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Ja tagadnes izjiutu paleté krasas jauc kara tuvums un ieilgusi nenoteiktiba, tad
cilveki sak ticét brinumiem. Magiskais realisms atkal ir modé, bet racionalitate
atkapjas éna. Skaitlu virknés un skalos vardos glabéji minora deklamé prozu
par “valsts interesém”. Saja emocionali uzkarsétaja gaisotné un viedoklu troksni
zinatnei, ékiet, vietas nav. Véstures zinatnei, aizstavot savas intereses, bus jasasto-
pas jau atkal ar saviem arhetipiem - pagatni, vésturi un “patiesibu” - un magiska
realisma manieré jaliecina: “vésture” tiesi Sobrid “valsts interesu” konteksta ir
nacionala prioritate. Racionalitate atgadina, ka zinatne ari Latvija nodrosina
valsts funkciju nepartrauktibu. Zinatni no citam “prata” sféram atskir tas, ka ta
ir diskursiva péc butibas, un tiesi §i ipatniba nosaka, kapéc ta spéj generét uni-
kalus risinajumus ka atbildes uz tagadnes izaicindjumiem. Tagadne piebilst, ka
véstures zinatne ir stratégisks valsts ilgtspéjas resurss. Iespéjams, ka ari Latvija
$ada apgalvojuma patiesums nav japierada.

Gaidas un pieprasijums véstures zinatni skietami izcel no elitaras sarezgiti-
bas, jo “vésturei” jabut “patiesai”. Patiesiba un vésture ir sarezgitu attiecibu paris.
Ja tam piebiedrojas “pagatne”, ka kolektivie popularie prieksstati atgadina, tad
s$ada attiecibu trijstari dzimst idejas par célas morales un étiskas ricibas varoniem
un “vésturiskas” netaisnibas upuriem. Ja més domajam par zinatniskas izpétes
procesu, tad “produktam” - informacijai, kas tiek iegtta analizes cela, ir jabut
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ticamam. Darbs ar pagatnes liecibam jeb artefaktiem liek skali un drosi deklinét
izpétes metodes un instrumentarija jédzienus.

Véstures zinatne konceptualizé izzinas procesu par sabiedribam pagatné ar
minétas triades — pagatne, vésture un patiesiba — palidzibu; antika laikmeta, vidus-
laiku un moderno historiografiju pieredze atgadina, ka So tris izzinas reprezen-
taciju attiecibas ir neatslabstosa spriedze. Kolektivas gaidas un populara uztvere
reduceé vésturiskas izzinas mérki — uzskatot, ka ta ir izstastita patiesiba. Tacu tiesi
“patiesiba” ka filosofiski ambivalenta kategorija padara neiespéjamu, ka véstu-
res narativam ka “faktos” balstitam stastam ir saisto$s $ads étiskais imperativs.

Pagatné nav iespéjams atgriezties, notikusa sekas vairs nevar mainit, visi
cilvéki noveco un mirst - ta ir patiesiba. Ta atgadina par robezam un konfronté
gaidas ar realitati. Sie atgadinajumi $kietami satuvina pagatni un tagadni ka poé-
tiskas izteiksmes pieredzi. Pagatne, kuru apraksta un attélo “vésture”, atklajas ka
teksts un tagadnes socialo projekciju “ekrans”, uz kura ieraugam to, ko gaidam. Ja
gaidas pielago uztveri iespéjai, ka robezas var atcelt un patiesibu paklaut brinu-
mam, tad pagatne un vésture saplast. Tapéc vésture dod mierinajumu un atsauc
kolektivaja “atmina” it ka labi zinamo, ka cilvéki ir ticéjusi stastam par nemirs-
tibu. Ja parpratuma vai pieraduma dé] pienemam, ka vésture saglaba ticamus
pagatnes nospiedumus, bet rakstitie véstures avoti bitu pagatnes “spoguli”, kuros
esot ieraugama “patiesiba”, tad iespéjams varétu but viss, péc ka tiecas misu iztéle
un gaidas - arl nemirstiba. Vésture nav tas, kas bija, bet gan tas, ko cilvéki Sodien
un tagad par pagatni doma un ka to uztver un jat. Vésturnieki un vinu darbi
biezi un vieglpratigi deklaré nodomu un sasniedzamo meérki — vésturei jastasta
“patiesiba”. Sads nodoms ir céls, bet maldinoss, un mérkis nav sasniedzams. Ja
vésture batu “atslégas caurums”, pa kuru butu iespéjams ielikoties pagatné, tad
“meés” ieraudzitu sevi.

Parlieciba, ko balsta kolektivie prieksstati, ka zinasanas par pagatni jeb “vés-
ture”, kuru kopiena patéré, dzili ietekmé un formeé tas identitati, kultaras piederi-
bas izjttu, politisko pasnoteiksanos utt., netiek apsaubita ka patiesa. Si §kietami
stabila un noturiga prieksstata vaja vieta sabiedribas vérigajam un vértéjosajam
skatienam ir apslépta ka Ahilejam papédis, jo, proti, zinaganas par pagatni, kas
nav mainama, ir mainigas, ja tiek paklautas zinatniskai kritikai; tas ir jaatjauno
un japapildina. So procesu nodrogina zinatne. Zinasanas ir prata konstrukcijas,
tiedi tapéc tas tiek paklautas dekonstrukcijai. Ja piekritam apgalvojumam, ka
zinadanas ir ilgtermina akumuléta un kolektivas macisanas pieredzi aprakstosa
informacija, tad tam ir sava cena ka jebkurai precei. Sim zinatnes produktam,
tatad, ir jabat kvalitativam, pat ja $odien pieprasijums péc ta ir zems.

Maksla parliecinat par zinasanu un pieradijumu patiesigumu zinatné ir
sarezgita un zelta sverama prasme, kas izsaka sevi ipasa kodéjuma - valoda, ko
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saprot tikai nozarei piederigie vai citi domajosi cilvéki. No malas raugoties, $1
maka var skist rotaliga un eleganta, kas izpildita bez redzamas piepiiles. Tacu
argumentacija, ar kuru izteikumi, apgalvojumi un nosaukto “faktu” virknes
logika tiek pamatota, ir §is makslas pamats. Tas lauj noskirt un atpazit autori-
tadu “arhitektiiras” un “satversmes” konstrukciju stipras un vajas vietas un jautat,
vai autoritati ir vadijusas un forméjusas ideologiskas vai zinatniskas ambicijas.

Autoritatém un relikvijam kopigs ir tas, ka kadu bridji, ja sociala konjunktara
labvéliga, kolektivo uztveri nosaka ticiba, bet racionalitate atkapjas: abas tiek
uztvertas ka patiesas tik ilgi, kamér par visu lietu méru klast $aubas un skepse.
Nacionalisma ideologiju forméti pagatnes narativi it seviski vésturé, pat ja to
raditaji, aizbildni un komunikatori uzturas nosaciti vai izteikti atskirigas socialas
sistémas, ir tuvi sava ievirzé un nolika, proti — vésturi tie saprot ka politiskas
varas instrumentu, ar kuru var mainit socialo un valsts attiecibu sistemu.

Véstures zinatne ir pieradijumos balstita izzinas joma, kuru no dabas zinat-
ném atskir tikai izpétes metodes un terminologija. Tiesi tapéc akadémiskai “vés-
turei” ir iespéja but ticamai un jabat patiesai, citiem vardiem, brivai teritorijai,
kura netiek maksatas nodevas politiskam doktrinam, nav tiSu sagrozijumu un
melu. Tagadnes politisko un geopolitisko izaicinajumu konteksta akadémiska
“vésture” ir ne tikai zinatniska potenciala apliecinajums un stratégiskas komu-
nikacijas riks, bet ari sabiedribas ricibspéjas apliecinajums. Véstures zinatnes
meérki un sabiedribas gaidas atskirsies, ja tas mérisim ar kolektivo vésturisko
atminu apraksto$ajam kategorijam: pagatne, vésture un “patiesiba”. Ja §1 racio-
nali skaidrojama un katra sabiedriba klatesosa diference naiva parpratuma dé] ir
kritérijs, péc kura tiek mérita atbilstiba valsts interesém, tad $ada pieeja zinatnes
un valsts institaciju attiecibam zaudé racionalo pamatu. Aksioma, ka zinatne
ir darga, atgrieZ mus realitaté. Nepartrauktiba finanséjuma zinatnei ir ilgter-
mina kapitalieguldijums. Latvija radita ekspertize jebkura zinatnu nozaré bus
darga, tacu noteikti 1étaka neka importéta, par kuru naksies maksat dargak.
Ilgtermina ieguldijumi savu izdevigumu attaisno nakotné, kaut ari Sodien tie var
Skist lieki.

Veiksmigas un diskursivas komunikacijas viens no loti batiskiem nosaci-
jumiem ir zinatnes balss klatbutne atvérta sabiedriba. Citiem vardiem, zinatnes
jaunraditas un kritiski izvértétas zinasanas formé un konstitué daudzbalsigu un
realitati konstruktivi reflektéjosu komunikacijas telpu. Zinatne pieskir $ai telpai
dinamiku un rezistenci pret sagrozijumiem un meliem, kas ietérpti “zinatnes”
un “patiesibas” vardu mezginés. Agresivas propagandas mérkis ir atsvesinat un
noliegt valsts kopienai sevi. Tagadne zinatnes un sabiedribas attiecibu un atbildi-
bas konteksta liek uzdot neértus un neatliekamus jautajumus: Vai apzinati mani-
pulétas zinasanas un narativi par pagatni ir sabiedribas drosibas apdraudéjums?
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Vai zinatne ir nacionalas drosibas resurss? Vai sabiedribas un valsts ilgtspéja ir
iespéjama ar vaji finansétu un ricibas briviba ierobezotu zinatni? Vai véstures
zinatne Latvija Sodien ir gatava reagét uz agresivas propagandas kampanam? Vai
zinasanu piesatinajums un izpratne par pagatnes procesiem Latvijas sabiedriba ir
tada, ka socialajai videi un valsts kopienai piemit rezistence pret dezinformaciju -
spéja to atpazit un vértét ka aplamu?

Zinatne ir un vienmeér bus sarezgita. Ja “meés” gribam “vienkarsi un sapro-
tami”, tad magiskais realisms bis masu gala stacija. Zinatnei, tatad ari véstures
zinatnei, ir jabut neértai, tai nav jabat pateicigai un paklausigai. Zinatne, kas ir
rama ka majdzivnieks, iesligst apatija, katri riic un iestrégst stagnacija, parstaj
bat neatkariga, radosa, inovativa, provocéjosa un konkurétspéjiga. Darbs zinatné
nav hobijs, ko var veikt par “velti” vai pasfinansé$anas rezima un kas lauj “nosist”
laiku, ja valsts institiicijas formali sagaida izméramus rezultativos raditajus. Sis
darbs apstajas vai ieglist divainas un neakadémiskas formas, ja politiskas elites
deklarétajiem nolikiem seko finanséjuma samazinasana.

Zinatnes briviba un demokratija ir ciesi saistitas izpétes tému briva izvélé.
Briviba zinatné ir cie$a simbiozé ar valsts finanséjumu - ja tas tiek reducéts lidz
“iztikas minimumam”, tad zinatne klast manipuléjama un atseviski loti svarigi
pétljumi nenotiek. Ironiski varétu teikt, ka §adi, ja zinatnieki apzinas savu atka-
ribu no politiskas elites viedokliem un popularo noskanu konjunktiiras, zinatnei
un zinatniekiem var likt jeb piespiest kalpot sabiedribas interesém. Ja viedoklu
konjunktara dikté lémumu pienemsanu, bet ne tiesiskais reguléjums nosaka
konkurétspéjigas zinatnes finanséjuma riku un apjomu neatkaribu un nesarga
no populisma, tad ta klast ideologiska. Vai tas batu humanitaro un citu zinatpu
pagrimums? Tikai totalitarisma un autoritarisma valsts jeb ar to domajama poli-
tiska elite nosaka, kas un ka ir japéta: vésture klast par ideologisku manipulaciju
riku un diskredité sevi ka nozari un to parstavosos intelektualus.

Zinatnei vajadzétu but Ipasai teritorijai valsts socialo vajadzibu ainava, kurai
sabiedriba pieskir sava labuma varda ipasu statusu, kas to pasarga no parsteidzi-
gas, nekompetentas un neracionalas ricibas un lémumiem. Sai teritorijai biitu
jabut Ipasi aizsargajamai ka dabas liegumam, kura nedrikst patvaligi cirst kokus,
pat ja ziema barga un kurinama tuvuma nav.

Saja Latvijas Véstures Institita Zurnala numura ir apkopoti jauni pétijumi
ar originalu skatijjumu uz $kietami labi zinamam izpétes témam, kuram rakstu
autori pieskir citada skatljuma rakursu un piedava lidz §im neierastu perspektivu,
pievérs masu uzmanibu detalam, atver un sava darba integré maz zinamus vai
lidz $im neizmantotus rakstitos un vizualos véstures avotus un citus pagatnes
artefaktus. Lasamo pétijumu rezultati ir nenoliedzami interesanti, tie ne tikai
bagatina nacionalo un starptautisko historiografiju, bet ari demonstré zinatnieku
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domasanas un analizes manieri, kas savukart nosaka pagatnes socialo procesu
izzinas panémienus, dzilumu un novitati.

Arheologiskajos izrakumos iegttas liecibas par apméram sesus tikstosus
gadu senas apdzivotibas klatbatni Baltijas jiuras austrumdalas piekrasté konfronté
zinatni ne tikai ar jautdjumiem par dazadu materialu apstrades tehnologiju lie-
tojumu, bet ari izaicina domat par seno kopienu socialajam praksém. Sie izaici-
najumi liek parskatit lidz §im uzkrata artefaktu materiala, pieméram, keramikas
fragmentu, kuri iegiiti Sarnates, Silinupes, Purciema un citas Rigas jiras lica pie-
krastes tuvuma lokalizétas neolita apmetnés, izveidotas tipologijas principus un
datéjuma skalas. Sadi, pieméram, ar *C datéjuma metodes palidzibu, ir iespéjams
jauns skatijums uz Rietumlatvijas piejiras apmetnu vidéja neolita hronologiju
(Valdis Bérzins).

Politiskas karjeras iespéja sociali aktiviem un uzpémigiem individiem palie-
linas, pieméram, geopolitiskas krizes un apdraudéjuma apstaklos, ka tas ierau-
gams Inflantijas muiznieka Jana Vilhelma Platera (16767 — 1757) gadijuma. Vina
reputaciju forméja ne tikai Polijas-Lietuvas politiskaja elité parstavéta prokrie-
viska virziena vaditaja loma. Platera klatbutne kopvalsts diplomatisko attiecibu
peripetijas Liela Ziemelu kara laika (1700-1721) lauj ieraudzit ietekmigu politikas
spélétaju, kur$ ne tikai prasmigi un reizé savtigi spéja risinat Vidzemes terito-
rialas piederibas jautajumus starpvalstu sarunas un veidot savas dzimtas socialo
kapitalu, bet vienlaikus gudri prata Polijas Seima reprezentét Inflantijas (Latgales)
muizniecibas poliskas intereses (Edvards Seliska).

Latvijas Neatkaribas kars$ (1919-1921) visaptverosi ietekméja jaunas Eiropas
valsts veido$anos un forméja jaunu kolektivo pieredzi, pieméram, saskarsmeé ar
karaguistekniem un uz aizdomu pamata aizturétam personam. Ap tikstos sadu
cilvéku kara laika bija nokluvusi Vidzemes-Latgales giisteknu nometné, ko doku-
menté aizturéto personu lietas. Lidz $im nepétitais véstures avotu korpuss atklaj
loti daudz vértigu detalu par aizturéto personu etnisko, socialo un teritorialo
izcelsmi, izglitibu un nodarbosanos un lauj veidot atsevisko grupu - karagis-
tekni, bégli, frontes parnacéji vai arestétas personas — socialo portretu. Avotu
materiala analizes rada ne tikai kara apstaklu ietekmétas uztveres un tiesiskas
prakses nianses, bet ari atklaj jaunas zinasanas par Vidzemes-Latgales gusteknu
nometnes darbibu, karagusteknu parvaldibu Latvijas armija un par iesaistitajam
varas struktaram (Daniela Rihtere).

Jautajums par kolektivo un individa vainu un atbildibu Latvijas ebreju holo-
kausta izpétes konteksta ir butisks faktors, kas ietekméjis gan vésturnieku darbu,
gan sabiedribas uztveri par pétijjumu rezultatiem, ka liecina vacu historiogra-
fijas analize. Holokausts Latvija, pateicoties arhivu plasakai pieejamibai kops
20. gadsimta 90. gadu sakuma, vacu historiografija ir viena no lielajam izpétes
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témam par nacisma noziegumiem Otra pasaules kara laika. Polemikas akcenti
vacu historiografija 20.-21. gadsimta Latvijas gadijuma izpété izce] galvenokart
faktus par kolaboraciju un noziegumiem pret civiliedzivotajiem nacistu okupaci-
jas laika, bet vaji izgaismo kontekstu — sabiedribas socialo un kulttras specifiku.
Zinatnisko izpéti ietekmé ari tas, ka atminas kultiira holokausta téma Latvija
ir politiski un emocionali konfliktéjosa un joprojam tiek uztverta pretrunigi
(Tilman Plath).

Zinatnes politiska un sociala vieta Latvija pirmajos gados péc Otra pasau-
les kara, it seviski humanitaro zinatnu sovjetizacijas process lidz §im ir pétiti
vaji. Pieturas punktus detalizétai izpétei, kuras fokusa ir toreiz Piebalga noti-
ku$o etnografisko ekspediciju savaktais materials, pétnieku rakstitie teksti, ideo-
logiskie nosacijumi un zinatniska darba organizacija, dod makslinieka Jékaba
Strazdina (1905-1958) ap 1947. gadu ekspedicijas laika darinatie sépijas ziméjumi.
Sis ekspedicijas kop$ 1946. gada vadija vésturniece un etnografe Daina Zemzare
(1911-1971), lai vaktu materialus par amatniecibu Piebalgas zemnieku saimnie-
cibas. Atskaites un piezimes par ekspediciju gaitu un iegitajam ikdienas dzives
liecibam rada, ka zinatniskais darbs pirmajos péckara gados tika paklauts un
pielagots padomju ideologijas dogmatikai un ka $§i sistéma, uzraugot un sodot,
salauza jaunu zinatnieku dzives (Janis Kalnacs).

Vésturiskais konteksts, kura ierakstas divu lidz §im nezinamu 1938. gada
novembri fiksétu sarunu ar Karli Ulmani un Vilhelmu Munteru atreferéjumi, lauj
detalizétak skaidrot abu politiku kladaini izvéléto uzvedibu Latvijas arpolitika,
proti, pielagosanas taktiku turpmakajos gados — 1939.-1940. gada. Péc Minhenes
vieno$anas (30.09.1938.) ari Ulmanim un Munteram bija “pielipusi” maldinosa
ceriba, ka piekapsanas nacistu rezima Vacijas agresivas arpolitikas spiedienam
Sudetijas jautajuma ir “vieniga” izvéle, kas laus nodrosinat Eiropa ilgstoSu mieru.
Abu zinojumu autors Demari Bess (Demaree Bess, 1893-1962) bija ieradies Riga
1938. gada rudeni ASV laikraksta “The Saturday Evening Post” uzdevuma.
Novembri, ar dazu dienu starpibu, vin$ intervéja Ulmani un Munteru. Abas
intervijas, kuras toreiz kalpoja ASV diplomatiska dienesta iek$éjam vajadzibam
un publikaciju ASV dienas presé nepiedzivoja, atklaj nezinamas un maz zinamas
detalas par Ulmana un Muntera prieksstatiem par autoritaro sistému Latvija,
starptautisko politiku un attiecibam ar PSRS. Augsta zinatniskas izzinas vértiba
ir korespondenta Besa spriedumiem par Ulmana vadonibas ideju un izveidotas
valsts parvaldes kartibu péc parlamentaras demokratijas atcelsanas 1934. gada,
tas raksturu un vietu Eiropas autoritaro valstu ainava. Sie véstures avoti, kas
$odien glabajas ASV Nacionalaja arhiva Vasingtona, Valsts departamenta doku-
mentu kolekcija, ir publicéti anglu un latvie$u valodas ar zinatnisko komentaru
(Eriks Jekabsons).
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Rubrika “Sarunas par vésturi” ar ievelko$u vieglumu ir iesp&jams sekot argu-
mentacijai, kas parliecina, ka viduslaiki ir klateso$i Eiropas moderno sabiedribu
atminas kultira un pagatnes refleksija. Viduslaiku zinatniska izpéte ir akadeé-
miska pagatnes refleksijas forma, kas liek uzdot jautajumus un meklét atbildes
ne tikai par véstures avotu kritiku, bet ar1 par vésturnieka pieredzi un ietekmju
kopumu, kuras maca un nosaka, ka saprast, just un domat viduslaikus. Citadiba,
kas atklajas viduslaiku sabiedribas - laika un telpas uztverg, socialo un emocio-
nalo attiecibu konvencijas, dieviska un cilvéku, vecaku un bérnu attiecibas, poli-
tikas ritualos -, atgadina Sodien par aizspriedumiem: lidz pat 21. gadsimtam tiesi
aizspriedumi noteica Eiropas popularajas un augstajas kultiras atsvesinatibu un
pat noliegumu pret o talo pagatni. Véstures zinatne maca ne tikai lasit un tulkot
pagatnes socialo kultiiru kodus, bet ari pienemt viduslaikus. Sidas pienemsanas
un pietuvinasanas cel$ pie Sodienas sabiedribam, ka liecina modernas zinatnes
pieredze, Eiropas sabiedribas ir bijis atskiriga garuma, tacu tas liek mainit attiek-
smi pret viduslaiku citadibu, un tas klast iespéjams, rakstot viduslaiku vésturi
(Edgars Engizers, Ilgvars Misans).

Nesen publicétu un svarigu gramatu recenzijas par Dobeles 14.-17. gadsimta
iedzivotaju apbedijumu arheologisko izpéti un socialas un kultaras dinamikas
rekonstrukciju, par pareizticibu Baltijas juras regiona ka daudzveidigu un pole-
misku paradibu cilvéku, vietu un praksu 19.-20. gadsimta institiiciju noteikto
normu, socialo un politisko attiecibu konteksta, par sievietém Lielbritanijas valsts
parvalde (1870-1938) un vinu karjeras iespéjam ka neuzrakstitu socialo reformu
un lidztiesibas vésturi un biografiska véstijuma zanru, kas atklaj personu insti-
tucionalas attiecibas, atgadina par zinatnes iespéjam un jauniem pétijjumiem.

Katram Latvijas Véstures Institita Zurndla numuram ir savs radianas stasts.
Tas sakas ar labiem nosacijumiem, nodomiem un apnemsanos, ka “viss bus labi”,
bet darbs ar tekstu un manuskriptu parsteidz ar izaicinajumiem, laiks nesau-
dzigi ziid, un $aubas ievelk mekléjumos péc labakas izklasta formas ka apburtaja
loka. Iespéjams, ka jaklausa izjutai, kad teksts un $aubas ir jaatlaiz. Atlaizot viss
notiek viegli. Un darbs ir paveikts. Lielu paldies es vélos teikt visiem autoriem
un autorém par vertigiem un interesantiem tekstiem, ka ari par Jasu atsaucibu,
pacietibu un sapratni, ko apliecinajat nogurdinos$aja redakcionalaja procesa.
Par neatsveramu atbalstu darba ar tekstiem, nenogurstosi, pacietigi un iecietigi
sekojot 1idzi stilam un pareizrakstibai, esmu parada pateicibu latviesu valodas
literarajai redaktorei Inarai Stagulanei un anglu valodas literarajai redaktorei
Antrai Legzdinai, un, protams, ka arvien augstu vértéju Latvijas Universitates
Akadémiska apgada personala un Latvijas Universitates atbalstu. Ar palavibu
raugos tuvakaja nakotné, jo nakamo zurnala numuru, ar milestibu pieskatot,
gatavos Eva Eihmane un mans laiks galvena redaktora amata bus beidzies.
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Godatas lasitajas un lasitaji, es aicinu Jis lauties $aja numura publicétajiem
tekstiem, nesasteigtas lasiSanas valdzindjumam un atklat Latvijas un Eiropas
pagatné nezinamo un aizmirsto. Ja tagadnes izvélu emocionali uzkarsétaja gai-
sotné, sarunu un viedoklu troksni Jums skiet, ka “musu dzivé” nav vietas zinat-
nei, tad véstures zinatne piedava mums tiesi tagad un $eit iespéju sarunaties un
domat, argumentét un stridéties par pagatni un to skaidrojosajiem narativiem,
ta lauj bat mums briviem.



THE PAST, HISTORY AND ‘TRUTH’: SCIENCE
AND THE NATIONAL INTEREST IN A COMPLEX
TRIANGULAR RELATIONSHIP

If the proximity of war and protracted uncertainty are blurring the colours in
the palette of our present-day sensibilities, then people are beginning to believe
in miracles. Magical realism is back in vogue, whilst rationality recedes into
the shadows. Amidst strings of numbers and loud rhetoric, the saviours recite
prose in a minor key about ‘the national interest’. In this emotionally charged
atmosphere and clamour of opinions, there seems to be no place for science. In
defending their own interests, the sciences of history will once again have to con-
front their own archetypes - the past, history and ‘truth’ - and, in the manner of
magical realism, declare: ‘history’, precisely at this moment and in the context of
‘national interests’, is a national priority. Rationality reminds us that science, in
Latvia too, ensures the continuity of state functions. What distinguishes science
from other spheres of ‘reason’ is that it is discursive by nature, and it is precisely
this characteristic that determines why it is capable of generating unique solutions
in response to the challenges of the present. The present day adds that the study
of history is a strategic resource for the nation’s sustainability. It is likely that, in
Latvia too, the truth of this assertion needs no proving.

Expectations and demands seem to set the science of history apart from
elitist complexity, as ‘history’ must be ‘true’. Truth and history form a complex
pair of relationships. If this is accompanied by the ‘past’, as collective popular
perceptions remind us, then within this triangular relationship ideas are born
of heroes of noble morality and ethical conduct, and of victims of ‘historical’
injustice. If we consider the process of scientific research, then the ‘product’ -
the information obtained through analysis - must be reliable. Working with
evidence from the past, or artefacts, requires a clear and confident articulation
of the concepts underlying research methods and tools.

The science of history conceptualises the process of understanding societies
in the past with the aid of the aforementioned triad - the past, history and truth;
the experience of ancient, medieval and modern historiography reminds us that
there is a constant tension in the relationship between these three representations
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of knowledge. Collective expectations and popular perception reduce the aim of
historical knowledge to a ‘narrated truth’. It is precisely ‘truth’, as a philosoph-
ically ambivalent category, that makes it impossible for the historical narrative,
as a story based on ‘facts’, to be bound by such an ethical imperative.

It is impossible to return to the past; the consequences of what has happened
can no longer be changed; all people grow old and die - that is the truth. It serves
as a reminder of our limitations and brings expectations face to face with reality.
These reminders seem to bring the past and the present closer together as an expe-
rience of poetic expression. The past, as described and depicted by ‘history’, reveals
itself as a text and as a ‘screen’ for the social projections of the present, upon which
we see what we expect. If expectations adapt our perception to the possibility that
boundaries can be abolished and truth subjected to the miraculous, then the past
and history merge. That is why history offers solace and evokes in the collective
‘memory’ the seemingly well-known fact that people have believed in the story
of immortality. If, through misunderstanding or habit, we assume that history
preserves reliable imprints of the past, and that written historical sources are
‘mirrors’ of the past in which ‘truth’ can be glimpsed, then perhaps everything
our imagination yearns and hopes for could be possible - including immortality.

History is not what was, but rather what people think of the past today and
now, and how they perceive and feel it. Historians and their works often and
thoughtlessly declare their intention and the goal to be achieved - history must
tell the ‘truth’. Such an intention is noble but misleading, and the goal is unat-
tainable. If history were a ‘keyhole’ through which one could peer into the past,
then ‘we’ would see ourselves.

The conviction, underpinned by collective perceptions, that knowledge of
the past — or ‘history’ — as consumed by a community profoundly influences
and shapes its identity, sense of cultural belonging, political self-determination,
and so on, is not questioned as true. The weak point of this seemingly stable and
enduring notion, when viewed through the watchful and critical eye of society, is
concealed like Achilles’ heel; for, namely, knowledge of the past — the latter being
unchangeable - is in fact subject to change when subjected to scientific scrutiny;
it must be renewed and supplemented. Science ensures this process. Knowledge
is a construct of the mind; that is precisely why it is subject to deconstruction.
Knowledge, if we accept the assertion that it is information accumulated over
the long term and describing the experience of collective learning, has its own
price, just like any commodity. This product of science, therefore, must be of high
quality, even if demand for it is low today.

The art of convincing others of the truth of knowledge and evidence in
science is a complex and invaluable skill, which manifests itself in a specific
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code - a language understood only by those within the field or by other thought-
tul individuals. Viewed from the outside, this art may seem playful and elegant,
executed without any apparent effort. However, the reasoning used to justify
statements, assertions and the logic behind the sequence of so-called ‘facts’
forms the foundation of this art. This enables us to distinguish and recognise
the strengths and weaknesses in the ‘architectural’ and ‘constitutional’ structures
of authorities, and to ask whether these authorities have been guided and shaped
by ideological or scientific ambitions.

What authorities and reliquies have in common is that, for a time - when
social conditions are favourable - collective perception is shaped by faith, whilst
rationality takes a back seat: both are perceived as true until doubt and scepticism
become the measure of all things. Narratives of the past, shaped by nationalist ide-
ologies — particularly in history - are, even if their creators, proponents and com-
municators reside in relatively or markedly different social systems, similar in their
orientation and purpose, namely, they understand history as an instrument of polit-
ical power through which the system of social and state relations can be changed.

The science of history is an evidence-based field of knowledge, distinguished
from the natural sciences only by its research methods and terminology. This
is precisely why academic ‘history’ has the potential to be credible and must be
truthful; in other words, it is a free space where no tribute is paid to political
doctrines, and where there are no deliberate distortions or lies. In the context of
today’s political and geopolitical challenges, academic ‘history’ is not only a man-
ifestation of scientific potential and a tool for strategic communication, but also
a demonstration of society’s capacity for action. The aims of the discipline of his-
tory and society’s expectations will differ if we measure them against the descrip-
tive categories of collective historical memory: the past, history and ‘truth’.

If this difference - which can be rationally explained and is present in every
society - is, due to a naive misunderstanding, the criterion by which conformity
with the national interest is measured, then such an approach to the relationship
between science and state institutions loses its rational basis. The axiom that
science is expensive brings us back to reality. Continuity in funding for science
is a long-term capital investment. Expertise developed in Latvia in any scientific
field will be expensive, but certainly cheaper than imported expertise, for which
we will end up paying more. Long-term investments will prove their worth in
the future, even if they may seem unnecessary today.

One of the key prerequisites for successful and discursive communication is
the presence of the voice of science in an open society. In other words, the knowl-
edge generated and critically evaluated by science shapes and constitutes a mul-
ti-voiced space of communication that constructively reflects reality. Science
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lends this space dynamism and resilience against distortions and lies cloaked
in the rhetoric of ‘science’ and ‘truth’. The aim of aggressive propaganda is to
alienate the national community from itself and to deny its very existence.

The current state of affairs, in the context of the relationship and responsibil-
ities between science and society, raises uncomfortable and urgent questions: Do
deliberately manipulated knowledge and narratives about the past pose a threat
to public safety? Is science a resource for national security? Is the sustainability of
society and the state possible with a science that is underfunded and restricted in
its ability to act? Is the science of history in Latvia today prepared to respond to
aggressive propaganda campaigns? Is the level of knowledge and understanding
of past processes within Latvian society such that the social environment and
the national community possess resilience against disinformation - the ability
to recognise it and assess it as false?

Science is, and always will be, complex. If ‘we’ want things to be ‘simple and
understandable’, then magical realism will be our final destination. Science - and
therefore the study of history as well - must be uncomfortable; it must not be
complacent or docile. Science that is as docile as a pet slip into apathy, grumbles
listlessly and becomes mired in stagnation; it ceases to be independent, creative,
innovative, provocative and competitive. Work in science is not a hobby that
can be pursued ‘for free’ or on a self-funded basis, and which allows one to ‘kill
time’, if state institutions formally expect measurable performance indicators.
This work either grinds to a halt or takes on strange and non-academic forms
when the stated intentions of the political elite are followed by cuts in funding.

Academic freedom and democracy are closely linked to the free choice of
research topics. Freedom in science exists in close symbiosis with state funding - if
this is reduced to a ‘bare minimum’, science becomes susceptible to manipulation
and certain very important research projects fail to materialise. Ironically, one
might say that, in this way, if scientists are aware of their dependence on the views
of the political elite and prevailing public sentiment, science and scientists can be
made - or forced - to serve the public interest. If prevailing public opinion dic-
tates decision-making, whilst legal regulations fails to ensure the independence of
the mechanisms and scale of funding for competitive science and fails to protect
it from populism, then science becomes ideological. Would this spell the decline
of the humanities and other sciences? Only under totalitarianism and authori-
tarianism does the state — or, by extension, the political elite — determine what
is to be researched and how: history becomes a tool of ideological manipulation
and discredits itself as a discipline, along with the intellectuals who represent it.

Science should occupy a special place within the landscape of the nation’s
social needs, to which society grants a special status for its own benefit, thereby
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protecting it from hasty, incompetent and irrational actions and decisions. This
sphere should be specially protected, like a nature reservation, where trees must
not be felled arbitrarily, even if the winter is harsh and there is no fuel nearby.

This issue of the Journal of the Institute of Latvian History brings together
new research offering an original take on seemingly well-known topics of study;,
to which the authors bring a fresh angle and offer a previously untried perspec-
tive, drawing our attention to details, uncover and integrate into their work lit-
tle-known or hitherto unused written and visual historical sources and other
artefacts of the past. The findings of these studies are undeniably interesting; they
not only enrich national and international historiography but also demonstrate
the scholars’ modes of thought and analysis, which in turn determine the meth-
ods, depth and originality of our understanding of past social processes.

Evidence uncovered during archaeological excavations of human settlement
dating back some six thousand years along the eastern coast of the Baltic Sea
not only confronts science with questions regarding the use of various material
processing technologies but also prompts reflection on the social practices of
ancient communities. These challenges necessitate a re-examination of the arte-
fact material accumulated to date — such as pottery fragments recovered from
Neolithic settlements at Sarnate, Silinupe, Parciems and other sites located near
the coast of the Gulf of Riga - as well as the principles of the established typolo-
gies and dating scales. Thus, for example, with the aid of the *C dating method,
it is possible to gain a new perspective on the Middle Neolithic chronology of
the coastal settlements in Western Latvia (by Valdis Beérzins).

Opportunities for a political career for socially active and enterprising indi-
viduals increase, for example, in times of geopolitical crisis and threat, as can be
seen in the case of the Inflantian nobleman Jan Wilhelm Plater (16762 — 1757). His
reputation was shaped not only by his role as the leader of the pro-Russian faction
within the Polish-Lithuanian political elite. Plater’s involvement in the vicissi-
tudes of the Commonwealth’s diplomatic relations during the Great Northern
War (1700-1721) reveals him to be an influential political player, who not only
skilfully - and at times self-servingly — managed to resolve issues concerning
the territorial status of Vidzeme in international negotiations and to build his
family’s social capital, but who also shrewdly represented the political interests
of the Inflantian (Latgale) nobility in the Polish Sejm (by Edvards Seliska).

The Latvian War of Independence (1919-1921) had a far-reaching impact on
the formation of the new European state and shaped a new collective experience,
for example, in dealings with prisoners of war and persons detained on suspi-
cion. Around a thousand such people were held during the war at the Vidzeme-
Latgale prisoner-of-war camp, as documented in the files of those detained. This
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previously unexplored body of historical sources reveals a wealth of valuable
details regarding the ethnic, social and regional origins, education and occu-
pations of those detained, and enables the creation of a social portrait of indi-
vidual groups - prisoners of war, refugees, those returning from the front, or
arrested persons — to draw up a social portrait. Analysis of the source material
not only reveals the nuances of perceptions and legal practices influenced by
wartime conditions but also brings to light new insights into the operation of
the Vidzeme-Latgale prisoner-of-war camp, the management of prisoners of war
within the Latvian army, and the power structures involved (by Daniela Rihtere).

The question of collective and individual guilt and responsibility in the con-
text of research into the Holocaust of Latvian Jews is a key factor that has influ-
enced both the work of historians and the public’s perception of the research find-
ings, as evidenced by an analysis of German historiography. Thanks to the wider
availability of archives since the early 1990s, the Holocaust in Latvia has become
one of the major research topics in German historiography concerning Nazi
crimes during the Second World War. The focal points of debate in German
historiography in the 20™"-21% centuries regarding the study of the Latvian case
primarily highlight facts about collaboration and crimes against civilians during
the Nazi occupation, whilst shedding little light on the context - the social and
cultural specificities of society. Scholarly research is also influenced by the fact
that, within the culture of remembrance, the subject of the Holocaust in Latvia is
politically and emotionally contentious and continues to be viewed with ambiv-
alence (by Tilman Plath).

The political and social role of science in Latvia in the early years follow-
ing the Second World War, and particularly the process of the Sovietisation
of the humanities, has so far been poorly researched. The starting points for
a detailed study, focusing on the material gathered during the ethnographic
expeditions that took place in Piebalga at that time, texts written by researchers,
the ideological conditions and the organisation of scientific work, are provided
by the sepia drawings created by the artist Jéekabs Strazdins$ (1905-1958) during
an expedition around 1947. These expeditions were led from 1946 onwards by
the historian and ethnographer Daina Zemzare (1911-1971) with the aim of col-
lecting material on craftsmanship on farms in Piebalga. Reports and notes on
the progress of the expeditions and the evidence of everyday life gathered reveal
how scientific work in the early post-war years was subjugated to and adapted to
the dogmas of Soviet ideology, and how this system, through surveillance and
punishment, shattered the lives of young scholars (by Janis Kalnacs).

The historical context in which the transcripts of two previously unknown
conversations between Karlis Ulmanis and Vilhelms Munters, recorded in
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November 1938, are set allows for a more detailed explanation of the misguided
conduct of both politicians in Latvia’s foreign policy, namely, their tactic of
accommodation in the subsequent years of 1939-1940. Following the Munich
Agreement (30 September 1938), Ulmanis and Munters, too, had been ‘gripped’
by the misguided hope that yielding to the pressure of the Nazi regime’s aggres-
sive foreign policy regarding the Sudetenland issue was the ‘only’ choice that
would ensure lasting peace in Europe. The author of both reports, Demaree Bess
(1893-1962), had arrived in Riga in the autumn of 1938 on assignment for the US
newspaper The Saturday Evening Post. In November he interviewed Ulmanis and
Munters, within a few days of each other. Both interviews, which at the time
were intended for the internal use of the US diplomatic service and were never
published in the US daily press, reveal unknown and little-known details about
Ulmanis’ and Munters’ views on the authoritarian system in Latvia, interna-
tional politics and relations with the USSR. Correspondent Bess assessments of
Ulmanis’ concept of leadership and the system of state administration estab-
lished following the abolition of parliamentary democracy in 1934 - its nature
and place within the landscape of Europe’s authoritarian states — are of great
scholarly value. These historical sources, which are now held at the US National
Archives in Washington, D.C., within the State Department’s document collec-
tion, have been published in English and Latvian with scholarly commentary
(by Eriks Jekabsons).

In the section ‘Discussing History’, the argument — which convincingly
demonstrates that the Middle Ages are ever-present in the culture of memory
and reflection on the past within modern European societies - is presented with
captivating clarity. Scholarly research into the Middle Ages is an academic form
of reflection on the past, which prompts us to ask questions and seek answers not
only regarding the criticism of historical sources, but also concerning the his-
torian’s experience and the set of influences that shape and determine how we
understand, feel and think about the Middle Ages. The otherness revealed in
medieval societies — in the perception of time and space, in the conventions of
social and emotional relationships, in the relationships between the divine and
humans, parents and children, and in political rituals — serves as a reminder
today of prejudices: right up to the 21% century, it was precisely these prejudices
that shaped the alienation and even rejection of this distant past within European
popular and high cultures. The study of history teaches us not only to read and
interpret the social and cultural codes of the past, but also to embrace the Middle
Ages. As the experience of modern scholarship shows, the path of such accept-
ance and rapprochement with contemporary societies has varied in length across
European societies; yet it compels us to change our attitude towards medieval
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otherness, and this becomes possible through the writing of medieval history (by
Edgars Engizers, Ilgvars Misans).

Reviews of recently published and significant books on the archaeologi-
cal investigation of the burials of Dobele’s inhabitants from the 14 to the 17t
centuries and the reconstruction of social and cultural dynamics, on Orthodox
Christianity in the Baltic Sea region as a diverse and contentious phenomenon
involving people, places and practices within the context of institutional norms
and social and political relations in the 19'"-20% centuries, on women in British
public administration (1870-1938) and their career prospects as an unwritten
history of social reform and equality, and the genre of biographical narrative,
which reveals individuals’ institutional relationships, highlight the potential of
scholarship and points to new avenues of research.

Every issue of the Journal of the Institute of Latvian History has its own story
behind its creation. It begins with favourable conditions, good intentions and
the resolve that ‘everything will be fine’, but working on the text and manuscript
presents unexpected challenges; time slips away relentlessly, and doubts draw one
into a never-ending search for the best way to present the material, as if caught in
a vicious circle. Perhaps one must listen to one’s intuition when it is time to let go
of the text and the doubts. Once you let go, everything flows easily. And the work
is done. I would like to express my heartfelt thanks to all the authors for their val-
uable and interesting texts, as well as for your responsiveness, patience and under-
standing, which you demonstrated throughout the gruelling editorial process.

For her invaluable support in working on the texts, tirelessly, patiently and
kindly ensuring that the style and spelling were correct, I am indebted to Inara
Stagulane, the literary editor for the Latvian language, and Antra Legzdina,
the literary editor for the English language; and, of course, as always, I hold
the staff of the University of Latvia Academic Press and the University of Latvia
in the highest regard. I look to the near future with confidence, as the next issue
of the journal will be lovingly overseen by Eva Eihmane, and my time as editor-
in-chief will have come to an end.

Dear readers, I hope you find joy in discovering the worlds and people of
Latvia’s and the Baltic region’s past through the texts published in this issue.
The study of history offers you and us the opportunity to converse and reflect,
to argue and debate about the past and the narratives that explain it; in this way,

it allows us to be free.
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