that was usually performed by converting village fields into the
master’s plowed land or increasing the corvée of these very peasants; 5) the
very large variation in the size of the marketable production of the farmstead
manor farm, mainly determined by the yield of the harvest and only partially
by market demand. The core conclusion of W. Kula says: although the
manorial-serf economy (i.e., late feudalism "enterprise") was related to some
extent to the domestic and international markets, its nature was mainly
subsistence42.
The first definition of hacienda as a system of economic organization
of agriculture was provided by American anthropologists Eric R. Wolf and
Sidney W. Mintz. Hacienda is an estate engaged in agriculture, managed by
the land owner, who employs the dependent labor force. Because of the
deficiency of working capital, the production made by estate is intended for
small-scale (i.e. domestic) market. This production is employed not only for
capital accumulation, but also to support the status aspirations of the
owner43. The similarities and differences of hacienda economy and manorial
serf economy become even more visible not only when comparing them
together, but also when comparing them with plantation – which was similar
in type, but displayed a different organization of the agricultural system in
the Americas. According to Eric R. Wolf and Sidney W. Mintz the plantation
is an estate engaged in agriculture, managed by the owners (who usually
organize it as a corporation), based on the work of dependent labor force.
Because of the estate's ownership of large capital, the goods produced by
estate are exclusively focused on foreign market, and products are employed
primarily to further capital accumulation without reference to the status
needs of the owners44. The fundamental difference lies in the labor force
which is being used. Hacienda is based on serfdom, and the plantation – on
slavery production. Hacienda and plantation economic systems are the
result of global economy and their evolution which appeared in the 16th
See more Kula, An Economic Theory of the Feudal System: Towards A Model of the Polish Economy
1500–1800, 50–83.
43 Eric R. Wolf and Sidney W. Mintz, ‘Haciendas and Plantations in Middle America and the
Antilles’, Social and Economic Studies 6, 3 (1957), 380.
44 Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and Plantations in Middle America and the Antilles’, 380.
42
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century in the Americas because they are focused on production supply to
the market45.
Latin American hacienda and Lithuanian manorial serf economy
systems are classified as land management systems whose main feature is
the large area of land owned by the state or on the landowner rights. Here
the first similarity can be seen between Latin American hacienda and
Lithuanian manorial serf economy systems in terms of land use rights. In the
second half of the 18th century to the second half of the 19th century in
Lithuania as in Latin America countries, the land was the property of the
state or landowners. In order to use the land, first and foremost, the peasants
were required to pay socage. From am institutionalist point of view in
hacienda system there was no implicit exchange agreement between
landowners and peasants, which was the basis of Western Europe manor
system in the 11th-15th centuries46. Like the manorial serf economy,
hacienda system was based on the domination of the landowner over
peasants. On the other hand, similarly to the manorial serf economy model,
in hacienda peasant’s (living in sparsely populated area and far away from
the city) dependence on landlord meant some sort of protection of their farm
against total collapse47.
For more information about comparative analysis of hacienda and plantations systems, see
Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and Plantations in Middle America and the Antilles’, 380–412;
Sidney W. Mintz, ‘The Culture History of a Puerto Rican Sugar Cane Plantation: 1876–1949’,
Hispanic American Historical Review 33, 2 (1953): 224–251.
46 For more information about the analysis of Western Europe manor structure and trends of
development of the 11th-15th centuries in terms of institutionalism, see Douglass C. North
and Robert Paul Thomas, ‘The Rise and Fall of the Manorial System: A Theoretical Model’,
Journal of Economic History 31, 4 (1971): 777–803; North and Thomas, ‘An Economic Theory of
the Growth of the Western World’, Economic History Review 23, 1 (1970): 1–17.
47 For more information about Latin hacienda, see, for example, Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas
and Plantations in Middle America and the Antilles’, 391–393. For more information about
Lithuanian manorial serf economy, see, Tamara Bairašauskaitė, ‘Bajoro santykis su dvaru
XIX a. pirmoje pusėje: Mykolo Juozapo Römerio (1778–1853) patirtys’ [The Relationship of A
Noble to His Estate in the First Half of the Nineteenth Century: Mykolas Juozapas Rőmeris
(1778–1853)], Lietuvos istorijos metraštis 1, 2005 (2006): 63–82; Mečislovas Jučas, ‘Prekyba
Lietuvos kaime XVIII a.’, Iš Lietuvių kultūros istorijos 4 (1964): 109–122. This "patronizing"
presence of connection between landlord and peasant belonging to him radically separates
the manorial serf economy and hacienda from plantation economy model. In the latter a
person belonging to landlord – per se did not mean anything. For example, the plantation
owners as a means to curb undisciplined work in respect of dependent person often used the
45
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What causes determined and in what ways was achieved the
privileged landowner’s position over peasant in the second half of the
18th century to the second half of the 19th century in Latin American
countries? Reasons and implementation methods in Latin America were
almost similar to the processes which caused manorial serf economy system
in Central Eastern Europe in the 16th-18th centuries. Due to the weakness of
the cities, the shortage of labor force, large areas of uncultivated land and
involvement in the international division of labor in peripheral status in the
16th-18th centuries in Central Eastern Europe region (including Lithuania)
the social balance of power tilted in favor of nobility, which allowed to
maximize peasant serfdom dependence on the manor48. As we have seen,
these processes gained even more momentum in the second half of the
18th century – the second half of the 19th century in the social economic
development of Lithuania, which manifested as the second serfdom. There
are assumptions that the emergence of Latin American landowners was not
only due to weak cities, large areas of uncultivated land and involvement in
the international division of labor in peripheral status, but also the colonial
institutional environment. Majority of hacienda owners were either
originating from Europe, or loyal to the colonial policy49.
Latin American hacienda of the second half of the 18th century – the
second half of the 19th century as an economic organization system emerged
from the encomienda economic system which existed in Latin America in the
16th – middle of the 18th centuries. The analogue of encomienda should be
regarded Western European manor economic model from the 11th15th centuries. Ecomienda system is the result of imported manor economic

death penalty. See Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and Plantations in Middle America and the
Antilles’, 395.
48 For more information, see Žiemelis, Abiejų Tautų Respublikos socialinė ekonominė raida XVI–
XVIII amžiuje analizė [Social Economic Development of the Republic of the Two Nations in the 16th18th Centuries], 168–171.
49 See, for example, Franḉois Chevalier, Land and Society in Colonial Maxico: The Great Hacienda
(Berkeley: University of Colifornia Presws, 1963); Stanley J. Stein and Barbara H. Stein, The
Colonial Heritage of Latin America: Essays on Economic Dependence in Perspective (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1970); Magnus Mörner, ‘Economic Factors and Stratification in
Colonial Spanish America with Special Regard to Elites’, Hispanic American Historical Review
63, 2 (1983): 335–369.
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model from Spain and Portugal to Latin America50. This system started to
become an inefficient land management form since the second half of the
17th century, until finally completely disappears at the end of the
18th century and was replaced by hacienda economic system51. Perhaps the
main reasons which caused the transformation of ecomienda economic
system to hacienda economic system were internal. One of the most
important reasons was the drastically decreased number of Indians because
of colonial oppression until the 17th century and the demographic trend of
decline of the Indian population continued unabated52. Precisely until the
middle of the 17th century Indians were the main labor force in the most
important branch of Latin American ecomienda economy – mining53. The
rest of the labor force was also difficult to maintain, because due to the
increased workload it migrated to territories where working conditions were

For more information about Latin American ecomienda system, see David Weeks,
‘European Antecedents of Land Tenures and Agrarian Organization of Hispanic America’,
Journal of Land & Public Utility Economics 23, 1 (1947): 60–75; Weeks, ‘The Agrarian System of
the Spanish American Colonies’, Journal of Land & Public Utility Economics 23, 2 (1947): 153–
168; James Lockhart, ‘Encomienda and Hacienda: The Evolution of the Great Estate in the
Spanish Indies’, Hispanic American Historical Review 49, 3 (1969): 411–429. The establishment
and functioning of ecomienda did not change radically the lifestyle of Indian peasants, i. e.
relatively posed no threat to their extinction as society. Meanwhile the establishment and
evolution of hacienda radically transformed Indian society to the agricultural working class,
which anticipated the extinction process of Indians as the society. See more Robert G. Keith,
‘Encomienda, Hacienda and Corregimiento in Spanish America: A Structural Analysis’,
Hispanic American Historical Review 51, 3 (1971): 431–446; Charles Gibson, The Aztecs under
Spanisli Rulle: A History of the Indians of thle Valley of Mexico, 1519–1810 (Stanford: Stanford
University Press, 1964).
51 See David M. Jones, ‘The Importance of the "Hacienda" in 19th Century Otumba and Apan,
Basin of Mexico’, Historical Archaeology 15, 2 (1981): 87–116; Eric Van Young, Hacienda and
Market in Eighteenth-Century Mexico: The Rural Economy of the Guadalajara Region, 1675–1810
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1981); Karen Spalding, ‘Hacienda-Village Relations
in Andean Society to 1830’, Latin American Perspectives 2, 1 (1975): 107–121; Warren Dean,
‘Latifundia and Land Policy in Nineteenth-Century Brazil’, Hispanic American Historical
Review 51, 4 (1971): 606–625; Chevalier, Land and Society in Colonial Maxico...
52 For example, in one of the largest countries in Latin America – Mexico since 1521 until 1605,
number of the Indians fell by about 95 percent, because of the Spanish economic exploitation
and political oppression. See Brzechczyn, O wielości linii rozwojowych w procesie historycznym.
Próba interpretacji ewolucji społeczeństwa meksykańskiego, 339.
53 For more information, see Peter J. Bakewell, Silver Mining and Society in Colonial Mexico.
Zacatecas 1546–1700 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1971).
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relatively more favorable. The conditions were caused by implicit exchange
contract which existed between the landowners and the Indian peasants.
Another internal cause was the increase in demand of the agricultural
production on the domestic market. Demand for agricultural production and
its production cost was increased by development of cities, which grew
mainly because of the increase of non-Indian origin population54. There
emerged a problem of ensuring the labor needed in the agricultural sector.
External reasons also contributed to the internal reasons in the process of
transformation of encomienda system to hacienda. One of the most
important external reasons was global crisis of the middle of the
17th century, which negatively affected the already mentioned main
agricultural sector in Latin America – mining55. Drop in prices of gold and
silver raw materials on the international market forced the suppliers to
increase the production volume. That could be done only by further
exploitation of the limited labor force. On the other hand, the decline in
mining changed the direction of capital investment. Mine owners began to
sell the mines and invested the received capital into purchasing and
establishing large estates, which supplied agricultural production to
increased urban markets and mining regions56. Another external reason
which significantly accelerated the establishment and intensification of
hacienda system was world trade conjuncture, which changed from the

See more, for example, Ida Altman, ‘Spanish Society in Mexico City after the Conquest’,
Hispanic American Historical Review 71, 3 (1991): 413–445; Eric Van Young, ‘Urban Market and
Hinterland: Guadalajara and Its Region in the Eighteenth Century’, Hispanic American
Historical Review 59, 4 (1979): 593–635; Warwick Bray, ‘The City State in Central Mexico at the
Time of the Spanish Conquest’, Journal of Latin American Studies 4, 2 (1972): 161–185;
Richard Boyer, ‘Mexico in the Seventeenth Century: Transition of a Colonial Society’, Hispanic
American Historical Review 57, 3 (1977): 455–478.
55 See more Woodrow Borah, New Spain's Centutry of Depression (Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1951). See also David A. Brading, Miners and Merchants in Bourbon Mexico,
1763–1810 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1971); David A. Brading and Harry
E. Cross, ‘Colonial Silver Mining: Mexico and Peru’, Hispanic American Historical Review 52, 4
(1972): 545–579.
56 See Stanley J. Stein and Barbara H. Stein, The Colonial Heritage of Latin America: Essays on
Economic Dependence in Perspective, 38. See also Magnus Mörner, ‘The Spanish American
Hacienda: A Survey of Recent Research and Debate’, Hispanic American Historical Review 53, 2
(1973), 190.
54
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second half of the 18th century. The Industrial Revolution in Western Europe
caused an increased demand of agricultural production (particularly in
cotton, sugar, coffee, cereal) on the world market57. The need of those
products on the world market triggered social and economic
transformations in the Americas in 1780–1888. It was the period of already
mentioned second slavery whose main feature was an intensification of
repressive labor (especially slave labour) in new territories of American
economic world (South Brazil, Cuba and US Southern states) and lasted until
the abolition of slavery in Brazil, in 188858. Latin American landowners in
order to adapt to the international market conjuncture, solved the labor force
problem by choosing hacienda economy type, which focused on the serfdom
production method. As in the Central Eastern Europe, the labor force
problem in Latin America was solved in two ways: 1) by tying the peasants
to the manor land, especially through debt and forced recruitment (‘predial
serfdom’) and 2) by expropriating their lands59.

See more Klas Rönnbäck, ‘Consumers and Slavery: Diversified Markets for Plantation
Produce and the Survival of Slavery in the Nineteenth Century’, Review (Fernand Braudel
Center) 31, 1 (2010): 69–88; Simon Miller, ‘Wheat Production in Europe and America: Mexican
Problems in Comparative Perspective, 1770–1910’, Agricultural History 68, 3 (1994): 16–34.
58 See more Tomich and Zeuske, ‘Introduction, The Second Slavery: Mass Slavery, WorldEconomy, and Comparative Microhistories’, 91–100; Anthony E. Kaye, ‘The Second Slavery:
Modernity in the Nineteenth-Century South and the Atlantic World’, Journal of Southern
History 75, 3 (2009): 627–650; Enrico Dal Lago, ‘Second Slavery, Second Serfdom, and Beyond:
The Atlantic Plantation System and the Eastern and Souther European Landed Estate System
in Comparative Perspective, 1800–60’, Review (Fernand Braudel Center) 32, 4 (2009): 391–420;
Laird W. Bergad, The Comparative Histories of Slavery in Brazil, Cuba, and the United States (New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2007). See also Stuart B. Schwartz, ‘Indian Labor and New
World Plantations: European Demands and Indian Responses in Northeastern Brazil’,
American Historical Review 83, 1 (1978): 43–79.
59 See Kay, ‘Comparative Development of the European Manorial System and the Latin
American Hacienda System’, 81; Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and Plantations in Middle
America and the Antilles’, 390–391. For more information about converting the peasants into
serfs in Latin America, see Arnold J. Bauer, ‘Rural Workers in Spanish America: Problems of
Peonage and Oppression’ Hispanic American Historical Review 59, 1 (1979): 34–63;
Friedrich Katz, ‘Labor Conditions on Haciendas in Porfirian Mexico: Some Trends and
Tendencies’, Hispanic American Historical Review 54, 1 (1974): 1–47.
57
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Two groups of countries are highlighted when talking about the origin
and evolution intensity of hacienda in Latin America60. The first group
includes Latin American countries where hacienda system was created the
latest and its evolution was relatively slow. These countries were
characterized by multiple population, fertile soils and relatively high
standard of living, strong local communities which actively fought for their
rights. Therefore it was harder for the landowners of this group of countries
(including Peru, Bolivia, Ecuador, Mexico and Guatemala) to create large
estates and supply them with forced labor. The countries belonging to the
second group had little population density, weak communities,
underdeveloped agriculture. Therefore, in this group of countries (Chile,
Argentina, Uruguay and Brazil) the peasant serfdom process was
considerably faster, which caused (compared with the first group of
countries) the early establishment and intensive development of hacienda
system. The evolution of agrarian relations and dynamics in Lithuania in the
second half of the 18th century – the second half of the 19th century are more
similar to the evolution of agrarian relations and dynamics of the second
group countries – Chile, Argentina, Uruguay and Brazil. Lithuania during
the investigation period also had rare population density, low agricultural
productivity, the absence of unified peasant resistance against landowners
and lack of deep traditions of fighting for their rights. We must establish
thorough comparative research (which would be the object of another
research) in order to determine more specifically which country (Chile,
Argentina, Uruguay and Brazil) had agrarian relations evolution and
dynamics most similar to the agrarian evolution of relations and dynamics
of Lithuania61. Here we will only remark that the export structure was
See Kay, ‘Comparative Development of the European Manorial System and the Latin
American Hacienda System’, 80.
61 Furthermore, C. Kay who compared Europe manor and Latin America hacienda systems
during the investigative period finds most similarities between the development of agrarian
relations in Prussia and Chile. See Kay, ‘Comparative Development of the European Manorial
System and the Latin American Hacienda System’, 84–86. For more information about the
similarities of development of agrarian relations of Chile and Prussia, see Arnold J. Bauer,
‘The Hacienda El Huique in the Agrarian Structure of Nineteenth-Century Chile’, Agricultural
History 46, 4 (1972): 455–470; Bauer, ‘Chilean Rural Labor in the Nineteenth Century’,
American Historical Review 76, 4 (1971): 1059–1083. For more information about development
60
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dominated by grain in both Lithuania and Chile in the first half of the 19th
century62.
The biggest structural similarity between the Lithuanian manorial serf
economy and hacienda economy of Latin American countries at the time
must be regarded the predominance of ordinary commercial production.
The orientation of hacienda economy to the ordinary commercial production
was not only because of the lack of working capital63, but also because of the
economic behaviour of landowners. Hacienda manor economy acquired
labor force and land by non-economic means, so it was not the goal of their
owners, unlike the owners of slavery plantations economies, to maximize
profits and invest it in the expansion of production. The revenues were used
for prestigious consumption, to maintain customer network, to build objects
of non-production function. Having in mind the consumerist use of income
of manor economy during the analyzed period we can deduce the similarity

of agrarian relations in Prussia, in 19th century, see Bowman, Masters and Lords: Mid-19thCentury U.S. Planters and Prussian Junkers...
62 See Меркис, ‘Экспорт зерна и льна из Литвы в 1795–1861 гг.’, 436–447; Kay, ‘Comparative
Development of the European Manorial System and the Latin American Hacienda
System’, 82.
63 During the investigative period hacienda economy was not the only economy type in Latin
America. For example, slavery coffee and cotton plantations existed in the south of Brazil. The
emergence and domination of hacienda economy type in respect of plantation economy in
Latin America, not only due to the reasons mentioned (i.e. weak cities, shortage of labor force,
large areas of uncultivated land and involvement in the international division of labor on the
status of periphery, the colonial institutional environment), but also the lack of capital.
According to Eric R. Wolf and Sidney W. Mintz, namely the disposable capital was the
essential criteria, finally leading to the dominance of hacienda economy in relation to
plantation economy in Latin America. Slavery plantation farms oriented to a capitalist
commercial production were established by foreign capital, mostly by corporations of few
owners. This type of economy required working capital in order to create and ensure an
efficient infrastructure (e.g. to improve roads in order to to realize the products in foreign
markets), constantly update agro-technology and means of production (e.g., acquiring the
slaves as the main labor force, land purchase). It was necessary to invest a lot, therefore the
owners of slave plantations were interested not only to recover the invested capital, but also
to increase it. That could be achieved only by capitalist commercial production. For more
information about the capital impact on creation and development of hacienda and
plantation, see Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and Plantations in Middle America and the
Antilles’, 386–387 and 396–397.
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which exists between Lithuanian, Latin American countries and the Prussian
landowners64.
The efficiency of hacienda economy was partly based on monopoly
conditions rather than on the market economy conditions. Landowners
settled in the vicinity of "normal", i.e. city (local) market artificially created
the landlord’s "patrimonial market" where the peasants belonging to them
were forced to buy the manor economy products and services65. On the other
hand, serfdom labor and forced recruitment of peasants played the
important role in ensuring the competitiveness of the manor farm
production in normal market through the reduction of labor costs66. Here we
see another similarity between manorial serf economy and hacienda and
their distinction from the slave plantation economy. Compared to the slavery
plantation economy, manorial serf economy and hacienda were less
dependent on international trade conjuncture, as they were less involved in
it. Hacienda economies of Latin American countries and Lithuanian
manorial serf economies were oriented to agricultural production
(particularly bovine animal, corn and grain cultivation) and were little
involved in international trade. Only large hacienda economies were an
exception. There were few large hacienda economies which were exportoriented on single Latin American country scale. The exception is Mexico,
which, during the investigation period, had the biggest number of large

For more information about the consumerist behavior of Lithuanian, Latin American and
Prussian landowners in the second half of the 18th century – the second half of the 19th
century, see Raila, Ignotus Ignotas, 165–203; Pamerneckis, Agrarinių santykių raida ir dinamika
Lietuvoje, 111; Simon Miller, ‘Mexican Junkers and Capitalist Haciendas, 1810–1910: The
Arable Estate and the Transition to Capitalism between the Insurgency and the Revolution’,
Journal of Latin American Studies 22, 2 (1990): 229–263; Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and
Plantations in Middle America and the Antilles’, 386–389; Mörner, ‘The Spanish American
Hacienda: A Survey of Recent Research and Debate’, 205–207; Bowman, Masters and Lords:
Mid-19th-Century U.S. Planters and Prussian Junkers...
65 See Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and Plantations in Middle America and the Antilles’, 388;
Kay, ‘Comparative Development of the European Manorial System and the Latin American
Hacienda System’, 80–83.
66 See Bauer, ‘Rural Workers in Spanish America: Problems of Peonage and Oppression’, 48–
59; Alan Richards, ‘The Political Economy of Gutswirtschaft: A Comparative Analysis of East
Elbian Germany, Egypt, and Chile’, Comparative Studies in Society and History 21, 4 (1979), 485–
486.
64

50 |

Revista Română de Studii Baltice şi Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 10 (2)

haciendas, oriented to foreign markets, compared to other Latin American
countries67. Large extent of involvement of Latin American haciendas in
international trade, causing their peripheral position in the world
hierarchical division of labor, is detected only from the seventies of the
19th century68.
Serfdom production method was also supported by colonial
institutional environment of compared countries. In 1795, after the
incorporation into the Russian Empire Lithuania became subordinate to
Russia’s state policy of serfdom69. Compared to Lithuania, Latin American
countries were Europe’s (primarily of Spain and Portugal) colonies already
from 16th century. The liberation of Latin American countries from colonial
dependence began only in the first half of the 19th century. The presence of
colonial environment or liberation from it caused various peasant movement
opportunities in Latin America and Lithuania. Because of the colonial
dependence of Russian empire, the manorial serf economy in Lithuania
intensified and peasants were even more tied to the estate lands. At that time,
peasant movement possibilities, which existed until the end of serfdom in
1861, were almost eliminated. Meanwhile, in Latin America since the
twenties of the 19th century (because of liberation of countries from colonial
dependence) peasant freedom of movement increased. For example,
peasants of Peru, Bolivia, Ecuador, Mexico and Guatemala haciendas, in
order to achieve better living conditions, could move more freely from one
estate to another or to look for such conditions in the city70.
See primarily Chevalier, Land and Society in Colonial Maxico: The Great Hacienda; Alan Knight,
‘Land and Society in Revolutionary Mexico: The Destruction of the Great Haciendas’, Mexican
Studies / Estudios Mexicanos 7, 1 (1991): 73–104; Miller, ‘Mexican Junkers and Capitalist
Haciendas, 1810–1910: The Arable Estate and the Transition to Capitalism between the
Insurgency and the Revolution’, 229–263.
68 See Mörner, ‘The Spanish American Hacienda: A Survey of Recent Research and
Debate’, 205–207. See also Miller, ‘Wheat Production in Europe and America: Mexican
Problems in Comparative Perspective, 1770–1910, 16–34.
69 For more information about serfdom and its policy in Russian empire, see David Moon,
‘Reassessing Russian Serfdom’, European History Quarterly 26, 4 (1996): 483–526; Kolchin,
Unfree Labor: American Slavery and Russian Serfdom.
70 See Kay, ‘Comparative Development of the European Manorial System and the Latin
American Hacienda System’, 83. See also Katz, ‘Labor Conditions on Haciendas in Porfirian
Mexico: Some Trends and Tendencies’, 1–47.
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In terms of traditional Marxist historiography, the predominance of
ordinary commercial production shows a typical feudal economic nature.
However, the production was market-oriented in Lithuanian manorial serf
economy, as well as in Latin American haciendas. As a result the Lithuanian
manorial serf economy organization and Latin American hacienda economic
organization cannot be considered as typical feudal economic system,
because of world economic nature that existed during the investigative
period. When examining the cases of Lithuanian manorial serf economy and
Latin America hacienda we are faced with problem of qualification of
hacienda economy system71.
In historiography there are a various names of the Latin American
hacienda system of the second half of the 18th century – the second half of
the 19th century: embryonic stage of capitalism, transition period from
feudalism to capitalism and etc.72. However, we believe that Latin American

Furthermore, there are no disputes in historiography concerning the classification of the
slavery plantation economy as capitalist enterprise. See Wolf and Mintz, ‘Haciendas and
Plantations in Middle America and the Antilles’, 396–407; Eugene D. Genovese, ‘The
Significance of the Slave Plantation for Southern Economic Development’, Journal of Southern
History 28, 4 (1962): 422–437. It should be noted that econometric history destroyed the thesis
that became mass historical consciousness myth that slavery plantation economy in Southern
states of America, in the eve of the Civil War (1861–1865) was in the state of stagnation. It
would seem the war was "superfluous", slavery would have become extinct by itself for
purely economic reasons. See Robert W. Fogel and Stanley L. Engerman, Time on the Cross:
The Economics of American Negro Slavery (Boston: Toronto, 1974).
72 See Andre G. Frank, Capitalism and Underdevelopment in Latin America: Historical Studies of
Chile and Brazil (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1967); Eric J. Hobsbawm, ‘A Case of NeoFeudalism: La Convencion, Peru’, Journal of Latin American Studies 1, 1 (1969): 31–50;
Ernesto Laclau, ‘Feudalism and Capitalism in Latin America’, New Left Review 67 (1971): 19–
38; Kyle Steenland, ‘Notes on Feudalism and Capitalism in Chile and Latin America’, Latin
American Perspectives 2, 1 (1975): 49–58; Colin Henfrey, ‘Dependency, Modes of Production,
and the Class Analysis of Latin America’, Latin American Perspectives 8, 3/4 (1981): 17–54;
Gustavo Rodríguez, ‘Accumulation, Capitalism, and Precapitalistic Agriculture in Bolivia
(1870–1885)’, Latin American Perspectives 7, 4 (1980): 50–66; Ruggiero Romano, ‘American
Feudalism’, Hispanic American Historical Review 64, 1 (1984): 121–134; Steve J. Stern,
‘Feudalism, Capitalism, and the World-System in the Perspective of Latin America and the
Caribbean’, American Historical Review 93, 4 (1988): 829–872; Miller, ‘Mexican Junkers and
Capitalist Haciendas, 1810–1910: The Arable Estate and the Transition to Capitalism between
the Insurgency and the Revolution’, 229–263; Knight, Land and Society in Revolutionary
Mexico: The Destruction of the Great Haciendas’, 73–104; Rani T. Alexander, ‘Haciendas and
71
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hacienda economic system as well as Lithuanian manorial serf economy
from the second half of the 18th century to the second half of the 19th century
was neither a typical feudal economy nor a typical peripheral capitalist
enterprise (CWS concept in the strict sense) and had peripheral capitalist
features. According to the most famous Latin American hacienda researchers
Mörner Magnus and Eric Van Young: hacienda as the economic system had
capitalist, but as a social system – feudal character73.

Conclusions
The existence of serfdom economy in Lithuania until 1861 is
considered in historiography as an anachronism in the context of Western
European economic system. However a comparative perspective highlights
its "normality" in backwardness countries. We tried to reveal that serfdom
economy in Lithuania and in Latin American countries during the second
half of the 18th century to the second half of the 19th century was the only
possible economic development factor.
The research showed different domination prehistory of analyzed
economic systems. The second half of the 18th century up to the second half
of the 19th century was the period of domination and intensification of the
Lithuanian manorial serf economy which was the continuation of manorial
serf economy of the 16th century – middle of the 18th century, which had
second serfdom features. Hacienda economy of the second half of the
18th century – the second half of the 19th century is the result of
transformation of Latin American encomienda system of the 16th – middle
of the 18th century, the analogue of which could be considered the Western
Europe manorial economy model of the 11th-15th centuries. It was the
Industrial Revolution which caused the domination of manorial serf
economy and hacienda economic systems during the surveyed period which
triggered second-slavery in Americas. Latin American landowners, lacking
working capital for acquiring means of production (such as slaves) and
Economic Change in Yucatán: Entrepreneurial Strategies in the Parroquia de Yaxcabá, 1775–
1850’, Journal of Archaeological Method and Theory 4 3 / 4 (1997): 331–351.
73 See Mörner, ‘The Spanish American Hacienda: A Survey of Recent Research and
Debate’, 210–212; Eric Van Young, ‘Mexican Rural History since Chevalier: The
Historiography of the Colonial Hacienda’, Latin American Research Review 18, 3 (1983), 21.
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trying to adapt to the international market conjuncture, solved labor force
problem by selecting hacienda economy type, which focuses on the serfdom
production method.
The analysis showed that Lithuanian manorial serf economy and Latin
America hacienda economic systems of the second half of the 18th century –
second half of the 19th century were based on the absolute domination of
landowners (both public and private) over the peasants. First and foremost
the peasants were required to pay socage for the use of land. The emergence
of Latin American landowners was not only due to weak cities, large areas
of uncultivated land and involvement in the international division of labor
on the status of periphery (the emergence of Lithuanian landowners was
caused by the same reason), but also the colonial and institutional
environment. Most hacienda owners were either originating from Europe,
or loyal to the colonial policy.
The comparative analysis concerning structures and development
trends of Lithuanian manorial serf economy and Latin America hacienda
economy of the second half of the 18th century – second half of the
19th century does not allow to qualify these economic systems as being
affected by evolving capitalist relations of Western Europe. They were
neither a typical feudal economy (like medieval Western Europe manor
economy), nor genuine peripheral capitalist enterprises (in the strict sense of
neo-Marxist CWS concept). Both agricultural systems were dominated by
ordinary commercial production, which in the traditional Marxist
perspective is considered to be a typical feudal economy. However, the
production of Lithuanian manorial serf economy and Latin America
hacienda economy caused by consumerist economic logic of their owners
was market-oriented because of the impact of world economy. Lack of
capital to organize large-scale production led to weak involvement of these
economies on the international market. All these traits suggest that
Lithuanian manorial serf economy and Latin America hacienda economic
systems of the second half of the 18th century – the second half of the
19th century had peripheral capitalist features (i.e. serfdom labor use in the
production, political and economic colonial dependency, peripheral status
in the global division of labor, a constant residual manorial serf economy and
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hacienda economy production in the export structure), which were
intertwined with feudal economic system residues (one of them –
consumerist use of capital by the owners of manorial serf economies and
haciendas).
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Abstract
When the World War I began Lithuania was on
the vanguards of the military operations.
Around 60,000 Lithuanians were recruited in
the Russian Army and employed on the
operational fronts of the war. However, they
were not blind performers of Tsarist ambitions,
but, as The Amber Declaration showed,
nurtured political ambitions of their own. The
document issued on 4/17 August 1914 was
signed, inter alia, by the patriarch of national
credo, Jonas Basanavičius , and clearly affirmed
the Lithuanian ideals, i.e. the aim of unifying
Lithuania with Lithuania Minor then in
German hands and the awarding of an
autonomous status to a united Lithuania within
the Russian Empire.
This article tackles an enticing moment in the
process of national rebirth, the Congress of the
Representatives of the Lithuanian Military
Officers of the Romanian Front held in Bender
(Tighina), in southern Bessarabia, on 1-3
November 1917, calling for the creation of a
Lithuanian national state. How this congress
and the proclamation it issued fitted into the
general frame of self-determination movements
and Lithuanian national revival of 1917-1918,
which led to the rebirth of the Lithuanian state?
Who were the conveners and the participants to
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Rezumat
La începutul Primul Război Mondial, Lituania
a fost în prim-planul operațiunilor militare.
Aproximativ 60.000 de lituanieni au fost
recrutați în armata rusă și angajați pe fronturile
operaționale ale războiului. Cu toate acestea,
aceștia nu au fost interpreți orbi ai ambițiilor
țariste, ci, așa cum a arătat Declarația Ambrei,
au nutrit aspirații politice proprii. Documentul
emis la 4/17 august 1914 a fost semnat, printre
alții, de patriarhul naționalismului lituanian,
Jonas Basanavičius, și a afirmat clar idealurile
lituaniene, unificarea Lituaniei cu Lituania
Mică aflată în mâinile germane și acordarea
unui statut autonom unei Lituanii unite în
cadrul Imperiului Rus.
Acest articol abordează un moment interesant
din procesul renașterii naționale, Congresul
reprezentanților ofițerilor și militarilor
lituanieni de pe Frontul Român, organizat la 13 noiembrie 1917 la Bender (Tighina), în sudul
Basarabiei, care a stipulat crearea statului
independent lituanian. Cum s-au încadrat acest
congres și proclamația emisă cu acest prilej în
cadrul general al mișcărilor de autodeterminare
și renaștere națională lituaniană din perioada
1917-1918, care a dus la reconstituirea statului
lituanian? Cine au fost inițiatorii și
participanții la acest congres? Ce argumente au
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this congress? What arguments did they put
forward in their national-building claims? What
role did it play on the pathway to Lithuanian
independence?
Overlooked in most of the Lithuanian historical
treatises, the Congress of the Representatives of
the Lithuanian Military Officers of the
Romanian Front in Bender City had in fact of
greater significance than it allows to be
understood when counting solely the relatively
lower visibility of its leaders or the direct
institutional lineage to the proclamation of
independence.

prezentat în revendicările privind construcția
națională? Ce rol a jucat în genealogia
independenței lituaniene?
Neglijat în majoritatea tratatelor istorice
lituaniene, Congresul reprezentanților ofițerilor
și militarilor lituanieni de pe Frontul românesc
din orașul Bender a avut, în realitate, o
semnificație mai mare decât permite să se
înțeleagă atunci când se are în vedere doar
vizibilitatea ceva mai mică a conducătorilor săi
sau linia instituțională directă cu organismul
care a proclamat independența de stat.

Keywords: The Congress of the Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers; Romanian
front; Lithuanian independence; World War I; self-determination; devolution; Russian
Revolution; Taryba
CC BY-SA License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/2.0)

Introduction
When the World War I began Lithuania was on the vanguards of the
military operations. Around 60,000 Lithuanians were recruited in the
Russian Army and employed on the operational fronts of the war.1 However,
they were not blind performers of Tsarist ambitions, but, as The Amber
Declaration showed, nurtured political ambitions of their own. The document
issued on 4/17 August 1914 was signed, inter alia, by the patriarch of national
credo, Jonas Basanavičius2, and clearly affirmed the Lithuanian ideals, i.e.
Zigmantas Kiaupa, The history of Lithuania (Vilnius: Baltos lankos, 2005), 228.
Jonas Basanavičius (1851–1927) was the most prominent Lithuanian intellectual of late 19th
and early 20th century. After graduating the secondary school in the cultural city of
Marijampolė, he moved to Moscow graduating the Medical School in 1879. The following
year he started a medical and political career of 25 years in Bulgaria. Basanavičius received
Bulgarian citizenship, married a Bohemian German in 1884, was shortly chosen Prince
Ferdinand I of of Saxe-Coburg and Gotha’s physician and became a member of the Bulgarian
Democratic Party. Regardless his involvement in Bulgarian politics, he remained attached to
the Lithuanian roots and became a founder and the main figure of Aušra (published since
1883), the main newspaper promoting and heralding the birth of modern Lithuanian
nationalism. Returning in Lithuania in 1905, he was chosen chairman of the Great Assembly
of Vilnius convened on 21 November 1905 in the context of Russian 1905 Revolution. He
remained steadfast to his cultural convictions and thus founded the Lithuanian Scholarly
Society and attempted to focus the Lithuanian nationalist which he helped nurturing on
1
2
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the aim of unifying Lithuania with Lithuania Minor then in German hands
and the awarding of an autonomous status to a united Lithuania within the
Russian Empire.3 Already in August 1914 the advance of the Russian Army
towards East Prussia induced the atmosphere of war in the Baltic states. A
year later, city after city and village after village, Lithuania fell under the
occupation of the German Army, which devastated the city of Šiauliai, 50
towns and 1,200 villages. The last of the occupied lands was the historical
capital of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, the multicultural city of Vilnius (18
September / 1 October 1917).4 No less than 550,000 inhabitants of Lithuania
found refuge in Russia in order to shelter themselves from the horrors of
World War I.5 Alongside with Lithuanian soldiers of the Russian Army,
some of these refugees played an important role in the process of national
reawakening in the latter part of the war.
This article tackles an enticing moment in the process of national
rebirth, the Congress of the Representatives of the Lithuanian Military
Officers of the Romanian Front held in Bender, in southern Bessarabia, on 13 November 1917, calling for the creation of a Lithuanian national state. How
this congress and the proclamation it issued fitted into the general frame of
self-determination movements and Lithuanian national revival of 1917-1918,
which led to the rebirth of the Lithuanian state? Who were the conveners and
the participants to this congress? What arguments did they put forward in
their national-building claims? What role did it play on the pathway to
Lithuanian independence?

cultural sphere. A signatory of the Lithuanian Declaration of Independence of 16 February
1918, he seemed prone to a prominent role in the political life of independent Lithuania, but
instead chose to remain the leading figure of Lithuanians in the historical capital of the
country, Vilnius, which was then occupied by Poland, Saulius Sužiedėlis, Historical Dictionary
of Lithuania (Lanham, MD: Scarecrow Press, 2011), 63-64. On the Great Assembly of Vilnius,
see Saulius Sužiedėlis, „A Century After: The ‘Great Diet of Vilnius’ Revisited,” Journal of
Baltic Studies 38, no. 4 (2007): 419-432
3 Alfonsas Eidintas, Alfredas Bumblauskas, Antanas Kulakauskas, Mindaugas Tamošaitis,
The History of Lithuania (Vilnius: Publishing House "Eugrimas", 2013), 146.
4 Silviu Miloiu, Florin Anghel, Veniamin Ciobanu, Zigmantas Kiaupa, Istoria Lituaniei
(Târgoviște: Editura Cetatea de Scaun, 2011), 160 (hereafter Miloiu et. al a).
5 Tomas Balkelis, ”Nation-building and world war I refugees in Lithuania, 1918-1924”, Journal
of Baltic Studies vol. 34, issue 4 (2003): 432-456
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In order to answer these questions, I resorted to a blend of
documentary research and examination, historiography review, historical
comparison and content analysis. At the backbone of this article stands the
investigation of two documents held by the National Archives of Lithuania
and published in the volume The Romanian-Lithuanian Relations. Diplomatic
documents (1919-1944), namely the Minutes of the Congress of the
Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers on the Romanian Front
in Bender City in 1917 and the Correspondence of the Association of
Lithuanian Military Officers Additional Committee on the Romanian Front,
2 December 1917. Relevant for the Lithuanian efforts to repatriate its citizens
from Ukraine and Romania at the end of World War I is also the Letter from
the Government of the Republic of Lithuania by which it delegated Romanas
Chadakauskas as representative with diplomatic affairs to Ukraine and
Romania, Vilnius, dated 19 November 1918.6
Investigating these documents gives us a clearer image of the popular
endorsement and legitimacy of Lithuanian claims of independence.
Historiography has already revealed the support for independence among
large circles of Lithuanians in Lithuania proper, in Russia, the United States,
Switzerland, Sweden7, but has neglected so far to integrate more thoroughly
Silviu Miloiu (coordinator), Florin Anghel, Dalia Bukelevičiūtė, Alexandru Ghişa, Ramojus
Kraujelis, Bogdan-Alexandru Schipor, The Romanian-Lithuanian Relations. Diplomatic
documents (1919-1944) (Târgoviște: Editura Cetatea de Scaun, 2011), 25-37.
7 See, for instance, Raimundas Lopata, "The Lithuanian Card in Russian Policy, 1914—
1917," Jahrbücher Für Geschichte Osteuropas, Neue Folge, 42, no. 3 (1994): 340-54; Bent Jensen,
Lithuania’s declaration of independence> Danish and Scandinavian reactions, 4 1999): 40-53;
LtCol Andrew Parrott, `The Baltic States from 1914 to 1923: The First World War and the Wars
of Independence,~ Baltic Defence Review, 8, no. 2 (2002): 131-158; Chistian Rust, ”Selfdetermination at the beginning of 1918 and the German reaction,” Lithuanian Historical Studies,
13 (2008): 47-66; Joachim Tauber, „‘No Allies’: The Lithuanian Taryba and The National
Minorities 1916–1918,” Journal of Baltic Studies 38, no. 4 (2007): 433-444; David S. Foglesong,
„The United States, self-determination and the struggle against Bolshevism in the Eastern
Baltic region, 1918–1920,” Journal of Baltic Studies 26, no. 2 (1995): 107-144; Robert L. Nelson,
„The Baltics as Colonial Playground: Germany in the East, 1914–1918,” Journal of Baltic Studies
42, no. 1 (2011), 9-19; Joachim Tauber, „German Eastern Policy, 1917-1918,” Lithuanian
Historical Studies 13 (2008): 67-74; Edmundas Gimžauskas, „The Rada of Vilnius Belarusians
and the Council of Lithuania: allies or adversaries?,” Lithuanian Historical Studies 13 (2008):
119-126; Česlovas Laurinavičius, „One again on Soviet statehood in Lithuania in 1918-1919,”
?,” Lithuanian Historical Studies 13 (2008): 179-189.
6
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the pledge to independence of the Lithuanian military located on the
southern front voiced in Bender, Bessarabia. We shall first give an overview
of the general situation of Lithuanians in Russia, undertake an analysis of
the self-determination streams which flowed into East-Central Europe and
the Russian Empire and the Lithuanian drive towards independence. We
will then proceed to the historical analysis of the Congress of the
Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers of the Romanian Front
and focus on the documents issued as a result of this summit and the two
other aforementioned documents. Comparisons and parallels with other
documents asserting the independence of Lithuania will be also carried out.

The twilight of the First World War and the ideas of selfdetermination in East-Central Europe
When the German Army occupied Lithuania the region had belonged
to the Russian Empire for more than a century and would legally remain
therein with the status of occupied territories until 1918. For two years
Lithuania was administered by the German Eastern Front through Der
Oberbefehlshaber Ost. The situation in most of the new military provinces in
which Lithuanians lived, such as Vilnius, Lithuania (with headquarters in
Kaunas), Suvalkija, Courland, Grodno and Bialystok was appalling, while in
Berlin plans signed by Prof. Max Sering of the Gesellschaft zur Förderung der
inneren Kolonisation (Society for the promotion of internal colonization) in
September 1915 and October 1916 called for the colonization of Lithuanian
lands by German farmers.8 Already at this time concepts such as Herrenvolk
and Lebensraum were expressis verbis being employed. Sering’s ideas received
the backing of outstanding figures of the German military such as Erich von
Ludendorff who recalled the civilization mission of the Germans in Eastern
Europe. The song Mein Deutches Vaterland had to be sang in churches on
Sundays.9
In the meanwhile, freed from Russian occupation but under the joke of
the German military administration the Lithuanians fused in a series of
organizations in Lithuania or in exile, the most important of which was The
8
9

Nelson, 13.
Kiaupa, 230-234.
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Lithuanian Committee for the Discussion of Political Affairs, which counted
Jonas Basanavičius, Antanas Smetona, Aleksandras Stulginskis, Juozas
Stankevičius, and Petras Klimas among its members, and made attempts to
turn the Lithuanian problem into a European one. In mid-March 1917 the
German-occupied Lithuanians were reunited within the Militärverwaltung
Litauen (The Military Administration of Lithuania), whereas the ones settling
in Russia or drafted in the Russian Army created the Lithuanian National
Taryba, which three months later met in the first Seimas in Petrograd.10
The Bolshevik coup of October 1917 had a tremendous impact on the
Lithuanians. A Lithuanian National Diet of 222 delegates assembled at the
Vilnius Theatre on 11 December 1917 and a first document proclaiming the
restoration of Lithuania’s independence was issued. The document had to
take into account the situation of the country which was under German
occupation and therefore the new state emerged rather as a German
protectorate than a fully independent state. In matters of foreign and
economic policy, trade, transportation, customs etc. Lithuania was
dependent on Berlin.11 Germany would recognize under these terms the
independence of Lithuania next year on 23 March, and soon Wilhelm von
Urach of Würtemberg was proclaimed, following the advice of chairman of
Catholic Party Mathias Erzberger as King Mindaugas the Second.12 It seemed
like a compromise was found between the German ambitions of controlling
the area and the Lithuanian desire of statehood, but the settlement was shortlived. Even if the most radical plans of the German advocates of Herrenvolk
and Lebensraum were jeopardized, their proponents would not give up so
easily. On the other hand, the Lithuanians, initially content with an
autonomous statute, recalled the glory of their Grand Duchy and started to
look for a complete restitution of independence.
Indeed, Lithuanians were quite an exception among the nations
situated on the Western verge of the Russian Empire. Alongside with the
Poles, and for a few centuries together with them, they had a state of their
Ibid., 160.
Mindaugas Maksimaitis, „Lietuvos valstybės ir teisės atgimimo koncepcijos formavimasis”
[Formation of the Concept of Rebirth of Lithuanian Statehood and Law]," Jurisprudencija 20,
no. 1 (2013), 11.
12 Kiaupa, 323.
10
11
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own to refer to. At times, this state constituted an impressive regional power
of 800,000 sq.km., which was able to conquered even Moscow. This history
started to be remembered especially from mid-19th century among the
middle classes of Lithuania and constituted an engine in the drive towards
independence.13 This trend was further prompted inter alia by President
Wilson’s 14 Points and Lenin’s affirmation of the right of nations to selfdetermination with large echoes in the whole East Central Europe.14
In the meanwhile, the Brest-Litovsk Treaty of early March 1918
separated de jure Lithuania from the Russian state and Lithuanians felt
encouraged to differentiate themselves from the empire. The National
Council (Lietuvos Taryba) of 20 members (including Jonas Basanavičius and
Antanas Smetona) was formed and this body would eventually secure the
full independence of Lithuania. On 16 February a new declaration (whose
originals were recently discovered) was adopted on Pilies Street 26
proclaiming the full independence of Lithuania with its capital in Vilnius:
“The Council of Lithuania in its session of February 16, 1918 decided
unanimously to address the governments of Russia, Germany, and other
states with the following declaration:
The Council of Lithuania, as the sole representative of the Lithuanian
nation, based on the recognized right to national self-determination, and on
the Vilnius Conference’s resolution of September 18–23, 1917, proclaims the
restoration of the independent state of Lithuania, founded on democratic

Alvydas Nikžentaitis, "The Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth As an Ideological Oundation of the Unity of Intermarium?," Politeja : Pismo
Wydziału Studiów Międzynarodowych I Politycznych Uniwersytetu Jagiellońskiego 6 (2018): 91-105
14 There is a rich literature on the limits of Wilsonianism in terms of self-determination,
especially in what regards former Russian territory, see Betty Miller Unterberger, "The United
States and National Self-Determination: A Wilsonian Perspective," Presidential Studies
Quarterly 26, no. 4 (Fall, 1996): 926-41; Allen Lynch, "Woodrow Wilson and the Principle of
`National Self-Determination': a Reconsideration", Review of International Studies, 28 (2002):
419-436; Norman A. Graebner, and Edward M. Bennett, The Versailles Treaty and Its Legacy: The
Failure of the Wilsonian Vision (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2014), 54; Eugene P.
Trani, "Woodrow Wilson and the Decision to Intervene in Russia: A Reconsideration". The
Journal of Modern History, 48 (1976), no. 3: 440-461; Derek Heater, National Self-Determination:
Woodrow Wilson and His Legacy (Palgrave Macmillan, 2014); Margaret MacMillan, Paris 1919:
Six Months That Changed the World (London: John Murray Publishers, 2019).
13
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principles, with Vilnius as its capital, and declares the termination of all state
ties which formerly bound this State to other nations.
The Council of Lithuania also declares that the foundation of the
Lithuanian State and its relations with other countries will be finally
determined by the Constituent Assembly, to be convoked as soon as possible,
elected democratically by all its inhabitants.” 15

In November 1918, in circumstances turned bleak to Germany and the
allowed the Lithuanians to ask King Mindaugas II to leave the throne and
the country, and on November 2nd 1918 the country became a Republic as it
is still today. A new provisional Constitution was adopted the same day and
the power was entrusted to Antanas Smetona16 in his capacity of President
of Taryba and Augustinas Voldemaras as Prime Minister.17 This was not,
however, the end of a very complex and difficult drive towards statehood
and its international recognition.
Following the independence of Finland of 6 December 1917, the
proclamation of Lithuanian independence was the second in the eastern
Baltic region, soon to be emulated by Estonia on February 24 and Latvia on
Alfonsas Eidintas, Vytautas Žalys, Alfred Erich Sen, and Edvardas Tuskenis, Lithuania in
European Politics: The Years of First Republic, 1918-1940 (Vilnius: Vaga, 2004), 29-30.
16 Antanas Smetona (1874-1944) was Lithuania’s founding father and its authoritarian head of
state between 1927 and 1940. Born on 10 August 1874 in Ukmerge region, Lithuania, Russian
Empire, Smetona graduated in law in 1902 at St. Petersburg University. Soon he became
involved in politics, journalism and teaching. As editor of the newspaper Viltis (The Hope)
from 1907, he advocated national unity, an ideal he was to uphold during his entire political
career. One of the main organizers of the Lithuanian Conference in Vilnius (18-23 September
1917), he eventually became the chairman of the Lithuanian State Council. In this capacity,
Smetona signed the Lithuanian Declaration of Independence from Russia on 16 February
1918. The State Council elected him on 4 April 1919 the first President of the Republic of
Lithuania. In the aftermath of a military coup against the Socialist government in December
1926, Smetona was re-elected President of Lithuania (as he would also be in 1931 and 1938).
In April 1927 he dissolved the Parliament and started building a nationalistic and paternalist
regime. Smetona was called Tautos Vadas (Nation’s Leader). His regime collapsed abruptly
following the conclusion of the Ribbentrop-Molotov Pact (23 August 1939) that ended in
Lithuania’s incorporation into Soviet Union during 1939-1940. Upon his government’s
reluctance to resist militarily to the Soviets, Smetona handed over power on 15 June and
secretly fled to Germany, reaching the U.S.A. at the beginning of 1941. Smetona died in a fire
at his home in Cleveland on 9 January 1944.
17 B. Darijus, M. Gediminas, & V.Milda, ”The role and place of the preamble in Lithuanian
constitutional regulation”, Baltic Journal of Law & Politics, 8, no. 2 (2015), 136-158
15
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18 November. This reverberated in the entire Baltic area, in Western Russia
and beyond it.
The Congress of the Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers
of the Romanian Front in Bender City
In fact, many networks were already operational at the time of the
proclamation as the war created new unprecedented opportunities of
interactions and contacts. A Congress of the Representatives of the
Lithuanian Military Officers of the Romanian Front in Bender City was
summoned on November 1-3, 1917 whose resolutions prefaced the
proclamation of 16 February 1918.18 Notwithstanding the Congress’s name,
Bender did not yet belong to Romania before the decision of Sfatul Țării
(Country Council) of March 27th, 1918 of unification with Romania.
After the formal scrutiny and approval by the Congress, forty-eight
representatives attended at the congress, five additional guests appearing at
the meeting having a deliberative vote. By secret ballot a presidium was
elected, Doctor in Medicine Bol. Kaunas receiving 45 votes, a soldier named
A. Babilius (who was also the initiator of the Congress) only one less,
praporshchik Žilinskas 42 votes and a clerk K. Juknevičius 29 votes.
Eventually, other delegates showed up making a total of 89 voters. Babilius,
Žilinskas, Juknevičius alongside Lithuanian physician and future eminent
politician Eliziejus Draugelis19 and equally importantly the future prominent

”Protokolai Lietuvių karininkų atstovų Rumunų fronto suvažiavimo, įvykusių Benderų
mieste 1917 metuose”, Lietuvos vyriausiojo archyvaro tarnyba (National Archives of
Lithuania), f. 384, ap. 3, b. 630, l. 78-79; Miloiu et al., 25-37.
19 Eliziejus Draugelis (1888 - 1981) was born on 11 April 1888 in Vilkaviškis county, Gižai
parish. He graduated in 1914 the Faculty of Medicine of Moscow University, after serving
from 1910 as chairman of Rūta Moscow Students' Association. During wartime he was
recruited as a physician for three years. Eventually he was selected member of the Supreme
Lithuanian Council in Russia, had been shortly imprisoned by the new Soviet Regime before
returning to Lithuania and being nominated as member of the Council of Luthuania in 1918,
in the Marijampolė City Council and later mayor of the city. Elected in the Parliament, he
became Minister of the Interior (1919-1920) and continued to play a crucial role both in high
politics, health care politics and medicine. An adversary of dictator Antanas Smetona who
had him imprisoned for five months, in the 1930s he would devote himself to medicine.
Member of the Lithuanian Christian Democratic Party during World War II, he succeeded
extracting himself from the country before the renewed Red Army occupation, spent three
18
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general Vincas Vitkauskas20 were elected for the executive committee of the
Lithuanian Military Officers of the Romanian Front.
The main issues stood at the centre of the congress regarded
organisation, the national issue, and the attitude in respect of the Russian
Constituent Assembly, followed by debates. Unanimously, the Congress
agreed to hail the formation of the Central Committee of the Lithuanian
Military Officers, the triumvirate for the establishment of the Supreme
National Body in Russia constituted of Jonas Jablonskis, Pranas Mašiotas and
Kazys Grinius, the Rada of Ukraine on the Romanian Front and the congress
of the front of Romanian comrades and the Rumcherod.21

years in Germany as a camp physician and ended his career in Brazil as a professor at Faculty
of Medicine of the University of São Paulo, Lietuvos Respublikos Seimas, „Dalies Steigiamojo
Seimo
narių
(1920-1922)
biografijos”,
at
https://www3.lrs.lt/pls/inter/w5_show?p_r=4160&p_d=2735&p_k=1 (accessed on 22.05.2018).
20 Vincas Vitkauskas (1890-1965) came from a poor farmer family which managed to earn a
living as a results of his father’s hard work in Pennsylvanian coal mines. This allowed his son
to study mathematics at Moscow State University. Recruited in the Russian Army he became
a junior army officer (praporshchik) after attending the short-term courses of Alekseevskoe
Military School located in Moscow. When he was elected to the Bender Congress he was a
member of the 5th Infantry Regiment belonging to the 9th Army. In 1919 he joined the
Lithuanian Army and fought in the independence wars asserting the country’s independence
against Soviets, Germans and Polish. His professional position was fostered by Antanas
Merkys whom he met on the Romanian Front. Although he supported the coup of Antanas
Smetona, his career lingered until 1930s when he was raised to position of inspector of the
infantry. He was made a general in 1939 and soon promoted commander of the Lithuanian
army. He marched into Vilnius on 28 October 1939 following the Soviet-Lithuanian Mutual
Assistance Treaty imposed as an outcome of the Ribbentrop-Molotov Treaty. On 15 June 1940
he counselled the political leadership to accept the Soviet ultimatum and consent to the loss
of Lithuanian independence. To prove right some of the migivings of his army comrades and
political bosses, he continued to the serve under Soviet-dominated people’s government as
Minister of Defense and accepted the assignment of calling for the official Soviet annexation
in a delegation of 20 Lithuanian representatives voyaging to Moscow. He even received an
appointment to Stalin and Soviet Commissar of Defense Semion Timoshenko in order to
prepare the ground for dismantling the Lithuanian Army wherein he served for two decades.
Now a Soviet lieutenant general, he was elevated to membership in the Supreme Soviet of the
Soviet Union and the Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR, professorship, etc. Alfred Erich
Senn, Lithuania 1940: Revolution from Above (Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2007), 54, 75, 78, 105, 108,
120, 133, 141, 144, 145, 173, Eidintas, Žalys, Sen, Tuskenis, 182-183; Eidintas, Bumblauskas,
Kulakauskas, Tamošaitis, 212-213; Dangiras Mačiulis, Darius Staliūnas, Lithuanian nationalism
and the Vilnius Question, 1883-1940 (Marburg: Verlag Herder-Institut, 2015), 177.
21 Miloiu et al., 25-37.
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The establishment of the Central Committee of the Lithuanian Military
Officers belongs to the countless initiatives of framing the soldiers in nationbuilders that flourished as a result of the Russian Revolution. Jablonskis,
Mašiotas and Grinius, the founders of the Trijų tarybos, were well established
intellectuals who would continue to play a key role in independent
Lithuania. Grandfather of Vytautas Landsbergis, Jonas Jablonskis (1860–
1930), nicknamed “Rygiškių Jonas” (John from Rygiškiai), was the gifted
offspring of a farmer who started at the end of the 19th century to study the
Lithuanian dialects and shape them in the interwar period, with
governmental support, into standard Lithuanian of today. He grounded this
linguistic construct on the idiom of aukštaičiai (a dialect spoken in
Suvalkija).22 Mašiotas (1863–1940) came from a farmer’s family as well,
studied Physics and Mathematics at Moscow University and gained
notoriety as one of the pens of the pioneering Lithuanian language
newspapers Aušra and Varpas. Eventually, he grew into a diligent writer and
translator and was a children favourite for his fiction books devoted to them.
He was chosen in the Trijų tarybos with the support of the Lithuanian military
representatives and was lifted to the position of vice chairman of the
Supreme Lithuanian Council. Father-in-law of celebrated Lithuanian
diplomat and foreign minister Juozas Urbšys, during the interwar period
Mašiotas held key positions in the Ministry of Education and the education
sector in general.23 Kazys Grinius (1866-1950) raised to the status of head of
state during interwar period between 7 June and 19 December 1926, being
removed from power by the same coup of Antanas Smetona which rocketed
Mašiotas’s career. A physician educated at the University of Moscow,
Grinius came from a higher positioned family when compared to Jablonskis
and Mašiotas. Before the war he gained audience as an intellectual, journalist
for Varpas, history author, social activist who swore allegiance to Lithuanian
national credo and one of the faithful supporters of the rule of law, diversity,
Eidintas, Žalys, Sen, Tuskenis, 2, 130; Saulius A. Suziedelis, Historical Dictionary of Lithuania
(Scarecrow Press, 2011), 165, „The eternal search for normality” (2018, Feb 17), Frankfurter
Allgemeine
Zeitung
Retrieved
from
https://search-proquest-com.am.enformation.ro/docview/2002586351?accountid=136549
23 Algirdas Grigaravičius, "Politinė lietuvių veikla Rusijoje 1917 metais", Darbai ir dienos 60
(2013), 23-72.
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dialogue and democracy, which he fostered in independent Lithuania as
Prime Minister and chief of republic. Following the coup, he manifested his
resentment against the dictatorship principles, protested against Nazi
Antisemitism in Lithuania during the World War II and got arrested, finally
finding his relief in exile after 1944.24
While the first two bodies regarded directly the Lithuanian national
renaissance and the document does not mention reasons for greeting their
appearance, in all other cases arguments were offered. The Lithuanians
regarded the Ukrainian and Romanian bodies, which were already
harbouring inimical views with regard to the geographic definition of the
national realm and borders, as foster-brothers fed by similar national and
social ideals.
The Central Rada was founded in early March 1917 in the wake of the
Russian Revolution under the head of Mykhailo Hrushevsky supported by
a new generation of Ukrainian nationalists. The initial goal was to seek for
the territorial autonomy of Ukraine, which was also supported by Ukrainian
military units. In summer of 1917 Rada was elevated to the status of
parliament. The Bolshevik coup of October 1917 prompted the more radical
Ukrainian nationalists to consider, at the time when Congress of the
Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers of the Romanian Front
met, an independent course for their country. On the contrary, the new
Bolshevik regime gave its recognition to Communist-sponsored Ukrainian
Congress of Workers’, Peasants’, and Soldiers’ Deputies as the commanding
authority in Ukraine, a decision which was rebuked by Ukrainians who in a
large proportion cast their vote in the All-Russian Constituent Assembly
elections for nationally-inclined parties.25 Subordinated to the Central Rada
were various regional or local bodies often called Radas, as the one
mentioned in the document.

Gediminas Ilgūnas, Kazys Grinius (Vilnius: Pradai, 2000); Alfonsas Eidintas, Kazys Grinius:
ministras pirmininkas ir prezidentas (Vilnius: Mintis, 1993).
25 Georgiy Kasianov, „Ukraine between Revolution, Independence, and Foreign Dominance”,
in Wolfram Dornik, Peter Lieb, Alexei Miller, Hannes Leidinger, Georgiy Kasianov, Vasyl
Rasevych, and Bogdan Musial, The Emergence of Ukraine: Self-Determination, Occupation, and
War in Ukraine, 1917–1922 (Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies Press, 2015), 77-89; Serhii
Plokhy, The Gates of Europe: A History of Ukraine (New York: Basic Books, 2017).
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Harbouring national ideals, the Congress of Moldovan soldiers and
officers on the Romanian Front met in Jassy between 10 and 12 October 1917
pleading for an autonomous Bessarabia, Romanian language in state
education, land reform, social change, etc. The Congress underwritten the
creation of the Sfatul Țării, a national body that would eventually proclaim
first the autonomy, then independence and finally unification with Romania
on 27 March 1918.26 It also prepared the ground for the Moldovan Military
Congress of 20-27 October 1917 gathered in Chișinău attended by 900
participants of which 600 were soldiers and officers and 300 belonged to
political parties and factions, various movement and organizations.
Reinforcing the decision of seeking for autonomy within the Russian Empire,
the Congress also decided to proclaim a land reform allowing for the
redistribution of lands to peasants without compensation, establish public
schools, prepare the ground for a Bessarabian army and a separate budget,
etc.27
Similar to the Ukrainian Rada and the Congress of Moldovan soldiers
and officers on the Romanian Front, Rumcherod or Central Executive
Committee of the Soviets of Romanian Front, Black Sea Fleet, and Odessa Oblast, a
creation of the 1st Congress of Front and District Soviets in Odessa of May
1917, was initially anti-Communist, placing emphasis on social issues and
the national question. After the Bolshevik coup, however, the first
Rumcherod was disbanded and the Leninists concocted a new body that
swore allegiance to their government and Communist ideology.28
The programme in nine points adopted in Bender was far-reaching
when compared to Ukrainian or Romanian Moldavian aspirations, the
Congress demanding no less than the independence of Lithuania. This
appears plainly expressed in points 1 and 9 of the resolution. The first point
Ion Țurcanu, Sfatul Țării. Istoria zbuciumată a unei importante instituții politice basarabene din
anii 1917-1918 (Chișinău: Editura Arc, 2018).
27 Alberto Basciani, Dificila unire: Basarabil și România Mare (1918-1940) (Chișinău: Editura
Cartier, 2018), 95.
28 Victor Savcenko, „Sfatul Țării, Rada Centrală și Rumcerod: conflictul de interese în sudul
Basarabiei (decembrie 1917 – februarie 1918)” [Sfatul Țării, the Central Rada and Rumcherod:
Conflict of Interests in South Bessarabia], Conferința "Centenar Sfatul Ţării: 1917–2017"
Materialele conferinţei ştiinţifice internaţionale, Chişinău Moldova, 21 noiembrie 2017 (Chişinău:
Editura Lexon, 2017): 493-497.
26
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is imperative and leaves no ambiguity on the goal of the Congress:
„Lithuania shall be independent”. The ninth point details how this
independence had to be achieved: the Provisional Government was to
pronounce the independence of Lithuania under similar conditions laid
down for Poland.29 In fact the proclamation of an independent Poland on 30
March lacked any minutiae as to how this would be implemented.30 On the
other hand the Russian Provisional Government had already lost popularity
and would soon be doomed as a result of the Communist takeover.
In the same token, other decisions adopted by the Congress
emphasized the sovereignty of the new state: „no other country shall take
the initiative to solve the future of Lithuania” (point 4) and its total divorce
from Russia: „ The Russian Constituent Assembly shall recognize the right
of the Lithuanian Nation to decide upon the life of the State of Lithuania in
the Lithuanian Constituent Assembly” (point 5).
A geographic concept of the new state is to be identified in point 9 of
the resolution calling for the unification of Lithuania Major and Lithuania
Minor to which the Suwałki Governorate was also to be added. When the
Teutonic Order set foot on the Eastern Baltic it gradually absorbed territories
inhabited by local communities including an area dwelled by Lithuanians,
which later came to be known as Lithuania Minor.31 The territory passed on
to the Duchy of Prussia and the Kingdom of Prussia. Following the German
unification in 1871 it became part of the German Empire, while its Lithuanian
settlers were baptized Lietuvininkai or Prussian Lithuanians. In contrast to its
name, Lithuania Minor became the cradle of Lithuanian literary creation
already from mid-18th century. In the century of nationalities in Lithuania
Minor more literature and press were printed then Lithuania Major or
Lithuania proper.32 It was in Lithuania Minor where the Liberal nationalist
of mixed Sorbian descent and linguistic prodigy Georg Julius Justus
Sauerwein (1831-1904) composed the anthem of Lietuvininkai of Lithuania
Miloiu et al., 25-37
Norman Davies, God's Playground: A History of Poland in Two Volumes, Vol. 2 (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2005), 279, 285.
31 Burnam W. Reynolds, The Prehistory of the Crusades Missionary War and the Baltic Crusades
(London: Bloomsbury Publishing Plc, 2016).
32 Eidintas, Bumblauskas, Kulakauskas, Tamošaitis, 14-15.
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Minor “Lithuanian we were born /Lithuanian we want to be / We received
that honour at birth / We cannot let it perish”. Sauerwein adopted the
Lithuanian name Jurgis Sauerveinas and plainly rejected the Germanization
policies of the end of the 19th century.33
Although the Congress of the Representatives of the Lithuanian
Military Officers of the Romanian Front codified remarkably early in its
programme the unity of Lithuania proper with Lithuania Minor, the
aspiration had already been advocated at the beginning of the war in July
1914 in Vilnius when Jonas Basanavičius, Stasys Šilingas34 and Donatas
Malinauskas35 compiled the abovementioned Amber Declaration which
called in the event of a Russian victory in the war for the unification of the
two territories divided by the river Nemunas, Lithuania proper and
Lithuania Minor, in an autonomous province within the Russian Empire.
The declaration was not sheltered from public eyes, but openly professed in
the Russian Duma on 4 August 1914. The Germans would not remain silent
but prompted MP Vilius Gaigalaitis36 to profess in the Landtag the aim of
Vejas G. Liulevicius, The German Myth of the East: 1800 to the Present (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2011), 107; Leonidas Donskis, Identity and Freedom: Mapping Nationalism and
Social Criticism in Twentieth Century Lithuania (London: Routledge, 2002), 45.
34 Stays Šilingas (1885–1962) was a Lithuanian statesman and nation-builder of baronial
extraction who was involved in all major turnabouts of Lithuanian history of the first half of
the Twentieth Century. He was a literate and fine arts collector, took part on the barricades of
the Russian Revolution in 1905, was promoted a diplomat in the Russian Ministry of Foreign
Affairs between 1915 and 1917, returned to Lithuania to play a crucial role in the
restablishment of an independent state of Lithuania in 1918 as a member of the State Council
of Lithuania and one of the three heads of state in 1918 alongside Antanas Smetona and
Justinas Staugaitis (1866–1943). Compiler of the Lithuanian Constitution, minister, and an
influential supporter of the authoritarian regime of Smetona, he had been deported by the
Soviets in Siberia on June 14th, 1941 and allowed to return to his country only two decades
later, Sužiedėlis, 235; Robert A. Vitas, "Civil Military Relations in Lithuania Under President
Antanas
Smetona
1926-1940"
(1986).
Master's
Theses.
3437,
https://ecommons.luc.edu/luc_theses/3437, 50, 226.
35 Donatas Malinauskas (1877-1942) was a Lithuanian nationalist trained in Bohemia and a
signatory of the Declaration of Indendence in 1918. A diplomat during the interwar period
iun Czechoslovakia and Estonia, he was instructed in March 1920 to ask for the international
recognition of his country from Kingdom of Romania with no concrete results, Dalia
Bukelevičiūtė, „The political and diplomatic relations between Lithuania and Romania (19351940)”, The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 2 (2010): 26.
36 Vilius Gaigalaitis (1870-1945) was a theologian and social and cultural figure with an
education background in theology and philosophy at the universities of Königsberg and
33
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reuniting the two Lithuanias within the German Reich.37 It was therefore a
red thread which connects the resolutions adopted in Bender to the general
aspirations of the Lithuanian intelligentsia, but it is also to be placed
emphasis on the maturation of the national aspiration prompted by the war
and the Russian Revolution even before the Bolsheviks had launched their
final bid for power.
Lithuania Major or proper was the inheritor of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania that alongside Poland had given birth to Rzeczpospolita according
to the Lublin Union of 1569 and was annexed by Russia following the third
division of Rzeczpospolita of 1795. During the Napoleonic Wars in 1801
Lithuania proper was divided into Vilnius and Grodno gubernyas and three
decades later, following the 1831 uprising, the name Lithuania was banned
and the province was re-baptized North-western Krai.38
A Lithuanian memorandum of 10 June 1916 defined Lithuania as a
composite of Kaunas Gubernya, Švenčionys, Trakai and Vilnius districts of
Vilnius Gubernya, areas of Lyda and Ašmena districts, the northern part of
Grodno Gubernya, Palanga and some three quarters of the Suwałki
Governorate, which is also mentioned in resolution of the Bender Congress
was an inseparable part of a reborn Lithuanian state.39 Therefore, the claim
for Suwałki, detached from Lithuania as a result of the Vienna Congress of
1814-1815, was likewise fully in line with earlier nation-building projects.
The Congress defined sovereignty equally in terms of domestic and
external self-determination. The new state was to exert control over its
territory independently with no interference from external countries within
its borders, including Russia from which it was to split up. Besides, Lithuania

Berlin. Repeatedly elected MP in the Prussian landtag for Lithuanians he would be a member
of National Council of Lithuania Minor and eventually served as a diplomat at the Peace
Conference in Paris with the task of securing the Klaipėda region (or Memel, in German) for
Lithuania. In interwar Lithuania he served as chair of the Lithuanian Evangelical Lutheran
Consistory and was one of the founders of Faculty of Evangelical Theology at Vytautas
Magnus University of Kaunas. In 1941 he settled in Germany and was under Gestapo
surveilance. „Gaigalaitis Vilius”, at https://www.silutesknygininkai.lt/silute/gaigalaitisvilius/ (accessed on 2.03.2018).
37 Eidintas, Bumblauskas, Kulakauskas, Tamošaitis, 146.
38 Ibid., 16.
39 Miloiu et al. a, 162.
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was to be able to pursue a foreign policy of its own, to enter into treaties and
agreements with other countries, to assert itself internationally and at the
outset to seek international recognition.40 Domestic sovereignty is reflected
in points 2 and 3 of the resolution clearly spotlighting the idea that „ the
sovereign authority shall belong to the nation in Lithuania” and „the
Lithuanian Constituent Assembly shall have the exclusive power to decide
upon the form of government of Lithuania”.41 The chanting and Lithuanian
national anthem provides additional proof of the allegiance of the Congress.
Equally unambiguously is defined the external self-determination in
point 3 of the resolution („Lithuania’s relations with the neighbouring
nations and countries”), although allowing for an international decision to
give recognition to the new state. Point 6 circumscribed the issue of
Lithuania as an international issue to be decided by the Peace Congress, but
such a pronouncement could only be made providing that Lithuania was
fully represented on an equal footing with other nations (point 7).42
The Bender Congress did not eschew from outlining the envisaged
political system of a reincarnated Lithuania. The country was to be
„government by democratic principles”43, which was fully in tune with the
general mood in the new Russian Republic.
The dissemination of the principles and documents adopted at the
Congress was to be achieved to all Lithuanian units and Lithuanian soldiers
on the Romanian front and beyond and by so doing it almost certainly
reached a large audience.
An Instruction to the Lithuanian Military Officers of the Romanian
Front in the Event of Demobilisation of 26 November called for the
Lithuanian soldiers and officers who would not be able to return to their
homeland to wait for instructions of a Lithuanian Demobilisation

There is a vast literature on sovereignty, see for instance Stephen D. Krasner, „Rethinking
the sovereign state model”, Review of international studies 27 (2001): special issue, 17-42;
Leonard V. Smith, Sovereignty at the Paris Peace Conference of 1919 (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2018).
41 Miloiu et al., 25-37.
42 Ibid.
43 Ibid.
40
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Commission and informed this body weekly on the situation of Lithuanians
drafted on the Romanian Front.44
With the „German bayonets”, as the document read it, in control of
Ukraine, many Lithuanians who had been assigned on the Romanian front
found it extremely difficult to reach Lithuania before the Compiegne
Armistice which ended the Great War. This explains why barely a week after
the armistice, on 19 November 1918, the Lithuanian Government rushed to
dispatch Romanas Chadakauskas on a diplomatic mission to Ukraine and
Romania.45 The nature of his mission is to be understood when recalling the
fact that already in August 1918 Chadakauskas had been appointed by
Lietuvos Tarybos (The Council of Lithuania) to Germany with the same
assignment of returning the POWs held in custody in this country.46 Even as
late as September 1920 a Lithuanian delegate lawyer Andrius Lisauskis
(1879-1949) had been given the task of travelling to Romania and Odessa in
order to return Lithuanian citizens to their home land.47 He was received by
Romanian Prime Minister Alexandru Averescu, the most prominent of
Romanian generals of World War I, who offered him all assistance he needed
to travel the Lithuanians from Ukraine48 through Bender (Tighina) Galați and
Constanța and then on to Czechoslovakia on the way back to their
motherland.

Conclusions
Overlooked in most of the Lithuanian historical treatises, the Congress
of the Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers of the Romanian
Front in Bender City had in fact of greater significance than it allows to be
understood when counting solely the relatively lower visibility of its leaders
or the direct institutional lineage to the proclamation of independence. First,
Ibid.
Ibid., 37.
46 Sandra Grigaravičiūtė, „Lietuvos Tarybos (ne)atstovavimas Šveicarijoje 1917–1918”, 67, at
http://www.parlamentostudijos.lt/Nr25/files/37-77.pdf (accessed on 22.05.2018).
47 Miloiu et al., 38.
48 On the basis of article 6 of the Lithuanian peace treaty with Russia of 12 July 1920, see „Peace
Treaty between Lithuania and The Russian Socialist Federal Republic, and Protocol, signed at
Moscow On July 12, 1920”,
http://gis.nacse.org/tfdd/tfdddocs/archiveApril2010/25ENG.htm (accessed on 22.05.2018).
44
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the resolutions of the Congress make a perfect outfit of the national
aspirations of the Lithuanian nationalists as embodied in The Act of
Reinstating Independence of Lithuania (Lietuvos Valstybės atkūrimo aktas) of
February 16th, 1918. The goal of devolution from the Russian Republic and
the proclamation of full independence precedes and anticipates the
proclamation of independence three months later. It is remarkable how
detailed and well-phrased are these national goals laid down in the
document. Secondly, the document strikes with its far-reaching objectives
when compared to the contemporary Ukrainian or Bessarabian intentions as
asserted in their congresses and assemblies. In Ukraine or Bessarabia even
the search for territorial autonomy was very recent and its exponents
regarded as radicals. The authors of this resolution are perfectly informed on
the evolutions on the Romanian front, in Ukraine, Poland, Russia and in their
own country, which allows them to come up with state-of-the-art reflections
and solutions expressing their desires. The document is not only farreaching, but wide-ranging as well. It provided not only for sovereignty, but
defined territoriality, provided for the international recognition of
devolution, the international representation of Lithuanian interests and the
nature of its internal political regime.
Besides, the document is a refutation of the arguments of a whole body
of historians who argued that after the removal of the Tsar and autocracy the
Russian Republic might have been able to endure relatively unchanged
provided that the Bolsheviks could be prevented from seizing power. As this
and other documents demonstrate, the Russian government was already
loosing grasp of power for not being able to take more steadfast decision of
reforming the state.
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Mačiulis, Dangiras, and Darius Staliūnas. Lithuanian nationalism and the
Vilnius Question, 1883-1940. Marburg: Verlag Herder-Institut, 2015.
Donskis, Leonidas. Identity and Freedom: Mapping Nationalism and Social
Criticism in Twentieth Century Lithuania. London: Routledge, 2002.
Dornik, Wolfram, Peter Lieb, Alexei Miller, Hannes Leidinger, Georgiy
Kasianov, Vasyl Rasevych, and Bogdan Musial. The Emergence of
Ukraine: Self-Determination, Occupation, and War in Ukraine, 1917–1922.
Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies Press, 2015.
Eidintas, Alfonsas, Alfredas Bumblauskas, Antanas Kulakauskas,
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Abstract
We can all agree that World War II, beyond its
military, political or economic coordinates,
countless tragedies, convulsions propagated
around the world, tensions and dramas often
felt to our day, was for all of us a lesson of
geography. From this perspective, the invasion
of Poland in September 1939 by the German
and Soviet troops was a first lesson, continued
on another level by the Soviet-Finnish Winter
War. The invasion of Norway (and Denmark)
by the Germans in April 1940, followed by the
allied reaction and the transformation of the
Scandinavian states into a theatre of military
operations, was monitored with distinct
interest in Romania, at political, diplomatic
and military level, but also at the level of
general perception of a society that was both
worried and avid, in the context of the
European (for the time being) war, of
information on the evolution of the conflict and
not only. Names such as Oslo, Narvik,
Trondheim, Åndalsnes, Namsos, Bergen,
Lillehammer, Stavanger or Tromsø become
familiar to the Romanian public. We find,
especially in the Romanian media of the time, a
luxurious
abundance
of
accounts,
commentaries,
editorials,
telegrams
or
interviews related to the conduct of military
operations in northern Europe, beyond the

Rezumat
Putem fi cu toții de acord asupra faptului că al
doilea război mondial, dincolo de desfășurarea
sa pe coordonate militare, politice sau
economice, de tragediile fără număr, de
convulsiile propagate la nivelul întregii lumi,
de tensiunile și dramele resimțite adesea până
în zilele noastre, a fost pentru noi toți și o lecție
de geografie. Din această perspectivă, invadarea
Poloniei din septembrie 1939 de către trupele
germane și sovietice a fost o primă lecție,
continuată, la un alt nivel, de Războiul de
Iarnă sovieto-finlandez. Invadarea Norvegiei (și
Danemarcei) de către germani, din aprilie
1940, urmată de reacția aliată și transformarea
statelor scandinave într-un teatru de operațiuni
militare a fost urmărită cu un deosebit interes
în România, atât la nivel politic, diplomatic și
militar, dar și la nivelul percepției generale a
societății, îngrijorate și avidă, în contextul
războiului, european deocamdată, de informații
cu privire la evoluția conflictului și nu numai.
Iar nume precum Oslo, Narvik, Trondheim,
Åndalsnes, Namsos, Bergen, Lillehammer,
Stavanger sau Tromsø devin familiare
publicului român. Descoperim, mai ales în
presa românească a vremii, o bogăție luxuriantă
de relatări, comentarii, editoriale, telegrame sau
interviuri legate de desfășurarea operațiunilor
militare din nordul Europei, dincolo de cenzura
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censorship and restrictions imposed by the
conditions of the war. From this perspective, we
find it difficult to attempt even to pursue the
conflict in Norway in April-May 1940 only in
the light of articles in the Romanian press.
Central newspapers, in the first place, abound
with telegrams that alternately feature views,
news, and information from both camps.
Inevitably there were various denials, rumors,
or what we call today "fake news", often taken
over by the sensational rush, even by big press
agencies of the time, without mentioning
newspapers in European capitals including
Bucharest. For this reason, our objective is to
identify and analyze some of the Romanian
echoes generated by the invasion of Norway,
both in the Romanian media, but also at a
diplomatic or military level, in a context in
which Romania, as a neutral state, lived its
own tensions and worries about its future fate
as the war spread across the old continent.

și restricțiile impuse de condițiile războiului.
Din această perspectivă, considerăm dificilă o
eventuală încercare de a urmări desfășurarea
conflictului din Norvegia din aprilie-mai 1940
doar prin prisma articolelor din presa
românească. Ziarele centrale, în primul rând,
abundă de telegrame care prezentau, alternativ,
puncte de vedere, știri și informații din ambele
tabere. Inevitabil apăreau diverse dezmințiri,
zvonuri sau ceea ce astăzi numim „știri false”,
preluate adesea, în goana după senzațional,
chiar de mari agenții de presă ale timpului, fără
a mai vorbi de ziarele din capitalele europene,
inclusiv București. Din acest motiv, obiectivul
nostru este acela de a identifica și analiza
câteva dintre ecourile românești generate de
invazia Norvegiei, atât în presa românească,
dar și la nivel diplomatic sau militar, într-un
context în care România, ca stat neutru, trăia
propriile tensiuni și îngrijorări cu privirea la
soarta sa viitoare în condițiile în care râzboiul
se întindea pe bătrânul continent.

Keywords: World War II, German invasion, Norway, Scandinavian States, Romania, Allies
CC BY-SA License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/2.0)
This paper was presented at the “Norway 100” Seminar hosted by „Al. I. Cuza” University of
Iași and co-organized with the Norwegian Centre for International Cooperation in Higher
Education, the Romanian Association for Baltic and Nordic Studies and the Department of
Germanic Studies in Iaşi on November 18, 2017 to mark 100 years of diplomatic
relations between Romania and Norway.

It has been often said that World War II, beyond its military, political
or economic coordinates, countless tragedies, convulsions propagated
around the world, tensions and dramas often felt to our day, was for all of
us a lesson of geography. How else could it be justified that most of those
passionate or interested in the great conflagration, or who have transitorily
and compulsorily studied it in schools have heard of Guadalcanal and
Benghazi, Tobruk and Stalingrad, Kursk and Casablanca, Viipuri or
Khania, Tolvajärvi Rio de la Plata, to give just a few random examples of
names without which the history of that war could not be complete? From
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this perspective, the invasion of Poland in September 1939 by the German
and Soviet troops was a first lesson, continued on another level by the
Soviet-Finnish Winter War. At least at the level of the perceptions of the
Romanian society, in all its spheres, the Winter War and the general
sympathy wave for the Finnish cause it generated probably constituted the
first important window actually opened in Romania to the Nordic society
and Scandinavia, the first opportunity to discover a whole world, otherwise
quite exotic and marginal.
However, the Soviet neighborhood and the related danger connecting
Finland to Romania at that time diluted and diminished to some extent the
discovery of "the other", the immediate interest being focused on the
outcome of the war and its profound consequences, including for SouthEast Europe. The invasion of Norway (and Denmark) by the Germans in
April 1940, followed by the allied reaction and the transformation of the
Scandinavian states into a theater of military operations, was monitored
with distinct interest in Romania, at political, diplomatic and military level,
but also at the level of general perception of a society that was both worried
and avid, in the context of the European (for the time being) war, of
information on the evolution of the conflict and not only. Names such as
Oslo, Narvik, Trondheim, Åndalsnes, Namsos, Bergen, Lillehammer,
Stavanger or Tromsø become familiar to the Romanian public. We find,
especially in the Romanian media of the time, a luxurious abundance of
accounts, commentaries, editorials, telegrams or interviews related to the
conduct of military operations in northern Europe, beyond the censorship
and restrictions imposed by the conditions of the war. From this
perspective, we find it difficult to attempt even to pursue the conflict in
Norway in April-May 1940 only in the light of articles in the Romanian
press. Central newspapers, in the first place, abound with telegrams that
alternately feature views, news, and information from both camps.
Inevitably there were various denials, rumours, or what we call today "fake
news", often taken over by the sensational rush, even by big press agencies
of the time, without mentioning newspapers in European capitals
including Bucharest. For this reason, our objective is to identify and
analyze some of the Romanian echoes generated by the invasion of

94 |Revista Română de Studii Baltice şi Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies 10 (2)
Norway, both in the Romanian media, but also at a diplomatic or military
level, in a context in which Romania, as a neutral state, lived its own
tensions and worries about its future fate as the war spread across the old
continent.
In order to understand the source of these concerns, it is necessary to
analyze why Norway, practically a neutral state in 1940, was mixed in the
games and the conflict between the great European powers.
Since the beginning of the war, in September 1939, and subsequently,
with the outbreak of the Soviet-Finnish conflict, Britain's attention (first and
foremost, but also France’s) was drawn towards the possibility, under the
pretext of an intervention in favor of Finland, of gaining control over the
iron mines in northern Sweden, and over the Norwegian port of Narvik,
from where these raw materials took the road to Germany. Under such
circumstances, however, it was preferable for Finland to resist as much as it
would have kept the Soviet and German troops away from the goals
pursued by Britain and France in northern Scandinavia. And Finland, in its
turn, would have much to gain in such a context, because control over the
northern areas of Norway and Sweden would have allowed the two
Western powers to more securely and easily supply the Finnish army with
materials and military equipment1.
On September 19, 1939, Winston Churchill had raised the issue of
Germany's massive imports of Swedish iron ore - of very good quality vital to the Reich’s war industry. The First Lord of Admiralty asserted that
it was in the interest of Great Britain that these imports be stopped either
by pressure on the Oslo government to prevent their transit through
Norway, or even by mining the territorial waters of that country2. By the
by, such an action would have been a flagrant act of aggression towards a
neutral state.
Practically, Scandinavian iron ore was transported to Germany in
three ways. The first one was the western one, namely through the
Norwegian port of Narvik, through the Norwegian and Danish territorial
Jukka Nevakivi, The Appeal that was never made. The Allies, Scandinavia and the Finnish Winter
War 1939-1940 (London, C. Hurst & Company, 1976), 75.
2National Archives / National Historical Archives, Bucharest, England Microfilms Fund, Inv.
1085, Reel no. 8, War Cabinet 20, September 19th 1939, 115.
1
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waters, with a usual traffic volume of around 7 million tons per year.
However, there was also an eastern way through the seaport of Luleå,
which however froze from October to May and then on the Baltic Sea to
Germany, with about 4 million and a half tons per year. The last road was
the southern one through the Baltic ports of Gövle and Oxelösund, where
the lower quality ores from the Grangersterg mines were loaded. Therefore,
the Narvik road to the south, the most important for the matter, was the
only one that the Allies could block by dams or direct fleet intervention, as
the German contingent on the Baltic Sea could not be challenged3.
The outbreak of the Soviet-Finnish war prompted Churchill to resume
his idea, believing that the possible involvement of Sweden and Norway in
the war was in the interest of Great Britain as long as the Royal Navy had
control over the seas. If, on the contrary, the two Scandinavian states
remained neutral, the only power that would have gained something
would have been Germany, because it could use this status of Norway and
Sweden to continue, unhindered, to acquire raw materials vital to its war
industry. The United Kingdom should therefore have interrupted ship
traffic along the Norwegian coast, either by establishing an air base in the
Narvik area or even by landing a combined French-British land force in the
same region. To Churchill the plan seemed perfectly feasible because, in his
opinion, the mountainous terrain of the region made it almost impossible
to use tanks, so that it was enough for the British and the French to land
only troops of alpine troops and infantry. Subsequently, with the
strengthening of control over the northern Scandinavian Peninsula, Great
Britain and France could also consider setting up an air base in the
southern peninsula to supervise and control the Baltic Sea. For the moment,
the British government did not immediately respond to the plan
formulated by the First Lord of Admiralty, but concluded that the idea
deserved a closer analysis and decided that the chiefs of staff should study
it4.
Ion Lugoșianu, The Drama of Nordic Neutrality, in “The Universe”, Bucharest, Year 57, no.
99, Wednesday, April 10th 1940, 1.
4Public Record Office, (C) Crown Copyright 1989, (hereafter P.R.O.), War Cabinet Minutes
1939-1945, WM (1939), November-December 1939, Fiche 15, War Cabinet 118 (39), Neville
Chamberlain in the chair, 18 December 1939, 10.30 A.M., 461-462.
3
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The main objective remained to control the port of Narvik and protect
it against possible German intervention. To this purpose, Great Britain was
considering the gradual deployment of a force of about 100,000 soldiers,
along with 50,000 other French soldiers. Initially, however, it was planned
to dismantle a semi-brigade - consisting of three battalions – of French
alpine troops and a regular British brigade at Narvik, these forces then
going eastward along the rail linking mines of iron in northern Sweden, to
finally occupy the mining basins of Kiruna and Gälivare. A further force,
consisting of five British battalions, was then to occupy three ports in
southern Norway to provide an alternative route to aid to Finland and
three British divisions (two of which were withdrawn from the
expeditionary corps designated to support the western front in France),
were to be detached to participate in Sweden's defense against a possible
German attack5.
As expected, the plan was kept secret, not only for strictly military
reasons, but also because of the reserved attitude of the Oslo and
Stockholm Governments, not taking into account Germany's predictable
reaction. The political leaders in London and Paris had agreed, from this
point of view, that the fewer they knew about these plans, the better6.
On the other hand, it is now certain the fact, contested for a while7,
that Hitler preferred that Norway should remain a neutral country outside
the European conflict, Germany's major interest being to ensure its vital
raw materials from the Scandinavian region, mainly the Swedish iron ore.
The outline of German intervention plans in Norway only materialized
when it was clear that the Western allies were planning an intervention in
the Scandinavian Peninsula with the clear objective of gaining control over
the iron ore deposits in northern Sweden and the means of transport to

Max Jakobson, The Diplomacy of the Winter War. An Account of the Russo-Finnish War, 19391940 (Cambridge, Massachusetts, Harvard University Press, 1961), 206.
6Documents on Relations between Britain and Finland 1939-1956 Collated for the Finnish-British
Historians’ Conference, Helsinki, 29-30th November 2001 (FCO Historians, Record and
Historical Department, Foreign & Commonwealth Office, November 2001), doc. No. 7.
7 Jacques de Launay, Great Decisions of the Second World War, 1939-1942, Vol. I, Introductive
Study and Notes by Florin Constantiniu (Bucharest, Scientific and Encyclopedic Publishing
House, 1988), 76.
5
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Germany8. On the other hand, from a German point of view, preventive
intervention and the possible occupation of Norway before the Allies
would have fully secured and ensured the supplies of Swedish iron ore so
necessary for the German war industry. In this context, a first order to
prepare a contingency plan for the occupation of Denmark and Norway
was given by Hitler on December 14, 1939, but the general war directive
aimed at putting into practice these plans was only issued on March 1,
1940, when the German leader was convinced that he must get ahead of
schedule, at any cost, with the Western plans for a Scandinavian
intervention9.
General Titus Gârbea, the Romanian military attaché in the Nordic
and Baltic countries, residing in Stockholm between 1940 and 1942,
mentions the same considerations in his notes. Interestingly, from this
perspective there are the arguments presented to the Romanian attaché by
the commander of the German troops in Norway, General Nikolaus von
Falkenhorst, who stated that the allied plans aimed at blocking navigation
in the Norwegian ports and waters, along with the occupation of the iron
mines in the north of the Scandinavian peninsula and depriving Germany
of access to these vital resources. In the opinion of the German commander,
though, although the plan was vast, its preparation and putting into
practice was a lamentable, almost "childish" one. The German general said
that the occupation of Norway removed the English danger, the Reich's
naval and air bases could more clearly jeopardize the British islands and
German submarines and planes now had the opportunity to hit Great
Britain much more effectively10.
Exactly the same elements and arguments of the importance and
prospects of German intervention were also analyzed in an article in the
"Aerial Romania" magazine of April 1940. In the authors' opinion, a
possible success of the German attack and the occupation of Norway,
B. H. Liddel-Hart, The History of the Second World War, Vol. I, Translation: Irina Negrea
(Bucharest, Orizonturi Publishing House, Lider Publishing House), 77.
9 Adolf Hitler, War Directives, Romanian version: Dragoș Nedelescu (Bucharest, Elit
Publishing House), 73.
10 Titus Gârbea, Memorial and daily notes, Volume I, Edited and annotated by Silviu Miloiu
(Târgoviște, Cetatea de Scaun Publishing House, 2011), 222-223.
8
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which "produced an extraordinary, easy-to-understand emotion
throughout the world", would have meant that Germany would dominate
the North Sea and diminish the effects of allied blockade, and ensure a
wide exit towards the Atlantic. In this perspective, it was considered that
Germany could have been able to threaten not only Great Britain, but also
Iceland, Greenland or even Canada and eventually the United States of
America. On the other hand, the authors of the article were equally
surprised by the allied answer to the German action in Norway, with the
British and French forces promptly acting against the German troops and
making their own landings in Norway11. However, the conclusion of the
article may seem at least erroneous today, although it was starting from the
right premise, but it also reflected the attitude and beliefs of a majority in
Europe that still had in mind the lessons and the conduct of the Great War:
"the «lightning war» had failed in Norway, in spite of all the admirable
conditions in which it was prepared by the Germans. It turns out that for
the control of Norway there will be much more struggle than it is generally
assumed. The war on these lands will also be long-lasting, like the one on
the Western Front."12
Nevertheless, in the Romanian military literature of the times, we also
find correct conclusions about the lessons of the war in Norway. This
campaign offered the occasion for a first major air-naval confrontation, and
its lessons were studied and analyzed immediately. We do not
unintentionally highlight this, because the period that followed the Great
War was controversial between aviation, now constituted as a weapon and
other traditional military structures - the land and navy troops, the first
persisting in overestimating its capacity and the others continuing to
underestimate it with contempt - that is easy to understand if we take into
account the speed of technology development and the inability to
efficiently reproduce active service in peacetime. Also, the experience of the
first world conflagration has shown that a future conflict will, to a large
The Franco-British troops landed at Namsos on April 15, 1940, in Åndalsnes on April 18,
and in the north in Narvik on April 19. General Radu R. Rosetti, Lessons from the Ongoing
War, Edited and annotated by Maria Georgescu and Andrei Pippidi, Preface by Andrei
Pippidi (Bucharest, Curtea Veche Publishing House, 2003), 116. See also de Launay, 78.
12A new Theater of War, in “Aerial Romania”, Bucharest, year XIV, no. 4, April 1940, 1-2.
11
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extent, be an air war, air supremacy playing an important role in obtaining
the battlefield decision. Or the Northern Europe campaign in April-June
1940 showed that, on the one hand, naval supremacy, in the British case,
was no longer possible without adequate air protection and, on the other
hand, air supremacy did not automatically bring the domination of the
seas13. Also, by the end of the fighting in Norway, Romanian military
authors reported that the British fleet was still in control of the North Sea,
despite the significant losses suffered, still being able to cover landings and
redevelopments or to support the blockade against Germany14. Concerning
Germany, the conclusion of the Romanian military authors was that
Norway was not conquered by the fleet, but by aviation, the air component
of the invasion being decisive both in supporting the ground operations
and in supporting the naval actions15.
On the other hand, in an intimate meeting of the Romanian Academy,
held on May 10, 1940, General Radu Rosetti drew attention exactly to these
matters as lessons worthy to be learned even by the Romanian deciders. In
addition, General Rosetti pointed out that the German success in Norway
had cost the Reich quite a bit of material and military resources, even if the
Swedish iron ore route had been secured, and the losses were not negligible
at all. Through the Scandinavian campaign, Germany had lost the
advantage of a neutral Norway, now firmly backed by Western allies,
having to keep there occupational forces that might have been needed in
other theaters of operations. On the other hand, Western powers, albeit
suffered significant losses, had won an ally, Norway, but their prestige,
especially among neutral countries (and so of Romania), had been seriously
damaged by the inability to maintain the front in the Scandinavian
Peninsula and evacuate its own combat forces from Norway16.

13
14

De Launay, 89.
Al. C. Vissarion, Northern Air-Naval War, in “Aerial Romania”, year XIV, no. 4, April 1940,

3.
Colonel Ioan Gheorghe, After a Year of European War. Findings and Reflections for the Future,
in “Military Romania”, monthly general journal founded in 1864, Bucharest, year LXXVII,
No. 9-10, Sept-Oct. 1940, 8.
16Rosetti, 116-117.
15
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There have also been serious criticisms of Norway, expressed not
only by Romanian soldiers, but also by diplomats although, knowing now
the evolution of the events of the times, we can say that Romania did not or
did not have time to learn much of the premises and the conduct of the
campaign in Norway. Thus, in a report, prepared to be presented to the
new Foreign Affairs Minister in Bucharest, Ion Gigurtu, on June 19, 1940,
Emil Zarifopol, in charge of Romania's business in Oslo, clearly outlined
the causes of German success in Scandinavia. From his point of view,
Norway was neither military nor politically prepared to cope with an
invasion, the Oslo government believing that it was sufficient to express
repeatedly its desire to maintain Norway's neutrality to keep the country
safe from an external aggression17. Emil Zarifopol had previously qualified
this attitude as weakness, incompetence and lack of responsibility18.
Although the Norwegian Army had a considerable number of
soldiers (about 270,000), it lacked sufficient and competent staff and
adequate weapons. In addition, the Romanian diplomat emphasized that
the Norwegian army had not even been mobilized after September 1, 1939,
when the war broke out in Europe, following the example of most
European armies, including those of other neutral states. Only the coastal
defense and the fleet had been mobilised, and they had acquitted
honourably of their duties during the German invasion. The difficult and
vast landscape of Norway, afforested and with few ways of
communication, would have served an effective defensive effort on the part
of the Norwegian terrestrial troops, had the Finnish will and courage
existed. Even after the fighting, the Romanian diplomat remarked, the
Norwegians did not realize they were occupied and could no longer do
what they wanted in their country, the first civil acts of passive resistance

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Romania, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Norway, RomanianNorwegian Relations. Diplomatic Documents 1905-1947 (Bucharest, Romanian Cultural
Institute, 2007, doc. no. 98), 188-189.
18Ibid., doc. no. 97, Telegram of Romania's Business Commissioner in Oslo Emil Zarifopol to
Foreign Minister Grigore Gafencu about the German invasion of Norway, the fightings with the
invading forces and the exile of the King and a part of the Norwegian Government, 186.
17
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being considered childish, such as the breaking of posters in German and
the cutting of queues of girls walking in public with German soldiers19.
Moreover, Emil Zarifopol also criticized the allied intervention in
Norway. The English and the French, he said, "were not at their best, except
for the British fleet, which had some sporadic successes". One of the causes
of the allied failure was also the small combat forces deployed by allies on
the Norwegian land border, ranging from 800 to 2000 soldiers, "young
reserves, incompletely trained, unprotected nor by airplanes, nor by
antiaircraft guns". On the other hand, the Germans, in the opinion of the
Romanian diplomat, had acted with their usual precision, demonstrating
good knowledge of the field in Norway and of the opponent they had to
face. A novel and interesting piece of information is also mentioned in this
report, namely that the Germans used elements of selected troops that
spoke very well Norwegian, being no other than Austrian children adopted
by Norwegian families after the First World War and now part of the
Austrian alpine troops embedded in the Wehrmacht after Anschluss in
193820.
Not even the Oslo officials escaped the criticism of the Romanian
diplomat. Norwegian Foreign Minister Halvdan Koht was accused of the
fact that, having received credible information about German Navy
movements since April 3, he informed the Norwegian Admiralty on April
7, and brought all this to the attention of the Storting (the parliament) only
the following day, but argued alongside the defense minister that German
representatives had assured them that they were simply speculation,
allegations of the allies. The next day, the Germans disembarked in Oslo21.
In the same train of ideas, the Romanian diplomat also underlined
the premeditated character of the German action. The authorities had
discovered weapons stores and munitions at various strategic points of
Norway, along with significant quantities of diverse military equipment. At
the same time, ships with alleged German "tourists" had entered the ports
of Bergen, Trondheim, Narvik, Stavanger and Kristiansand a few days

Ibid., doc. nr. 98, 188-189.
Ibid.,188.
21Ibid.,191.
19
20
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before the invasion and the German supreme commander General von
Falkenhorst reported that he had been in Norway for three weeks, with an
obviously false identity, impersonating a trader22. General Radu Rosetti
also mentioned these preparations and diversions in the intimate meeting
of the Romanian Academy, which we have already mentioned, being a
matter that the Romanian military and Romanian diplomats have
emphasized.
If we place the reactions of Romanian military and diplomats to the
invasion of Norway in these coordinates, we have to say that the Romanian
press reported or attempted to report the events in the Scandinavian region
with a special interest, beyond which it can be easily identified a certain
emotion and, we are not afraid to say it, sympathy23. From the outset,
however, the main issue analyzed in the major Romanian central
newspapers was that of Nordic neutrality in general and of Norway in
particular, given that Romania was at that time a neutral country. In a firstpage editorial of the "Universe" of April 10, 1940, Ion Lugoşianu, director of
the daily newspaper, appreciated that the Allies' mining of Norwegian
territorial waters, made on April 8, brought with it, legally, a clear
aggression of the Scandinavian state's neutrality. Either way, this allied
decision showed that the great Western powers were no longer willing to
tolerate detrimental neutrality for them, and refused to look for the essence
of neutrality in legal arguments, which had created vivid emotions and
worries not only in Norway but also in neighboring Sweden24.
The same Ion Lugoşianu wrote, the next day, in the "Universe" that
the neutrality of Denmark and Norway belongs to the past, Germany
occupying Denmark and landing troops in Oslo, Bergen, Trondheim,
Kristiansand and Narvik, the capital and ports of a Norway armed only
with the legal arguments of neutrality. The Romanian journalist
emphasized the advantages gained by Germany through this move.
Ibid.,191-192.
In our approach, we have followed, from this perspective, the accounts of the "Universe"
and "Curentul". They seemed to be the most interesting and detailed enough to meet the
objectives of the present research, which does not propose, however, an exhaustive analysis
of the reactions of the Romanian press of time.
24Lugoșianu, 1.
22
23
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Norway's occupation offered Germany a peripheral position open to the
British archipelago over a long stretch of coast, which considerably reduced
the effectiveness of the allied blockade, secured imports of Swedish iron ore
and permanently blocked the so-problematic access of the allied naval
forces to the Baltic Sea. In addition to all these gains, Germany also gained
the prospect of much better opportunities to attack Great Britain directly25.
At the same time, the journalist emphasized Sweden's direct interest in the
evolution of the political-military situation in the Scandinavian Peninsula,
in the context in which this neutral country also demonstrated that it
understood to remain neutral even when, in the opinion of the Romanian
journalist, its interests were to make northern solidarity a reality. Or Ion
Lugoşianu considered that now Sweden was completely isolated and
threatened from all sides, faced with painful choices for itself and for the
destiny of Scandinavia26, but at the same time it represented the only
element capable of producing major changes in the political and strategic
equation of the Nordic War27. Moreover, in the April 15, 1940 issue of "The
Universe", the Romanian journalist published an editorial, on the front
page, in which he precisely analyzed, in detail, the neutrality of Sweden.
A much more intense, more passionate, but also more acidic point of
view was expressed by Pamfil Şeicaru in his "Curentul", in relation to the
events in northern Europe, appreciating that the Nordic countries were
much more evolved as a social organization than most other countries on
the old continent because they had not been forced to pay tribute until then
to the god Mars. Precisely because of this, Pamfil Şeicaru considers, "by
their lack of military organization, by their refractory spirit of the concept
of armed peace, crossed and dominated by the pacifism of a very
aggressive socialism, the northern countries found themselves in the most
awkward situation when Finland was attacked. But they did not dare to
directly, resolutely manifest their solidarity, because their military power
was so low, their fighting spirit so anaemic, that they thought they could
Ion Lugoșianu, North War, in “Universul”, Bucharest, year 57, no. 100, Thursday, April 11
1940, 1-2.
26Ibid.,2.
27 Ion Lugoșianu, After the First Battles in Norway, in „Universul”, Bucharest, year 57, no. 102,
Saturday, April 13 1940, 1.
25
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save their neutrality by a more sentimental than real assistance to Finland.
Sweden and Norway - we do not even mention Denmark - have been
intimidated by the hypothesis of a simple frown of Germany, which in a
panther leap could occupy the whole of the North. It is true that it would
have been hard to remove their sliding towards a grip between the two
battle lines [German an allied], to become « no man’s land», because their
ties to Germany - to which they supplied so much raw material - in
particular contradicted the Allied blockade policy"28. However, edifying for
the Romanian attitude towards the events in Scandinavia, beyond the blunt
comments on the northern countries remain, in our opinion, the last two
sentences of the editorial published by the famous Romanian journalist:
"Today, the northern front has settled. It breathes the countries of Southeast
Europe.29" From our point of view, other comments would be superfluous.
It is not the place and we did not propose in our approach, for a
detailed analysis of the Romanian press's reactions to the events on the
Scandinavian front. Beyond news, telegrams, editorials, telephone reports
of various European capitals correspondents, rumors and denials, from
such an analysis, even succinct and not necessarily exhaustive, gets
through a sincere interest, doubled by a certain sympathy and warmth
towards the fate Norway and Denmark, now occupied by German troops.
Not accidentally, both in the "Universe" and in the "Curentul" huge maps in
very detailed colors of the Scandinavian Peninsula appear in the era, a very
rare fact in the newspapers of the time. It is one of the reasons why, at the
beginning of our analysis, we mentioned that the invasion of Norway was
a true lesson of Scandinavian geography for the Romanian public, directly
interested in the evolution of the European war30. In addition, the names of
those who signed editorials or broad-based articles about the situation in
Norway were those of well-known personalities from the Romanian media
landscape of the time such as Ion Lugoşianu, Pamfil Şeicaru or Romulus

Pamfil Șeicaru, The Northern Front has Settled, in „Curentul”, Bucharest, Year XIII, No. 4369,
Thursday, April 11 1940, 1.
29Ibid.
30 See „Curentul”, Bucharest, Year XIII, No. 4378, Saturday, April 20 1940, p. 1 and
„Universul”, Bucharest, Year 57, no. 118, Thursday, May 2 1940, 6.
28
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Seişanu, which once again highlights the importance of the subject for the
Romanian audience of those years.
Beyond the reality and the unfolding of the war, the Romanian
central newspapers also offered the public other images of the
Scandinavian countries, which readers now seemed to truly discover. Even
the titles of such articles emanate, as we have said, warmth and sympathy.
A good example of this is that on one newspaper page, in the April 19 issue
of "Curentul", we find three ample articles devoted to Denmark, Norway
and Sweden, whose titles no longer need any comment: Norway, the
Country of the Fjords and the 150,000 Islands; Denmark, the Region of Wise and
Hardworking Farmers and Fishermen; Sweden, the Homeland of Ion
Ore.Moreover, the "Universe" published in the last pages of its May 11, 1940
issue a short article, entitled How to Pronounce Norwegian Words? Some
Explanations for Those who are Following the Struggles on the Northern Front,
which clearly shows the interest of the public in this direction and, equally,
the editorial staff's concern to meet the most diverse expectations of the
readers.
Last but not least, we mention a special article, published in the May
3, 1940 issue of the "Universul" newspaper, in the so-called "Women's Page"
and entitled Views to the Northern World, among which the Romanian
readers were invited to discover the nature of the people from the north,
literature, position and emancipation of women in northern Europe. Not
giving a few short quotations of this article means to deprive today's reader
of some special echoes of the Scandinavian war: "Love [in the north] does
not have the expansion of the fires lit in the Mediterranean, nor does it get
close to the romantic sentimentalism of the Germans. There is a tendency
that does not want to show itself, an inclination that likes to take an
unobtrusive, unhindered look, to be free. The man in the north does not
bind his life to any constraint. He is wearing an ideal to which he is
heading with some sort of imagery, but he moves away from such a strong
feeling as the love that seems a burden to him. (...) The woman is
independent and individualistic. She is confident in her value and has the
consciousness of the dignity of sex. She overcame the obstacles that cut her
way, and before her fellows in other countries, she conquered all rights. She
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works alongside men, like them, work not seeming to be anything special.
The taste of working is the price of the won freedom. Respect for work
makes her the man's companion."
In the end, it should be noted that the start of military operations on
the western front on May 10, 1940 almost completely shadowed the
Scandinavian drama and the Norwegian war. Everyone's eyes were on
their way to the new clash of the old Great War adversaries. Norway was
forgotten, but certainly, the Scandinavian campaign represented, at least in
Romania and for the Romanians, an open door to a world that was not
known until then.
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public
opinion
and
the
EU
membership,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 2 (2010): 295-312.
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Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 5-6.
Roxana-Ema Dreve, Babes-Bolyai University, Cluj-Napoca
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”Linguistic diversity in The Thief, by Göran
Tunström,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 6, No. 1 (2014): 123-133.

”Sunne – Göran Tunström‘s land of peace and
beauty,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 63-67.
 “Norway’s political / linguistic / literary policies in the
1830s,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 8, No. 1 (2016): 45-51.
Gianina Druță, University of Oslo
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 ”Hedda Gabler: between territories,” The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 8, No. 1 (2016):
53-69.
Kathleen Easlick, University of Manchester
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”Literary and cultural exchange: translation trends in
the Nordic and Baltic countries,” The Romanian Journal
for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 77-94.
Marian-Alin Dudoi, Independent Researcher
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o ”The Transylvanian issue: Swedish perspectives (19441945),” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 9, No. 1 (2017): 27-39.
Stefan Ewert, Greifswald University

Contributions:
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“Regional higher education co-operation: a research
proposal to compare the Baltic Sea and the Black Sea
regions,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 3, No. 2 (2011): 199-224.

”Baltic Sea regional integration: water protection,
university co-operation – and agriculture?,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 5, No.
2 (2013): 7-24.
Luiza Maria Filimon, National University of Political Studies and Public
Administration, Bucharest
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and Nordic Studies, Vol. 8, No. 2 (2016): 47-72.
Adél Furu, Babes-Bolyai University, Cluj-Napoca

Contributions:

”Maintaining linguistic diversity through multilingual
education,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
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”Peace through cultural interaction: the ethnic relations
in Finland and Turkey,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 69-75.
 ”Representations of suppressed indigenous cultural
memories: the communities of Sami of Finland and
Kurdish of Turkey,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2 (2015): 167-175.
 ”Democratic order and ethnic minority rights: the
weaknesses of the Finnish and Turkish democracies,”
The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 8,
No. 2 (2016): 93-102.
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”Recognition of Finland’s Independence: a Time of
Contemplation,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, No. 1 (2018): 43-51.
Mircea-Cristian Ghenghea, Al.I. Cuza University of Iasi
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”About Pan-Scandinavianism. Reference points in the
19th century (1815-1864),” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 127-145.
Alexandru Ghisa, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Romania
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“Report. The Awarding of Doctor Honoris Causa to
H.S. Dr. Vladimir Jarmolenko, The Ambassador of
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and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 2 (2010): 319-320.
Inna Gile, Babeș-Bolyai University, Cluj-Napoca

Contribution:
o “Women in the Latvian War of Independence 1918 –
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Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No.
2 (2015): 177-194.
Oana Raluca Glăvan, Mikolas Romeris University of Vilnius
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”Multiculturalism versus Nationalism and the role of
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Ioana Grecu, Al.I. Cuza University of Iasi
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“Norwegian Film Days in Iasi. Alexandru Ioan Cuza
University of Iasi, May 27-29, 2012. Interview with Jan
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Erik Holst,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 4, No. 1 (2012), pp. 105-115.
Marta Grzechnik, University of Greifswald

Contribution:

”Intermarium: the Baltic and the Black seas on the
Polish mental maps in the interwar period,” The
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1 (2014): 81-96.
Meri Elisabet Herrala, University of Helsinki

Contribution:
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”Finland’s
rapprochement
to
National-Socialist
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57-67.
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Extraordinary of Lithuania to Bucharest
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“Discourse of reception. The Awarding of Doctor
Honoris Causa to H.S. Dr. Vladimir Jarmolenko, The
Ambassador of Lithuania to Bucharest,” The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 2 (2010):
322-328.

“20 years from the re-establishment of diplomatic
relations between Lithuania and Romania,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, No.
2 (2011): 331-336.

”Address at the Fourth International Conference on
Baltic and Nordic studies in Romania: empire-building
and region-building in the Baltic, North and Black Sea
areas,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies,
Vol. 5, No. 2 (2013): 201-203.
 ”The withdrawal of the Soviet/Russian armed forces
and the end of the occupation,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 8, No. 2 (2016): 103-111
Eriks Jekabsons, University of Latvia, Riga
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“Pre-World War II Romania from Latvian Perspective:
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Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, Issue 1 (2011): 161-181.
Saulius Kaubrys, University of Vilnius
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”Illegal education of Polish children in Independent
Lithuania in the 1930s: circumstances and development
trends,” Revista Română de Studii Baltice şi Nordice / The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 4,
Issue 2 (2012): 63-72.

”Jewish faction at the Third Seimas of Lithuania in
1926-1927: on the way to the identity crisis,” The
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Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 5,
No. 1 (2013): 27-37.
Dragana Kovacevic, University of Oslo
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”Young people from Bosnia and Herzegovina in
Norway: Migration, Identity and Ethnicity,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 5,
No. 1 (2013): 69-85.
Ramojus Kraujelis, The Lithuanian National Archives and Vilnius
University
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93-109.
Giedrius Kviklys, Vytautas Magnus University of Kaunas

Contribution:

”The influence of European Union outer policy
initiatives to the EU-Russia relations: cases of Northern
Dimension and Black Sea synergy,” Revista Română de
Studii Baltice şi Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 5, Issue 2 (2013): 183-195.
Artur Lakatos, Babes-Bolyai University, Cluj-Napoca

Contribution:

”Pal Thonstad Sandvik, Multinationals, Subsidiaries
and National Business Systems: the Nickel Industry and
Falconbridge Nikkelverk,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 255-257.
Francesco La Rocca, Central European University, Budapest

Contribution:
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“Clashing cultural nationalisms: the 19th-century
Danish-German intellectual debate, the Schleswig wars
(1848-1864), and some reflections on the cultural roots
of National Socialism,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 1 (2015): 105-122.
Kitty Lam, Michigan State University

Contribution:

“Forging a Socialist Homeland from Multiple Worlds:
North American Finns in Soviet Karelia 1921-1938,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2,
Issue 2 (2010): 203-224.
Oana Lăculiceanu (Popescu), Grigore Gafencu Research Center for the
History of International Relations and Cultural Studies

Contribution:

“Danish Perceptions of Interwar Romania,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 1
(2009): 99-111.
Diana Lătug¸ Babes-Bolyai University, Cluj-Napoca

Contributions:

”The reception of Knut Hamsun in Romania in the
period 1919-1926,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 1 (2014): 147-157.
 “Northern Norway in Viking age,” The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 9, No. 2 (2017):
17-29.
Crina Leon, Al. I. Cuza University of Iasi

Contributions:

“Norwegian Film Days in Iaşi. Alexandru Ioan Cuza
University of Iaşi, May 27-29, 2012. Interview with Jan
Erik Holst,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 4, No. 1 (2012), pp. 105-115.
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”Editorial Foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 1 (2014): 5-6.
”Dialects in Norway – between tolerance and
standardization,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 1 (2014): 107-121.
”A life dedicated to Romanian language. Interview
with Professor Arne Halvorsen,” The Romanian Journal
for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 1 (2014): 207-211.
”Knut Hamsun between cultural Germany and political
Germany,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 53-61.
“Images of 19th century Sweden and Norway in the
works Gösta Berling’s Saga by Selma Lagerlöf and
Children of the Age by Knut Hamsun,” The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 1 (2015):
91-104.
“Steinar Lone and the magic of translation,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No.
1 (2015): 151-158.
“Editorial Foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2 (2015): 5-6.
“Jardar Seim and the history of a Norwegian-Romanian
story,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies,
Vol. 8, No. 1 (2016): 91-98.
“Norwegian studies at “Alexandru Ioan Cuza”
University of Iaşi”, The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 9, No. 1 (2017): 41-48.
“Svanhild Naterstad. ‘To me Romania is magic!’,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 9,
Issue 1 (2017): 83-90.
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“An Enemy of the People on the Stage of the Iaşi
National Theatre in 2016,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, Issue 1 (2018): 7-20.
Steinar Lone, Freelance translator and writer

Contribution:
 ”The entry of the boyars,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2 (2015): 43-53.
 ”My file,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2 (2015): 69-84.
Alistair Maeer, Southeastern Oklahoma State University
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”The Baltic and the birth of a modern English maritime
community: the Muscovy Company and nautical
cartography, 1553-1665,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 4, No. 2 (2012): 19-49.
Bogdan Mazuru, State Secretary at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Romania
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“90 years from the establishment of diplomatic
relations between Finland and Romania: exhibition of
historical documents,“ The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, Issue 1 (2011): 183-193.
Mihaela Mehedinti-Beiean, Babes-Bolyai University of Cluj-Napoca


Contributions:

“Relations between Transylvania and the Nordic
countries in the 19th century as seen in Romanian
periodicals. A quantitative and qualitative analysis,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 3,
Issue 1 (2011): 87-116.

”Diplomacy as a lifestyle. Nordic and Russian
diplomats as links between their countries and the
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Romanian area (17th – 19th centuries),” The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 5, No. 2 (2013):
145-181.

”Peace or conflict? Past cultural relations between the
Nordic countries, Russia and the Romanian area (17th –
19th Centuries),” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 105-126.
 ”Political instability and corruption. The Phanariot
regime as seen by Russian and Nordic travellers,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 8, No.
1 (2016): 21-44.
 ”From a multi-ethnic empire to a national state: the
contribution of Romanian officers in the Habsburg
army to the creation of Greater Romania as presented
by Transylvanian journalists,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, No. 1 (2018): 53-69.
Olaf Mertelesmann, University of Tartu

Contributions:

“The Cost of Transition from Market to Command
Economy: The Case of Estonia,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 1 (2009): 7-30.

“Leisure in Stalin’s Estonia,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 2 (2010): 225-248.
Dimitris Michalopoulos, Historical Institute for Studies on Eleutherios
Veniselos and his Era

Contribution:

“’Un singur popor cu două drapele’. The RomanianPolish relations during the interwar period,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, No.
2 (2011): 247-264.
Silviu Miloiu, Valahia University of Targoviste
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for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 1 (2009): 129-130.

“Nicolae Titulescu’s new eastern policy and the
upgrading of Romania’s diplomatic ties with
Lithuania,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 1 (2010): 35-52.

“Bogdan Murgescu, Romania si Europa. Acumularea
decalajelor economice (1500-2010),” The Romanian Journal
for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 1 (2010): 119120.

“Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 2 (2010): 127-130.

“From “allies without alliance” to concerted action:
Romania and Finland in the aftermath of the Operation
Barbarossa (1941),” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 2 (2010): 249-284.

“Laudatio. The Awarding of Doctor Honoris Causa to
H.S. Dr. Vladimir Jarmolenko, The Ambassador of
Lithuania to Bucharest,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 2 (2010): 314-318.

“Editor’s foreword,“ The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, Issue 1 (2011): 5-8.

“90 years from the establishment of diplomatic
relations between Finland and Romania: exhibition of
historical documents,“ The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, Issue 1 (2011): 183-193.
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“Editor’s foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 4, No. 1 (2012), pp. 5-7.
”The Third Conference on Baltic and Nordic Studies in
Romania, May 2012,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 4, No. 1 (2012): 213-214.
”Introduction,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 5, No. 1 (2013): 5-6
”Introduction,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 5, No. 2 (2013): 5-6.
”Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 5-6.
”When the West is far away: Romanian attempts to
withdraw from World War II (1943-1944), Finnish
views,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies,
Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014): 183-205.
“Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 1 (2015): 5-6.
„CoolPeace: Syllabi of disciplines”, The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 1 (2015):
7-67.
“Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 8, No. 1 (2016): 5-6.
“Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 8, No. 2 (2016): 5-6.
“Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 9, No. 1 (2017): 5-6.
„Baltic studies in Romania: sources, beginnings and
perspectives,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 9, No. 1 (2017): 49-70.
“Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 9, No. 2 (2017): 5-6.
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“Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, No. 1 (2018): 5-6.
 “Editorial foreword,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, No. 2 (2018): 5-6.
 “On the Pathway to Independence: The Congress of the
Representatives of the Lithuanian Military Officers of
the Romanian Front (1917),” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, No. 2 (2018): 67-90.
Irmeli Mustonen, Ambassador of Republic of Finland to Romania

Contribution:

“90 years from the establishment of diplomatic
relations between Finland and Romania: exhibition of
historical documents,“ The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, Issue 1 (2011): 183-193.
Ádám Németh, University of Pécs, Institute of Geography

Contribution:

“Alteration of the ethnic diversity and ethnic
segregation index in Latvia during the first and second
independence periods,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 4, No. 1 (2012), pp. 9-33.
Michael North, University of Greifswald

Contributions:

”Reinventing the Baltic Sea Region: From the Hansa to
the Eu-Strategy of 2009,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 4, No. 2 (2012): 5-17.

”The Sea as Site of Memory: The Danish Sound and the
Dardanelles in Comparison,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 1 (2014): 65-79.
Nicoleta Carmen Olteanu, University of Bucharest

Contributions:
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”How did 22/7 shape the political rhetoric on
immigration and integration in Norway?,” The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 2 (2014):
207-221.
Raluca Petruş, Babes-Bolyai University, Cluj-Napoca

Contribution:

”Cultural accommodation in learning and teaching the
Norwegian language in Cluj-Napoca,” The Romanian
Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6, No. 1 (2014):
159-174.
Emanuel Plopeanu, Ovidius University of Constanta

Contribution:

“War, diplomacy and media: the British–Soviet Treaty
of May 26, 1942 in Swedish press commentaries,” The
Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2,
Issue 2 (2010): 285-294.
Arvydas Pocius, Ambassador of the Republic of Lithuania in Romania

Contribution:
o “The Romanian-Finnish Cultural Relations: History,
Trends, Bibliography,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, No. 1 (2018): 85-86.
Alexandru Popescu, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Romania

Contribution:

“The Romanian-Finnish Cultural Relations: History,
Trends, Bibliography,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 1 (2009): 113-128.
Giuseppe Raudino, Hanze University of Applied Sciences, Groningen

Contribution:
o ”Questions of transnational cinema: the Baltic case
from culture to branding,” The Romanian Journal for
Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2 (2015): 103-124.
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Nordice / The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 6, Issue 1 (2014): 135-146.
Klaus Richter, Technische Universität Berlin, Centre for Research on
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Academy
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“The Polish-Lithuanian Crisis of March 1938. Some
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for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 2, Issue 1 (2010): 83-92.
 “The German Invasion of Norway, April-June 1940:
Romanian Echoes,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 10, No. 2 (2018): 91-107.
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o ”Between truth and memory: images in Lithuanian
historical
documentaries
in
post-communist
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transformation period,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2 (2015): 85-101.
Paulina Siegień, University of Gdansk
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The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 7,
No. 2 (2015): 55-68.
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“The Nobel Peace Prize from a Romanian perspective –
the interwar period,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, No. 2 (2011): 275-298.

“Romanians and the Nobel Prizes for Science and
Literature,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
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Contribution:
o “Alteration of the ethnic diversity and ethnic
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independence periods,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 4, No. 1 (2012), pp. 9-33.
Cezar Stanciu, Valahia University of Targoviste
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“Scandinavian Perspectives. Overcoming the Cold War
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Europe,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic
Studies, Vol. 1 (2009): 51-62.

”The common denominator. Romania and the Nordic
countries, 1966-1969,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and
Nordic Studies, Vol. 4, No. 2 (2012): 195-212.
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159-174.
Claudiu-Lucian Topor, Al. I. Cuza University of Iasi

Contribution:

“German policy and the diplomatic agenda of
Romanian neutrality (1914-1916). The prospects for an
alliance with Sweden,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic
and Nordic Studies, Vol. 3, Issue 1 (2011): 131-144.
Ulla Väistö, The Embassy of Finland in Romania

Contribution:

”Address at the Fourth International Conference on
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areas,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies,
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Vesa Vares, University of Turku
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From
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to
disappointment and disillusion: Finnish views on the
nations in Eastern Central Europe between the word
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wars,” The Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies,
Vol. 3, No. 2 (2011): 225-246.
Ildikó P. Varga, Babes-Bolyai University of Cluj-Napoca

Contribution:

”Towards an international university. A professorship
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Romanian Journal for Baltic and Nordic Studies, Vol. 6,
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Cristina Vişovan, Babes-Bolyai University of Cluj-Napoca
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Darius Žiemelis, Lithuanian Institute of History
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”The socio-economic history of Lithuania from the 16th
to the 19th century (until 1861) from the perspective of
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 ”The problem of the application of the term second
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