
      
         	
         
      

   
      
         
         
         
         
      

      
         
         
         
            
            
         

         
         
         
            
            
               The historical dictionaries present essential information on a broad range of subjects,
               including American and world history, art, business, cities, countries, 
               cultures, customs, film, global conflicts, international relations, literature, music,
               philosophy, religion, sports, and theater. Written by experts, all contain highly
               informative introductory essays on the topic and detailed chronologies that, in some
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               and policies that make the topic unique, and entries are cross-referenced for
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               areas, providing excellent access points for students, researchers, and anyone
               wanting to know more. Additionally, maps, photographs, and appendixes of supplemental
               information aid high school and college students doing term papers or introductory
               research projects. In short, the historical dictionaries are the perfect starting
               point for anyone looking to research in these fields.
               
            

            
         

         
         
         
            
            Historical Dictionaries of Europe

            
         

         
         
         
            
            Jon Woronoff, Series Editor

            
         

         
         
         
            
            Greece, by Thanos M. Veremis and Mark Dragoumis. 1995.
            

            
            Romania, by Kurt W. Treptow and Marcel Popa. 1996.
            

            
            United Kingdom: Volume 1, England and the United Kingdom; Volume 2, Scotland, Wales,
                  and Northern Ireland, by Kenneth J. Panton and Keith A. Cowlard. 1997, 1998.
            

            
            Hungary, by Steven Béla Várdy. 1997.
            

            
            Ireland, by Colin Thomas and Avril Thomas. 1997.
            

            
            Russia, by Boris Raymond and Paul Duffy. 1998.
            

            
            Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, by Zeljan Suster. 1999.
            

            
            Belgium, by Robert Stallaerts. 1999.
            

            
            Poland, 2nd edition, by George Sanford. 2003. 
            

            
            Finland, 2nd edition, by George Maude. 2007.
            

            
            Belgium, 2nd edition, by Robert Stallaerts. 2007.
            

            
            Moldova, 2nd edition, by Andrei Brezianu and Vlad Spânu. 2007.
            

            
            Slovenia, 2nd edition, by Leopoldina Plut-Pregelj and Carole Rogel. 2007.
            

            
            Bosnia and Herzegovina, 2nd edition, by Ante Čuvalo. 2007.
            

            
            Modern Italy, 2nd edition, by Mark F. Gilbert and K. Robert Nilsson. 2007.
            

            
            Belarus, 2nd edition, by Vitali Silitski and Jan Zaprudnik. 2007.
            

            
            Contemporary United Kingdom, by Kenneth J. Panton and Keith A. Cowlard. 2008.
            

            
            Norway, by Jan Sjåvik. 2008.
            

            
            France, 2nd edition, by Gino Raymond. 2008.
            

            
            Spain, 2nd edition, by Angel Smith. 2008.
            

            
            Turkey, 3rd edition, by Metin Heper and Nur Bilge Criss. 2009.
            

            
            Republic of Macedonia, by Dimitar Bechev. 2009.
            

            
            Cyprus, by Farid Mirbagheri. 2010.
            

            
            Austria, 2nd edition, by Paula Sutter Fichtner. 2009.
            

            
            Modern Greece, by Dimitris Keridis. 2009.
            

            
            Czech State, 2nd edition, by Rick Fawn and Jiří Hochman. 2010.
            

            
            Portugal, 3rd edition, by Douglas L. Wheeler and Walter C. Opello Jr. 2010.
            

            
            Croatia, 3rd edition, by Robert Stallaerts. 2010.
            

            
            Albania, 2nd edition, by Robert Elsie. 2010.
            

            
            Malta, 2nd edition, by Uwe Jens Rudolf and Warren G. Berg. 2010.
            

            
            Armenia, 2nd edition, by Rouben Paul Adalian. 2010.
            

            
            Russian Federation, by Robert A. Saunders and Vlad Strukov. 2010.
            

            
            Kosovo, 2nd edition, by Robert Elsie. 2011.
            

            
            Lithuania, 2nd edition, by Saulius Sužiedėlis. 2011.
            

            
            Ukraine, 2nd edition, by Ivan Katchanovski, Zenon E. Kohut, Bohdan Y. Nebesio, and Myroslav Yurkevich.
               2013.
            

            
            Ireland, new edition, by Frank A. Biletz. 2014.
            

            
            Slovakia, 3rd edition, by Stanislav J. Kirschbaum. 2014.
            

            
            Switzerland, 2nd edition, by Leo Schelbert. 2014.
            

            
            Bulgaria, 3rd edition, by Raymond Detrez. 2015.
            

            
            Georgia, 2nd edition, by Alexander Mikaberidze. 2015.
            

            
            Estonia, 2nd edition, by Toivo Miljan. 2015.
            

            
            Sweden, 3rd edition, by Elisabeth Elgán and Irene Scobbie. 2015.
            

            
            Netherlands, 3rd edition, by Joop W. Koopmans. 2015.
            

            
            Iceland, 2nd edition, by Sverrir Jakobsson and Guđmunder Hálfdanarson. 2016.
            

            
            Denmark, 3rd edition, by Alastair H. Thomas. 2016.
            

            
            Contemporary Germany, by Derek Lewis with Ulrike Zitzlsperger. 2016.
            

            
            Latvia, 3rd edition, by Aldis Purs and Andrejs Plakans. 2017.
            

            

            
         

         
         
         
            










            
            Historical Dictionary of Latvia

            
         

         
         
         
            
            Third Edition

            
         

         
         
         
            
            Aldis Purs and Andrejs Plakans

            
         

         
         
         

         
         
         
            	
            ROWMAN & LITTLEFIELD

            	
            Lanham • Boulder • New York • London

            
         

         
         
      

      
         
         
         
            	
            Published by Rowman & Littlefield

            	
            A wholly owned subsidiary of The Rowman & Littlefield Publishing Group, Inc.

            	
            4501 Forbes Boulevard, Suite 200, Lanham, Maryland 20706

            	
            www.rowman.com

            	

            	
            Unit A, Whitacre Mews, 26-34 Stannary Street, London SE11 4AB

            

            
            Copyright © 2017 by Aldis Purs and Andrejs Plakans

            

            
            
               All rights reserved. No part of this book may be reproduced in any form or by any electronic or mechanical
               means, including information storage
               and retrieval systems, without written permission from the publisher, except by a
               reviewer who may quote passages in a review.
               
            

            

            
            British Library Cataloguing in Publication Information Available

            

            
         

         
         
         
            
            Library of Congress Cataloging-in-Publication Data

            

            
            Names: Purs, Aldis, author. | Plakans, Andrejs, author.

            
            Title: Historical dictionary of Latvia / Aldis Purs and Andrejs Plakans. 

            
            Description: Third edition. | Lanham, MD : Rowman & Littlefield, [2017] | Series:
               Historical dictionaries of Europe | Includes bibliographical references. 
            

            
            Identifiers: LCCN 2016056922 (print) | LCCN 2016057086 (ebook) | ISBN 9781538102206
               (hardcover : alk. paper) | ISBN 9781538102213 (electronic) 
            

            
            Subjects:  LCSH: Latvia—History—Dictionaries.

            
            Classification: LCC DK504.37 .P58 2017 (print) | LCC DK504.37 (ebook) | DDC 947.96003—dc23

            
            LC record available at https://lccn.loc.gov/2016056922

            

            
         

         
         
         
            
            
               
               The paper used in this publication meets the minimum requirements of American National
               Standard for Information Sciences Permanence of Paper for 
               Printed Library Materials, ANSI/NISO Z39.48-1992.
               
            

            

            
            Printed in the United States of America

            
         

         
      

      
         
         
         
            
            To Brenda and Lia.

            


            
            


            
            To Ann-Marie, Lilja, and Teika.

            
         

         
         
      

   
      A

      
      
      
         
         	ĀBOLTIŅA, SOLVITA (1963–)

         
         	
            Born in Riga, Solvita Āboltiņa studied law at the University of Latvia and worked in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in the 1990s. She was involved in the
               New Era Party (Jaunais Laiks) from its founding and served in the eighth Saeima. Āboltiņa was the minister of justice in the Kalvītis government from 2004 until 2006. From 2006 through 2010, she served in the Saeima
               as she migrated from the New Era Party to the Unity (Vienotība) Party, from which
               she was elected to the Saeima in 2010. She was elected the speaker of the Saeima in
               2010 (the third woman to hold the post), a post she won again in 2011. She became
               the head of the Unity Party in 2012, a post she held until 2016. Amid frequent rumors
               of internal divisions within the party around her leadership and declining popular
               support, the party elected Andris Piebalgs its new head on 4 June 2016.
            

         

         
         	ABRENE (PITALOVO, PIETĀLAVA)

         
         	
            Abrene is a district of about 1,200 square kilometers, as well as a city in the district,
               at the extreme northeastern border of Latvia. In the 1920 treaty between Latvia and
               the Soviet Union, Abrene was included within the interwar borders of Latvia, but in
               1944 it was administratively separated from the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic
               (LSSR) and added to the Russian Federated Socialist Republic (RFSR). In the medieval
               centuries, Abrene had been included in the lands administered by the archbishop of
               Riga. After 1991, as discussions developed between Russia and Latvia to regularize relations between the two countries, the Abrene district
               became a sticking point insofar as many on both sides saw it as a question of surrendering
               territory. In March 2007, the Latvian Saeima and the president of Latvia, Vaira Vīķe-Freiberga, formulated treaty language in which Latvia agreed to make no territorial claims
               against Russia, and, as a consequence, Abrene retained the status it acquired in World War II.
            

         

         
         	ACADEMY OF SCIENCES (ZINĀTŅU AKADEMIJA, ZA)

         
         	
            Although there had been some discussion between the two world wars about the creation
               of a Latvian academy, the Academy of Sciences (ZA) was not established until 1946
               (after the incorporation of Latvia into the Soviet Union) as the new authorities sought to place intellectual work in Latvia on the same basis
               as in the rest of the Soviet Union. During the next 40 years, the Academy of Sciences
               became the dominant research organization in the country and a component of the Soviet
               Academy of Sciences. It was divided into a series of institutes and research centers,
               with the entire organization receiving its budget revenues from the state. Most ZA
               scientists did not teach since pedagogical work was left to the universities, but
               there was some overlap between the personnel of the universities and the ZA. Since
               the ZA organized and funded virtually all research, the Latvian Communist Party (LCP), which had a chapter in the ZA, was able to supervise and control research findings
               in all fields. Like other large institutions in Soviet Latvia, the ZA served the double
               function of sometimes protecting its leading scientists against party zealots but
               also ensuring that Latvian research in all fields proceeded along guidelines laid
               down in Moscow. The ZA was housed in the 21-story ZA Building in Riga, considered Latvia’s first skyscraper. The building was begun in 1951 and finished
               in 1961. The architectural style resembles the “Stalin cake” style common to much of the Soviet bloc. In 1990,
               the Latvian ZA separated from the Soviet ZA, and after the reproclamation of independence
               in 1991, the ZA was totally reformulated to become a national organization for honoring
               personal achievement. The research institutes that had been its component parts were
               dismantled, became independent research centers, or were integrated into the university
               system. See also  .
            

         

         
         	AGLONA

         
         	
            The site in Latgale, in Aglona pagasts (county), of the most renowned Roman Catholic Church building in Latvia, donated to the church in 1699 by a noblewoman named Ieva
               Zastovska. The first institution on the site was a Dominican monastery that included a wooden church, which burned in 1766. This was replaced
               by a baroque-style brick structure, with two 60-meter spires and 10 altars. During
               the 19th century, the Aglona Church became a favorite object of pilgrimages, and during
               the interwar independence years the church had a local congregation of about 5,000
               persons and at the same time was the center of Latvian Catholicism. Its use was restricted
               during the Soviet period, but since 1991 it has again become a favorite site for pilgrimages
               by Latvians generally, Latvian Catholics, and admirers from elsewhere in Europe. In
               1993, Pope John Paul II visited the church, and in 1994 the Aglona Church was designated
               an international holy site by the Latvian Saeima. See also .
            

         

         
         	AGRARIAN REFORM

         
         	
            If defined as fundamental change in rural life brought about by actions of the central
               government, agrarian reform has been a major theme in Latvian history since the 17th
               century. With Livonia controlled by Sweden, the royal government in Stockholm initiated a review of the basis on which Baltic German landholders claimed to control their properties and, as a result, severely diminished
               the proportion of land under private control by placing such properties under crown
               control and bringing about the so-called reduction of estates. On these “reduced” properties, obligations of peasants toward the estate were recalculated
               and often lightened. In the early 19th century, as a result of agreements between
               the Russian tsar and the Baltic German landowning nobility, the Peasant Law of 1804
               regularized some aspects of serfdom, and during 1817–1819 the institution of serfdom was abolished altogether in the
               Baltic provinces. In the late 1840s, the Livonian Diet began to accept the notion
               that peasants, who from the emancipation onward had held their lands on the basis
               of labor rents, should be able to purchase land outright, and these laws eventually
               permitted the transfer of some 40 percent of arable land to peasant ownership.
            

            
            The most radical reform came after the establishment of independent Latvia in 1918,
               when the Agrarian Reform Law of 1920 enabled the Latvian government to confiscate
               some 3.3 million hectares of land, largely from landed estates, and to redistribute
               it to some 144,000 persons who were landless or judged to be deserving in other ways
               (e.g., veterans of the Latvian Independence Wars). This reform created a large stratum of smallholders (called jaunsaimnieki, or “new farmers”). A 1940–1941 reform carried out by the Soviet regime was intended
               to build support for the regime among those still landless and was not created for
               economic viability. In the period 1946–1950, after the incorporation of Latvia into
               the Soviet Union, the Moscow government introduced another “reform” by initiating wholesale agricultural
               collectivization, creating kolkhozes and sovkhozes and deporting to Siberia those farmers who were judged to be actual or potential resistors
               to the collectivization process. After 1991 and the reestablishment of independence,
               collective farms were dissolved or disintegrated, and the Latvian government began to reprivatize both
               urban and rural land. By 2007, that process was nearly completed, but these reforms
               have taken place in a much more challenging economic context, namely, the entry of
               Latvia into the European Union (2004), with a much higher proportion (about 30 percent) of the population depending on farming than is warranted by Latvia’s size and available markets for
               agricultural products. See also .
            

         

         
         	AGRARIAN UNION (PEASANTS UNION, FARMERS UNION, ZEMNIEKU SAVIENĪBA)

         
         	AGRARIAN UNION

         
         	
            The Agrarian Union was one of the two most important political parties in Latvia during
               the first period of independence (1918–1940); the other was the Latvian Social Democratic Party. The Agrarian Union was founded in 1917 at the initiative of a coalition—called Konsums—of a large number of rural cooperatives and farm organizations formed in the Latvian
               territory of the Russian Baltic provinces shortly before the beginning of World War I. After the March 1917 Russian Revolution, many of the borderland nationalities of
               the empire, including the Latvians, perceived an opportunity for statehood, and they
               used their existing organizations to take the first step in the process. The leader
               of the Agrarian Union at that time was Kārlis Ulmanis, and he also became the first prime minister of the new provisional Latvian government
               after independence was declared on 18 November 1918. In the parliamentary era of Latvia’s
               history (1920–1934), the Agrarian Union never held the majority of seats in the 100-deputy
               Saeima, but it succeeded nevertheless in heading most of the coalition governments during
               the period as well as in supplying Latvia with three of its four presidents.
            

            
            In spite of its name, the Union began its existence as a national party representing
               the interests of both the rural and the urban sectors of the electorate. But the party
               ideology did have a “peasantist” tilt, which became stronger during the 1930s. Both
               the Union and the Social Democrats had been losing electoral support by 1934, when
               Ulmanis, the Union’s leader, brought about a coup and suspended not only the Saeima
               but also all political parties, including the Union. In forming cabinets during the period of his personal rule
               (1934–1940), Ulmanis called upon his old Union colleagues only some of the time. In
               the interwar trend that created many strongman governments in eastern and central
               Europe, the Union therefore never served the same function for Ulmanis as the National
               Socialists did for Adolf Hitler or the Fascist Party for Benito Mussolini.
            

            
            In the second independence period (after 1991), a Latvian Agrarian Union was reformed,
               ostensibly as the successor of the interwar Union, but its membership and electoral
               strength have not approached those of the interwar party. It has continued to be,
               nonetheless, one of the political parties on the Latvian scene. In the first post-1991
               parliamentary election of June 1993, the Agrarian Union formed a coalition cabinet
               with Latvia’s Way and participated in governing for a while. The Agrarian Union candidate for president,
               Guntis Ulmanis, nephew to Kārlis Ulmanis, was elected president in 1993 and served two terms. The
               October 1995 parliamentary election diminished the Union’s strength by three seats,
               but it still remained an important political force in a somewhat fragmented parliament.
               With declining electoral results, the Agrarian Union joined forces with several other
               parties, most importantly the Green Party, to form the Green Farmers Union (Zaļo Zemnieku Savienība, ZZS). This new political coalition has played an integral
               part in governments through the 2000s to this day, but has become a party unto itself
               and has distanced itself from its Agrarian Union past.
            

         

         
         	AGRICULTURE (LAUKSAIMNIECĪBA)
         

         
         	
            Agriculture permeated the lives of virtually all inhabitants of the Latvian territory
               until the mid-19th century. Upward of 90 percent of the population were peasants, and those social groups that were not tillers of the soil (such as
               the landowning aristocracy and urban merchants and craftsmen) derived much of their
               wealth from the sale of or trade in agricultural products, mostly grains. Throughout
               the centuries before the 19th, agriculture in the Latvian lands was practiced on isolated
               farmsteads rather than in villages, although the latter were not unknown and in fact
               were the dominant settlement pattern in the southeastern areas of the territory, especially
               Latgale. From the 16th century onward, farmsteads belonged to landed estates, and their inhabitants
               were enserfed (see ), which meant that farmsteads and all rural activities were submitted to the discipline
               of estate agriculture, with its obligatory peasant labor (corvée), prohibitions against movement, and other manorial dues. On these estates, agriculture
               was relatively undifferentiated, the principal crops being rye, barley, oats, and
               other grains. In addition to these, the traditional crops included flax, the products
               from which were as important for rural self-sufficiency as for export. Two- and three-field
               systems existed throughout the territory and continued to be important well into the
               modern era. The horse rather than the ox was the principal draught animal, and Latvian
               peasant farms also possessed some cows, sheep, pigs, and, to a lesser extent, goats.
               With the early 19th century and the penetration into eastern Europe of ideas from
               the western so-called agricultural revolution, crops (potatoes and clover), tilling
               techniques (improved plows), and land utilization (consolidation of fields) became
               more varied, albeit slowly. The landowning elites in the Baltic tended to be conservative
               in spite of the fact that since the 16th century they had thought of their properties
               as producing not only for local consumption but also for both short- and long-distance
               trade. Yet the 19th century did break with the past in several very radical ways.
               Latvian serfs were emancipated between 1816 and 1819, and in the 1850s the landowners
               agreed that the now-free peasants should be able to buy outright the land they farmed—see . Land purchase lasted until World War I and had two consequences: the appearance of a new class of Latvian rural landowners,
               a large portion of them smallholders, and the revelation that, as long as the Baltic German landed nobility retained ownership of most farmland (just over 50 percent by 1914),
               a landless class of paid agricultural laborers would also continue to grow. Thus, while in absolute
               figures agricultural productivity increased until World War I, the social basis of
               the agricultural system was riven with conflicts and simmering resentments.
            

            
            These conflicts were to some extent resolved by the creation of the Latvian state
               in 1918 and the agrarian reform it carried out starting in the 1920s. But the resolution was paid for with a drop
               in agricultural productivity. To wartime disruption, especially in Courland province,
               which was occupied by the German army, were added the massive adjustments required
               by the estimated 144,000 new smallholders created by the agrarian reform. The reform
               required major government investments in agricultural modernization, and by the late
               1930s mechanized cultivation was expanding rapidly. But rural electrification was
               expensive and did not begin in earnest until the completion of the Ķegums hydroelectric
               station on the Daugava River in 1939. Agricultural productivity did not reach pre–World War I levels until the
               second half of the 1930s, by which time Latvia had also developed a brisk export market
               for its agriculture, especially in dairy products and bacon.
            

            
            Because during World War II Latvian territory was again on the eastern front, the 1940–1945 period brought the
               inevitable disruption of productivity and a reversal of the gains made before the
               war. An even greater upheaval was caused by agricultural collectivization, which the
               Soviet Latvian government began in 1948 and concluded in the early 1950s after the
               process had created some 4,500 collective farms, thus nearly eliminating the traditional system of privately owned farmsteads, numbering
               about 120,000. In order to force farmers to enter collective farms, extremely high
               taxes were imposed on private holdings, and in March 1949 some 44,000 real and potential
               opponents of collectivization (the so-called kulaks) were deported to places in the eastern parts of the USSR. Agriculture was henceforth
               to operate according to the dictates and quotas of central Moscow planners.
            

            
            Because of the widespread falsification of production statistics in the Soviet period,
               the relative success of the collective farm system is difficult to assess. Most certainly,
               productivity fell dramatically in the decade after collectivization. Mechanization
               of cultivation continued, however, and rural electrification was nearly universal
               by the 1980s. The per-hectare crop yield fluctuated over the decades but did increase
               in aggregate terms during 1955–1985. The increase of yield, however, has to be balanced
               by a substantial increase of wastage, due to inadequacies in mechanized harvesting,
               storage, and transportation. The most efficiently administered collective farms were
               models of modern agriculture; on the other hand, the small private plots farm families
               were allowed to maintain outside the collective system also showed greater productivity
               than the collectively worked fields. By the early 1980s, collectivized agriculture
               in Latvia was demonstrating an inability to change, and even internal critics had
               begun to talk in terms of an agricultural crisis, for which Mikhail Gorbachev’s perestroika (restructuring) policy was to be a solution. Before such restructuring could be implemented,
               however, Latvia regained its independence in 1991.
            

            
            As in other sectors of the economy, post-1991 agricultural policy has consisted of
               reprivatization of farmland and the gradual freeing of prices. These changes, constituting
               a transition period, have resulted in a decline of agricultural (as well as industrial)
               productivity, but not to the extent of threatening Latvia’s ability to produce its
               own food supply. Virtually all collective farms have been broken up, land nationalized
               in the 1940s has been returned to those claiming original ownership (or their heirs),
               and the most successful collectives have become privately owned joint-stock companies.
               Though many individual farmers continue to look to the government for directives about
               how much to plant, others have become adept at working in the context of unplanned
               agriculture. Continuing state subsidies of various kinds have resulted in some agricultural
               products (such as meat) being unable to compete with cheaper products imported from,
               for example, Poland and Hungary.
            

            
            As Latvia’s general economy establishes tighter connections with the rest of Europe,
               farmers have felt the effects of greater competition, and the government has been
               faced with the prospect of retreating from the free trade principles it has practiced
               so far. Membership of Latvia in the European Union (EU) from 2004 onward has made the problems of Latvian agriculture even more visible, on
               the one hand, while on the other, the country’s agricultural sector receives more
               subsidies from EU sources (although at rates lower than EU average subsidies to farmers).
               The livelihood of an uncomfortably high proportion of Latvia’s total population (an
               estimated 20–25 percent) is connected to agriculture, which by all standards is too
               high in a modern, industrialized, and technologically advanced society.
            

         

         
         	AIZSARGI

         
         	
            Derived from the Latvian verb sargāt—to protect or guard. The “Home Guard” or “National Guard” organization was created
               by the provisional government of Latvia in 1919 at a time when civilian authorities
               were not strong enough to provide security to local inhabitants, especially in rural
               areas. Initially, service in the Aizsargi was mandatory for all males between the
               ages of 16 and 60, and each county (pagasts) was to have an Aizsargi unit. In early 1922, service was changed to a volunteer
               basis, and after 1925 women were accepted into the organization as well. During the rest of the interwar independence
               period, the Aizsargi served a wide variety of functions, such as guarding the railroad network and seacoast areas and intercepting contraband goods at borders. The Aizsargi
               had a quasi-military organization, usually trained with the Latvian Army, and had
               as their commander-in-chief the president of the country. They played a significant
               role in the 1934 coup of Kārlis Ulmanis and in his subsequent authoritarian government from 1934 to 1940. In 1940, in the
               last months of independent Latvia, the Aizsargi numbered about 68,000 members. The
               new Communist government of Latvia dissolved the Aizsargi in July 1940, deporting
               some 80 percent of its officers to Siberia. During the German occupation from 1941
               to 1945, the Aizsargi were revived by the occupation authorities but dispersed throughout
               German army and police units. In 1990, as Latvia’s government began the process of
               exiting from the Soviet Union, the Aizsargi organization was revived with approximately the same home-guard functions
               but renamed as the Zemessargi (Land Guard).
            

         

         
         	AKURĀTERS, JĀNIS (1876–1937)

         
         	
            Akurāters was a Latvian writer who became prominent in the last decade of the 19th
               century, particularly in the period surrounding the Revolution of 1905 in Latvia. He was active during the Revolution of 1905 and imprisoned multiple times
               because of these activities. He fled abroad to Norway but returned to Latvia to be
               active in the founding of an independent Latvian state. He wrote both poetry and prose
               and in his prose works described in great detail the everyday life and psychological
               state of the people in the lower layers of society (e.g., The Farmhand’s Summer). In his political writings, he defended the idea of a Latvian state and Latvian
               rights to self-determination. In 1937, he was awarded the Fatherland Medal for his
               cultural accomplishments. See also .
            

         

         
         	ALCOHOL

         
         	
            Judging from folkloric evidence, before the 18th century the most widespread alcoholic
               drinks among Latvians were beers of various kinds, including mead. With the 18th century,
               however, grain alcohol, apparently introduced from Russia and Poland, became widely popular and readily available. Estate owners obtained a
               monopoly over its preparation and used it as an additional source of income through
               local and export sales. The spread of grain alcohol was accompanied by the proliferation
               of rural taverns (krogi), so that by the end of the 19th century there were altogether 1,301 alcohol-dispensing
               taverns in Livonia (Vidzeme) and 664 in Courland (Kurzeme). In Livonia, there was one tavern for every 31 farmsteads. The government
               of interwar independent Latvia retained a monopoly over the sales of hard alcohol
               but left its preparation in private hands. From the late 19th century onward, the
               use of alcohol among Latvians was combated by various kinds of anti-alcohol and temperance movements. Alcoholism became a serious social and health problem among Latvians starting with
               the 18th century, and in recent decades it has played a major role in the decline
               of life expectancy in Latvia, particularly among males. See also .
            

         

         
         	ALKSNIS, JEKABS (1897–1938)

         
         	
            One of a number of military officers in the Latvian Rifle Regiments (Strēlnieki) who supported and defended the Bolshevik cause during the Russian Civil War and remained in the military establishment of the
               Soviet Union after the founding of the Latvian state in 1918. Alksnis was the commander of the
               Soviet Army Air Force from 1931 to 1937. Alksnis was arrested and executed in 1938
               during Josef Stalin’s purge of the Soviet military establishment but was “rehabilitated”
               in the period of Nikita Khrushchev’s thaw. See also .
            

         

         
         	ALSUNGA

         
         	
            A district in central Courland that in the 17th century, when Courland was a semiautonomous duchy, became Roman Catholic in what was otherwise an almost entirely Lutheran province. The local landowner, Otto von Schwerin, created this pocket of Roman Catholicism
               in 1623 when he converted from Lutheranism. In subsequent centuries, the folklore of the district continued to reflect its religious uniqueness, and its inhabitants
               came to be called suiti, a corruption of the Latvian term jezuīti (Jesuits).
            

         

         
         	ALUNĀNS, ĀDOLFS (1848–1912)

         
         	
            The “father” of Latvian theater, who began his acting career in the 1860s working
               for various German-language theater companies in the Baltic provinces. As director of the Riga Latvian Theater from 1870 to 1885, he popularized theater arts among Latvian urban
               and rural audiences, wrote plays in Latvian, and oversaw the first production of many
               of them. From 1896 to 1904, he headed his own theater company in Riga and during the
               last decade of his life remained a prominent figure in that city’s Latvian cultural
               scene. Ādolfs Alunāns was the nephew of Juris Alunāns.
            

         

         
         	ALUNĀNS, JURIS (1832–1864)

         
         	
            Together with Krišjānis Valdemārs and Krišjānis Barons, Juris Alunāns was the best-known nationalist activist of the early phase of the
               Latvian national awakening. He was a poet but also devoted much of his creative energies to translating poetry
               into Latvian in an effort to demonstrate that the Latvian language was sufficiently
               sensitive to express the thoughts and sentiments of the poetry of other nations. In
               fact, the appearance of his first publication of original and translated poetry—Dziesmiņas (Poems) (1856)—is conventionally used to date the beginning of the Latvian “national awakening”
               in the 19th century. Somewhat later, in 1862, Alunāns and Valdemārs founded Pēterburgas Avīzes, the newspaper that became the principal vehicle of the Latvian nationalist challenge
               to Baltic German politico-economic and cultural hegemony in the Latvian area of the Baltic provinces. Juris Alunāns was the uncle to Ādolfs Alunāns. See also ; ; .
            

         

         
         	ANTISEMITISM

         
         	
            Antisemtism is a prejudice against Judaism, practitioners of Judaism, and/or descendants
               of such practitioners. Antisemitism can take many different forms from discrimination
               to organized violence against Jewish communities (pogroms) to attempts at genocide
               (the Holocaust). Antisemitism has a long history in the lands of modern-day Latvia that corresponds
               to similar histories of antisemitism in east Europe and Russia. Small Jewish populations existed in the region from the 16th century, but after
               all of the territory became a part of the Russian Empire, Courland and Livonia were regarded as beyond the pale of allowed Jewish settlement. Some Jews that could
               prove their prior residence were allowed to stay, and some Jews migrated into the
               region despite prohibitions, but through the first half of the 19th century, there
               were few Jews in the territory. As a result, antisemitism was largely confined to
               vague beliefs drawn from the antisemitic tendencies in the Christian church of the
               day and less to day-to-day behavior toward Jews. By the end of the 19th century, Jewish
               populations were firmly entrenched in Riga and Dvinsk (Daugavpils), in towns in Livonia and Courland, and in shtetls across southeastern Courland and
               in the Latvian regions of Vitebsk Province. Vilnius (Vilno) was an important center
               of east European Jewish culture, and some of the Jews near and about Dvinsk were a
               spillover from this population. On the eve of World War I, the Jewish population in roughly the lands that would be Latvia numbered close to
               200,000. They experienced antisemitism in tsarist laws (restrictions particularly
               on professions relaxed some after 1905) and in their legal and day-to-day treatment.
               Many Jews chose to flee this environment and migrated to west Europe or North America.
               Popular sentiments also spuriously connected Jews to socialist movements against the
               state. Large-scale pogroms did not occur in the Baltic provinces, and attempts to
               instigate them in the Revolution   of   1905 failed. Similarly, Latvian folk and cultural treatment of Jews is largely as a benign
               interloper (as the local trader or tailor). Too much can be made of this, however.
               Some of these folk stereotypes verge on racist caricature, and there is a clear distinction
               of Jews as outside of the regular community.
            

            
            After World War I, Jews enjoyed full legal equality and organized successfully politically
               (represented in all Saeimas, in many city councils), culturally (theaters, newspapers), and economically. Nevertheless,
               the political right and nationalist extremists often dipped into general local antisemitism
               and the developing European narrative of antisemitism. Latvia’s fascist parties and
               mainstream politicians talked of Jewish control of the economy, and Latvian student
               organizations campaigned to limit Jewish enrollment in universities. Through the democratic
               era, however, Jews could defend themselves through legal channels and through community
               organization.
            

            
            The Ulmanis regime (1934–1940) had a curious record on antisemitism. On the one hand, antisemitic
               publications were banned and removed from circulation, and Ulmanis had a close personal
               relationship with a leading conservative Jew, Mordechai Dubin. However, the regime also banned most independent Jewish organizations and targeted
               minority (including Jewish) ownership of the economy with state takeovers.
            

            
            The first year of Soviet occupation included considerable antisemitism as the Soviet
               regime repressed religious Jews and wealthy Jews. Some nationalist extremists and
               fascist opponents to Soviet rule nefariously exploited the presence of some Jews in
               Soviet government after the arrival of German troops in 1941. When Nazi occupation
               came, these arguments that Jews were responsible for Soviet atrocities against Latvians
               were repetitive and effective. Antisemitism (and genocide) became official state policy
               and contributed to Latvian participation in the Holocaust. Decades after the Nazi
               defeat, Latvians still use “baigais gads” (the horrible year), a Nazi propaganda term steeped in antisemitism, as the most
               common descriptor of Soviet rule in 1940–1941. After World War II, antisemitism continued to be a current in Soviet Latvia through official Soviet
               antisemitism, most pronounced at the end of Josef Stalin’s life from 1950 to 1953.
            

            
            With the return of independence, the Latvian state and successive governments have
               sought to address antisemitism in its historical and contemporary contexts. Holocaust
               remembrance has become a concerted state policy, and a negotiated move toward restitution
               of lost Jewish property is underway. Still, an extremist antisemitic narrative remains
               observable and takes refuge in freedoms of press and expression (although there are
               clear legal restrictions on speech that encourages hatred). Furthermore, international
               Jewish activists continue to call for greater attention to the possible prosecution
               of Holocaust-era war criminals.
            

         

         
         	APGABALI

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	APINIS, AIGARS (1973–)

         
         	
            Aigars Apinis is Latvia’s most accomplished paralympic athlete. Apinis is unable to
               move his legs but nonetheless began his athletic training in shot put and discus in
               1998. At the 2000 Paralympic Games, Apinis won bronze medals in both of these events,
               but in 2016 he won gold in the discus. He has also held the world record in shot put.
               Apinis is equally important as an activist for those with disabilities. He has railed
               against the poor state financing of these sports (which have contributed to Latvia
               missing several Paralympics). In 2016, Latvia’s paralympic team won four medals (Diana
               Dadzīte is Latvia’s only other gold medalist from the paralympics), while its summer
               Olympic team was held medalless. In all, Latvia has won 15 paralympic medals despite
               considerable domestic hurdles (lack of financing, public hostility or indifference
               to accessibility issues for those with handicaps generally).
            

         

         
         	APSĪTIS, ALEKSANDRS (1880–1943)

         
         	
            Aleksandrs Apsītis was born in Riga but moved to Petersburg as a teenager, where he began his art training. Before World War I, Apsītis worked as an illustrator for several Russian literary journals and novels.
               After the war, Apsītis drew agitation-propaganda posters for the Bolsheviks during the Russian Civil War usually using a pen name (such as Petrovs, Čūska, and
               others). His iconic posters are considered some of the first, and finest, Soviet revolutionary
               posters. Despite his active work for the Bolsheviks, Apsītis returned to Latvia in
               1921 and worked throughout the interwar years as an illustrator for journals, novels,
               and commercial advertisements. In 1939, Apsītis moved to Germany, where he died in
               1943.
            

         

         
         	APSĪTIS, JEKABS (1858–1929)

         
         	
            Pseudonym for the Latvian writer Jānis Jaunzemis, who began his literary career in
               the 1880s and brought into Latvian belles lettres the theme of piety and religiosity
               stemming from the Moravian Brethren (Herrnhut) tradition. The positive characters of his stories were pure-at-heart rural
               people, uncorrupted by urban ways and at one with nature. To portray such types, he
               had to stress what he believed to be the negative aspects of urban life, such as greed,
               self-centeredness, and dishonesty. Apsītis’s conservatism in the 1890s was overwhelmed
               by the more forceful and prolific “new current” in Latvian writing, and he wrote virtually nothing after the turn of the 20th century.
               Nonetheless, the nonacceptance of modernity and the idealization of rural virtues
               continued as one of the main themes of Latvian literature throughout the 20th century, although it has somewhat receded in the fiction of the
               early 21st century.
            

         

         
         	ARĀJS, VIKTORS (1910–1988)

         
         	
            Viktors Arājs formed and led the largest contingent of Latvian auxiliary police (the
               Arājskommando) that participated in the Holocaust in occupied Latvia. By the time German invading armies reached Riga on 1 July 1941, Arājs had already organized some Latvians, drawing in part on his
               fraternity ties, to attack the Soviet Prefect office in Riga. Arājs met with Walther
               Stahlecker, the commander of Einsatzengruppe A, tasked with killing Jews, and became his Latvian right-hand man for Holocaust actions. Together with his volunteers,
               Arājs participated in the burning of several synagogues in Riga on 4 July 1941, the
               arrest of Jews across Riga, and their murder in the Biķernieki   Forest outside Riga. Arājs and his men became most notoriously known for traveling by bus
               (the iconic blue municipal buses of the 1930s) to provincial towns across German-occupied
               Latvia and executing locally detained Jewish populations. Arājs and his men were also
               involved in the clearing of the Riga ghetto for the large killing actions in Rumbula in December 1941. Through 1942 and 1943, Arājs and his men took part in “pacification”
               of Soviet partisans in Belarus.
            

            
            Following World War II, Arājs lived in West Germany under an assumed identity as his wife’s brother. In
               1975, he was arrested by German police and found guilty in 1979 and sentenced to life.
               He died in prison in 1988. His trial proceedings and testimony unveiled much about
               the nature of Latvian participation in the Holocaust.
            

         

         
         	ARĀJSKOMMANDO (ARĀJA KOMANDA, SONDERKOMMANDO ARĀJS)

         
         	
            The Arājskommando was a paramilitary unit organized by Viktors Arājs that accounted for the great majority of Holocaust deaths committed by ethnic Latvians. The unit, initially drawing from Arājs fraternity
               associates (although their numbers waned quickly) and others, helped detain Jews in Riga from the outset of German occupation. The unit burned at least four synagogues in
               Riga on 4 July 1941 and soon after began the execution of Jews and communists in the
               Biķernieki Forest outside Riga. Throughout the summer, the unit traveled rural Latvia in commandeered
               blue Riga municipal buses executing the bulk of Latvia’s rural Jewish communities,
               as well as the patients at most of Latvia’s psychiatric hospitals (including children).
               The unit also cleared the Riga ghetto on 30 November 1941, driving its inhabitants
               to the Rumbula killing site, where German soldiers executed roughly 26,000 people. Through 1942
               and 1943, the unit was tasked with antipartisan activities in Latgale, Belarus, and
               Russia, which included the murder of partisans, Jews, and other civilians. By the
               end of 1943, the unit was disbanded and incorporated into other Latvian German units,
               including the divisions known popularly as the Latvian Legion.
            

         

         
         	ARCHITECTURE

         
         	
            Human beings enclosed space for protection against the elements and for other purposes
               in the Latvian territories from their original arrival. Archaeological reconstructions
               of structures such as hill forts (pilskalni), lake forts (ezerpilis), and the homes of farmers and hunters testify to the widespread use of wood as the
               principal building material, as well as to the differentiation of style according
               to function. None of these structures has survived as originally built, of course.
               Stone buildings, with the capacity to survive through the ages, arrived in the Baltic
               area with the German missionaries and crusading orders in the latter 12th century. The founding of Riga in 1201 and other urban places thereafter meant the erection of churches, dwelling
               places, castles, and meeting halls that could continue to stand generation after generation.
               In the countryside, churches had the most staying power; peasant homes as well as
               the rural domiciles of the landed aristocracy continued to be built of wood for a
               very long time. The life expectancy of both wooden and stone buildings, in cities
               and the countryside, frequently did not exceed two or three human lifetimes. Buildings
               were destroyed by fire in peacetime and during warfare, some were pulled down to be
               replaced for pragmatic reasons by larger improved structures, additions were made
               to existing buildings, and others simply crumbled from old age. As a consequence,
               in contemporary Latvia the oldest component of buildings most often is the site on which they are located; the buildings themselves are more recent, even if continuing
               to exhibit elements of the style in which they were originally built.
            

            
            The urban–rural distinction between wood and stone building materials was by no means
               absolute in the medieval centuries or even in the early modern period (16th–18th centuries).
               Indeed, wooden housing structures were a normal part of the city well into the 20th
               century, and, in the countryside, as the late 18th-century drawings of Johann Christoph
               Brotze reveal, many of the manor homes of landed aristocrats continued to be built
               of wood as well. Before the 19th century, architects of most buildings remained anonymous.
               Exceptions to this rule are plentiful, of course, the most famous being Bartolomeo
               Rastrelli, the Italian architect who in 1740 finished building Rundāle, and the baroque
               palace of the Courland dukes in Jelgava. The very wealthy could afford to import foreign architects, but most buildings,
               urban or rural, relied on local talent. In the countryside, these were frequently
               skilled peasant craftsmen, judging by the interior decorations of country churches
               and the exterior decorations of manor houses. Building styles in these centuries tended
               to follow general European patterns—gothic, Renaissance, baroque, classical—and there
               is evidence that even peasant craftsmen adopted such styles, but always adapted them
               to the needs of the moment.
            

            
            The era when specific buildings could be identified as the work of specific architects
               began in the later 18th century. The main architect in Riga, Christoph Haberland,
               was also in demand in the countryside as the designer and architect of elaborate manorial
               dwellings (which the Latvian language then and now continues to refer to as pilis, castles). After the midcentury point, the emergence of Riga as the most prominent
               metropolis of the Baltic provinces, the rapidly growing wealth of its inhabitants,
               and the leveling of the old city walls and fortifications that had hampered expansion
               created a veritable building boom lasting until World War I. The decades around the turn of the century saw the creation of many of the art nouveau
               (Jugendstil) houses that remain the most vivid still-standing element in the city’s architectural
               heritage. Most prominent of these architects were Mihails Eisenštein, Wilhelm Bokslaff, and the Latvian Konstantīns Pēkšens. A variation of Jugendstil—the national romantic style—was used in the same period by the Latvian architects
               Eižens Laube and Jānis Baumanis.
            

            
            Most structures built during the 19th century survived into the 20th, when they were
               joined, after the declaration of independence in 1918, by numerous office and school
               buildings using various modernist styles and having practical purposes.
            

            
            For Soviet-period architects, style took second place to utility and volume to meet
               the serious postwar housing crisis both in large cities and smaller towns. This resulted
               in hundreds of high-rise apartment buildings on the outskirts of cities and towns,
               most being serviceable but also jarring. Taken collectively, the buildings of Latvia
               and the differing architectural visions they embody can only be described as eclectic.
               The skyline of Riga, looking from the Daugava River, now includes, perhaps appropriately, four medieval church spires, the modernist
               high-rise Hotel Latvija, the typical multistory wedding-cake Stalinist structure that
               until 1991 housed the Latvian Academy of Sciences, and recent additions including the modernist National Library across the river.
            

         

         
         	ARKLS

         
         	
            The term in modern Latvian means “plow,” but historically it also signified a measure
               of the value of land and was the conventional translation of the German term—Haken—for such a measure. It is virtually impossible historically to establish the equivalent
               area of an arkls (Haken) because the term normally referred to how much a piece of land worked with one horse-drawn
               plow (or a similar piece of equipment) could produce. Thus, a farmstead could be revalued
               from one survey to the next depending on a determination of the value of what was
               produced on the arable land, the size of which did not change. There were numerous
               surveys (Hakenrevisionen) of farmland in the Latvian territories from the medieval period onward, but historical
               interpretations of them have varied because of the absence of conventional interpretations
               of the basic meaning of arkls. See also .
            

         

         
         	ARMED FORCES

         
         	
            As the territory of modern Latvia has experienced a great many governments, states,
               and invading and defending armies on its territories, and as inhabitants from the
               current territory of Latvia have served in the armies of a great many states beyond
               the borders of contemporary Latvia, any broad historical discussion of armed forces
               is almost impossible. The armies of the Duchy of Courland, for example, should be discussed within the context of that duchy, or Latvian soldiers
               fighting in the Soviet army in Afghanistan should similarly be discussed elsewhere.
               Nevertheless, to provide some historical background of the armed forces of the contemporary
               Republic of Latvia, a brief description of Latvian state armed forces can be attempted.
            

            
            The newly declared Republic of Latvia founded a Ministry of Protection four days after
               declaring independence. This ministry, with almost no staff, tried to form an army
               with almost no officers or troops. The Ulmanis government was forced to flee from Riga at the end of December 1918, and the early organizational efforts of the armed forces
               were undertaken in retreat with the remaining German occupation forces. Colonel Oskars Kalpaks was appointed the first commander-in-chief of Latvian armed forces on 31 December
               1918. He was, however, killed by friendly fire on 6 March 1919 as the combined German
               and national Latvian forces began a sustained counterattack to the Red Army invasion
               of late 1918 and early 1919. Through the early stages of the Independence Wars, the Latvian Army was the junior partner in this military force, but through the
               year mobilization brought more troops, more officers volunteered, and allied forces
               began to provide supplies, weapons, and training. By the Battle of Cēsis in June of 1919, the Latvian forces were considerable and, by the defense of Riga
               in October and November 1919, formidable.
            

            
            After the cessation of hostilities, Latvia’s armed forces took on a structured and
               peacetime footing that would define the armed forces through independence. The armed
               forces were overseen by the Ministry of War, while a general staff ordered the military
               side of the armed forces, and the commander-in-chief was directly responsible to the
               state president. The forces included a land army, a (small) naval fleet, an air force
               (also small), border guards, and a domestic, primarily rural, home guard (Aizsargi). Latvia’s armed forces were divided into four divisions that each included infantry
               and artillery regiments. Special aviation, tank, cavalry, and engineering forces rounded
               out the armed forces, and the Academy of War trained officers. Latvia had obligatory
               military service and created a system in which, following service, men remained in
               the reserves and later were still liable for conscription. In this classic organizational
               manner, a standing army of roughly 30,000 men could quickly expand in time of war.
            

            
            Officers in the armed forces did play a significant role in executing the coup d’état
               of Kārlis Ulmanis on 15 May 1934 and continued to play an important and symbolic role throughout his
               regime. Still, despite military pomp and circumstance, Latvia never spent excessive
               amounts of its state budget on military expenditures. As a small state bordered by
               potentially aggressive, large neighbors, Latvia understood that its best defense came
               through negotiations and alliances. As this strategy failed through the 1930s, the
               state turned to neutrality to head off war and occupation, but to little avail. A
               late attempted flurry of arms purchases was largely unsuccessful as European powers
               were hesitant to sell the best and most modern weapons systems to Latvia (they increasingly
               understood that they temselves would soon need these systems). As a result, Latvia’s
               armaments were mostly World War I surplus with some exceptions. The naval forces did boast two submarines and a mine
               trawler, the aviation corps several dozen fighters, and the tank units many Italian-made
               Fiat tanks.
            

            
            After the Soviet Union occupied Latvia in June 1940, the Latvian armed forces were
               quickly neutralized. The Soviets deported nearly 800 officers and noncommissioned
               officers, of which almost 700 died. More than 15 percent of the Latvian soldiery,
               well over 4,500 soldiers, were also arrested. The remaining army and a few handpicked
               officers were rechristened the People’s Army of the Latvian SSR before they were ultimately
               absorbed into the USSR’s armed forces as territorial units.
            

            
            In 1991, after Latvia reacquired independence but still had a sizeable Soviet military
               presence within its borders, the Latvian Supreme Soviet began the slow work of reforming an armed force of an independent state, despite
               many politicians’ calls for the state to have no army. The current organizational
               structure was created in 1994 and now encompasses the Latvian National Armed Forces.
               The armed forces are directly controlled by civil authorities through the Saeima and the Ministry of Defense. The commander of the armed forces (currently Raimonds
               Graube) and his staff oversee the military preparedness of the armed forces to defend
               the Latvian state. Initially, the armed forces relied on obligatory military service
               for soldiers but have transitioned to a volunteer army. The army consists of land,
               sea, and air forces, special assignments units, a home guard (Zemessardze), an officer
               corps, general staff, and military police. Currently, about 5,500 soldiers and officers
               serve in the armed forces and almost another 8,000 are active reserves.
            

            
            If in the interwar years, the armed forces had the impossible task of defending the
               state unilaterally against large, aggressive neighbors, the current armed forces are
               a member component of the joint military of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and have also fulfilled international military assignments for the United Nations. As members of NATO from 2004, Latvia’s armed forces (in weapons, supplies, and training)
               have undergone extensive modernization to act as a cohesive force with other NATO
               states. This process has accelerated after Russia’s annexation of Crimea and involvement in eastern Ukraine. Latvia has accelerated
               its bid to reach the NATO standard of spending 2 percent of GDP on defense (currently
               1.7 percent), has stationed increased numbers of NATO forces on its soil, and has
               acted more closely with Baltic allies to defend a common Baltic theater.
            

         

         
         	ARMISTEAD, GEORGE (DŽORDŽS ARMISTEDS) (1847–1912)

         
         	
            Born in Riga, George Armistead came from a family of English merchants that settled in the Baltic provinces in the early part of the 19th century. From 1864 to 1868, Armistead studied engineering
               at the Riga Polytechnic Institute and afterward supplemented his education with further studies at Oxford University
               and the University of Zurich. Returning to the Baltic, he worked in railroad construction in the Latvian and Estonian territories and in Russia. Between 1882 and 1885, he established and directed a brick-making factory, and from
               1880 to 1906 he directed various other economic enterprises in the Baltic region.
               Having become active in Riga urban politics, he was elected mayor of the city in 1901,
               holding the position until 1912.
            

            
            Armistead was an urban modernizer, and it is for his contribution to the continuing
               modernization of Riga that he is best known. On his initiative, infrastructural modernization
               took place in the supply systems for water and electricity, major expansion was made
               in modern forms of public transport, and the urban school system was improved. Involved
               with philanthropy, his family in 1879 bequeathed 200,000 rubles for the building of
               a city children’s hospital, the construction of which was finished in 1899 in the
               Torņkalna District of Riga on the left side of the Daugava (Pārdaugava). This hospital later became the core of the expanded State Children’s Hospital,
               which continued operations throughout the 20th century and remains a functioning hospital
               today. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	ĀRONS, MATĪSS (1858–1939)

         
         	
            A prominent journalist who began his career in the late “national awakening” period, Matīss Ārons worked for the newspaper Dienas Lapa (1891–1894) and then in succession edited the literary magazine Austrums (1895–1902) and the newspapers Balss (1906–1907), Dzimtenes Vēstnesis (1910–1917), and Valdības Vēstnesis (1920–1937). See also .
            

         

         
         	ASPĀZIJA (1865–1943)

         
         	
            This is the pseudonym for the Latvian writer Elza Rozenberga, who was born to well-to-do
               farmers in Courland. Soon after finishing her secondary education in 1884, she began a writing career
               that spanned the next six decades. She became known primarily for her poetry and plays,
               with her early drama seizing on fin de siècle conflicts in Latvian society and transforming
               them into controversial art that offended conservative members of the Latvian intelligentsia
               but pleased the participants of the “new current” of the 1890s. Her first play (Atriebēja [The Avenging Woman], 1888) dealt with Latvian social conflict; her later plays (e.g., Zaudetās Tiesības [Lost Rights], 1894, and Sidraba Sķidrauts [The Silver Veil], 1905) stressed women’s rights themes in the manner of Henrik Ibsen and August Strindberg. Aspāzija’s friendship
               with and 1897 marriage to Jānis Rainis (her first marriage had ended in divorce) continued to turn her toward “new current”
               ideas, and after the Revolution of 1905 in Latvia both she and Rainis, fearing arrest by tsarist authorities, went into exile
               in Switzerland, returning to Latvia in 1920. Immediately thereafter, they were both
               elected to the Constitutional Assembly that was formulating the basic document of
               the new Latvian state.
            

            
            In Switzerland, Aspāzija had continued to work at both her poetry and drama, and this
               creativity continued after her return to Latvia, though in this later period her themes
               were increasingly drawn from her own childhood memories as well as Latvian history
               and mythology. She remained a revered figure in Latvian literary culture during the
               1930s (Rainis died in 1929), and her last poetry collections appeared in 1942 and
               1943, by which time Latvia had already been occupied by the armed forces of Adolf
               Hitler’s Third Reich. Her funeral in 1943 turned into a restrained manifestation of
               nationalist sentiment, forbidden by the German occupation authorities. See also .
            

         

         
         	ASTRA, GUNĀRS (1931–1988)

         
         	
            Gunārs Astra was one of the most notable Latvian dissidents during Soviet occupation.
               Born and raised in Riga, Astra worked in the State Electronics Factory (Valsts Elektrotehniskā Fabrika) through much of the 1950s. In 1958, he met two Americans who worked at the U.S.
               embassy and also began correspondence with a Latvian émigré in the United States.
               In 1961, Astra was arrested and tried for anti-Soviet agitation and as a spy and traitor.
               He was sentenced to 15 years in the Gulag and served his term in Mordovia. While interred,
               Astra befriended other prominent Latvian political prisoners. He returned to Riga
               in 1976 but kept up his contacts with other Latvian dissidents. He was again arrested
               in 1982 and charged with keeping and distributing banned literature (including George Orwell’s 1984) and sentenced to seven years. In 1988, he was amnestied, but in the same year (in
               March) he was admitted to hospital in Leningrad (St. Petersburg), where he quickly
               deteriorated and died on the operating table. The authorities refused to carry out
               an autopsy, spurring many to believe that he was poisoned by the KGB.
            

         

         
         	ATMODA (AWAKENING)
         

         
         	
            The idea of an awakening, or in Latvian an atmoda, has had popular currency for more than 150 years—long enough to see three atmodas in that time period. The first atmoda is popularly considered as the era of the New Latvians (jaunlatvieši), who first pushed against Baltic German dominance in the mid-19th century. This period gave Latvia many of the patron saints
               of its national hagiography and notably accomplished the founding of the Riga Latvian Association and the organization of the first Latvian Song Festival in Riga in 1873. Interestingly, the 20th-century historian Benedict Anderson would devote
               considerable attention to the myth of “awakenings” in his opus Imagined Communities. The Latvian historian Ernests Blanks coined the achievement of independence in 1918
               as a second atmoda. Soviet Latvian protestors began to refer to a third atmoda in the push for autonomy and independence at the end of the 1980s. Most recently,
               disaffected Latvian nationalist extremists occasionally call for yet another atmoda, implying that the last did not “finish the needed work.”
            

         

         
         	AUDRIŅI

         
         	
            Audriņi is a small, rural parish east of the city of Rēzekne in the province of Latgale. Prior to World War II, Audriņi was a small hamlet of Russian Old Believers in Makašēna Parish. At the end
               of 1941, six Soviet army soldiers escaped from the POW camp in Rēzekne, one of whom
               had a father in nearby Audriņi. The father hid the six soldiers. Ultimately, the soldiers
               were discovered, surrounded, and killed, but they killed three police officers in
               the interim and hid for several days in Audriņi. The Nazi command decided to make
               an example and ordered a German Army punitive detachment and Latvian auxiliary police
               to eradicate the hamlet. From 2 to 4 January 1942, 30 of Audriņi’s men (including
               a 12-year-old boy) were publicaly executed in Rēzekne while the remaining inhabitants,
               men, women, and children (some 200 people), were shot in the hills outside Audriņi.
               The hamlet was then razed to the ground and burnt. Following World War II, the hamlet
               was rebuilt and became the administrative center of Audriņi Parish. In 1973, a monument
               to the victims of fascism was unveiled.
            

         

         
         	AUGŠZEME

         
         	
            Before 1918, this was the extreme southeastern part of the Baltic province of Courland. After 1918, when Courland was divided into Kurzeme (western half) and Zemgale (eastern
               half), Augšzeme became the southeasternmost region of Zemgale. It was also in the
               medieval centuries the home territory of the Selonians (sēļi). The inhabitants of Augšzeme spoke and still to some extent speak an identifiable
               dialect of the Latvian language. See also .
            

         

         
         	AUSEKLIS

         
         	
            Perhaps the best known of the various temperance organizations in pre–World War I Latvian territory, Auseklis was distinctively progressive in its political philosophy
               and became a leading advocate in the Revolution of 1905 in the Baltic provinces of the democratization of the Baltic provincial and Russian political system. See also .
            

         

         
         	AUSEKLIS (1850–1879)

         
         	
            This is the pseudonym for Miķelis Krogzemis, who in his relatively short lifetime
               became the best-known poet of the Latvian “national awakening” in the second half of the 19th century. The son of a farmstead head, he studied
               (1868–1871) in the teachers’ training school headed by Jānis Cimze in Valka and thereafter worked irregularly as a rural schoolteacher and tutor in Vidzeme
               as well as outside the Baltic provinces. His temperamental nature and uncompromising stance on Latvian cultural matters evidently
               made it difficult for him to hold jobs for very long, but his publications appeared
               very regularly, and some of his patriotic poems (e.g., “Gaismas pils” [“Castle of
               Light”]), when set to music, became part of the standard repertoire of the Latvian
               Song Festivals. From the beginning of his literary career, Auseklis showed himself to be a fiery
               Latvian nationalist in the romantic spirit and an opponent of self-Germanization among the Latvians, with his poetry celebrating Latvian history, folklore, and mythology. He also composed choral music, contributed hundreds of shorter pieces
               to the Latvian newspapers of the time, and authored various kinds of teaching materials
               for secondary and elementary schools. He tended to picture the cultural conflicts
               in the Baltic area as wars of the spirit, and his poetry used elaborate symbolism
               to promise the eventual reemergence of the Latvian “castle of light” after centuries
               of oppression. See also .
            

         

         
         	AUSTRUMS

         
         	
            The best-known monthly Latvian-language literary magazine, published from 1885 to
               1906, first in Moscow by the group of Latvians organized in that city by Krišjānis Valdemārs and then in various Latvian cities of the Baltic provinces. In the first 10 years of its existence, it was virtually the only regularly appearing
               publication that carried on the momentum of the Latvian “national awakening” of the 1860s and 1870s. Austrums was edited for its first 18 years by the Latvian philologist Jēkabs Velme and thereafter
               by Matīss Ārons, Teodors Zeiferts, and Andrievs Niedra. See also .
            

         

         
         	AUZIŅŠ, IMANTS (1937– 2013)

         
         	
            Having received his higher education at the University of Latvia in the Soviet period of Latvian history, Imants Auziņš developed—from the early 1960s
               onward—a strong reputation as a poet, literary scholar, and officer of the Latvian Writers’ Union, which he chaired starting in 1989. Rural themes predominated in his earlier works,
               but he occasionally also published collections that lamented the fate of Latvians
               caught between large expansionistic neighbors. Like many other literary artists of
               his generation, Auziņš wrote during a period (the so-called stagnation era) when expression
               of controversial thoughts had to be veiled so as not to incur the charge of “bourgeois
               nationalism.” See also .
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         	BALDERIS, HELMUTS (1952–)

         
         	
            Helmuts Balderis was an accomplished Soviet Latvian hockey player who was also the first Latvian to play in the National Hockey League (NHL)
               in North America. Balderis was initially interested in figure skating and used the
               precision and speed from this type of skating in his hockey career. He played for
               Rīgas Dinamo (the top club team in Soviet Latvia) from 1968 to 1977, and then with
               Moscow CSKA until 1980, where he won three successive Soviet League titles. Balderis
               played for three Soviet world and European champions and won a silver medal in the
               1980 Olympic games. In 1989, when the USSR allowed its players to play in the NHL,
               Balderis came out of retirement and was drafted by the Minnesota North Stars. He played
               one season and finished with nine points. If Balderis’s NHL career was not memorable,
               it did pave the way for a litany of Latvian players into the NHL to this date. After
               Balderis retired as a player, he coached the Latvian national team and continues to
               be active within the Latvian Hockey Federation. He also served as a deputy to the
               Riga City Council. In 1998, he was inducted into the IIHF (International Ice Hockey Federation)
               Hall of Fame.
            

         

         
         	BALODIS, JĀNIS (1881–1965)

         
         	
            Before World War I, Balodis was an officer in the Russian army, though he remained
               interested in Latvian political events. After Latvian independence in 1918, he played
               an active role not only in the Latvian Independence Wars but also in Latvian public affairs generally. In 1920, he assumed the rank of general
               in the Latvian national army and continued his military service until 1940. As a “political
               general,” he served as minister of war in the 1930s and was one of the organizers
               of the 1934 coup that brought the authoritarian government of Kārlis Ulmanis to power. Balodis worked closely with Ulmanis until he was dismissed from office
               in 1940, possibly after falling out with Ulmanis over the question of renewing the
               Constitution of 1922, which Ulmanis had suspended. In 1940, after the occupation of Latvia by the Soviet
               Army, he was deported to the Soviet interior, where he lived in exile, and under arrest,
               until being permitted to return to Latvia in 1956.
            

         

         
         	BALODIS, KĀRLIS (CARL BALLOD) (1864–1931)

         
         	
            Kārlis Balodis was an internationally recognized economist. Born in a family descended
               from members of a Moravian   Brethren congregation, Balodis studied theology at the University of Dorpat and then moved
               to Brazil in an attempt to found a Latvian colony. He studied geography, demography,
               and statistics in Germany and worked as a Lutheran pastor in Siberia before turning to the study of national
               economics. His greatest claims to fame were chairing a committee that supported Palestinian
               statehood (and included his economic plans for such a state) and his involvement in
               creating rationing systems for Germany during World War I. He returned to independent Latvia and was a professor of economics at the University of Latvia. Throughout the remainder of his career, he proposed long-ranging plans for economic
               development that were initially met with skepticism and not implemented in his lifetime.
               In 1928, he was elected to the Saeima and proposed ideas (again not implemented) for industrial reconstruction. He died
               in 1931 and was arguably memorialized more in the United States and in Germany than in Latvia.
            

         

         
         	BALTARS

         
         	
            Baltars was a short-lived ceramic porcelain art studio in Riga from 1924 until 1930, yet its place in modern Latvian art is iconic. The Latvian
               modern art master Romans Sūta formed the idea of the studio in 1924, although it was officially opened in 1925.
               Many of Latvia’s leading artists with a modernist approach designed patterns for porcelain
               plates, tea services, and bowls. The goal was to bridge modern art with decorative
               arts even though none of the artists had prior porcelain experience and relied upon
               the expertise of others to get the proper colors and techniques. The work of the studio
               was very well received, but the studio collapsed under the financial strain of the
               Great Depression. The studio closed in 1930, but its fame has grown ever since, and
               the impulse behind the studio is an element of the elevation of decorative arts to
               the fine art realm in Latvia.
            

         

         
         	BALTIC CRUSADES

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	BALTIC ENTENTE

         
         	
            An agreement signed by Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania in September 1934 calling for cooperation and consultation between the three countries
               in the formulation of foreign policy, as well as for periodic meetings of the three countries’ foreign ministers. The
               agreement had been launched earlier in that year by a similar bilateral treaty between
               Latvia and Estonia. The Vilnius and Klaipeda questions—of immense significance for
               Lithuania–Polish relations—were excluded from the treaty so as not to have an impact
               on relations between Estonia and Poland and Latvia and Poland. Regular foreign ministers’
               meetings began in December 1934, and during the next several years there were indications
               that other countries were ready to accept the entente as a permanent reality.
            

         

         
         	BALTIC GERMANS (GERMAN BALTS)

         
         	
            The English term used to designate those inhabitants of the Baltic area who spoke
               German most of the time and identified as being of German nationality. In the history
               of the Latvian territory, the term ceased to have major significance after September
               1939, when the vast majority of the Baltic Germans in Latvia were told by Adolf Hitler
               to “return” to the territory of the Third Reich. In the post–World War II era, Baltic Germans sought to maintain their unique historical identity through organizations
               and specialized publications. Before 1939, however, the Baltic Germans had played
               a major role in the history of the Latvian territory from the 12th century onward.
               An element in the German Drang nach Osten of the medieval period, the German speakers defeated and subordinated the indigenous
               peoples of the Latvian region and created the medieval state of Livonia, in which they became the dominant military, landowning, and cultural elites. Though
               sovereignty over the Latvian territories changed during the subsequent centuries—from
               Polish Lithuanian, to Swedish, to Russian—the Baltic Germans managed to retain their
               elite status with its special privileges. While having age-old divisions among themselves—especially
               between the landed nobilities and the urban patriciates—the Baltic Germans were drawn
               together by the Russification policies of the tsarist government in the second half of the 19th century, which was
               also the period of the Latvian “national awakening.” Until World War I, Latvian nationalism portrayed Baltic German privileges as at least an equal if not
               a greater threat to Latvian national aspirations than was the autocracy of the Russian
               tsar. The single most damaging blow to Baltic German standing in Latvia was, of course,
               the founding of the Latvian state in 1918, but, within that framework, materially
               the most damaging event was the Agrarian Reform Law of 1920, under which the new Latvian government confiscated without compensation
               landed estates primarily belonging to Baltic German nobility, thus bringing to an
               end Baltic German dominance in landowning in the Latvian territories.
            

            
            Even after this act, however, Baltic Germans remained a prosperous and powerful minority
               within the independent state. The Baltic German community enjoyed a lively cultural
               milieu; published newspapers, journals, and books; organized politically; and were
               important political actors on the national and local level. Baltic German activists
               such as Dr. Paul Schiemann played a vital interwar role not just in Latvia but throughout Europe in the League of Nations and the Congress of Minorities. After the Ulmanis coup, however, the regime used the power of the state to whittle away economic power
               from the Baltic German community. Moderates within the community, like Schiemann,
               also lost influence to increasingly radical and pro-Nazi elements. Still, the loss
               of the Baltic German population on the eve of World War II was a major blow to the
               vitality of the Latvian state and a bellwether of ominous territorial changes to come.
               Some Baltic Germans returned to Latvia in an administrative role during the Nazi occupation,
               but they fled with the end of the war. Remaining Baltic Germans were deported by the
               Soviet state, but even today a very small German population remains in Latvia. See also .
            

         

         
         	BALTIC LANGUAGES

         
         	
            A branch of Indo-European languages, the Baltic language group normally includes Latvian and Lithuanian, which are living
               languages, and Old Prussian, which was spoken by inhabitants of the Baltic seacoast
               area roughly southwest of Lithuania but ceased to be a living language by the end
               of the 17th century.
            

         

         
         	BALTIC MILITARY DISTRICT (BMD)

         
         	
            The BMD was established in 1945 as an organizational subunit of the Soviet Army. Territorially,
               it included the Estonian, Latvian, and Lithuanian republics as well as the Kaliningrad
               oblast. The headquarters of the BMD was in Riga. Because of their proximity and the need for mutual cooperation, the BMD headquarters
               staff in Riga developed over time a very close working relationship with the nomenklatura of the Latvian Communist Party and the organs of the Soviet Latvian government. The meaning of the BMD for Latvian
               history lies not only in the fact that the Soviet military presence served as symbolic
               support for Soviet civilian authorities, but also in the by-products of this military
               presence, as numerous Soviet military officers, upon retirement, chose to remain in
               Latvia. When the Soviet Union disintegrated after the abortive 1991 coup, the presence of the Soviet (now Russian) armed forces in Latvia became a legacy of the Soviet system that the new Latvian
               government had to deal with. The final units of the Soviet/Russian Army withdrew from
               Latvia in 1995 (with a small contingent remaining until 1998), but by that time some
               25,000 Russian army officers and their families had decided to retire and to settle
               in Latvia permanently. See also .
            

         

         
         	BALTIC PROVINCES

         
         	
            Strictly speaking, the Baltic provinces in the Russian Empire were the three provinces of Estland, Livland, and Kurland (Estlandskaia Gubernia, Lifliandskaia Gubernia, Kurliandsakaia Gubernia; Igaunija,
               Vidzeme, Kurzeme), the populations of which included only the Estonians and the Latvians
               of the Baltic region. Throughout the 20th century into the present, Lithuania has
               been normally included among the term “Baltic states,” even though it was not a Baltic
               province before 1918 in the administrative sense. Neither were the Letgallians, whose districts were included in the new Latvian state after 1918. Prior to that
               date, the Letgallians lived in Vitebsk Province (and partially Pskov Province), adjoining
               Livland.
            

         

         
         	BALTIC REVIEW

         
         	
            The Baltic Review was a trilingual journal that was supposed to have been published as a by-product
               of the Baltic Entente of 1934. The first issue of the Review, however, did not appear until February 1940, when it was used as one piece of “evidence”
               by the Soviet Union that the three Baltic states had created a military alliance against the USSR. Several
               other publications of that name were published after World War II, the most significant of which was the official publication of the Baltic Humanitarian
               Association. See also .
            

         

         
         	BALTIC SEA

         
         	
            The geographic location of the Latvians and Latvia on the eastern littoral of the
               Baltic Sea has had both positive and negative consequences for Latvia and the Latvians.
               Which of these has been more meaningful in shaping Latvian history is difficult to
               surmise. On balance, however, location has brought more trouble than benefit to Latvians.
               An overwhelming negative has been the attraction the Baltic Sea has had for Russia during the period of the Russian Empire and in the 20th century. As a more populous
               and expansionistic country, Russia, especially under Peter I the Great (1689–1725)
               and under later rulers, for geopolitical and economic reasons thought of the eastern
               Baltic seashore as a natural northwestern boundary of their empire and strove mightily
               to turn that aspiration into fact. Peter was quoted as having said that he sought
               water, not territory. During the 18th century, Russia succeeded in this effort, having
               first expelled Sweden from the area in the Great Northern War (1700–1725) and then later acquired hegemony over the eastern part of the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth during the partitions of Poland. Since the Baltic German nobilities of the area pledged loyalty to the Russian tsars in exchange for retaining
               regional socioeconomic and political control, Latvians received with the arrival of
               Russian control another elite under whose domination they had to live. One could make
               the argument that this vision of where the “natural” northwestern border of Russia
               should be located informed much of the strategic thinking of the Soviet Union in the
               20th century, and continues to do so for Russia in a reduced and refined form in the
               21st century. Having a coastal location might have been a boon for Latvians had they
               been in a position to exploit it. But the conquest and subsequent subordination of
               the region by the Baltic German crusading orders and merchants, and the reduction of Latvians to peasanthood, meant that control over
               seagoing trade and the benefits from it remained in the hands of German-speaking urban
               patriciates, especially those in Riga. Had Latvians been in total control over the territory in which they lived in the
               early modern centuries, a small Latvian state might have been able to turn its location
               to its own benefit as Holland, another small country, managed to do in the same centuries.
               But this is far from certain, since Latvians had not had much experience in being
               a seagoing people, in spite of the reputation enjoyed by the ancient Couronians as Baltic Sea pirates.
            

            
            In the long pre-20th-century period, Latvians did benefit somewhat from their coastal
               location, both directly and peripherally. Rural settlements near the seacoast frequently
               added coastal fishing to farming as a source of income, but as enserfed peasants Latvians
               did not enjoy the right to keep all of their catch. In the city of Riga, certain subsidiary
               occupations related to shipbuilding were supposedly “dominated” by Latvian specialists,
               for example, the sorting of lumber for ship masts. The growth of these kinds of involvement
               by Latvians in sea-related activities started in the mid-19th century after serf emancipation and the rapid differentiation of the Latvian labor force. Krišjānis Valdemārs, one of the principal activists of the Latvian “national awakening” period, argued in fact that a significant way for Latvians as a people to accumulate
               wealth was for them to develop an independent merchant marine and establish schools
               for the education of seagoing officers. This type of initiative, however, benefited
               Latvians less than did the modernization of seacoast fishing that had already begun
               in the late 19th century in the tsarist empire.
            

            
            After the founding of the Latvian state in 1918, one can begin to talk in terms of
               a fishing industry, with appropriately powered vessels, modern nets, coastal fish-processing
               plants, and organized export of fish and fish products. Most of the Latvian fishing
               industry focused on the Baltic Sea, but some Latvian ships also used international
               waters. In the interwar years, the industry was subsidized by the national government.
               The number of motorized fishing boats rose from fewer than 200 in 1924 to almost 800
               in 1937, and the total tonnage of fish caught from about 10,000 to almost 14,000 in
               the same years. As far as maritime trade was concerned, the total tonnage carried
               by Latvian vessels rose from about 10,000 tons in 1920 to about 150,000 tons in 1938.
               These later figures involve tonnage that was carried beyond the Baltic Sea shipping
               lines, however.
            

            
            The Baltic Sea remained an important economic resource for the Latvian SSR, but Soviet
               authorities remained suspicious of Latvians with boats or on ships, fearing they would
               flee across the Baltic Sea to Sweden. In the post-Soviet period, the importance of
               the Baltic Sea as an economic resource has diminished in part because of its pollution
               and the consequent near disappearance of edible fish, and in part because of the increasing
               importance of overland and air transportation. Currently, mostly ferries and tourist
               ships traverse the Baltic Sea carrying passengers from major ports in other Baltic
               Sea countries to and from Riga. Transit trade and ships that transport the export
               of forestry products remain vital segments of the economy. The metropolitan city of
               Jūrmala, which contains within its borders such 19th-century Gulf of Riga resort towns
               as Majori, Bulduri, and others, is important for the tourist industry of Latvia.
            

         

         
         	BALTIC UNIVERSITY (BU)

         
         	
            An institution of higher learning founded in 1946 in Hamburg, in the British Zone
               of occupied Germany, by academics in the Estonian, Latvian, and Lithuanian refugee communities. In 1947,
               the BU was moved to Pinneberg, where it continued its work with the help of 53 professors,
               50 docents, and 48 lecturers who were organized into nine “faculties” (departments):
               philology, law and economics, mathematics and natural sciences, agriculture, medicine,
               architecture and engineering, chemistry, mechanics, and art. In 1946, the BU taught
               996 students; in 1947, 1,052; but in 1949 only 468. In 1949, the BU closed after a
               total of nine semesters of work, by the decision of the British military authorities.
               By that time, it had granted 50 diplomas, largely to students who had begun their
               studies during the war in their homelands. Many students who were instructed at the
               BU transferred to German universities and finished taking their degrees there. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	BALTIJAS VĒSTNESIS (BV)
         

         
         	
            Baltijas Vēstnesis (Baltic Courier) was published from 1868 until 1906. It was the successor to Pēterburgas Avīzes  in furthering the goals of the Latvian “national awakening,” which task it performed well though in a less confrontational way than its predecessor.
               Its editorial positions reflected the viewpoint of the Riga Latvian Association, which was also established in 1868. First appearing twice weekly, it became a daily
               newspaper in 1880. Closed by tsarist authorities in 1906, BV found lineal successors in the newspapers Balss (Voice) and Dzimtenes Vēstnesis (Homeland Courier). Representing a moderate nationalist point of view, BV opposed what it saw to be the excesses of the “new current.” Its founder and editor, until 1892, was Bernhards Dīriķis. See also .
            

         

         
         	BANGERSKIS, RUDOLFS (1878–1958)

         
         	
            Bangerskis became a general in the Latvian national army in 1925 but before that,
               starting in 1915, had been an officer in a number of the Latvian Rifle Regiments of the tsarist army, as well as in the army of the “White” General Kolchak, who fought
               against the new Soviet Army in the Russian Civil War (1919–1921). After the defeat of Kolchak, Bangerskis returned to Latvia
               and assumed a series of high-level commands in the Latvian national army during the
               interwar period. He served as minister of war during 1928 and 1929. During World War II and the German occupation of Latvia, Bangerskis worked in the Latvian “self-administration”
               (Pašpārvalde) that the German authorities permitted Latvians to form, and from 1943 to 1945 he
               headed the Latvian Legion as its “inspector general,” one of a number of non-German military units attached
               to the Waffen-SS. He was instrumental in calls for volunteers and in the conscription
               of Latvian troops. In 1945, Bangerskis immigrated to Germany and lived there until his death in 1958. See also .
            

         

         
         	BANKA BALTIJA

         
         	
            Banka Baltija was an early private bank in post-Soviet Latvia and quickly rose to
               be the largest private bank as well. The bank introduced many novelties of western
               banking, such as ATM machines, which were nevertheless used inside bank branches after
               waiting in line and supervised by a guard. The bank’s chair, Aleksandrs Lavents, relished
               the bank’s position and cultivated a high-profile role with Latvia’s emerging elites
               and even projected onto an international stage, among other things organizing an international
               chess championship attended by Gary Kasparov and others. In 1995, the bank’s high-interest-rate
               structure dependent on ever more depositors, coupled with dodgy accounting practices,
               led to a run on the bank and Latvia’s first post-Soviet bank crisis. Up to a quarter
               of Latvia’s inhabitants lost most of their savings in the collapse of Banka Baltija
               in the summer of 1995, and criminal trials and investigations continued for many years.
               The bank’s chair and president each served several years in prison.
            

         

         
         	BANKING

         
         	
            The principal function of a banking institution is to put money into circulation that
               is not being used by its owners to pay for the everyday costs of life. In premodern
               centuries, the former function—issuance of currency—was very decentralized; in modern
               states, a central state bank normally monopolizes the emission function. The latter
               function—keeping money in circulation—in modern societies has been carried out by
               a host of different types of banking institutions, ranging from simple small-scale,
               locally run savings-and-loan operations to large international multiservice banks.
               In the Latvian territories, the need for such institutions before the second half
               of the 19th century was minimal. Before that time, the vast majority of people were
               enserfed peasants or recently enserfed peasants, among whom money played a relatively
               small part in economic activities. Income in the form of money was normally spent
               quickly on pressing everyday needs; annual savings were nonexistent or minimal; and
               wages for, say, farmhands, were paid mostly in kind. The wealthier inhabitants of
               the Baltic provinces, when the need arose, made private loans to each other or dealt with individual moneylenders.
               Nonetheless, the habit of saving among peasants became more widespread in the middle
               decades of the 19th century, bringing into being small-scale credit associations and
               cooperatives (starting in the 1840s).
            

            
            The first major and provincewide need for peasant credit arose with the decision of
               the Baltic provincial parliaments (Diets) in the 1860s to allow peasants to buy outright
               the land they worked. Loans for these purchases, based on long-term leases, came in
               part from the Baltic German landowners as well as from the credit associations formed by the wealthy Baltic German
               aristocracy and urban patriciates. At the same time, industrial development and rapid
               urbanization brought the need for credit institutions to become more numerous and
               differentiated. By the beginning of Word War I (1914), the Latvian territories contained four branches of the Russian National Bank
               (a bank of issue), as well as some 50 other bank-type institutions: mortgage banks,
               savings-and-loan associations, savings associations working through the postal system
               (pasta krājkases), banks specializing in commercial loans, and banking services provided by professional
               associations.
            

            
            World War I and the creation of an independent Latvia in 1918 were exceedingly harmful
               to the Latvian economy, as factories were dismantled during the war and shipped to the interior of Russia, outside investors withdrew from enterprises in the region, and the number of banks
               and banking-type institutions fell to about half their prewar number. Whether or not
               Latvian banking during the interwar period ever completely recovered from this blow
               is a matter of debate. The emission function was taken over by the Bank of Latvia,
               and the number of banking institutions began to grow again, primarily in the form
               of savings-and-loan enterprises, credit cooperatives, and joint-stock banks. The Great
               Depression (1929–1933) brought reversals in growth patterns, and in 1934 the Latvian
               government formed the Latvian Credit Bank, which had the purpose of bailing out flagging
               smaller-scale banking enterprises. Even on the eve of World War II, the Latvian banking system continued to suffer from a lack of clear specialization
               among banking institutions, as well as a shortage of institutions catering to the
               needs of entrepreneurs for large-scale developmental credit.
            

            
            World War II, the double occupation of Latvia by the USSR and Nazi Germany, and the return of Soviet control after 1945 brought an end to private banking in
               Latvia for the next 45 years. The Soviet state monopolized and subordinated the circulation
               of money and credit availability to the needs of central planning. Although a certain
               amount of decision-making autonomy was permitted to large-scale enterprises starting
               in the mid-1950s, the flow of capital continued to be directed from the center, which
               frequently remained unresponsive to need or the desirability of this or that kind
               of economic development. Personal savings became possible through state savings institutions,
               but the state could (and did, especially in the 1950s) compel private individuals
               to make loans to the state from their private savings.
            

            
            The post-1991 transition from a state-run economy to one that included a private banking
               sector was a rocky one, marked by a serious banking crisis in 1995 due to insufficient
               supervision of banking operations by the Latvian government, delay of general economic
               reforms, and outright dishonesty among bank managers and debtors. The 1995 collapse
               of several banks, including Banka Baltija, Latvia’s largest private bank at the time, was an economic shock and continued to
               cast a long legal and political shadow. In 1998, a second round of bank failures were
               in part caused by overexposure and the collapse of the ruble in Russia. As a result,
               from 1998 to 2001, there were a considerable number of bank mergers and takeovers
               and the gradual rise of the importance of Nordic and German banks.
            

            
            The Bank of Latvia resumed its emission role in the early 1990s and enlarged its supervision
               of all banking operations. By 2006, the Ministry of Economics was reporting the banking
               system of Latvia to be stable. That system consisted of 22 banks (many owned by Nordic
               and German banks), one branch of a foreign bank, and 22 saving-and-loan associations.
               Five of the largest banks owned 67.3 percent of all banking assets. Bank assets during
               2005 rose by 39.4 percent, and the number of loans issued rose by 58.9 percent. These
               loans were mostly to companies, suggesting that the majority of private individuals
               in Latvia had not yet become clients of banks, in part because of lingering distrust
               and in part because of the low wage levels of the general population. After accession to the European Union, however, banks offered increasingly attractive interest rates on loans for real
               estate. A real estate bubble coupled with an overheating economy fed into the general
               international economic crisis of 2008–2011. During this crisis, one of Latvia’s largest
               private banks, Parex Banka, was saved by the state to avoid greater economic distress. The bank was subsequently
               divided and sold to new investors, and the banking sector has rebounded with the general
               economy since 2012. In 2016, the Panama Papers leak of offshore financial accounts
               contained many large Latvian banks within its overlapping movement of moneys across
               international financial institutions, highlighting the continuing lack of transparency
               in some Latvian banks.
            

         

         
         	BAPTISTS

         
         	
            Among Latvians, Baptist congregations first appeared in the seaport city of Liepāja in the 1850s and experienced a moderate rise in numbers during the second half of
               the 19th century. Initially opposed by the Russian authorities, as well as by the
               Lutheran Church in the Baltic provinces, the Baptists obtained the rights of a recognized confession in 1879. By the first
               decade of Latvian independence, there were some 89 Baptist congregations in Latvia,
               though a large number of Latvian Baptists in the early 1920s immigrated to Brazil
               to create a religiously inspired settlement, where by the 1950s their numbers approached
               about 2,000. Some 2,500 Baptists left Latvia in 1944, together with other Latvian
               refugees. After the renewal of independence in 1991, Baptist congregations have experienced
               a revival in Latvia (79 congregations in 1995; 93 in 2004), where they now enjoy complete
               freedom of religion.
            

         

         
         	BARCLAY DE TOLLY, MICHAEL ANDREAS (1761–1818)

         
         	
            Barclay de Tolly was born to a Germanic noble family with Scottish roots in present-day
               Lithuania. His early life spanned a Baltic German identity, not a Latvian one, having been born in present-day Lithuania and educated
               in present-day Estonia, with familial roots in Riga and a career in the imperial Russian officer corps. Barclay de Tolly first gained
               military recognition in the Finnish War fighting against the Swedes in 1808 and 1809,
               but his fame came during the Napoleonic invasion of Russia and afterward. Barclay de Tolly was credited with advocating a scorched-earth policy
               and retreat into the Russian interior. He was defeated by Napoleon at the Battle of
               Smolensk and commanded forces at the Battle of Borodino. He argued for the surrender
               of Moscow and was initially vilified by the Russian public as a potential French agent
               and coward. As his tactics succeeded and Napoleon was forced to retreat from Russia,
               Barclay de Tolly regained popularity and his position. Barclay de Tolly led Russian
               troops across Germany and France in 1813 and 1814, and led the Russian capture and occupation of Paris
               through 1815. His military successes led to princely titles and military awards, including
               that of a field marshal baton. Shortly after the Napoleonic wars, Barclay de Tolly’s
               health deteriorated, and he passed away in 1818.
            

            
            Nicholas I erected a statue to Barclay de Tolly at the Kazan Cathedral in St. Petersburg
               and, among other places, a statue was unveiled in Riga in 1913. This statue was evacuated
               during World War I, leaving only its pedestal. In 2002, primarily funded by the Riga businessman Jevgenijs
               Gombergs, a bronze replica was unveiled at its historical place. The return of such
               monuments has played into the ongoing wars of identity within contemporary Latvia.
               Some consider the statue a part of Riga’s complicated and illustrious past, while
               others see it as an attempt to revive tsarist Russian and Russian symbolism and downplay
               the era of Latvian independence.
            

         

         
         	BĀRDA, FRICIS (1880–1919)

         
         	
            Fricis Bārda received his elementary and secondary schooling in Latvia and afterward
               became a schoolteacher and a budding poet. His poetry appeared in the period between
               the Revolution of 1905 and 1917, but Bārda remained an apolitical poet, unlike most of the leading Latvian
               poets of this era. Bārda was attracted by the German romantic tradition and became its leading exponent in the pre–World War I Latvian
               cultural world. His poetry remained very popular during the interwar period but was
               largely suppressed during the Soviet period because its individualism and, sometimes,
               mystical symbolism were anathema to party ideology. See also .
            

         

         
         	BARONS, KRIŠJĀNIS (1835–1923)

         
         	
            Krišjānis Barons was born in Courland, the son of a bailiff on a landed estate, and
               received an elementary and secondary education that was not atypical of aspiring Latvian
               youths of his generation. In 1856, he enrolled at Dorpat (Tartu) University, where
               he, Krišjānis Valdemārs, and others began to meet regularly to discuss the consequences of their determination
               to be considered “Latvians” in their basic identity. These and other similar meetings
               in the decades between around 1855 and 1875 formed the core of the so-called Latvian
               national awakening, which changed not only the individual self-perception of its participants but also
               the collective consciousness of many Latvian speakers of the Russian Baltic provinces. Barons was an early participant in the movement, having started his activities in
               Dorpat and continuing them at the University of St. Petersburg, where he resumed his
               studies after 1862. In St. Petersburg, Barons, Valdemārs, and Juris Alunāns edited and published a newspaper called Pēterburgas Avīze  (St. Petersburg Newspaper), which was among the few Latvian-language periodical publications of the time that
               directly challenged Baltic German cultural and political hegemony of the Baltic provinces, and as a result it was closed
               by tsarist authorities in 1865. After these events, Barons lived almost continuously
               in various places in Russia outside the Baltic provinces, working as a private tutor
               and periodically writing pieces for the Latvian-language press. In the late 1870s,
               he took over from Fricis Brīvzemnieks the task of collecting, transcribing, sorting, and arranging the Latvian dainas—the typical Latvian folk song. His efforts in this domain of Latvian folklore established his place in the history of Latvian culture. In 1893, he returned to Riga, and between 1894 and 1915 he published a six-volume daina collection (containing 217,996 songs), which fixed the daina as the centerpiece of Latvian folklore, inviting analysis and further collecting activity.
               By the time Barons died in the early years of the first Latvian republic, the study
               of the daina had become the central preoccupation of Latvian folklorists, and his memory was linked
               perhaps more to it than to his earlier activism as a “national awakener.”
            

         

         
         	BASKETBALL

         
         	
            Americans from the Young Men’s Christian Association (YMCA) likely introduced basketball
               to Latvia in 1920, with the first game played potentially in Rēzekne among soldiers
               receiving aid and assistance from the YMCA. The first teams and games in Riga were in 1923, and within the same year a Latvian Basketball Union was founded and
               a championship held in April 1924. By 1940, 98 teams (across many differing divisions)
               competed for the championship. A women’s league was begun in 1925, although far fewer
               teams played regularly through the interwar years. From the beginning, Latvian club
               teams occasionally played against Lithuanian or Estonian club teams, but on 29 April 1924, a designated Latvian national team beat an Estonian
               national team in Tallinn 20–16, effectively playing the first international game in
               Europe. In 1935, Latvia participated in the first European championships, held in
               Geneva, and won the title by beating Spain in the final. The tournament and team inspired
               a popular, Hollywood-style film, Sapņu komanda  1935, in 2012. Latvia finished second to the Lithuanian team at the third European championships
               in Kaunas in 1939. The supposed Lithuanian use of “exceedingly tall” Americans with
               some Lithuanian descent almost provoked an international incident between the two
               countries.
            

            
            Following World War II, organized team basketball fell within the larger Soviet framework. In 1952, Maigonis
               Valdmanis competed for the Soviet national team, winning a silver medal at the Olympics.
               Jānis Krumiņš and Valdis Muižnieks joined Valdmanis in 1954, and the three played
               on multiple Olympic silver-medal teams. Riga became a hotbed of Soviet league play: ASK Riga won several Soviet and European league
               titles, and TTT Riga became the dominant women’s team in all Soviet and European play
               throughout the 1960s and early 1970s, due largely to their star Uļjana Semjonova. With the reacquisition of independence, Latvian club and national teams have struggled
               to lift themselves out of the middle of the European pack despite occasional strong
               play from individuals. In 2015, however, the New York Knicks of the National Basketball
               Association (NBA) drafted a 19-year-old Latvian prodigee, Kristaps Porziņģis, with
               the fourth overall pick—the highest Latvian pick ever. Basketball, along with hockey
               and football (soccer), have ravenous popular followings in Latvia that balloon to
               much of the nation during international tournaments: success or failure is often seen
               as a bellwether for the state on an international stage.
            

         

         
         	BAUMANIS, JĀNIS FRĪDRIHS (1834–1891)

         
         	
            Baumanis is credited as the first academically trained ethnic Latvian architect. He
               began his career as a carpenter for a notable Baltic German architect who helped Baumanis travel and study architecture in Germany and Russia. Baumanis’s first architectural coup was coauthoring the project for the Landtag
               building, today’s Saeima house. As the old fortifications walls that surrounded the old town of Riga were torn down, Baumanis bought much of the land and designed many of the buildings
               that now make up the boulevard section of Riga around Bastejs Hill. Altogether, Baumanis
               designed roughly 150 buildings and rose to be Riga’s wealthiest Latvian. He also designed
               the stages for the first three Song Festivals, and his acclaim carried him into the founding of the Riga Latvian Association, and he was one of its early leaders. He lost all of his wealth as a result of a
               real estate crash in 1875 and died penniless in a paupers’ house.
            

         

         
         	BAUMANIS, KĀRLIS (1835–1905)

         
         	
            Kārlis Baumanis participated in the Latvian “national awakening” in the 19th century as an activist, but relatively speaking as a minor figure because
               his real interests lay in music and composition. He composed much of the Latvian choral
               music that was sung by his contemporaries. One of his compositions, produced in 1873
               and entitled “Dievs, svētī Latviju” (“God, Save Latvia”), eventually became and remained
               the official national anthem of the Latvian state.
            

         

         
         	BAUŠĶENIEKS, AUSEKLIS (1910–2007)

         
         	
            Auseklis Baušķenieks was a popular 20th-century Soviet painter who challenged the
               system from within and later acted as a patriarch to much of the emerging art elite
               of a newly independent Latvia. He trained with the interwar Latvian arts masters and
               defended his diploma work for Latvia’s Academy of Art in 1943. In 1944, he was mobilized
               for labor by the German occupying forces and sent to the Reich and the Netherlands.
               Following the war, he was briefly in American detention before choosing repatriation.
               He returned to Riga in 1946 and initially abandoned painting. He worked as an illustrator and in museum displays for several decades. By 1959,
               he again showed three paintings and in 1975 had his first solo show. His work mixed
               touches of surrealist composition with wry critiques of Soviet life within the guises
               of a loose, socialist realism. Paintings such as Čuska (Snake), which depicted a snaking line of people waiting to purchase vodka, fit Soviet anti-alcohol
               campaigns but also exposed Soviet societal ills. In this way, Baušķenieks played a
               similar role to Imants Ziedonis in literature and Raimonds Pauls or Imants Kalniņš in music, who received Soviet accolades but also appealed to a dissident view.
            

         

         
         	BEIKA, DĀVIDS (1895–1946)

         
         	
            Dāvids Beika was an early Latvian Marxist and Bolshevik revolutionary. He participated in the Revolution of 1905, including the burning of a manor in Dobele, and as a forest partisan leader. He
               fled to the United States, where he was active in the founding of American Latvian Social Democratic organizations.
               After the October Revolution, he returned to Latvia to be appointed the commissar
               of industry for the short-lived Latvian Socialist Soviet Republic in 1919. After this
               republic’s defeat, he retreated to Soviet Russia, where he was a member of the Latvian Communist Party Central Committee, on the Comintern Executive Committee, and ultimately worked in
               the All-Union Commissariat of Heavy Industry in the 1930s. He left this position for
               revolutionary work in the Spanish Civil War. Soon after his return, Beika was arrested,
               sentenced, and died in the Gulag in 1946.
            

         

         
         	BELARUSIANS

         
         	
            Belarusians are currently the second largest minority in Latvia, although the history
               of their recognition as a minority has often been contested. The process of “national awakening” that began for Latvians in the mid-19th century, for Letgallians at the end of the 19th century/beginning of the 20th century, began even later and
               more incompletely for Belarusians. They lived primarily in Vitebsk, Mogilev, and Smolensk
               Provinces and particularly in Vitebsk were interspersed with Letgallians, Jews, Russians, and Poles. Nationalist elites (from all of these communities) often responded with bewilderment
               after visiting the area and were confronted with local ethnic identities that more
               resembled a mosaic, not a firm proposition. As a result, most other ethnic groups
               assumed that the Belarusians were in the process of assimilation; Latvians, for example,
               assumed many, judging by surnames and town names, might be Latvians “lost” to a Russian
               cultural world. Similarly, in independent Latvia, Poles and Russians self-servingly
               did not want to accept the existence of a Belarusian community and argued that their
               numbers be properly counted as Poles or Russians. Belarusians, on the other hand,
               organized successfully for their own schools and cultural organizations. Latvia’s
               national poet, Jānis Rainis, self-identified closely with the Belarusian nation. Across the Daugava River in the majority of Vitebsk Province, the Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic was
               declared in 1919 and in 1922 became a part of the Soviet Union. Through the Soviet era, Belarusian uniqueness was at times allowed, but mostly russifying
               tendencies from Moscow sublimated national identity. In Latvia, after the Ulmanis coup, Belarusian schools were closed and newspapers banned. After the war, Belarus
               gained by the geographic changes to Poland’s eastern border; the border Latvia had
               had with Poland became an internal border within the Soviet Union between two Soviet
               Socialist Republics. As a result, labor migration from the Belarusian countryside
               to the rapidly industrializing cities of Latvia was easy and encouraged. Soviet Latvia’s
               Belarusian population expanded considerably so that almost 120,000 Belarusians lived
               in Soviet Latvia in 1989. Since independence, this number has dropped sharply, and
               there are currently about 76,000 Belarusians in Latvia. Latvian politicians have stressed
               the differences in the Slavic-speaking minority communities of Latvia, highlighting
               Belarusians and Poles, to minimize the size of the Russian minority.
            

         

         
         	BELS, ALBERTS (1938–)

         
         	
            After a somewhat disjointed series of jobs that had little to do with literature, Alberts Bels emerged as a serious and talented writer in Soviet Latvia in 1966 with
               a collection of stories and was accepted for membership in the Latvian Writers’ Union in the same year. During the next three decades, his productivity increased; some
               of his novels represented a stylistic turn in Latvian writing by employing the stream-of-consciousness
               method and dealing with the harsh realities of life in Soviet Latvia. As did so many
               writers of his generation, Bels frequently challenged the limits of officially permitted
               expression both in style and content. In 1990, he was elected to the Latvian Supreme Soviet (Augstākā Padome, AP) as a deputy from the Popular Front.
            

         

         
         	BELŠEVICA, VIZMA (1931–2005)

         
         	
            Belševica was among the most accomplished and respected poets and literary figures
               in contemporary Latvia. Born and educated in Riga, she also studied at the Gorky Institute in Moscow in 1961. She began to publish
               poetry in the late 1940s but really hit her stride in the mid-1950s with the publication
               of her first book of poems. From the beginning, her poetry exhibited a preoccupation
               with the connection between personality and society, and with the problems of self-esteem
               and national consciousness. Such themes meant, predictably, that a strong undercurrent
               of her work from the 1960s onward was a critique of the despoliation of Latvian culture
               by the Soviet Russian presence: “Shout, my nation! Twist in your agony! I will continue
               to pour salt into your wounds so that you will forget nothing! Turn your pain into
               sanctified hatred, which is holier than the gentleness of forgiveness.” Such direct
               language was unusual and dangerous for the times and earned her several years of punishment
               as a “nonperson” (exclusion from mention in newspapers, prohibition of publication
               of her work), but Belševica clearly belongs to the first post-Stalinist Latvian literary
               generation, in whose mature work worry over the future of Latvian culture and language was very close to the surface. In the post-1991 years, her productive work continued
               with, among other things, the very popular fictional/autobiographical books about
               a girl named Bille growing up in Soviet Latvian society. See also .
            

         

         
         	BENDRUPE, MIRDZA (1910–1995)

         
         	
            Mirdza Bendrupe belonged to a generation of literary artists who began to write and
               publish during the first Latvian independence period in the late 1930s but for various
               reasons chose not to or were unable to emigrate during the last years of World War II and therefore continued their literary careers in Latvia during the Soviet period.
               Her poetry and prose tended toward the philosophical, and she also became known as
               a translator into Latvian of the classical writers of Russian literature as well as a writer of poems and stories for children. See also .
            

         

         
         	BENJĀMIŅŠ, ANTONS (1860–1939)

         
         	
            Though he worked for various newspapers in Latvia before World War I, Antons Benjāmiņš became famous (and wealthy) in the interwar period as publisher
               (with his wife, Emīlija) of Jaunākās Ziņas (Daily News) from 1919 and of the popular magazine Atpūta (Leisure) from 1924, both of which were the largest publications of their type during the
               1918–1940 period. Jaunākās Ziņas generally supported the status quo and as a consequence was one of the few papers
               that grew in circulation and influence during the authoritarian rule of Kārlis Ulmanis, while at the same time publishing the writings of, and having on its staff, a number
               of writers (e.g., Vilis Lācis) who after 1940 became prominent in the Soviet period as well. Both publications
               were closed in 1940 by the new Communist government. Antons Benjāmiņš died in 1939,
               and his wife was deported to Siberia in 1941. See also .
            

         

         
         	BERGS, ARVEDS (1875–1942)

         
         	
            Arveds Bergs was the son of a self-made wealthy businessman, Kristaps Bergs. The inherited
               fortune and real estate holdings permitted Bergs to devote much of his adult life
               to politics. Bergs’s lifetime spanned the crucial decades of preindependence Latvian
               political activity as well as the interwar independence period, and he remained an
               active participant in virtually all the important events of his time. From 1918 to
               1921, he served as the interior minister of the provisional government of the new
               Latvian state and was a member of the Constituent Assembly as well as of the Latvian
               Saeima in the 1920s. In 1921, he founded a political party called the National Center Party,
               and from 1921 to 1934 he was the publisher of the increasingly ultranationalist newspaper
               Latvis. Generally speaking, in the interwar independence period, he became one of the leading
               figures of the ultranationalist right wing of the Latvian political spectrum, and
               in 1941, together with many of his political allies, he was deported to Siberia by
               the Soviet authorities. See also .
            

         

         
         	BERKLAVS, EDUARDS (1914–2004)

         
         	
            Eduards Berklavs was an active member of the illegal (and therefore underground) Latvian Communist Party during the late 1930s and began to play an increasingly active role in party affairs
               in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic (SSR) after World War II. Sometime during the late 1940s and early 1950s, as he reports, his views on the
               viability of communism began to change, but he remained an important figure in the
               Latvian Communist Party nonetheless. In the 1950s, he was deputy chairman of the Council
               of Ministers of the Latvian SSR. He and like-minded colleagues used their positions
               to challenge what to them appeared to be a systematic Russification of Latvian society (see ). Such opposition led in 1959 to a purge of the Latvian Communist Party of “bourgeois
               nationalists,” and Berklavs and numerous other persons were exiled to other parts
               of the Soviet Union until 1968.
            

            
            Returning to Latvia, Berklavs resumed life as an ordinary laborer, but at the same
               time he participated in various surreptitious actions against Russian hegemony in
               Latvia. He reemerged in the public eye in 1988 as a founder of the Latvian National Independence Movement (LNNK) and of the Latvian Popular Front (in which he was a member of the Board of Directors). In the political spectrum of
               the perestroika period, Berklavs’s LNNK was on the “right wing,” demanding immediate independence
               for Latvia and the elimination of all Communist influences from Latvian affairs. Berklavs
               was elected a deputy to the 1990 Latvian Supreme Soviet, which governed Latvia during the last years of the existence of the USSR and the
               first two years of regained Latvian independence. In 1993, he was elected on the LNNK
               ticket to the Latvian Saeima, the renewed Latvian parliament.
            

         

         
         	BERLIN, ISAIAH (1909–1997)

         
         	
            An Oxford political theorist, philosopher, and historian who has been credited as
               one of the dominant scholars of his generation, Isaiah Berlin, the son of a wealthy
               Russian Jewish merchant, was born and spent much of his childhood in Riga. During 1917, he and his family were in Petrograd, before returning to Riga in 1920.
               After experiencing some antisemitism and difficulties with the Latvian state, the
               Berlin family moved on to Berlin and then London in 1921. His eventual and brilliant
               academic career seldom intersected with Latvian affairs, nor did ethnic Latvian post–World War II émigrés accept him as one of their own. Following the renewal of Latvian’s independence
               in 1991, and particularly in the 21st century, Latvia has adopted Berlin, his accomplishments,
               and his international recognition as a form of fame and achievement by proxy. See also  ; .
            

         

         
         	BĒRZIŅŠ, ALFREDS (1899–1977)

         
         	
            From the beginning of his political career in the late 1920s, Alfreds Bērziņš was
               an influential member of the Agrarian Union, the second largest political party in the interwar independence period (the largest
               was the Latvian Social Democratic Party). The Agrarian Union was dominated by its longtime leader, Kārlis Ulmanis, who in 1934 organized a successful coup, as a result of which the Saeima was dismissed and all political parties disbanded. Bērziņš remained an Ulmanis loyalist
               and served in Ulmanis’s personally chosen cabinets as minister of social affairs (1937–1940).
               Fleeing from Latvia to Germany in 1940 when the Soviet occupation of the country began, Bērziņš remained active in
               the political affairs of the Latvian DPs in Germany after the war and in the Latvian émigré community in the United States
               after 1950. See also .
            

         

         
         	BĒRZIŅŠ, JĀNIS (1889–1938)

         
         	
            An active supporter of the Latvian Bolsheviks in World War I, Jānis Bērziņš assumed a series of important posts in the government of Soviet Russia in the interwar period. From 1920, he helped establish the organs of Soviet military
               intelligence and, during the 1920s and 1930s, served in various capacities in the
               Soviet intelligence establishment. He also acted as a political representative of
               Soviet interests in the Spanish Civil War. He was executed in 1938, along with many
               other “Old Bolsheviks,” during the Stalinist purges of the party.
            

         

         
         	BIELENSTEIN, AUGUST (1826–1907)

         
         	
            August Bielenstein was a Baltic German Lutheran minister and a leading intellectual of the German-speaking world of the Baltic provinces in the second half of the 19th century, producing numerous important publications
               dealing with the language and ethnography of the Latvian people. He was chairman of the Lettisch-Literärische Gesellschaft (1864–1895) and a corresponding member of the St. Petersburg Academy of Sciences from
               1890. Because the decades during which he was prominent coincided with the period
               of the Latvian “national awakening,” the relations between Bielenstein and his Latvian-speaking contemporaries were
               strained and at times antagonistic. His invaluable personal library and archives consisting
               of church records, letters, personal correspondence, and research was entirely burned
               to the ground by Latvian revolutionaries. Although during the first independence period
               (1918–1940) and the Soviet period (1940–1991) the accomplishments of the pre-1918
               Baltic German literati were downplayed by Latvians, in the post-1991 years their contributions
               to the growth of Latvian literature, language, and self-understanding have been reassessed and given their due, and several
               of Bielenstein’s most important works have been translated into Latvian.
            

         

         
         	BIEZBĀRDIS, KASPARS (1806–1886)

         
         	
            Kaspars Biezbārdis was a well-known activist of the Latvian “national awakening,” even though the range of his activities did not bring him into the first ranks
               of that movement. He was particularly interested in the material circumstances of
               the Latvian peasantry in the middle decades of the 19th century and wrote several
               influential works on that theme, criticizing the monopoly over land and political
               power enjoyed by the Baltic Germans. See also .
            

         

         
         	BIĶERNIEKI FOREST

         
         	
            A forested area on the eastern outskirts of Riga that in the pre-1940 period was frequently the site for meetings of various illegal
               left-wing organizations. During the German occupation (1941–1945), it became one of
               several execution sites of Jews and opponents of the German regime. It is estimated that during the German occupation
               some 46,000 persons, mostly Jews, were killed there, and a memorial marker has been
               placed on the site. See also .
            

         

         
         	BĪLMANIS, ALFREDS (1887–1948)

         
         	
            For most of his professional life, Alfreds Bīlmanis worked as a diplomat in the Latvian
               Foreign Ministry of the interwar state, serving from 1932 to 1935 as the Latvian ambassador
               to the USSR and from 1935 to 1940 as the ambassador to the United States. In 1940, just before the occupation of Latvia by the Soviet Army, the last president
               of the country, Kārlis Ulmanis, authorized Bīlmanis (and Kārlis Zariņš, Latvian ambassador to England) to continue to act on behalf of the pre-Soviet Latvian
               state. When after the occupation these ambassadors were recalled by the new Soviet
               government and refused to return, they were officially declared “traitors to the state.”
               These grants of authority had considerable significance in those countries that did
               not recognize the incorporation of the Baltic states into the Soviet Union. Bīlmanis remained in charge of the Latvian legation in the United States until his
               death in 1948, publishing a series of books on the history of Latvia and on the international
               ramifications of the Soviet seizure of the Baltic lands.
            

         

         
         	BIRKAVS, VALDIS (1942–)

         
         	
            Valdis Birkavs graduated from the Faculty of Law of the University of Latvia in 1969 (during the Soviet period) with a degree in jurisprudence and received a doctorate
               in this specialty in 1993. An activist in the Latvian Popular Front, Birkavs was elected to the reformist Supreme Soviet in 1990 and in January 1992 became deputy president of what was then still called
               the Supreme Council (i.e., parliament). In the 1993 parliamentary election—the first
               since 1934—he was a candidate for Latvia’s Way, which won a 36-seat plurality. In July 1993, Birkavs was asked to form a coalition
               cabinet, in which he assumed the position of prime minister, a position he held until
               July 1994, when the coalition split and he resigned. His leadership of a center-right
               cabinet continued the policies of the 1990–1993 transition government as Latvia continued
               to move toward a free-market economy, finally passed a citizenship law, and began
               to fully participate in the transnational political structures of Europe such as the
               Nordic Council. Birkavs continued to serve as foreign minister in the cabinet that
               succeeded his and as a cabinet minister (including as minister of justice) in several
               other coalition cabinets. See also .
            

         

         
         	BIRKERTS, GUNĀRS (1925–)

         
         	
            Born in Riga, Gunārs Birkerts fled Latvia in 1943 as a teenager. He continued his studies in postwar
               Germany and migrated to the United States in 1949. He founded his own architectural firm in 1962 and by the late 1960s began
               to win considerably prestigious architectural tenders. Among other buildings, he designed
               the Minneapolis Federal Reserve Building, the Corning Museum of Glass, the School
               of Law at the University of Michigan, and the U.S. embassy in Venezuela. Many of Birkerts’s
               designs are already considered some of the best examples of modern American architecture,
               and he is generally acclaimed as the most successful Latvian architect. His design
               for the new, modern Library of Latvia, the Gaismas pils concept (Castle of Light), was accepted and opened to the public in 2014. Birkerts
               has received the Triju Zvaigžņu Order award. See also .
            

         

         
         	BLAUMANIS, RUDOLFS (1863–1908)

         
         	
            One of the preeminent Latvian writers in the period before 1918 and one of the founders
               of modern Latvian literature, Rudolfs Blaumanis was born into a Latvian rural family but received virtually all
               of his elementary and secondary education in the German language. In 1887, he came
               to Riga to participate in the social and literary activities of the growing Latvian community
               there. For reasons of health, however, during the next 20 years he alternated residences
               between Riga and the countryside. From 1882, when he published his first poem (in
               German), Blaumanis continued to write in all genres of Latvian literature except the
               novel. In poetry, short stories, and especially drama, his productivity was exemplary,
               and although the quality of his work was uneven, in each of these areas several of
               his creations have stood the test of time and have changed popular tastes, becoming
               classics of Latvian literature. With respect to the theater, Latvian literary historians
               judge Blaumanis to have been the first modern Latvian playwright, though for organizational
               reasons, they also hold Ādolfs Alunāns to be the “father” of Latvian theater. Blaumanis wrote mostly lyrical poetry, although
               some of his most often quoted poems (e.g., “Tālavas tauretājs”) deal with historical
               themes. His best plays are set in the late 19th-century Latvian countryside and explore
               within the context of the farmstead the universal themes of love (Purva bridējs) and generational conflict (Indrāni), as well as the lighter side of rural social life (Skroderdienas Silmačos, Trīnes greēki). The last years of his productive life were spent in Riga, where he played an important
               role in helping the development and careers of the next generation of Latvian writers.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	BĻODNIEKS, ĀDOLFS (1889–1962)

         
         	
            Having received his education at the Riga Polytechnic Institute in the period from 1910 to 1914, Ādolfs Bļodnieks served in the Russian Army, but after the Revolution of 1917 he helped to organize the military forces of
               the new Latvian national government. As a participant in the Constituent Assembly,
               he worked in its finance and budget committee. In 1924, he organized and then led
               the New Farmers and Smallholders Party, serving in the Saeima as its deputy. This party challenged the rural political supremacy of Kārlis Ulmanis and the Agrarian Union. From 1933 to 1934, he served as prime minister. In 1944, he immigrated to Germany and, in 1951, to the United States, continuing during the postwar years to play an
               important role in Latvian émigré politics. See also .
            

         

         
         	BOČAGOVS, ALEKSANDRS (1885–1952)

         
         	
            Aleksandrs Bočagovs was born in Riga to a Russian merchant family. He studied in Riga before specializing in law at St.
               Petersburg University and Moscow University. He returned to work in the legal courts
               of Riga and its surroundings prior to World War I. In 1917, Bočagovs was one of the founders of the Russian National Democratic Union
               in Latvia and represented this party in the Riga Council, Latvian National Council,
               Constituent Assembly, and the first elected Saeima. Through the 1920s and 1930s, Bočagovs was a regular fixture of the Latvian legal
               elite. He continued to practice through the first Soviet occupation, the Nazi occupation,
               and the return of Soviet rule in 1944. He was removed from the bar in 1946 but continued
               to work as a legal consultant for the Riga Gas, Water, and Sanitation Trust. He died
               in 1952.
            

         

         
         	BOLSHEVIKS (BOLŠEVIKI, LIELNIEKI)

         
         	
            This wing of the Latvian Social Democratic Movement appeared first in 1906 and, taking its cue from the Russian Bolsheviks and
               V. I. Lenin, repeatedly criticized other Social Democrats for their alleged failure
               to perceive that the making of revolution necessitated fighting for a “proletarian
               dictatorship.” The influence of the Bolsheviks in the Latvian Social Democratic Movement
               increased, creating internal divisions and sharpening the conflict within the left.
               By July 1917, the Bolshevik wing dominated the fifth congress of the Latvian Social
               Democrats, and by this time Bolshevik agitators had also become the principal influence
               on the political thinking of the Latvian Strēlnieki (rifle regiments) in the Russian Army. By the time Latvian independence was proclaimed
               on 18 November 1918, the Latvian political left was completely divided, with the more
               moderate and democratic wing generally supporting the idea of an independent Latvia
               while the Bolsheviks, in December 1918, supported the invasion of Latvian territory
               by the Red Army and the effort to create a Soviet Latvia. The Latvian Bolsheviks,
               led by Pēteris Stučka, triumphed briefly during the first half of 1919, when a Latvian Soviet government
               was created in the Latvian territories not occupied by the German Army. By mid-1919, this Latvian Bolshevik government and its military force were expelled
               from Latvia by the army units supporting the Latvian national government and its German
               and Estonian allies. After 1919, the most prominent Latvian Bolsheviks and lesser
               supporters of the Bolshevik cause remained in the Soviet Union, working there in a
               variety of party and governmental posts and developing a not inconsiderable Latvian-language
               cultural world. In the period from 1937 to 1938, many of them were executed during
               Josef Stalin’s purge of the “Old Bolsheviks,” and their cultural institutions (theaters,
               publishing houses) were closed.
            

            
            Prior to World War II, Latvians almost solely used the native term lielinieki for Bolsheviks, as it was an organic term that had come out of the political history
               of the region over the previous 35 years. The term bolševiki became more commonplace as a result of Nazi occupation, during which Nazi antisemitic
               propaganda endlessly referred to “Jewish Bolshevism” and the like. The Latvian terms—bolševiki, lielnieki—were commonly applied to Communists even in the post-Stalin era.
            

         

         
         	BRĀĻU DRAUDZE

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	BRĪDAKA, LIJA (1932–)

         
         	
            Lija Brīdaka received her higher education at the University of Latvia and in the mid-1950s began her career as a poet and prose stylist writing about the
               experiences of women in Soviet Latvian society. She was also employed as a teacher and an editor, and from
               1967 to 1972 she worked as a staff member for the Latvian Writers’ Union. See also .
            

         

         
         	BRIEDIS, FRIDRICHS (1888–1918)

         
         	
            Fridrichs Briedis was an officer in the Russian Army from 1909 to 1912 and was later assigned to the headquarters of the 25th Daugavpils (Dvinsk) Regiment. In 1915, he was transferred to the Latvian Rifle Regiments (Strēlnieki), where he advanced in the ranks to become a colonel. In 1918, during the formation
               of the Red Army, he was executed for allegedly participating in anti-Bolshevik action. See also .
            

         

         
         	BRIGADERE, ANNA (1861–1933)

         
         	
            Anna Brigadere was born into a poor farm laborers’ family and lost her father while
               still young. She moved first to Jelgava, then Ventspils, and finally to Riga with her mother. She worked as a seamstress while self-educating herself before moving
               to Moscow and working as a nanny and teacher across Russia for wealthy families. In
               1884, she returned to Riga. She published her first story in 1896 but achieved a level
               of fame with the children’s play Sprīdītis in 1903. The play has become a classic of Latvian children’s literature and has been
               translated into many languages and reworked into a film (1985). She fled to Moscow during World War I but returned to Riga in 1917. In the interwar years, Brigadere wrote several more
               stories and an acclaimed three-volume autobiographical work (Dievs, daba, darbs, Skarbos vējos, and Akmeņu sprostā) from 1926 to 1933. She was awarded the Triju Zvaigžņu Order in 1926 and was considered
               the grand dame of Latvian literature at the end of her life. She died in 1933.
            

         

         
         	BRĪVĪBAS PIEMINEKLIS (FREEDOM MONUMENT)

         
         	
            The Brīvības Piemineklis was built in the interwar era, initially as a monument to
               those who lost their lives in the Independence Wars, but it quickly took on (and continues to hold) a general, all-encompassing meaning
               of Latvian statehood. The initial plans for a monument in the center of Riga were contested—different competitions produced different favored monuments, and financing
               further hindered construction. Ultimately, a monument composition designed primarily
               by the artist Kārlis Zāle was chosen and construction begun in 1931 (financing came primarily from donations).
               The monument was unveiled by State President Alberts Kviesis in 1935. The monument consists of an elaborate, massive pedastal with 13 scenes from
               the history of Latvia, topped by an obelisk with a female figure perched above lifting
               three stars to the heavens. Centered on the front of the pedastal are the words Tēvzemei un Brīvībai (For Fatherland and Freedom).
            

            
            During the Soviet era, there were repeated preliminary plans to demolish the monument
               (Vera Muhina is credited with saving it on one occasion), or the symbolism of the monument was
               unconvincingly interpreted as a Soviet message. Nevertheless, the monument became
               a beacon for occassional protest (mostly the laying of flowers) until the Helsinki-86 protest of 14 June 1987 brought 5,000 people to the monument to demand the renewal
               of independence. Ultimately, vehicular traffic around the monument was relocated,
               and after independence was restored, the monument was as well (again mostly from private
               donations) from 1998 to 2001. From 1992, a devoted honor guard from the Latvian armed
               forces stands guard throughout the day. The monument and its immediate surroundings
               are often the focal point of nationalist demonstrations (and counterdemonstrations)
               and is seen as a kind of hallowed ground.
            

         

         
         	BRĪVZEMNIEKS, FRICIS (1846–1907)

         
         	
            Fricis Brīvzemnieks was among the youngest of the notable figures of the Latvian “national awakening” and did not begin to leave his mark on the movement with publications until the
               early 1870s. He was particularly interested in Latvian folklore, especially the Latvian folk song called the daina. His earliest (1873) publication about the dainas began a genre of Latvian intellectual activity that, in the preindependence period,
               culminated in Krišjānis Barons’s published collection and has continued ever since. Brīvzemnieks also published
               collections of Latvian proverbs and riddles, and in a series of writings in the magazine
               Austrums he explained the importance of folklore for Latvian national identity and the need
               to systematically collect it.
            

         

         
         	BRŪVERS, OLAFS (1947–)

         
         	
            Brūvers was among the political activists—dissidents—who began to challenge various aspects of Soviet rule in Latvia starting in the mid-1970s.
               After a technical education, he worked at various jobs and then served in the Soviet
               Army for three years. In 1974, he and his brother, Pāvils Brūvers, prepared a survey dealing with, among other things, conditions in Soviet Latvia.
               This action led to his arrest and a six-month sentence at a detention camp. His arrest
               got the attention of western media and human rights activists, and, as a consequence,
               he was urged to immigrate to the West, which he did in 1976, first to Germany and then to the United States. He was elected to the Saeima in 1993 and again in 1995. He served as a state minister for human rights in various
               cabinets.
            

         

         
         	BRŪVERS, PĀVILS (1949–)

         
         	
            Brūvers was one of the political activists—dissidents—who starting in the mid-1970s began to challenge various aspects of Soviet rule in
               Latvia. Having received a musical education, Brūvers continued with medical studies,
               but in 1974, in connection with a survey prepared with his brother, Olafs Brūvers, which dealt with conditions in Soviet Latvia, he was arrested and sentenced to one
               year in jail. He immigrated to Germany with his family in 1977.
            

         

         
         	BUKOVSKIS, ĻEVS (1910–1984)

         
         	
            Ļevs Bukovkskis was an accomplished and recognized architect and sculptor of Soviet
               war memorials. Born to a Russian judge before World War I, Bukovskis studied at the University of Latvia in the Department of Architecture in the early 1930s. He moved into the sculptural arts but was conscripted into the
               Latvian Legions of the Wehrmacht in 1944. Arrested at the end of the war, Bukovksis avoided imprisonment and repression
               and returned to sculptural work in 1957. He worked on the monument to the Salaspils Concentration Camp as well as on the Riga Liberation Monument (Uzvaras Piemineklis), which was unveiled after his death. The trajectory of Bukovskis’s personal life
               (and many others’) does not fit a conventional historical narrative: he was born to
               a prominent Russian tsarist family in Riga, studied in an independent Latvian state, was conscripted by and fought for a Nazi
               army, yet forged his legacy in Soviet memorials of World War II.
            

         

         
         	BUŠEVICS, ANSIS (1878–1943)

         
         	
            A member of the Latvian Social Democratic Party since its founding in 1904, Ansis Buševics remained a party activist throughout his
               lifetime but continued to move increasingly leftward in his attitudes. In the pre–World War I period, he lived in St. Petersburg and was active among Latvian Social Democrats there;
               during the war, he relocated to Tobolsk Province; and from 1918–1919, he was imprisoned
               in a concentration camp in Germany. Returning to Latvia after independence, Buševics participated in the work of the
               Latvian National Council and the Constitutional Convention and was elected to the
               Saeima on the Social Democratic ticket. As an MP, he was active in the drafting of the Agrarian Reform Law, reputedly one of the most radical of such laws in interwar Europe. Politically
               inactive during the second half of the 1930s when party activity was not permitted,
               Buševics emerged into prominence again in 1940 and participated in an electoral committee
               that brought into being the rump parliament that voted to request incorporation into
               the Soviet Union. See also .
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         	ČAKLAIS, MĀRIS (1940–2003)

         
         	
            Having finished his education at the University of Latvia, Māris Čaklais began his career as a journalist, editor, and writer in the early
               1960s and maintained an impressively steady output of poetry and prose for the next
               three decades. He dealt with a variety of themes, including the fate of the Strēlnieki (Latvian Rifle Regiments) in World War I and the problems of maintaining a Latvian identity in the modern world. As a translator
               into Latvian, he worked principally with German and Russian literature. In 1987, he
               began to serve as editor-in-chief of Literatūra un māksla (Literature and Art), one of the most important literary periodicals of the Soviet period and after.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	ČAKS, ALEKSANDRS (1901–1950)

         
         	
            With the publication of his first collection of poetry in 1928, Aleksandrs Čaks became
               the first unapologetic celebrant of Latvia’s urban experience, in contrast to earlier
               Latvian poets, who had stressed ruralism and general human emotions. Riga, the capital city, was a special object of Čaks’s poetic attention. From 1937 to
               1939, he also published a cycle of poems dealing with the war experience of the Strēlnieki (Latvian Rifle Regiments) during the Latvian Independence Wars. During the last five years of his life, as a resident of what had become the Latvian
               Soviet Socialist Republic, Čaks was also forced to write panegyrics to the Communist
               leadership. See also .
            

         

         
         	ČAKSTE, JĀNIS (1859–1927)

         
         	
            A lawyer by profession, in 1887 the head of the Latvian Society in the city of Jelgava, and publisher from 1888 to 1914 of the Latvian newspaper Tēvija (Homeland), Jānis Čakste established in the years preceding World War I a strong reputation as a tireless worker for Latvian causes. In 1895, he was one of
               the leading organizers of the fourth Latvian Song Festival held in Jelgava (the only festival not held in Riga). He was elected to the first Russian Duma in 1906 and after its dissolution signed the Vyborg Declaration, a protest letter
               to Tsar Nicholas II. He was especially active during World War I as director of the
               Central Committee for Refugee Relief, an organization created in St. Petersburg to
               aid the hundreds of thousands of refugees who had fled the Latvian territories to
               escape the advancing German Army. He participated in the Latvian National Council,
               presided over the Constitutional Convention, and in 1922 was chosen to be the first
               president of newly independent Latvia. He was reelected president in 1925 and died
               in office in 1927.
            

         

         
         	CEDRIŅŠ, VILIS (1914–1946?)

         
         	
            After spending three years of his childhood as a refugee in Siberia during World War I, Vilis Cedriņš returned to Latvia in 1921 and completed his education in the early
               1930s, thereafter becoming a journalist and writer and establishing for himself a
               creditable reputation as a poet whose work dealt with themes and motifs drawn from
               Latvian history and folklore. In 1944, he was arrested and deported to Siberia, where he died (probably in the
               Vorkuta labor camp). See also .
            

         

         
         	ČEKISTI

         
         	
            In Latvian popular parlance, the čekisti were the functionaries of the various organs of state security (ChK, GPU, NKVD, KGB)
               in Soviet Russia and the USSR. The term entered the Latvian language during World War I, especially during the first half of 1919, when the unoccupied part of the Latvian
               territories was governed by Bolsheviks headed by Pēteris Stučka and, in Soviet Russia, other Latvian Bolsheviks were playing an important role in
               creating the state security apparatus. During the Stučka period, the čekisti executed alleged “counterrevolutionaries” in large numbers. Thus the term čekists in the Latvian language not only came to refer to official persons who perpetrated
               acts of terror against any opponent of Communist regimes but also later retained its
               original form in spite of the name changes the organs of Soviet state security underwent
               over the decades. The threat implied in the term receded, of course, during the interwar
               period of independence, but it returned in full force (for functionaries of the NKVD)
               in 1940 with the incorporation of Latvia into the Soviet Union. In 1992, after the
               establishment of the second period of independence, the Latvian Supreme Soviet barred from candidacy for parliamentary seats any persons who had worked for the state
               security apparatus (until 1991, the KGB). See also ; 

         

         
         	CELMIŅA, HELĒNA (1929–)

         
         	
            Celmiņa was born in Madona in 1929 and remained in Latvia after World War II. She worked at the Soviet Latvian Radio and in 1962 revealed to a crew of French
               journalists the extent of human rights violations in Soviet-occupied Latvia. As a
               result of this and other anti-Soviet activity, she was tried and sentenced to hard
               labor. She married Viktors Kalniņš, another Latvian political prisoner, and in 1976
               was expelled from the USSR. She traveled to the United States, worked for Radio Free Europe, and gave traveling lectures on human rights in the
               USSR and in occupied Latvia. She authored a collection, Women in Soviet Prisons, in 1985. In 1994, she and her husband returned to Latvia, where she still works
               as an author.
            

         

         
         	CELMIŅŠ, GUSTAVS (1899–1968)

         
         	
            One of the most controversial of the political activists of the interwar period, Gustavs
               Celmiņš from 1930 to 1934 headed the Ugunskrusts (Fire Cross) and later Pērkoņkrusts  (Thundercross) organization, the most visible and openly antisemitic group on the
               right wing of the Latvian political spectrum. It took its name from the Latvian term
               for the swastika, which was one of the many symbolic designs in Latvian folk art appearing
               on ancient Latvian jewelry from excavated gravesites of the medieval period. Ultranationalistic,
               fiercely anticommunist, and organizationally patterned on the basis of the single-leader
               principle, Pērkoņkrusts was able to attract relatively few followers, mostly young
               adventure-seeking men who were impressed by German Nazism and Italian Fascism. Pērkoņkrusts
               was dissolved in 1934 (along with all other political groupings) after the Kārlis Ulmanis coup, and Celmiņš was imprisoned from 1934 to 1937 for antistate activities and then
               exiled from the country. He returned to Latvia in 1941 with the German Army and worked
               in the German self-administration until his arrest in 1944. He was imprisoned in various
               concentration camps until liberated by U.S. troops in 1945. He eventually settled
               in the United States and worked in several universities. See also .
            

         

         
         	CELMIŅŠ, HUGO (1877–1941)

         
         	
            A well-known politician in the interwar period, Hugo Celmiņš was editor of the newspaper
               Baltijas Lauksaimnieks (The Baltic Agriculturalist) from 1907 to 1934, one of the founders of the Agrarian Union, a decorated officer in Latvia’s war for independence, a member of parliament, minister
               of agriculture in 1920, minister of education from 1923 to 1924, and twice minister
               president, 1924–1925 and 1928–1931. He was mayor of the city of Riga from 1931 to 1935. Although from the same party as Kārlis Ulmanis, Celmiņš did not participate in the coup of 1934. Nevertheless, he was appointed
               the Latvian ambassador to Germany in 1935. In 1940, he attempted to stand as a candidate for the Democratic Center
               Party in the Soviet-staged Saeima election of July 1940. He was soon after arrested and eventually deported to Moscow,
               where he was executed in 1941.
            

         

         
         	CENSORSHIP

         
         	
            Censorship is the suppression of speech (oral or written) for political, religious,
               moral, or other reasons. Censorship has historically always existed in Latvia. For
               most centuries, the very powers that had the ability to censor speech also produced
               and controlled public speech. The religious chronicles, for example, were written
               by religious figures and largely reflected their understanding of their history and
               could not have presented dissenting or objectionable alternatives. Nevertheless, the
               state and the church vigorously repressed heretics, blasphemers, and the like.
            

            
            Modern-day censorship arises after the invention of the printing press and a more
               defined sociopolitical world of multiple actors. Particularly in the 19th century
               as the Russian Empire modernized, dissenting voices appealed to society or the people,
               and the state had a greater ability to monitor and repress these radicals. During
               this period, the Baltic provinces’ experience with censorship was a part of the history
               of censorship in imperial Russia. The most effective means of censorship was a system of prescreening wherein anything
               to be published needed prior approval from state officials. Less, but still, effective
               was bringing charges against individuals for offending matter after publication. Imperial
               Russia employed both types of censorship. In the Baltic provinces, an early famous
               case of censorship revolved around the “Young Latvians” publication of a newspaper, Pēterburgas avīze. The newspaper was purposefully located in Peterburg to remove it from the local
               control of the Baltic German nobility, and through diplomacy, the “Young Latvians” succeeded in having one of
               their own appointed as the initial censor. Still, with time, Baltic German influence
               at the imperial court was able to suspend the newspaper. Several decades later, the
               “new current” coalesced around a newspaper, Dienas Lapa, that was continuously skirting the boundaries of what was allowed and not allowed
               in tsarist censorship laws. The paper deployed Aesopian language (masking political
               discussions by appearing to discuss something else) and critiques of culture to develop
               a sociopolitical and economic platform against the status quo. This, however, was
               also a fleeting accomplishment as the paper was closed and most of its contributors
               arrested. During the Revolution of 1905, a short period of almost complete freedom of speech was revoked after the collapse
               of the revolution. From 1907 until World War I, authors and editors worked within a changing system that at times tolerated some
               dissent and at other times fell back on the heavy use of censorship. During the war
               (including in areas occuppied by the German Army), military rule used a heavy-handed
               approach to censoring dissent.
            

            
            In the independent Republic of Latvia, freedom of speech was an intended constitutional
               right, but this section of the constituion was not ratified. Public mood and other
               laws supported free speech, but constitutional protection was weak. In the 1920s,
               pulp fiction and books deeemed pornographic were withheld from children under 18.
               In this case, the power of the censor far outweighed the rights of the author in determining
               the fate of questionable material. After the Ulmanis coup, heavy state censorship descended on Latvia in its initial years. Most newspapers
               and periodicals aligned with political parties were banned, libraries were purged of the materials of leftists, and those newspapers
               that could publish initially had to submit proofs for approval prior to publication.
               With this control established, prior censorship was eased, but the state kept firm
               control over public speech. These precedents became even more pronounced during Soviet
               and Nazi occupations. In Soviet Latvia, the state controlled and produced all public
               expression (printing houses, broadcasters, etc.) and censorship focused on samizdat
               publications (privately produced and shared dissenting literature) and surviving, objectionable literature (or smuggled-in literature, particularly
               Bibles). Dissidents were arrested, tried, and imprisoned for the private books that
               they kept (such as Orwell’s 1984 in the possession of Latvian dissident Gunārs Astra).
            

            
            The control of free speech dissolved rapidly during the movement against Soviet rule
               in the late 1980s so that by the early 1990s Latvia experienced fairly significant
               freedom of speech. The freedom was codified as a constitutional right in the eighth
               section of the constitution, ratified in 1998. Nevertheless, the courts and popular
               opinion have placed limits on this freedom (libel and slander, hate speech, pornography),
               and censorship still has a place in contemporary Latvia, although as in much of the
               western world, market forces often act as the best instruments of censorship.
            

         

         
         	CENSUSES

         
         	
            Censuses are by-products and manifestations of the modern state’s need and desire
               to classify everything within its realm. They are in part a fiction; no count, regardless
               of how sophisticated, can be completely accurate. Nevertheless, the data held within
               a census drive policy and assumptions; censuses also hold a wealth of data for future
               historians and social scientists. Prior to 1881 in the Baltic Provinces, and 1897
               across the entirety of the Russian Empire, there were no modern censuses in the lands
               of modern-day Latvia. Historians can use soul revisions, tax books, manor record keeping, church books, and other sources to roughly calculate
               populations but with little certainty. Even when censuses began, the information is
               locked in the categories used; the definition of ethnicity in 1897 may differ from
               1935, and so their comparative use is always contorted.
            

            
            Nevertheless, the newly independent Latvian state was obsessed with censuses, perhaps
               to reaffirm its existence, and has left a wealth of information for historians and
               demographers. This fetish was in part due to Mārģeris Skujenieks and Voldemārs   Salnais, both with demography backgrounds, being important political figures and influential
               in the State Statistical Office. Latvia conducted censuses in 1920 (somewhat incomplete),
               1925, 1930, and 1935. There were also many censuses of economic enterprises, cultural
               activity, and so on.
            

            
            During the German occupation, there was an attempt at counting inhabitants, but use
               of this source for ethnic composition of Latvia is inexcusable as the count removes
               the Jewish population murdered in the Holocaust and the Baltic Germans repatriated in 1939 and 1940. The Soviet Union conducted regular censuses in 1959, 1970, 1979, and 1989. These censuses are a mixture
               of good statistical information and state propaganda and misinformation. With the
               return of independence and the associated upheaval, Latvia did not conduct a census
               until 2000 and again in 2011. The Central Statistical Board, however, also keeps annual
               and ongoing statistical information with the advent of modern computer capabilities.
            

         

         
         	CĒSIS (WENDEN)

         
         	
            Because of its location in the valley of the Gauja River, Cēsis, in central Vidzeme
               (Livonia), was an important political site even before the Swordbrothers erected a castle
               there in 1206. Evidently, the indigenous settlers on the site were Livs. Subsequently, Cēsis became an important residential, administrative, and military
               center for the Livonian Order, and in later centuries it was the most significant
               Livonian city after Riga. The region around it became the site of a series of important battles during the
               Latvian Independence Wars of 1919–1920. The population of Cēsis in the 1989 census was approximately 22,000;
               in 2015, the population was 17,407.
            

         

         
         	CHRONICLES

         
         	
            The earliest and in many respects the only written historical sources about the Latvian territories and their inhabitants in the 12th
               and 13th centuries. Before the medieval chronicles, the sources are almost entirely
               unwritten (i.e., archaeological). The main chronicle sources for the period to about
               1600 are the Chronicle of  Heinrich of Livonia (to c. 1225–1227), the Livonian Rhymed Chronicle (to c. 1290), the Livonian Chronicle of Balthasar Russow (to the 1580s), and Salomon Henning’s Chronicle of Courland and  Livonia  (to 1590). From the mid-13th century onward, the chronicle sources can be supplemented
               by written documents produced by the religious and governmental institutions of the
               medieval Livonian state.
            

         

         
         	CIELĒNA, MĀRA (1954–)

         
         	
            Māra Cielēna is arguably the most talented and accomplished children’s author in contemporary
               Latvia. She studied at the University of   Latvia in the late 1970s and began work as a journal editor in 1981. From 1990, she has edited
               leading children’s journals, currently Ezis (Hedgehog). Her first collection of children’s stories, Tuksaks un Mamolis, was published in 1992, and she has published nearly 30 children’s books since this
               debut. Following in the path of other leading Latvian authors such as Jānis Jaunsudrabiņš, Anna Brigadere, Kārlis Skalbe, and Imants Ziedonis, Cielēna succeeds in writing stories that are simple and humorous to children yet
               endearing, whimsical, and thoughtful to adults. Her work has received increasing international
               attention and accolades.
            

         

         
         	CIELĒNS, FĒLIKSS (1888–1964)

         
         	
            Fēlikss Cielēns was a loyalist of the Latvian Social Democratic Party and one of the better-known interwar politicians because of his active career in the
               Latvian Saeima. In the founding years of the Latvian republic, he served in the National Council
               and the Constitutional Convention, was repeatedly reelected to parliament on the Social
               Democratic ticket, and held the posts of deputy foreign minister (1923), foreign minister
               (1926–1928), and ambassador to France (1933–1934). Moved to the periphery of Latvian
               political life by the Kārlis Ulmanis coup, Cielēns nonetheless remained loyal to the Latvian Social Democracy Movement,
               resuming his political activism in Sweden, where he fled into exile in 1944 just before the return to Latvia of the Soviet
               Army.
            

         

         
         	CIMZE, JĀNIS (1814–1881)

         
         	
            A member of the numerically small prenationalist generation of university-educated
               Latvians in the first half of the 19th century, Jānis Cimze was a leading figure in
               Latvian educational efforts, particularly in his capacity as longtime (from 1839)
               director of the Vidzeme (Livonian) Teachers Seminary. The seminary trained primarily rural schoolteachers and sought
               to inculcate in them a conciliatory spirit toward the Baltic German cultural hegemony in the Latvian-language territories. During his tenure, Cimze and
               his staff trained several thousand young Latvians for teaching posts throughout the
               Baltic provinces, but many of them, starting in the 1860s, were influenced by the nationalism generated by the Latvian “national awakening” and thus shifted to a much more militant stance with respect to Baltic German hegemony
               and the potential of a Latvian-language culture in the Baltic provinces. Cimze was
               also an accomplished musical composer who arranged Latvian folk songs and folk song
               motifs for choirs. Many of his compositions are part of the canonical works of the
               Latvian Song Festival repertoire. See also .
            

         

         
         	CĪŅA

         
         	
            First published in 1904 as the principal organ of the Latvian Social Democratic Party, Cīņa (Struggle) became the longest-published continuous Latvian political newspaper in the 20th
               century. Before World War I, the sites of its publication changed frequently because for much of the period it
               was banned by tsarist authorities, and at times it had to be published by Latvian
               Social Democrats living in western Europe. In 1918, Cīņa became the principal newspaper of the Latvian Communist Party. It remained illegal also during the interwar period of independence insofar as,
               continuing as the central organ of the Latvian Communists, it advocated subversion
               of the Latvian state. In 1940, after the creation of a Communist government in Latvia,
               Cīņa finally became a legal publication. It changed its place of publication to the Soviet Union during the German occupation from 1941 to 1945 and returned to Latvia in 1945, to
               appear for the next 45 years as the main organ of the Latvian Communist Party and
               the Supreme Soviet. In 1990, as the Latvian Communist Party collapsed, the newspaper severed its party
               ties and, under the name of Neatkarīgā Cīņa (Independent Struggle), continued as one of the principal daily newspapers in the renewed Latvian republic.
               Eventually, the publication dropped Cīņa from its masthead and is now Neatkarīgā (The Independent). See also .
            

         

         
         	COLLECTIVE FARMS

         
         	
            During the first year of Soviet rule in 1940, the new authorities repeatedly announced
               that collectivization of Latvian agriculture would not be pursued, but after 1945, with the country seemingly a permanent part
               of the Soviet Union, there began to appear with increasing frequency various descriptions
               of the superiority of collective over individualized farming. From 1945 to 1949, however,
               agricultural collectivization had minimal results. Therefore, in 1949 the Soviet authorities
               changed tactics and in March of that year arrested and deported some 42,000 persons,
               mostly from rural areas, who were judged to be obstacles to the collectivizing effort.
               After this, the process by which individualized farmsteads were transformed into collectivized
               agricultural units proceeded smoothly, so that by mid-1950 there were approximately
               4,500 collective farms of several types (kolkhozy and sovkhozy) in Latvia. Over the subsequent decades, this number was reduced substantially as
               larger collective farms absorbed smaller ones. After 1988, insofar as the principle
               of collective farming was judged to go against the grain of traditional Latvian farming
               practices, collective farms were dismantled and transformed into private farm units.
               By the early 21st century, there were an estimated 133,500 private farms in Latvia.
            

         

         
         	COMMUNIST PARTY

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	CONSTITUTION OF 1922

         
         	
            During the 20th century, life in the territory of Latvia was governed by a succession
               of sets of fundamental laws (or constitutions). Baltic German writers occasionally referred to the complex of laws, customs, and regulations extant
               in the Baltic provinces as a “constitution,” and some of these were operative until World War I. The Fundamental Laws promulgated by Nicholas II in May 1906 created the Duma system of representation and were thought of as “constitutional” in nature. The short-lived
               Latvian Bolshevik government of Pēteris Stučka (January–May 1919) formulated a constitution for what was to be called the Latvian
               Socialist Soviet Republic but had no time to implement it. The new national government
               of Latvia, proclaimed in 1918, created a mechanism for drafting a Latvian constitution
               and adopted it in 1922. This constitution remained in force until 15 May 1934, when
               after a coup Kārlis Ulmanis suspended it, governing from 1934 to 1940 personally with a cabinet of ministers and
               promising all the while a new constitution for Latvia.
            

            
            In June 1940, when Latvia was occupied by the Soviet Army, the 1922 constitution received
               a brief mention in the handling of the office of president and the election to a new
               Saeima, but the so-called People’s Saeima, elected in July 1940 with only the Communist-sponsored
               candidate list, immediately set about reviving the old 1919 Bolshevik constitution
               and adapting it to the new circumstances. This constitution was adopted in August
               1940 and generally reflected the basic principles of the 1936 constitution of the
               USSR (the “Stalin Constitution”). Life in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic was
               governed for the next 45 years by this document and its later iterations, until May
               1990, when the Latvian Supreme Soviet (or Council) voted to revive Latvian independence and renew the 1922 constitution.
               The 1922 constitution became the fundamental law of the renewed Latvian republic in
               August 1991, when complete independence was finally achieved, and has been modernized
               by various amendments and additions since that time.
            

            
            The 1922 constitution was created via a complicated and drawn-out process that was
               meant to incorporate the interests of all the political and geographical groupings
               that had supported the 18 November 1918 declaration of independence. The provisional
               government (called the National Council) called for elections to a Constituent Assembly;
               these were held in April 1920 with the participation of some 57 candidate lists. Only
               16 of these groupings gained representation in the assembly, but this number seemed
               to be sufficient to “represent” the diversity of viewpoints in the population to which the constitution was to apply: Social Democrats, Liberals, and Agrarians; Germans, Russians, Jews, and Poles; Christians and the landless; and, regionally speaking, the Letgallians. The Latvian Communists boycotted the election. Once elected, the assembly promulgated
               a law for an interim constitution for governance until the new fundamental law was
               adopted. A considerable number of laws and regulations were passed under the interim
               constitution, but the assembly finally passed, on 15 February 1922, the first part
               of the proposed constitution, dealing with all fundamental aspects of the structure
               of the state. A second part, which dealt with the basic rights and responsibilities
               of citizens of Latvia, was not passed at the time because of major disagreements on
               a host of issues. The Ulmanis regime promulgated a quasi-fascist Civil Code (Civīllikums) in 1937 that dealt with some of the issues. The original section was eventually
               ratified in 1998.
            

            
            The Constitution of 1922 proclaimed Latvia to be an independent democratic republic
               with sovereign power vested in the people of Latvia. Its territory was to consist
               of the old Baltic provincial territories of Vidzeme, Zemgale, and Kurzeme as well as Latgale (the Latvian districts of the province of Vitebsk). It was to be governed by a Saeima (parliament), elected in general, equal, and direct elections by secret ballot and
               proportional representation. The head of state would be a president elected by the
               Saeima, and the executive function would be vested in a cabinet of ministers headed
               by a minister president (prime minister) and formed from the political parties represented in the Saeima. An amendment procedure was provided for, but this was rarely
               exercised in the interwar period. Since 1991, however, eight amendments to the constitution
               have been adopted in order to bring it in line with changed or changing conditions.
               In 1994, the voting age was lowered from 21 to 18; a constitutional court was established
               in 1996; in 1997 major changes were made in the election process and in the operating
               regulations of the Saeima; several amendments in 1998 and 2002 secured the position
               of the Latvian language as the official language of the state; in 2003 several amendments were necessary for
               Latvia to be able to join the European Union; and in 2006 an amendment defined marriage as the union of one man and one woman.
               A preamble affirming the ethnic Latvian dimension of the state of Latvia was controversially
               included in 2014.
            

            
            Because Estonia and Lithuania, having reestablished independence at the same time
               as Latvia, had drafted entirely new constitutions, there was initially skepticism
               about whether the 1922 document was adequate to the entirely changed circumstances
               of 1991. General political opinion, however, preferred to stress continuity with the
               interwar Latvian state, and this was expressed by, among other things, the 1922 document.
               The restoration of the 1922 constitution has not precipitated any constitutional crises,
               and the amendment procedure appears to work to make needed changes.
            

         

         
         	CORVÉE (KLAUŠAS)
         

         
         	
            In the inclusive sense, corvée is any kind of labor that legally constituted authorities
               can require of those persons over whom they have jurisdiction. In its narrower meaning
               in relation to Latvian history, the corvée was the labor that the landed estate demanded
               from the peasants living on it, particularly but not exclusively during the centuries
               when Latvian peasants were living in legally sanctioned serfdom. In this sense, the corvée is a major part of the history of work among Latvians.
               Before serf emancipation (1816–1819), corvée labor had two principal forms. First, an estate owner (or renter)
               could require as a condition of tenure that each farmstead supply a certain number
               of laborers (sometimes with a team of horses) each week to prepare, cultivate, and
               harvest that part of the estate lands (the demesne) that was directly farmed by the
               owner (or renter). The amount and duration of such labor was regulated through custom
               and tradition, but at the end of the 18th and the beginning of the 19th centuries
               various reform laws began to require that these obligations be written down in a Wackenbuch (essentially, a book of duties). Second, landed estates, which in the 15th and 16th
               centuries became the principal units of local administration, also required of their
               peasants that they contribute labor to public projects, such as, for example, road
               maintenance and bridge repair. Although the amount of both kinds of corvée labor was
               in principle regulated (i.e., fixed), the long-term tendency among estate owners was
               to increase (sometimes sharply) the number of tasks and the amount of labor required
               of the peasantry, thus reducing the time peasants had to work their own land.
            

            
            With the abolition of serfdom, the entire labor system was reshaped, with public tasks
               now falling under the jurisdiction of local pagasts governments and the old serf obligation becoming a form of labor rent for peasants
               who could not afford to pay their rent. Though corvée labor was an aspect of normal
               rural life throughout the centuries of serfdom, and for about 30 years after serfdom
               was abolished the Latvian term klaušu laiki (the time of corvée) referred to the latter period. Peasants were now personally free,
               but access to land still required obligatory labor, which to many appeared to be no
               change at all. The vast majority of peasants in the Latvian territories continued
               to perform corvée until the 1860s, when this form of rent was abolished by the reform
               laws of that decade. Thereafter, if estate owners needed a labor force, they had to
               obtain it on a wage basis.
            

            
            The term klaušas has remained in use in Latvian parlance. In the interwar era, the obligation to maintain
               rural roads, for example, was often referred to as klaušas. In the Soviet period, klaušas could refer to when private individuals were required to “volunteer” their labor
               (frequently on Saturdays) to, for example, remove wartime rubble from city streets
               or join labor teams to help with harvesting crops on collective farms. See also .
            

         

         
         	COUNTERREFORMATION

         
         	
            The principal response of the Roman Catholic Church to the Protestant Reformation of the 16th century was a series of reforms of
               its own, presided over by the Council of Trent, which met intermittently from 1545
               to 1563. The reforms were carried out under the direction and guidance of the Jesuit
               Order, established in the early 1540s, and their intent was to draw a strict line
               between the teachings of the Protestants and those of the Catholic Church. The greatest
               impact of the Counterreformation in the Latvian territories was felt in Latgale (Polish Livonia), which was governed directly by the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth,
               a Catholic state. The churches of Livonia and the Duchy of Courland and Semigallia, however, had adopted Lutheranism early and remained staunch adherents to Lutheran doctrine in spite of Polish–Lithuanian
               direct or indirect influence over these territories until the third decade of the
               17th century. In Latgale, the Jesuit Order actively implemented Counterreformation
               measures of various sorts, with the number of Catholic congregations eventually far
               exceeding their Lutheran counterparts. The new activism of the Jesuits and the Catholic
               Church in the domain of peasant education—aimed at countering the Lutheran emphasis
               on the need for parishioners to be literate to read the Bible—was in the long run
               beneficial to Latvian cultural development because it correspondingly meant a substantial
               increase in the translation of holy texts into Latvian and the preparation of educational
               materials in the Latvian language. See also ; ; ; .
            

         

         
         	COURLAND

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	COURLAND KINGS (KURŠU ĶONIŅI)

         
         	
            A generic term, used in medieval documents, to refer to those leaders of the Couronians, who became vassals of the new Baltic German territorial lords. These so-called kings apparently were able to maintain many of
               their earlier personal freedoms and collective privileges even as they became tillers
               of the soil and as other Latvian rural people were being enserfed (see ) during the 16th and 17th centuries. The documentary record about these privileged
               peasant lineages is very sparse, and their best-known communities—seven “free hamlets”
               (brīvciemi)—were located in the Kuldīga (Ger., Goldingen) district of west-central Courland. These lineages were not included in the formal
               register of Courland noble families, who were German. The land the “Courland kings”
               farmed, however, continued to be exempt from the normal obligations pertaining to
               rural properties until the 20th century. In the course of time, due to in- and out-migration
               as well as intermarriages, the population of this special area lost its unique character,
               although the family names typical of the area (e.g., Peniķis, Tontegode, Dragūns,
               etc.) were preserved in the general Latvian population. Similarly, privileged peasant
               lineages in Livonia assimilated totally with the general peasant population much earlier, probably by
               the end of the 17th century.
            

         

         
         	COURONIANS (KURS)

         
         	
            These are the people of one of the tribal societies inhabiting the territory of present-day
               Latvia in the early medieval period (sixth to 13th centuries). Their language is presumed
               to have been Baltic. Couronian settlements actually covered most of western Latvia
               as well as a considerable section of present-day northwest Lithuania. Thirteenth-century written sources mention Couronians as well as place-names in
               their territory but do not make clear whether the place-names signify territorial
               or political units. Inferences from archaeological research on castle and burial sites
               have led historians to describe the Couronians as a people who were socially and politically
               stratified; had political leaders (“kings”) but did not have a unified state; and,
               living near the Baltic Sea, practiced piracy and occasionally raided Swedish territories. After the arrival
               of German merchants and crusaders in the Baltic area in the late 12th century and
               the start of their efforts to subjugate the indigenous peoples, the Couronians continued
               to resist for several generations, until in 1267 they signed a peace treaty with the
               crusading orders. In subsequent centuries, the Couronians merged with the peoples of the other Baltic
               tribal societies to form the Latvian-language population.
            

            
            Their presence in Latvian history is memorialized in the name “Kurzeme” (land of the
               Kurs; Courland)—the westernmost of the (since 1918) four territorial divisions of
               Latvia.
            

         

         
         	CRUSADING ORDERS

         
         	
            Two crusading orders were prominent in the Baltic area in the medieval centuries.
               German merchants, clerics, and adventurers first appeared in the Baltic region at
               the end of the 12th century and carried back to the Holy Roman Empire information
               about the pagans who lived there. The first bishopric in the territory of present-day
               Latvia was established at Ikšķile by Father Meinhard in 1184, but he died in 1196
               without any significant results from his efforts. His successor, Berthold, was killed
               in 1198 in a battle with the Livonians. Berthold’s successor, the strategically and tactically more adept Albert, not only
               founded the city of Riga in 1201 in order to give the German effort a firm anchor in the territory but also
               in 1202 established the Swordbrothers (Ger., Schwertbrüder), a crusading order for the Baltic that was to give the effort a military backbone.
               In the course of the next 30 years, the interests of the Riga bishopric and the order
               began to diverge as more land and people came under the control of both. Though the
               Swordbrothers fulfilled their mission relatively successfully, they suffered a major
               defeat at Saule (in Lithuania) in 1236 from a combined army of Lithuanians and Semigallians. The order was nearly decimated in this battle and in 1237 decided to unite with
               the Teutonic Order (Deutsche Orden). The Teutonic Order, with its headquarters in Prussia, had gained considerable experience
               in crusades in the Holy Land but now took over the effort against the “pagans” of
               the Baltic. Since the Teutonic Order was active in many lands, the Baltic branch of
               it—the former Swordbrothers—came to be known as the Livonian Order. By the end of
               the 13th century, the Catholic Church and the Livonian Order had carved out in the
               Baltic region five small states (the Riga archbishopric; the bishoprics of Courland, Dorpat, and Ösel; and the lands of the order), which were referred to collectively
               as Livonia. During the next two and a half centuries, continuing opposition to the German presence
               in the Baltic area fell increasingly to the Lithuanians (the Balts to the north having
               been more or less completely subjugated). Though ostensibly fighting on behalf of
               the church, the Teutonic Order had its own material interests, and it was also a defender
               of the political interests in the area of the Holy Roman Empire. Predictably, this
               meant that during the late medieval centuries, the new political and economic superiors
               of the Baltic—the Roman Catholic Church, the Papacy, the Teutonic Order, and the Holy
               Roman Emperor—were often fighting one another as well as “pagans” and other enemies
               outside the Baltic area. The Teutonic Order in Prussia was secularized in 1525, and,
               in the course of the Livonian Wars (1558–1583), the last master of the Livonian Order—Godthartt Kettler (Gothards Ketlers)—in
               1561 signed a treaty with Sigismund II Augustus of Poland, becoming the latter’s vassal.
               With this act, the last of the crusading orders ceased to have an independent existence
               in the Baltic.
            

         

         
         	CUKURS, HERBERTS (1900–1965)

         
         	
            Herberts Cukurs was a famous aviator, Latvia’s Lindbergh, before achieving far greater
               notoriety as a member of the Arājskommando, which undertook the murder of Latvia’s Jews during the Holocaust. After World War I, Cukurs entered Latvia’s new military academy and upon graduation began work in the
               aviation division. For more than a decade, Cukurs was involved in the construction
               and flight of airplanes, often at the forefront of the young industry in Latvia, although
               he was often in trouble with the army and creditors. In 1933, after a different Latvian
               pilot failed in his attempt to fly to Gambia (once a colony of Courland), Cukurs began his trek on 28 August 1933. By 17 May 1934, Cukurs had completed his
               trip and returned to Latvia a hero. In 1936 and 1937, Cukurs again engaged in long-distance
               flights across much of Asia and returned to Latvia an even greater hero.
            

            
            During Soviet occupation in 1940 and 1941, Cukurs was not particularly repressed and
               was able to keep much of his possessions. He was also sent to Moscow in an attempt
               to recruit him to build planes for the USSR. With the Nazi invasion, however, Cukurs
               quickly established contacts with his friend Viktors Arājs and joined his killing unit. An ongoing argument between historians disputes the
               extent of Cukurs’s personal involvement in the Holocaust (i.e., did he ever pull a
               trigger?), but it is clear that he was a leading officer of the unit and likely performed
               the organizational and logistical tasks needed to kill Latvia’s Jews in the countryside
               in 1941. He was also present at the clearing of the Riga ghetto on 30 November 1941
               as a precursor to the killing action in Rumbula. His role in the Jewish ghetto is equally controversial, with accounts of his exploitation
               of its inhabitants (selling food for wealth) but also of his apparent rescue of a
               few Jews. He also wrote rabidly antisemitic articles in occupied Latvian newspapers.
               After the war, he fled to Brazil. In 1965, Israeli Mossad agents lured Cukurs to Montevideo,
               Uruguay, where he was killed extrajudicially.
            

         

         
         	CURRENCY

         
         	
            Since the beginning of World War I, when the currency in the Latvian territories was the Russian ruble, Latvians have experienced a bevy of different currency systems. During World
               War I, the principal currencies were the Russian ruble and the German  Ostrubel, the latter being used in Courland, which was occupied by the German Army. After the declaration of Latvian independence
               in 1918, the new Latvian government issued the Latvian ruble, which was in circulation
               until 1922, when it was replaced by the Latvian lats (1 lats = 100 santīmi). The lats
               remained an official currency during 1940, though the Soviet ruble was also used.
               With a one-to-one conversion rate of lats to rubles, the lats was removed from circulation
               within months. During the German occupation of the country from 1941 to 1945, the
               Reichskreditkassenscheine was used; it looked like the German Reichsmark but had an imprint signifying that it was for occupied territories where the local
               currency had been removed from circulation. The Soviet ruble returned after 1945 and
               remained in use until 1991, when the Supreme Soviet of Latvia began to distance the country economically from the Soviet Union as a whole. The Latvian ruble, issued by the Bank of Latvia, then became a parallel
               currency to the Soviet ruble until 1992, by which time the Soviet Union had disintegrated.
               The Latvian and Russian rubles remained parallel currencies in Latvia until the summer
               of 1993, when the Bank of Latvia again began to issue the lats (1 lats = 100 santīmi),
               though both the Latvian ruble and the lats remained in circulation until the end of
               1993, when the former was withdrawn. The lats remained the official currency of the
               Republic of Latvia until the end of 2013. After Latvia joined the European Union,
               the state moved to full adoption of the euro. As of 1 January 2014, the euro is the
               official currency of Latvia. See also ; .
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         	DAINAS

         
         	
            The Latvian term daina was adapted from the Lithuanian word dainos by Henri Wissendorf, who, with Krišjānis Barons, during the period from 1894 to 1915, published an eight-volume collection of this
               genre of Latvian folk songs. The scholarly literature dealing with Latvian folk music
               often uses the more generic folk song, but daina tends to have pride of place in common Latvian parlance. Daina usually refers to a four-line rhymed poem that is either sung or recited and encapsulates
               an observation about nature, human relations, religion, or other aspects of human
               existence. These folk poems were frequently used by Baltic German writers in the period from 1500 to 1800 as examples of the spiritual culture of the
               Latvian peasantry, but serious efforts to collect, transcribe, and publish them did
               not start until the work of Johann Gottfried Herder at the end of the 18th century. The age of this folk poetry is a matter of dispute
               because internal evidence is ambiguous, but present-day collections no doubt contain
               some dainas from the late medieval period. After the collecting efforts of Wissendorf and Barons—especially
               the latter, who came to be known among Latvians as the “father” of the daina—the daina became the central feature of modern Latvian folklore studies, with enhanced collections appearing periodically and the Latvian folklore
               institutes of the interwar and Soviet periods continuing the work of collection, transcription,
               and systematization. During the past century, folklorists have recorded and transcribed
               some 800,000 basic texts and several million variants. In terms of cultural politics,
               the activists of the Latvian “national awakening” used the existence of the daina (and other forms of the Latvian oral tradition) to counter the Baltic German argument
               that the Latvian peasantry had no culture of its own and was therefore bound to be
               absorbed by nations with older “historic” cultures. Vaira Vīķe-Freiberga, president of Latvia from 1999 to 2007, became an expert on the daina in her pre-presidential academic career, writing extensively on the dainas that deal with the sun and its symbolic meaning. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	DALIŅŠ, JĀNIS (1904–1978)

         
         	
            Jānis Daliņš was an Olympic athlete who competed in two Olympic games in speed walking
               and won Latvia its first Olympic medal (silver) under its own national flag. Daliņš
               began speed walking late (at 22), and almost accidentally, but quickly set Latvian
               and European records. He won the silver medal in the 50-kilometer race in Los Angeles,
               suffering under the heat and length of the race. In 1934, he won the European Championships
               but could not finish the 1936 race due to cramps (Adalberts Bubenko, a different Latvian
               speed walker, won bronze at that race). More than his accomplishments alone, Daliņš
               caught the Latvian public’s imagination and started a speed-walking craze (Aigars
               Fadejevs won silver in 2000 due to the long-standing popularity of the sport). Daliņš
               fled to Germany at the end of World War II and on to Australia, where he died in 1978. Daliņš received many awards of merit
               during his lifetime and has a street and athletics stadium named for him in his native
               Valmiera. See also  .
            

         

         
         	DAMBROVSKIS, VALDIS (1971–)

         
         	
            Valdis Dambrovskis is a contemporary Latvian politician, former minister president,
               and current commissioner of the European Union. Dambrovskis studied physics but began his political career as one of the founders
               of Einars Repše’s party Jaunais Laiks (New Era) in 2002. He was elected to the eighth Saeima and became the minister of finance in Repše’s government. In 2004, he was elected
               to the parliament of the European Union and served there until 2009, when he became
               the candidate to lead an economic-crisis-era government. He continued to lead government
               (through terms of minority government and cabinet shuffles and Saeima elections) through
               the 10th and into the 11th Saeima. He became the first minister president to remain
               in his post through three governments and was the longest-standing minister president
               after the reacquisition of independence. He successfully led the Latvian government
               through a severe austerity program and into economic recovery. He gained international
               attention for this feat. In November 2013, Dambrovskis announced his resignation in
               the wake of a supermarket collapse that killed many and shook society. In 2014, he
               was again elected to the European Parliament and earned a post as a commissioner and
               vice president in the current Jean-Claude Juncker commission. See also  .
            

         

         
         	DANIŠEVSKIS, JULIJS (1884–1938)

         
         	
            Originally a Social Democrat, Daniševskis joined the Latvian Bolshevik cause in the pre–World War I period and worked actively to bring about Soviet governments in Russia and the non-Russian territories of the Russian Empire. In 1917, he was the editor
               of Cīņa and in 1919 emerged as the deputy chairman of the six-month-long Soviet Latvian government
               headed by Pēteris Stučka. After the members of this government and the army units that supported it were expelled
               from Latvia by the armed forces of the new national government, Daniševskis lived
               in the Soviet Union and held various government posts. In 1938, he was executed during Josef Stalin’s
               purge of “Old Bolsheviks,” but he was “rehabilitated” posthumously during the Khrushchev
               era. See also .
            

         

         
         	DANKERS, OSKARS (1883–1965)

         
         	
            Oskars Dankers received his military education in the tsarist period of Latvian history
               and began to serve in the Russian army in 1903. In World War I, he fought on the eastern front, but in 1919 he joined the army of the newly independent
               Latvian state. During the interwar independence period, he continued to serve in the
               Latvian Army, acquiring the rank of general in 1925. In 1940, during the first year
               of Soviet occupation, Dankers immigrated to Germany, but he returned to Latvia in 1941, where he worked in the “self-government” (pašpārvalde) throughout the entire period of German occupation and as “first general director”
               of the “self-government” in the final year of its existence (1944). He immigrated
               to Germany in the fall of 1944 and in 1945 was interned and investigated by the U.S.
               Army for a period of 22 months. Upon his release, he continued living in Germany,
               but in 1957 he immigrated to the United States. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	DAUGAVA RIVER (DÜNA, DVINA)

         
         	
            Latvia’s largest and most renowned river, the Daugava originates in Russia, traverses Belarus, and flows into the Gulf of Riga. Its entire length is 1,020 kilometers, 357 kilometers of which are located in Latvia.
               The Daugava River was used as a major commercial artery during the medieval centuries
               and continued to play this role in the economy of the Latvian territories until recent
               decades, when a series of hydroelectric dams reduced its long-distance commercial
               use. Until the creation of the Latvian state in 1918, the Daugava served as the border
               between the Baltic provinces of Livonia and Courland in Latvia. It continues to serve as the border between Vidzeme (Livonia) and Zemgale
               (the eastern half of the old province of Courland). As Latvia’s preeminent waterway,
               the Daugava for many centuries has had immense significance in the popular culture
               of Latvians and is frequently referred to as “the river of Latvia’s fortunes” (liketeņupe).
            

         

         
         	DAUGAVAS VANAGI (DV) (HAWKS OF DAUGAVA)

         
         	
            A Latvian war veterans’ organization founded in 1945 in the POW camp in Cedelghem,
               Belgium, where approximately 16,000 Latvian soldiers, most of them from the Latvian Legion, were interned. The immediate purpose of the organization was to provide assistance
               and relief for those Latvian veterans (and their families) who had participated in
               the Latvian Legion in World War II, but in the postwar decades the DV accepted as members all persons of Latvian descent
               (and their descendants) who had seen military service of any kind anywhere. Primarily
               a Latvian émigré organization with its headquarters in the United States, but with membership worldwide, the DV increased in numbers and in significance,
               establishing its own meeting houses and retirement homes, credit unions, and lending
               libraries. In 1990, the DV opened a chapter in Latvia, where membership rules created
               the problem of how to deal with Latvian veterans who had served in the Soviet armed
               forces.
            

         

         
         	DAUGAVPILS (DÜNABURG, DVINSK)

         
         	
            Daugavpils is located on the Daugava River in the extreme southeastern corner of Latvia, and with its 96,792 inhabitants (2015)
               is the second largest city in Latvia. It is first mentioned in medieval chronicles in 1275 as the site of one of the castles of the Livonian Order. Because of its location,
               Daugavpils throughout its history has been multiethnic in the composition of its population and in its urban culture, and as late as 2015 the proportion of ethnic Latvians in
               its population was only about 18 percent. In all periods of history, Daugavpils has
               been an important commercial center for a region that includes Belarusian, Russian, and Lithuanian territory and historically included a sizeable and vibrant Jewish community. During World War II, the Jewish community was first confined to a ghetto and later murdered during the
               Holocaust. In the 20th century, Daugavpils has been a significant railroad and industrial center as well. See also .
            

         

         
         	DAUGE, ALEKSANDRS (1868–1937)

         
         	
            As a university student in the 1890s, Aleksandrs Dauge was a leading figure in the
               “new current” and expended his energies in writing about such subjects as historical and dialectical
               materialism. After independence in 1918, Dauge served briefly as minister of education
               (1921–1922) and subsequently became a professor at the University of Latvia.
            

         

         
         	DEGLAVS, AUGUSTS (1862–1922)

         
         	
            A popular novelist and short-story author, Augusts Deglavs began his literary career
               in the early 1890s. For the next 30 years, he wrote in a socially realistic manner
               about the generational transition among Latvians from the “national awakening” to the “new current” period, as well as about the social and cultural reorientations in Latvian life
               that accompanied rural-to-urban migration during the last half of the 19th century.
               His most popular novel—entitled Rīga—was published in two parts in 1910–1911 and in 1920. See also .
            

         

         
         	DEMOCRATIC PARTY SAIMNIEKS (DPS)

         
         	
            DPS is the political party that received the plurality of seats in the sixth Saeima after the parliamentary election in the fall of 1995. It thus became the principal
               rival of Latvia’s Way, the party that had dominated the fifth Saeima from 1993 to 1995. The DPS was founded
               in April 1995 from two existing political groupings: the Democratic Center Party (founded
               in 1992), represented in the fifth Saeima, and the Democratic Party Saimnieks, which
               had made a strong showing in the municipal elections of 1994, but was new to national
               politics. In the 1995 parliamentary election campaign, the DPS was headed by Ziedonis
               Čevers, who had been a member of the cabinet of Ivars Godmanis and, after the 1995 Saeima election, was a strong but ultimately unsuccessful candidate
               for prime minister. Čevers subsequently entered the coalition cabinet of Andris Šķēle. The party, however, performed poorly in elections to the seventh Saeima and renamed
               itself Latvia’s Democratic Party, led by Andris Ameriks. Ameriks left the party for
               Latvia’s First Party in 2002. Latvia’s Democratic Party was officially dissolved in
               2005.
            

         

         
         	DEPORTATIONS

         
         	
            In its most inclusive meaning for Latvian history, the term deportation refers to the practice of the Russian (and later Soviet) government of forcibly relocating people from Latvia to distant
               parts of the Russian Empire (or later, the Soviet Union) for punitive or policy reasons.
               Before 1917, deportation was a relatively normal punitive measure for sedition and
               other crimes of similar magnitude, and “Siberian exile” was experienced by a large
               number of Latvians on an individual basis while the Latvian territories were under
               Russian control (to 1917). In these cases, the deportation was normally preceded by,
               at least, a hearing or a trial.
            

            
            The relocation of massive numbers of a population primarily for reasons of state policy (and normally without even a judicial hearing)
               was first felt by Latvians on 13–14 June 1941, after the 1940 incorporation of Latvia
               into the Soviet Union. Some 15,000 Latvians were deported and relocated mostly to
               areas east of the Ural Mountains. The policy goal was to remove from the Latvian population
               all those who, after a year of experience, were judged to be hindrances to the new
               regime. A second wave of deportations came in the summer and fall after the cessation
               of hostilities in 1945. The intent then was to remove those who were judged to have
               been too cooperative with the German occupying forces in the period from 1941 to 1945.
               This action by the reestablished Soviet government caused substantial resistance in
               the form of a partisan movement that lasted, with diminishing fervor, from 1945 to
               the mid-1950s and involved over that period an estimated 10,000–15,000 partisans. A third wave of deportations was associated with rural collectivization and took
               place on 23–25 March 1949. The intention was to remove all farmers (kulaks, budži [from buržuji, bourgeois]) who were judged likely to hinder collectivization (see ), and this meant primarily persons who owned farmland of more than 100 acres; by
               the definition of Jānis Kalnbērziņš, secretary of the Central Committee (Centrālā Komiteja, CK) of the Latvian Communist Party, all those who had become successful farmers in the 1930s fell into this category.
               In any event, in 1949 some 42,000 people were deported to various locations in the
               USSR. This was the last of the mass deportation actions in Latvia, although individuals
               and small groups (Jehovah’s Witnesses and others) continued to be deported for various
               loosely defined “crimes” until the mid-1980s. The exact number of persons who returned
               to Latvia after the late 1950s is not known, but some estimates place it at about
               20,000.
            

         

         
         	DIENA

         
         	
            Diena is one of Latvia’s largest daily periodicals and enjoys a standing of the newspaper
               of record (equivalent to the New York Times). The newspaper was founded in 1990, and its first issue appeared on 23 November
               1990. The newspaper has had several editors, most notably Sarmīte Elerte, who led the paper from 1992 to 2008. She championed Diena as an independent news source. Following her departure, a string of editors have
               held the position, and the paper has been plagued with questions of ownership and
               if said owners influence newspaper content. The newspaper, like all newspapers, has
               also suffered with dwindling subscribers in an internet age. Still, Diena holds tenuously to a popular newspaper-of-record sentiment at home and abroad. See also  .
            

         

         
         	DIENAS LAPA

         
         	
            Appearing from 1886 to 1905 in Riga, Dienas Lapa was the newspaper in which the writers and journalists of the “new current” published their views. In the beginning, its political views were centrist, but
               during the editorships of Jānis Rainis and Pēteris Stučka, the paper veered to the left and began to champion socialism and various workers’
               causes. Even so, it maintained its national orientation, publishing much material
               of interest to all Latvians while attacking what it believed to be the materially
               oriented nationalism of the Riga Latvian Association. After 1897 and the arrest of many Latvian Social Democrats, the newspaper returned to its earlier moderate views but, during the Revolution of 1905, became once again relatively radical. At the end of 1905, the authorities stopped
               its publication. See also .
            

         

         
         	DIEVTURĪBA

         
         	
            Derived from the Latvian Dievs (God) and turēt (to hold), this is a religious movement among Latvians, starting in 1923–1924, and
               initially involving mostly intellectuals. The movement’s main intention was to “renew”
               the original religious faith of the pre-Christian (pre-12th century) inhabitants of
               the Latvian territories, with Latvian folklore materials (especially the dainas) serving as the principal religious texts. This material was to be combined with
               various elements of Christianity. The belief was that by this means Latvians could
               refashion an authentically “Latvian” religion and ethical system, uncorrupted by foreign (i.e., Germanic) elements of the dominant
               Latvian Lutheranism. Over the interwar period, Dievturība developed its own network of congregations
               as well as a set of interpretative writings authored largely by the movement’s ideological
               leaders, Ernests Brastiņš, Arvēds Brastiņš, and Alfreds Goba. Though the movement
               never attracted a widespread popular following but remained attractive mainly to intellectuals,
               it generated a substantial literature dealing with the interpretation of folklore.
               During World War II, most of its intellectual leaders were deported to Siberia or immigrated to the West.
               Retaining a small following among western émigré (see ) Latvians during the Soviet period, Dievturība renewed its activities in the post-1991
               period and is a part of larger European intellectual neopaganism.
            

         

         
         	DINSBERGS, ERNESTS (1816–1902)

         
         	
            A Latvian educator, translator, and poet, Ernests Dinsbergs’s most important work
               was done in the second half of the 19th century during the “national awakening” period. Staying clear of direct confrontations with Baltic German and tsarist authorities, he worked tirelessly at translating the masterpieces of other
               literatures into Latvian and at producing schoolbooks for the rapidly increasing numbers
               of Latvian children in the grade schools. See also ; ; .
            

         

         
         	DĪRIĶIS, BERNHARDS (1831–1892)

         
         	
            Bernhards Dīriķis was an active participant in the Latvian “national awakening” and represented its practical and organizational side. He was instrumental in the
               founding of the Riga Latvian Association in 1868 (serving as its chairman from 1862 to 1870) and, in 1869, of the very influential
               newspaper Baltijas Vēstnesis (serving as its editor from 1869 to 1892). In 1877, he also founded the first Latvian
               daily newspaper, Rīgas Lapa (Rīgas Newspaper). See also .
            

         

         
         	DISSIDENT MOVEMENT (PRETESTĪBAS KUSTĪBA)

         
         	
            During the 20th century, dissident movements in Latvia directed their activities,
               first, during the 1940–1941 period, against the Soviet government created after the
               incorporation of Latvia into the USSR; second, in the period from 1941 to 1945, against
               the German occupation government; and, third, in the 1945–1988 period, against what now seemed
               to be an irreversible Sovietization and Russification of the country. In the 1940–1941 period, dissident activities took the form of proposing
               an alternative list to the Communist-approved candidates in the July 1940 elections,
               and after that, of printing and circulating pamphlets denouncing the occupation of
               Latvia. In the longer 1941–1945 period, the principal form of opposition was illegal
               publications, which generally called for noncompliance with the orders issued by the
               German authorities, including volunteering for service in the Latvian Legion. In the decades immediately following World War II, the most important form of dissidence was the partisan movement, which consisted of organized and armed groups operating out of the Latvian
               forests and periodically attacking representatives of Soviet state power. The partisan
               movement had come to an end by the mid-1950s, and the locus of dissidence then shifted
               to the Latvian   Communist Party itself, where Eduards Berklavs and other “National Communists” made decisions aimed at slowing what they perceived to be a planned Russification
               of Latvian life and institutions. Overt dissidence in party circles was ended, at
               least for a while, by the 1959 purge of the Latvian Communist Party and governmental
               institutions of persons accused of “bourgeois nationalism.” In the 1960s, dissidence
               in Latvia, as elsewhere in the Soviet Union, took the form of illegal groups, mostly among the young, using the instruments of
               samizdat (illegal publications) to protest Russification and Sovietization in Latvia.
               There was also the continuing appearance of forbidden national symbols (e.g., the
               Latvian flag), the laying of flowers on the graves of interwar leaders, and the circulation of
               illegal leaflets. During the late 1960s and throughout the 1970s, punishment for those
               accused of or caught in such acts was imprisonment and frequently expulsion from the
               Soviet Union or confinement in psychiatric hospitals.
            

            
            Though the numbers of open dissidents in Latvia remained small, each case had wide
               ramifications, especially when the dissidents came to the notice of western human
               rights organizations. Dissidence grew somewhat during the involvement of the Soviet
               Union in the Afghan War, and by the Gorbachev period the ideas that once had fueled
               dissident activities were at times discussed quite openly. The new policies of glasnost, perestroika, and demokratizatsiya quickly brought into the mainstream of public discussion all the ideas for which dissidents
               had been systematically punished during the previous 50 years. See also ; ; .
            

         

         
         	DOMINICAN ORDER

         
         	
            One of the monastic orders of medieval Europe, founded in 1215 in Toulouse, France.
               The first Dominican monastery in the Latvian territories was built in Riga in 1234; for the next 300 years, the Dominicans were a constituent of the religious
               life of medieval Livonia. Their monastic institutions were closed and destroyed in the violence that accompanied
               the introduction of Protestant Lutheranism to the Baltic lands. See also .
            

         

         
         	DP (DISPLACED PERSON)

         
         	
            This English-language term became important in Latvian history as a result of World War II, during the last years of which an estimated 200,000 refugees fled Latvia to escape
               the re-Sovietization that was expected to follow Germany’s defeat and withdrawal from the Baltic area. In immediate postwar Europe, the Latvian
               Red Cross identified 130,000 Latvian refugees—most of them in Germany and about 3,000
               in Austria, 2,000 in Denmark, and 6,500 in Sweden. They made up a small proportion of the several millions of eastern European “displaced
               persons” whom the Allies and the United Nations now had to care for in the American, English, and French occupation zones of Germany.
               Most of the Latvian DPs (or, in Latvian, dīpiši) lived in Germany in some 300 displaced persons’ camps, the largest of which was
               in the American zone in Esslingen (about 8,000 persons). Other large camps were near
               Lübeck (6,000 persons), Hamburg (4,000 persons), and Hanover (2,000 persons). Initially,
               the DPs were under the care of the United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Agency
               (UNRRA), but later they were under the International Refugee Organization (IRO). During
               their four to seven years in the camps, the Latvian DPs were able to organize an educational,
               cultural, social, and religious infrastructure, which helped to mitigate the worst
               psychological effects of their status.
            

            
            The Latvian DP population began to disperse starting in 1947, with some 17,000 emigrating
               to England, 20,000 to Australia, 19,000 to Canada, 45,000 to the United States, and 5,000 to South America. About 15,000 remained in Germany. Some 4,000 lived in
               Sweden, which for many of the refugees had been their original place of settlement.
               Those DPs who found themselves in the Soviet zone of occupied Germany were repatriated
               to Soviet-occupied Latvia. Similarly, Soviet agents convinced many DPs in western
               zones to return to Soviet Latvia, while continually lobbying for a more general, forced
               repatriation of all displaced persons considered Soviet citizens by the USSR. The
               great dispersion was over by 1951.
            

            
            The “DP period” left its mark on the “western wing” of Latvian-language literature, because a large proportion of the DPs were from the Latvian prewar intelligentsia.
               Since 1991, when Latvia regained its independence, small but significant numbers of
               émigrés (former DPs) have helped with the transition to a market economy and to parliamentary
               democracy. In the 1993 Saeima elections, the candidates list of at least one political party—Latvia’s Way (Latvijas Ceļš)—contained a large number of émigré political leaders who were now
               competing for political office in the former homeland. In 1999, the Latvian Saeima
               elected to the presidency Vaira Vīķe-Freiberga, a former DP who with her family had eventually emigrated from Germany to Morocco
               and then to Canada, where she grew up and had an academic career. See also .
            

         

         
         	DUBIN, MORDECHAI (1889–1956)

         
         	
            Dubin was a conservative Jewish politician in the interwar era, a member of the Constituent
               Assembly and of all four interwar Saeimas. Born in Riga to a wealthy Jewish merchant family, he began his social and political activism after
               the Revolution of 1905 and during World War I. In 1918, he represented Latvia’s Jewish community in the Latvian National Council.
               In the interwar years, he aligned himself with the international Orthodox Jewish movement
               Agudas Izrael. He worked closely with the Agrarian Union and developed a personal relationship with its leader, Kārlis Ulmanis. This relationship continued after Ulmanis’s authoritarian coup. Dubin was arrested
               after Soviet occupation. He returned to Latvia in 1946 but was arrested in 1948 as
               part of Stalin’s antisemitic crackdown. In 1949, he was sent to a special psychiatric
               hospital for the interned, where he died in 1956.
            

         

         
         	DUCHY OF COURLAND AND SEMIGALLIA

         
         	
            After the collapse of the medieval Livonian state, by 1583 (the end of the Livonian Wars) its various component parts led separate existences until they were all absorbed
               by the Russian Empire at the end of the 18th century. The last master of the Livonian
               Order, Gotthard Kettler, sought the protection of the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth
               in 1561, even before the Livonian Wars had finished, and became the Duke of Courland
               and Semigallia. The order was secularized, and its various members became landholders
               and vassals of the ducal house. Kettler and his successors, in turn, became vassals
               of the Polish–Lithuanian monarchy. Until 1795, when Catherine the Great finally obtained
               full control over it, the duchy was a semiautonomous state. In reality, its fate in
               the 17th century depended on the expansionist plans of the Polish–Lithuanian kings,
               and throughout the 18th century it came increasingly under the influence of Russia, until its final absorption into the empire in 1795. The duchy was governed from
               its two capitals, Jelgava (Mitau) and Kuldīga (Goldingen).
            

            
            Throughout the 17th century, the ducal house followed what appeared to be a mercantilist
               policy of economic development, with the best-known practitioner of this policy being
               Duke Jacob Kettler (1642–1682), grandson of Gotthard. Some historians, however, have argued that the
               policy of the ducal house was aimed more at its own enrichment than at strengthening
               the state. The period of Duke Jacob’s rule—involving economic development, the acquisition
               of two small colonial holdings in West Africa (Gambia) and the Caribbean (Tobago), and some improvement of the situation of the Latvian-speaking peasantry—was in
               retrospect the apex of Courland’s separate history. Jacob’s successors in the 18th
               century were wastrels and frequently lived outside the duchy for long periods of time,
               until the last duke, Peter Biron, sold the duchy to the Russian Empire. In 1918, the
               territories of the duchy became component parts of the new Latvian state as Kurzeme
               (the northwestern section) and Zemgale (the southeastern section).
            

         

         
         	DUKURS, MARTINS (1984–)

         
         	
            Martins Dukurs is Latvia’s most accomplished winter Olympian, having competed in skeleton
               racing in the past three Olympics, winning silver in the last two (Vancouver 2010,
               Sochi 2014). He has won the world cup of skeleton seven times, the European championship
               seven times, and the world championship five times. He is trained by his father in
               Sigulda, where the Soviet sports academy built an Olympic-caliber bobsled, skeleton,
               and luge track. His older brother, Tomass, often finishes just after Martins. Dukurs
               is one of Latvia’s most popular athletes and recognized figures. His popularity, as
               with other athletes and international celebrities, is also, in part, generated by
               the image of him as a Latvian winning recognition and accomplishment on a global scale.
               See also  .
            

         

         
         	DUMA

         
         	
            The legislative body created in the Russian Empire by Tsar Nicholas II after the Revolution of 1905. This first experiment with parliamentarianism produced altogether four Dumas between
               1906 and 1917. There were six Latvians in the first Duma, but that number was smaller
               in later ones. Though generally judged to have been a failed experiment because the
               tsar both resented and mistrusted them, the Dumas gave a handful of Latvian deputies
               the opportunity to participate in imperial-level politics, and such deputies as Jānis Čakste, Jānis Goldmanis, Jānis Zālītis, and Francis Trasūns continued to play a prominent role in Latvian politics after the founding of the independent
               Latvian state in 1918.
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         	ECONOMY

         
         	
            Until the second half of the 19th century, the vast majority of Latvia’s residents
               were farmers. The principal rural settlement pattern was the isolated farmstead (rather
               than the village), though there existed farmstead clusters as well. Most of the arable
               land (as well as forests and pastures) lay within large, private, and crown-owned
               estates, which depended for labor on peasant serfs (to 1816–1819) and then on peasants
               who paid labor rents. Outright ownership of farmland by peasants began only in the
               1860s and expanded quickly thereafter. By 1914, just over 50 percent of farmland was
               still owned by estates rather than individual peasant proprietors. Paralleling these
               changes, beginning in the 1860s, there was growth of factory industry (see ) in urban areas, especially Riga, which triggered unprecedented rural-to-urban migration. By the start of World War I, Riga had become an important industrial center in the Russian Empire, and its port
               stood right after St. Petersburg in the total volume of imported and exported goods.
               Because the Latvian territory was directly on the eastern front, World War I (1914–1917)
               proved to be very destructive to the Latvian economy, and the recovery from wartime
               disruption lasted until the early 1930s. Agrarian reform in the 1920s, confiscating large estates and redistributing their land, created a
               large class of smallholders and ensured that agriculture and agriculturally related small industry retained their central importance. By 1935,
               about 62 percent of the labor force was still employed in the agricultural sector,
               about 20 percent in nonagricultural industries, and about 18 percent in service occupations.
               World War II, during which Latvia was again directly on the eastern front, was a reprise in terms
               of economic destructiveness.
            

            
            During the Soviet period after 1945, when economic priorities were determined by central
               planning from Moscow, the prewar patterns of economic growth changed substantially.
               Agriculture was collectivized (see ), a series of Five Year Plans emphasized industrial development, and by 1959 the industrial sector of the labor
               force (37 percent) was nearly equal to the reduced agricultural sector (40 percent),
               with service occupations having expanded dramatically to 23 percent. By the early
               1990s, only 16 percent of the labor force worked in agriculture, 30 percent in industry,
               and 54 percent in other occupations. Correspondingly, the proportion of the population residing in cities and towns in the Soviet period expanded rapidly, first surpassing
               the rural population in 1954 (50.6 percent versus 49.4 percent) (see ). Thereafter, population growth favored urban areas, and by 1991 the proportions
               stood at 70 percent urban and 30 percent rural. By the early 1990s, the Baltic republics
               (Latvia included) had evolved into the most modernized and “western” economies in
               the Soviet Union.
            

            
            The economic development of Latvia in the Soviet period, however, was predicated on
               a high degree of integration with the rest of the Soviet economy, with energy supplies (oil and gas) being imported from and manufactured products being exported
               to other Soviet republics as well as to the USSR’s eastern European satellite countries.
               Similarly, a sizeable portion of industrial and technological production serviced
               the USSR’s armed forces. The collapse of the USSR in 1991 and the return of Latvian
               independence meant, in the short run, considerable economic turmoil and a substantial
               transformation of economic relationships with other countries, which were characteristics
               Latvia shared with other post-Communist states. The transition to a market economy,
               beginning with legislation in 1990, lasted longer than anticipated, especially with
               respect to state industrial plants; industrial and agricultural output was reduced,
               and Latvia remained dependent on Russia for its basic energy supplies. In the early 1990s, indicators of growth tended to
               be negative, with the resulting increase in unemployment and underemployment. At the
               same time, Latvia stabilized its currency, removing itself from Russia’s “ruble zone” and its staggeringly high inflation rates.
               Inflation rates in Latvia continued to be moderate. There was substantial growth in
               the urban retail sector, as well as considerable progress in the dismantling of collective
               farms and the creation of individual private farms. Having at least temporarily lost
               much of its eastern market (i.e., the countries of the former Soviet Union), and with
               its entry into the European Union, Latvia has yet to establish its economic niche in the new Europe.
            

            
            The country’s economy from 1991 to the early 21st century remained in transition,
               but in comparative terms, the prognoses about its long-term economic future by such
               lending agencies as the World Bank and International Monetary Fund remained guardedly
               optimistic. Most of the labor force was skilled to highly skilled, the “work ethic”
               remained influential, and Western, particularly the Nordic, European countries saw
               the Baltic countries (including Latvia) as a profitable area of investment. The basic
               structure of the labor force—with agricultural labor about 20 percent of the total—has
               not changed substantially, but the proportion of the labor force in heavy industry
               continues to decline and the proportion in the service sector to increase. Earlier
               optimism turned out to be justified, as the growth of the GDP in Latvia began to increase
               substantially after 2003, at annual rates ranging from 7 to 10 percent. This, however,
               went hand in hand with the threat of high inflation, which became more troublesome
               in the 2006–2007 period. Moreover, economic development continued to be uneven in
               Latvia, with urban areas benefiting more than rural, and some regions (Vidzeme, Kurzeme) more than others (Zemgale, Latgale). Also, the wage structure of the economy by 2004 left many dissatisfied, so there
               has been a steady outflow of labor from Latvia to such better-paying economies as
               those of England, Ireland, and the Scandinavian countries.
            

            
            By late 2007, the Latvian economy showed clear signs of overheating, but government
               and society at large ignored these warnings. Nordic and German banks had moved aggressively
               into the Latvian market and offered ever lower interest rates on credit, particularly
               in the real estate market. Property prices escalated and private debt soared. The
               larger international economic contraction of 2008 was quickly felt in Latvia, where
               the highest European Union GDP increases quickly turned to the most drastic global
               drops in GDP. Banks collapsed, and the government itself needed an international bailout.
               The austerity programs that followed became a model for European reactions to other
               EU states with heavy debt and deficit loads. Latvia’s economy contracted sharply for
               two years, unemployment soared, and out-migration grew from a trickle to a flood.
               Nevertheless, by 2011, Latvia’s new competitive edge (from a kind of internal devaluation)
               saw the return of robust GDP growth. The human costs of austerity programs and their
               longer-term consequences, however, continue to be hotly contested.
            

            
            By 2016, macroeconomic indicators clearly point to robust economic recovery from the
               2008 collapse. Latvia boasts a modern diversified economy with well-developed service,
               financial, industrial, pharmaceutical, timber, and agricultural sectors. There is
               a growing entrepreneurial class, and innovation in high-tech fields boosts Latvia’s
               economic performance. Membership in the European Union, and closer integration through
               the euro, provides a continent-wide network of resources, investments, and markets.
               This same advantage, however, also ties Latvia’s economic path to European Union uncertainties
               and also includes obligations to the EU. Further, Latvia’s economic development remains
               geographically uneven, with considerable areas of rural poverty and neglect. Latvia’s
               demographic crisis further threatens economic performance. Out-migration has led to
               a labor deficit, which is currently sector specific but is likely to become more general.
               The statistically large percentage of pensioners is likely to become an ever-increasing
               burden on the working population.
            

         

         
         	EDUCATION

         
         	
            The history of formal educational institutions in the Latvian territory began in the
               early 13th century, when Albert, the third bishop of Livonia and the founder of the city of Riga, established a school in his Riga diocese to prepare young men for clerical careers.
               After that time, schools of this type—though not numerous—were a normal part of Baltic
               urban life and, as everywhere in Europe until well into the modern period, were established,
               sponsored, supervised, and funded by the church, both Catholic and Protestant. Most
               evidence suggests, however, that only the church and the urban mercantile classes
               really believed in the value of literacy skills. The landed nobility, always on guard against possible sedition, thought that
               since peasant serfs were meant for agricultural labor, they did not need literacy
               skills not associated with religious worship, and therefore generally opposed peasant
               schooling. Peasant parents tended to think of schooling as a waste of time because
               literacy skills seldom led their children out of enserfment (see ) or out of the peasant estate (Bauernstand).
            

            
            It was not until Swedish rule in Livonia in the 17th century that one can speak of
               a sustained interest among the political and clerical elite in the education of peasant
               children. The first serious efforts to establish rural schools began after 1694, when
               the Swedish monarch issued an order for estate owners to establish parish schools
               (draudzes skolas). Whatever was achieved, however, was destroyed by the destructive Great Northern War, because by 1727 only 18 of Livonia’s 54 parishes had schools, and each of these
               was attended by only three or four pupils.
            

            
            In the 18th century, the influence of the Moravian Brethren on peasant education was strongly felt, mostly in Livonia, where this pietistic movement
               encouraged school construction as well as widespread home instruction in reading and
               writing. Also, the Livonian Landtag (provincial parliament) in the 1760s directed its members—the Livonian titled nobility—to
               build schools on their estates, but by the end of the century only 134 of the 525
               estates had such institutions. These events, as well as the general influence of Enlightenment
               thinking, had created a momentum, however, that carried into the 19th century and
               resulted in the serf emancipation decrees of 1816–1819 including provisions for the creation throughout the Baltic provinces of local elementary schools (pagasta skolas). Henceforth, the growth of primary and secondary schools in both urban and rural
               areas was continuous, resulting by the end of the century in literacy rates (measuring
               rudimentary reading skills) in the Russian Baltic provinces in the 80 to 85 percent
               range.
            

            
            The ideology of the Latvian “national awakening” gave pride of place to schooling, and most of its activists were, in fact, rural
               schoolteachers. Although the attendance at all levels of educational institutions
               was reduced somewhat by the Russification policies of the imperial government between 1885 and 1905, general acceptance of the
               desirability of schooling remained nearly universal. The idea of education as the
               basis of social and economic upward mobility spread rapidly, as increasing numbers
               of young Latvians enrolled in the Riga Polytechnic Institute—the only institution of higher learning in the Latvian territory—or traveled to the
               universities in Dorpat (Tartu) in the Estonian part of Livland, or to the universities in St. Petersburg and Moscow.
            

            
            In the 20th century, the evolution of the educational system in Latvia followed the
               course of political developments and reflected, regardless of the regime in power,
               the notions that compulsory public education was a normal aspect of a modern state
               and that the state had an obligation to fund it. The independent Latvian state of
               the interwar period acted on these principles by requiring school attendance to age
               16 and by funding a public school system that by the late 1930s enrolled from 80 to
               100 percent of the school-aged children of each district. Paralleling the state-funded
               primary and secondary school systems was a state system of higher educational institutions
               and institutes, at the center of which stood the University of Latvia (founded in 1919).
            

            
            Given the need to develop educational institutions quickly after 1918, the national
               and regional governments were the primary actors, and private schools of all kinds
               remained relatively scarce. This near-total state monopoly on educational institutions
               (and hence also on teacher training, curricular content, and educational standards)
               carried over into the post-1940 Soviet period, when the monopoly became total and
               operated in conjunction with the all-Union planning apparatus in Moscow. Education
               at all levels involved a heavy component of indoctrination in Marxist–Leninist ideology
               as well as steady expansion of the Russian language in most instructional areas. At
               the same time, over the half century of the Soviet period, the Latvian educational
               system unflaggingly produced an increasingly more highly skilled labor force that
               fit the objectives of overall planning.
            

            
            Since the 1991 reestablishment of Latvian independence, however, the idea of a totally
               state-funded and state-controlled educational system has been in retreat, as the Latvian
               government has had to wrestle with inadequate revenues and therefore has given educational
               funding a lower priority. Though created in part by economic necessity, this policy
               also has the intention of bringing into existence a private educational sector. The
               result—conceived of as a transition—has indeed been a proliferation of private educational
               institutions of various kinds, but also a sharp reduction in the incomes of all professionals
               in institutions funded by the state budget and the beginning of something like a “brain
               drain” toward the countries of western Europe. Although these private schools and
               institutions outside of Riga have been a great success in extending access to schools
               and decentralizing the educational hold of Riga over the rest of Latvia, they continue
               to struggle with economic feasibility issues. Likewise, many rural schools (many of
               which have been poorly attended as a result of out-migration) have recently been closed
               or consolidated with others as a cost-saving mechanism. The schoolteachers’ union
               has also recently begun to press for more redress of their (and their schools) financial
               grievances.
            

            
            Generally, Latvia enjoys nearly universal literacy and consistently performs well
               internationally in math and sciences particularly. After joining the EU, schools,
               particularly secondary schools, have benefited from close contacts with schools across
               the EU. The ERASMUS and SOCRATES programs allowed for, and helped fund, student exchange
               programs taking Latvian students abroad and bringing European students to Latvia.
               Both programs have been modified (most currently ERASMUS Plus and the Lifelong Learning
               Programme) but represent a move toward the integration of educational standards across
               the EU.
            

         

         
         	EGLĪTIS, ANŠLĀVS (1906–1993)

         
         	
            From 1915 to 1918, the Eglītis family were refugees in the interior of Russia, returning to Latvia after the proclamation of independence. By World War I, Anšlāvs’s father, Viktors Eglītis, had already established a prominent position for himself in the Latvian literary
               world as a “decadent” writer, so that his son grew up in a literary household. Anšlāvs
               Eglītis began his literary career in the late 1920s and by World War II had achieved an excellent reputation as a novelist, playwright, and poet. Continuing
               his output during the war years as well as during the DP camp period in Germany from 1944 to 1950, Eglītis immigrated to the United States and finally established permanent residence in California. Because he was the most
               prolific and most popular author in the intellectual world of the Latvians outside
               Soviet Latvia, Eglītis’s work was virtually unobtainable in the Latvian Soviet Socialist
               Republic except for specialized research approved by the Communist Party. After the
               mid-1980s, however, literary scholarship in Latvia established widespread ties with
               Latvian writers throughout the world, and Eglītis’s body of writings has assumed its
               rightful place in the history of Latvian literature. His complete works are currently being published in Riga.
            

         

         
         	EGLĪTIS, VIKTORS (1877–1945)

         
         	
            A poet and major Latvian literary figure before World War I and during the interwar period, Eglītis developed his art in concert with the “decadentism”
               of the early years of the 20th century. In the interwar years, he worked as a teacher
               and lecturer of Latvian literature at the University of Latvia and continued to produce in all genres of writing, including literary history and
               literary criticism. In his later years, Eglītis’s work included elements of antisemitism
               and xenophobia. In late 1944, he was arrested by the returning Soviet authorities
               and killed in prison in 1945.
            

         

         
         	EIDEMANIS, ROBERTS (1895–1937)

         
         	
            A Latvian Bolshevik and officer in the Red Army, Eidemanis remained in the Soviet Union after the 1917–1920 period and continued to assume important posts in the USSR’s military
               bureaucracy. He combined this work with publications in Latvian on various aspects
               of the military side of the Revolution of 1917 and the later civil war in Russia,
               and from 1934 to 1937 he was director of the Latvian Writers’ Center in Leningrad.
               He was executed in 1937 during Josef Stalin’s purge of the Old Bolsheviks. See also .
            

         

         
         	EIZENŠTEINS, MIHAILS (1867–1921)

         
         	
            Born in Petersbourg, Mihails Eizenšteins moved to Riga in 1897. Eizenšteins was an accomplished architect and is responsible for many of
               Riga’s most notable Jugendstil architectural treasures (including several on the famous Albert Street). He is best
               remembered as the father of the internationally renowned Soviet filmmaker Sergejs Eizenštein, but his lasting footprint in defining Riga as one of the best examples of Jugendstil   architecture in Europe is equally relevant. Eizenšteins died in Germany in 1921.
            

         

         
         	EIZENŠTEINS, SERGEJS (1898–1948)

         
         	
            Eizenšteins is internationally known as one of the greatest directors and innovators
               in film history. Eizenšteins was born to a successful Riga architect, Mihails Eizenšteins, and lived and studied in Riga until the outbreak of World War I. After the war, he sided with the Bolsheviks and fought with the Red Army during the Russian Civil War. After the war, he studied
               with the theater director V. Meierhold before filming his first two films, Strike and Battleship Potemkin, in 1925. Battleship Potemkin was a particular success and is still listed as one of the most important films ever.
               These films, along with later masterpieces Aleksandr Nevsky and Ivan the Terrible, were particularly notable for innovative editing, scene direction, and stunning
               imagery. Although Eizenšteins referred to himself as a “boy from Riga,” he was little
               recognized or feted by the ideologically incompatible interwar Republic of Latvia.
               Similarly, little of his artistic production fits into general Latvian artistic motifs.
               Nevertheless, in contemporary Latvia, he is celebrated in an attempt to appropriate
               some of his international fame and recognition. See also  ; .
            

         

         
         	ELECTIONS

         
         	
            In modern Latvian history, electing persons to act on behalf of the populace became
               necessary after serf emancipation in 1817–1819. The emancipation law had created local (pagasts) councils that required representation from the peasantry. Before this, for centuries
               Latvian peasants, as serfs and as residents on landed estates owned or rented by the
               nobility, were excluded from self-governance of any kind. Urban elections were historically
               limited by severely restrictive property and social-standing requirements. During
               the rest of the 19th century, however, Latvians and most residents of the Baltic provinces were excluded from all but local (rural and urban) elections because there were no
               provincial parliaments outside the periodic meetings (Landtage) of the Baltic German nobility. Latvians were first enabled to cast votes for (indirect) national-level
               representation only during the Russian Duma period, from 1906 to 1917. The creation of the independent Latvian state in 1918 and
               its new constitution provided for a national parliament (Saeima), and there were altogether four parliamentary elections during the interwar years
               until 1934, when Kārlis Ulmanis instituted his personal presidential rule. During the next 60 years (the Ulmanis authoritarian
               regime, the period of German occupation, and the longer Soviet period), free and uncoerced
               elections did not exist, although the last of these regimes did include electoral
               activity of various kinds, in which the only permitted candidates were Communist Party
               members. The Communist monopoly over elected offices was broken in the spring 1990
               elections of the Latvian Supreme Soviet, when the Popular Front and the Latvian National Independence Movement ran candidates against the Latvian Communist Party and obtained a governing majority. The first free and uncoerced parliamentary elections
               since the 1931 election of the fourth Saeima took place in 1993, when the fifth Saeima
               was elected. The renewed Constitution of 1922 also foresaw local elections, the first of which under the renewed republic occurred
               in the fall of 1993. Parliamentary elections were held again in 1995, 1998, 2002,
               2006, 2010, 2011, and 2014, with initially high (70–80 percent) turnout among eligible
               voters that has consistently dropped. Liberal election laws have ensured the continuation
               (from the interwar period) of a multiparty political system so that parliamentary
               elections invariably produce coalition cabinets (governments). In 2011, the sitting
               president, Valdis Zatlers, dismissed the Saeima (the first such use of presidential power), and after a referendum
               endorsed this move, parliamentary elections were held in 2011 for a new parliament
               (hence the chronological difference in terms for each parliament). The 1922 constitution
               also provides for national referendums, which until recently have been held relatively
               sparingly and mostly unsuccessfully. Local and municipal elections are also regularly
               held throughout Latvia, although consolidation of local governments has introduced
               a degree of transition in these elected bodies.
            

            
            Latvia also holds regular elections for the European Parliament as a member of the
               European Union. This elected legislative body proceeds to elect the Council of the European Union
               and the European Commission (politicians from Latvia have served and continue to serve
               in both of these executive bodies). Latvia first voted for the European Parliament
               in 2004 and has since voted in 2009 and 2014. See also .
            

         

         
         	ELERTE, SARMĪTE (1957–)

         
         	
            Sarmīte Elerte is a contemporary journalist and politician. Elerte worked for the
               Soviet journal Literatūra un māksla while in university and immediately after, from 1977 to 1983. In 1990, she was appointed
               the director of the Department of Information at the Supreme Council. From there,
               in the fall of 1990, she was appointed an editor at the newly created newspaper Diena. She became the chief editor in 1992, and over her 16-year stewardship the newspaper
               became the respected newspaper of record in Latvia. As the newspaper became embroiled
               in a hostile financial takeover, Elerte left her position in 2008. She successfully
               ran for the Saeima in 2010 and was the minister of culture in 2010 and 2011. She was not reelected to
               the Saeima in 2011 but has remained politically active as a member of the Riga City
               Council. See also  .
            

         

         
         	ELIASS, ĢEDERTS (1887–1975)

         
         	
            Ģederts Eliass was a Latvian painter and revolutionary whose career spanned the end
               of Imperial rule, Latvian independence, and Soviet occupation. Eliass was studying
               art when the Revolution of 1905 began. He was a Social Democrat activist and then an armed revolutionary. Among his exploits was an armed attack
               on a Riga prison to free political prisoners and an armed bank robbery in Helsinki. He was
               arrested and imprisoned but managed to flee to Finland and ultimately Belgium. He
               has been put forward as one of the possible candidates for Peter the Painter (Pēteris Krāsotājs). He continued his arts studies before returning to Latvia in 1914 and spent most
               of the war in Moscow. He returned to Latvia and taught at the Academy of Art. His
               artistic style was primarily realism, and he often painted scenes of rural life. After
               Soviet occupation, he was labeled a purveyor of “formalism.” Nevertheless, he led
               an exceptionally long and productive life.
            

         

         
         	EMIGRATION

         
         	
            Although reliable statistics are not available for any period before the 20th century,
               departure from the land of their birth has been a constant in the history of Latvians
               for many centuries. Before the 19th century, the flight of serfs (see ) from the estates to which they were attached was continuous, as was the service
               of Latvians in the armies of whatever external great power controlled the Latvian
               territories. Throughout the 19th century, when the Latvian territories were part of
               the Russian Empire, emigration in an eastern direction probably far outweighed emigration
               westward. Notable instances of large emigrations to other parts of the empire include
               the warm lands movement in the 1840s and the search by university-educated Latvian professionals for employment
               outside the Baltic provinces throughout the second half of the century. Estimates at the turn of the 20th century
               referenced some 10–12 percent of all Latvians living in the Russian Empire outside
               the Baltic provinces. Political emigration expanded after 1897 with the government’s
               crackdown on the political left and continued after the Revolution of 1905 for the same reasons. Centers of Latvian activity in the period 1905–1914 were to
               be found in the United States (Boston, Philadelphia, New York) as well as in Switzerland and other western European
               countries. A major emigration (est. 120,000) is associated with the establishment
               of the new Latvian state in 1918, when Latvian supporters of the Bolshevik movement left Latvian territory to take up residence in Soviet Russia. On the eve of World War II, the overwhelming majority of Baltic Germans left Latvia as Hitler “recalled” Germans
               to the homeland, although most were likely more persuaded by the portents of future
               Soviet occupation. The conclusion of World War II and the incorporation of Latvia
               into the Soviet Union resulted in the first significant westward movement, as some
               220,000 Latvians left first to take up residence in postwar Germany as DPs and then, six or seven years later, to depart from Germany as immigrants to North
               America, Sweden, Australia, and South America. A considerable number of these refugees found themselves
               in the Soviet zone of occupation at the end of the war and were repatriated to Soviet
               Latvia (many were deported to Siberia). As a result of emigration, wartime deaths,
               and forced relocations (deportations) carried out by the Soviet government, the proportion of Latvians in the Latvian
               territories is estimated to have dropped from about 75 percent in 1939 to about 63
               percent in 1950.
            

            
            In the Soviet period after 1950, the number of emigrants from Latvia (mostly to other
               places in the Soviet Union) was far outdistanced by the number of immigrants—primarily
               Russians, Belarusians, and Ukrainians—from other Soviet Republics. By 1987, this influx of mostly Slavic
               speakers altered the ethnic composition of Latvia considerably: ethnic Latvians scarcely
               constituted a majority in their titular Soviet republic, and in many regions and cities
               they were a minority community. In the post-1991 period after the renewal of the Latvian
               republic, there was considerable emigration of the Slavic populations of Latvia to Russia and elsewhere. Estimates range considerably, but a larger emigration
               to western European countries has accelerated after entry into the European Union. These emigrants, mostly younger Latvians, have moved to western European countries
               in search of better-paying jobs, and the length of their stay (or permanence) remains
               unclear. Nevertheless, as a result of these movements, combined with low fertility
               levels, the total population of the Republic of Latvia has fallen by almost 700,00
               people from 1989 to 2016, from a high of 2,666,667 to 1,986,000. This demographic
               crisis is one of the most severe challenges to the contemporary state of Latvia.
            

            
            In-migration into Latvia has resurfaced as a politically contentious issue with the
               general European refugee crisis beginning in 2014. As the primarily Syrian refugees
               have flooded into the European Union, hoping to resettle primarily in Germany, the
               European Union has struggled to create a unified plan for refugee relocation. The
               number of refugees that the European Union has strongly requested that Latvia accept,
               the number that Latvia has agreed to accept, and the number that have actually settled
               in Latvia is infinitesimally small (the most recent figure is 776 refugees over the
               span of two years). Nevertheless, radical Latvian nationalists (including political
               parties within the current governing coalition) have exploited the issue to demand
               an ossification of Latvian state policy to protect ethnic Latvian interests narrowly
               defined. They have rallied against contributing to refugee upkeep across Europe while
               poverty remains in Latvia and have tried to block refugee resettlement. This hard-line
               stance is endorsed by general popular unease but is particularly galling considering
               Latvia’s own frequent history with forced population displacements.
            

         

         
         	ENDZELĪNS, JĀNIS (1873–1961)

         
         	
            With a master’s degree in comparative linguistics from Dorpat (Tartu) University (1905)
               and a doctorate from the University of St. Petersburg (1912), Endzelīns taught at
               Dorpat (Tartu) and Charkov Universities before World War I, becoming a professor at the University of Latvia in 1920. During the interwar period, he developed an international reputation as a
               scholar of the Latvian language as well as a comparative linguist and played perhaps a greater role than anyone else
               in standardizing the principles of expression and writing in Latvian. He also championed
               a new orthography that although debated and contested at the time, and initially slowly
               implemented, has become the standard for the modern Latvian language. Through his
               scientific work, Latvian became accessible for comparative purposes to other scholars
               of linguistics. Endzelīns did not emigrate in 1944. After World War II, because of his international reputation, he was able to retain his high standing
               in Latvian academic life even while other scholars from the prewar period were attacked
               by the Latvian Communist Party and Soviet authorities as politically unreliable.
            

         

         
         	ENERGY

         
         	
            Through the bulk of history on the eastern shore of the Baltic Sea, inhabitants have
               used those natural resources available to them for energy: wood for burning, river
               currents for downriver traffic, wind for sails, and human and animal labor for tractive
               power. During the second half of the 19th century, as Imperial Russia embarked on a state-sponsored industrialization program, the need for power increased exponentially. The Baltic provinces were beneficiaries of industrialization, and its cities and towns experienced rapid
               urbanization and industrialization but largely did not have local sources of energy (other than
               wood and river- or wind-powered mills in the countryside). As coal became a dominant
               source of energy, the Baltic provinces became dependent on energy sources (in this
               case coal) from other parts of imperial Russia or from abroad. During World War I, most industrial equipment, including those machines that transferred energy into
               power (mostly burning coal to generate power), was evacuated to the interior of Russia
               never to return.
            

            
            After the Independence   Wars, initial need for energy in independent Latvia was less than before the war. Industry
               had largely collapsed, and the economy was dominated by small-holding agriculture
               that met its own energy needs (horse-pulled plows and wood-burning stoves). As the
               interwar era progressed, however, the lack of energy resources was a clear brake on
               continued economic development: there was a limited supply of electrical power that
               kept many industrial enterprise manual and towns and cities if not dark then dim.
               By 1928, Latvian policy makers began plans for giant hydroelectric dams across the
               Daugava   River to power an electrification drive that would revitalize economic performance, but
               the worldwide depression temporarily scuttled these plans. Nevertheless, by 1939 the
               first massive hydroelectric dam across the Daugava at Ķegums was built with Swedish
               assistance. There was also a limited influx of mechanized agricultural machinery,
               but the state remained underutilized due to energy constraints.
            

            
            During the Soviet era, the supply of energy was controlled by the central command
               economy and the Five Year Plans. Plentiful (and cheap) amounts of energy were brought into Soviet Latvia to power
               Soviet industrial development, and Soviet investment (again coordinated by the central
               command economy) built additional hydroelectric dams and planned more. Soviet Latvia
               was electrified as part of the Soviet electric grid, and the massive natural gas reserves
               pumped into and stored at Inčukalns provided for all of Soviet Latvia’s need for natural gas. Much of this development
               was considerably inefficient and environmentally destructive, but energy was plentiful.
            

            
            Even before the return of independence, Soviet authorities in Moscow demonstrated
               how control of energy resources could be used as a political weapon (most obviously
               in Lithuania, where an embargo of goods and energy followed Lithuania’s declaration of independence).
               With independence, Latvian officials have raced to secure alternate supplies of energy
               in the event of Russian extortion while negotiating for continued supplies. The supply
               of natural gas has been the most secure as Russia needs the storage space provided
               by the Inçukalns reserves for its own needs in the winter months. Considerable European
               investment has renovated the existing electrical grid and hydroelectric stations to
               increase efficiency, and the grid is being integrated into a European grid as the
               telecommunications system has been. Latvian officials have also slowly but steadily
               raised energy prices to world market norms, thereby limiting the need for subsidized
               Russian energy. In this case, Latvia (and Estonia and Lithuania) has progressed much further than other former Soviet republics: they
               may continue to rely on Russia as a source for energy resources, but not at subsidized
               prices; therefore, if delivery is unavailable, they can switch to other international
               suppliers. Alternative energy sources are also being developed, but questions remain
               about the potential political implications of a heavy reliance on Russian energy supplies.
            

         

         
         	ĒRENPREISS BICYCLES

         
         	
            Ērenpreiss Bicycles is a contemporary bicycle manufacture in Latvia that has roots
               in the interwar era. Gustavs Ērenpreiss was an entrepreneur who began manufacturing
               bicycles in Riga in 1927. Through the 1930s, his business constantly expanded and modernized, so that
               by the end of the decade his company built the majority of bicycles in Latvia. During
               the Soviet occupation, Ērenpreiss’s factory was nationalized and renamed Riga Bicycle
               Factory “Red Star” (Sarkan ā zvaigzne). Ērenpreiss emigrated to Germany in 1943 and died in 1956. The “Red Star” factory continued to produce bicycles into
               the 1960s, when it changed to producing mopeds instead.
            

            
            After the reaquisition of independence, the Ērenpreiss family did not succeed in reclaiming
               the family’s old factory, but a relative, Gustavs Ērenpreiss’s brother’s great-grandson,
               opened a new bicycle factory using the old name. In 2012, this company released four
               high-end touring bicycles with decidedly retro styling to general acclaim. The company
               sells bicycles across the European Union, Russia, Singapore, and the United States. Although the business is still relatively new, it is one of the few examples of
               a contemporary business using an interwar model and image for its current success.
            

         

         
         	ESTATE (ÉTAT, STAND, KĀRTA, SOSLOVIE)
         

         
         	
            The term estate (or social estate) in one of its English meanings refers to a subpopulation whose members have similar
               (or identical) rights and obligations, recognized in law and custom, not shared by
               other “estates,” which have their own rights. This manner of classifying groupings
               within society was dominant in Europe before modern constitutions granted equal rights
               to all citizens, regardless of social standing or income. In the premodern period,
               inequality of rights and obligations of subpopulations was assumed to be natural.
            

            
            In the Latvian territories before the 20th century, the highest and most important
               estate was the corporation of nobility (Ritterschaft), with Courland and Livonia having separate nobilities. The nobility was believed to have the right of governance
               and shared that right only of its own volition. The lowest (though most numerous)
               estate was the peasant estate (Bauernstand), which until the 19th century had no political rights and only those economic rights
               agreed to by the upper estates. Before the mid-19th century, virtually all Latvian
               speakers were in the peasant estate. Between these two stood the burghers (Bürgerstand, bourgeoisie, city dwellers) as well as, from the late 18th century onward and evidently
               only in Baltic society, a subgroup called the Literatenstand, which was composed of people in the liberal professions (law, theology, journalism,
               teaching, etc.). Unlike the other groupings, the Literaten did not have special privileges recognized by law. The estates were not classes because
               membership in them was not based on income. Though the legal system in the Baltic
               area had lost much of its social-estate basis before World War I, important elements of estate-based thinking remained active in all elements of Latvian
               society well into the 20th century.
            

         

         
         	ESTONIA

         
         	
            After 1918, when both Latvia and Estonia declared their independence from the Russian Empire, the two countries shared a border, with Estonia to the north and Latvia to
               the south. Also after that year, both countries were often thought of as two of the
               three “Baltic states,” the third being Lithuania, which lay to the south of Latvia. Before 1918, however, a portion of both the Estonian
               and Latvian populations had shared membership in the Russian Baltic province of Livland and lived under the authority of a single governor-general and his administrative
               apparatus. The extreme northern portion of the Estonian population, in turn, lived
               in the Baltic province of Estland (Estlandskaya Gubernia), which had its own apparatus
               of governance. After the Russian Empire acquired the eastern Baltic littoral in the
               18th century, administrative boundaries did not correspond to ethnic or linguistic
               ones, and consequently, both Estonians and Latvians during their “national awakenings” in the 19th century had to learn how to think of themselves as potentially unified
               but separate from each other. This process was assisted by the fact that the languages spoken by the two peoples were entirely different, Estonian being a Finno-Ugric language
               similar to Finnish while Latvian is a Baltic tongue related to Lithuanian.
            

            
            During the centuries before 1918, Estonians and Latvians shared certain socioeconomic
               characteristics. The territories of both had been conquered in the 13th century by
               the crusading orders from the German Holy Roman Empire, and since that time both had been governed by Baltic German elites, the organized and landed aristocracy (Ritterschaften) in the countryside and urban patriciates in the cities. Both peoples had also lost
               their pre-German political leadership through assimilation into the Baltic German
               population and had become primarily enserfed peasants from the 16th century onward. Thereafter, the timing of important historic
               events for both peoples tended to be roughly similar: the arrival of Lutheran Protestantism in the 16th century, Swedish conquest in the 17th, absorption into the
               Russian Empire in the 18th, “national awakenings” in the second half of the 19th,
               Russification pressures from the 1880s to 1914, “wars of independence” during the
               disintegration of the Russian Empire as a consequence of World War I, and the arrival of independence in 1918. These similarities continued after 1918
               as well: a period of parliamentary government to the mid-1930s, a half decade of authoritarian
               government from 1934 to 1940 (Konstantin Päts in Estonia; Kārlis Ulmanis in Latvia), annexation by the USSR in 1940, occupation by Hitlerite Germany from 1941 to 1945, reabsorption into the USSR in 1945, status as Soviet socialist
               republics from 1945 to 1991, and renewal of independence in 1991.
            

            
            In spite of these historical similarities, the points of interaction between Estonians
               and Latvians were relatively few over the centuries, possibly because neither people
               felt any particular cultural kinship with the other, probably because of their radically
               different languages. In the 13th century, some of the more opportunistic Baltic tribes
               had joined the Baltic German crusaders in warfare against the still-pagan Estonians.
               In the second half of the 19th century, numerous Latvians attended the University
               of Dorpat (Tartu), which was a German-language university located in the Estonian
               part of the province of Livonia, founded in the 17th-century Swedish period, and for a long time the only institution
               of higher learning in the Baltic provinces. These students, however, were not particularly
               conscious of being “in Estonia” because Dorpat (Tartu) was still in the Livonian province.
               In the same time period, young Estonians came to study at the Riga Polytechnic Institute, founded in 1862 by the Baltic German patriciate in Riga; similarly, they were not particularly conscious of going to a Latvian city but rather
               to the metropolitan center of the Russian Baltic provinces. Estonians came to Riga
               for other purposes as well. Konstantin Päts, the authoritarian leader of Estonia from
               1934 to 1940, for example, studied in a Russian Orthodox seminary in Riga. Also, the
               Imperial 1897 census, as well as the interwar censuses of independent Latvia, all
               showed a small but continuing Estonian presence in the Latvian territory, less than
               1 percent overall but 1–2 percent in the region of Vidzeme (the former southern Livonia)
               and in Riga. Evidently, these Estonians had come south to find work, but on balance
               and comparatively speaking, there was little north–south or south–north migration
               from these two populations.
            

            
            In the period of the Independence Wars (1918–1920), units of the newly formed Estonian national army, moving south into Latvian-language
               territory, provided decisive help to the fledgling Latvian Army in defeating the Bolshevik and German armed forces in battles in the northern part of what was now Latvian territory
               around the city of Cēsis. Estonian claims to northern Latvian territory for this assistance caused some ill
               feeling but were settled peacefully with the help of international arbitration, with
               the border city of Valka (Valga) (which was an important railroad center as well as a place of refuge for Latvian nationalist activists in World War
               I) being divided into two parts. The interwar period of independence did not produce
               any more fraternization between the two countries than was required of two neighboring
               lands resolving common problems. During the period of Soviet occupation, each country
               was a distinct Soviet socialist republic, and the Moscow government and the Communist
               Party of the USSR tended to discourage the development of interrepublic relations
               that were not mediated and guided by the “center.”
            

            
            After the return of independence in 1991, Estonia quickly took the lead in the process
               of economic and social westernization while orienting itself toward Scandinavia (especially
               Finland). Between the two world wars and after 1991, Estonia, as had Latvia and Lithuania,
               strove to demonstrate its national uniqueness while, ironically, international attitudes
               continued to think of all three countries as a set of “Baltic states.” Yet the progressively
               greater integration of the three Baltic states into European institutions in the post-1991
               period (especially in the European Union [EU] in 2004, which all three joined at the same time) has meant growing structural similarity
               among the three as they adjust their policies to the common EU goals. Of the three
               “Baltic states,” Estonia has fared best in economic and, to a degree, political progress
               since the collapse of the Soviet Union, a fact jealously resented in some Latvian
               circles. The lack of a controlled border between Estonia and Latvia, as both are in
               the Schengen Area of the EU, has facilitated greater everyday contacts between Estonia
               and Latvia. Unlike in the interwar and Soviet years, when Estonia and Latvia were
               economically similar and thus traded with each other relatively rarely, in the EU
               era economic contacts have quietly proliferated, particularly in real estate, banking,
               and commercial ventures. Estonia and Latvia are now important trading partners with
               each other. Both states suffered considerable economic contraction during the depression
               of 2008–2010, but Estonia offered to provide early financial aid to Latvia in 2008.
               Furthermore, political and military relations between the countries continue to develop
               and expand. Throughout the 1990s, all three Baltic states managed largely symbolic
               military cooperation, but as joint members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) all three now coordinate strategic plans and defense. After the cyber war against
               Estonia (almost surely orchestrated by the Russian state), the Russian invasion of
               Georgia, the annexation of Crimea, and the continued Russian military involvement
               in eastern Ukraine, Estonia and Latvia (and Lithuania) have added a greater sense
               of urgency in their joint military preparedness against any Russian threat. They have
               also jointly lobbied NATO to increase its presence within their countries and to actively
               defend their air and sea space. See also .
            

         

         
         	EUROPEAN UNION (EU)

         
         	
            When Latvia regained its independence from the USSR in August 1991, neither the European
               Union nor Latvia considered membership to be a realistic short-term goal. Systematic
               planning on both sides for Latvia’s accession to the EU only began in 1993, after
               the election in Latvia of a new Saeima and the final, official ending of the Soviet-era political structures (e.g., the Supreme Soviet) that had served as the transition government from 1990 onward. After 1993, the Latvian
               government set accession to the EU as one of its long-term foreign policy goals and began to sign the appropriate agreements to do so. On 12 June 1995, Latvia
               became an associate member of the EU, thus underlining the seriousness of its intentions.
               The criteria required by the EU for full membership included stability of political
               institutions guaranteeing the continued existence of democratic government, the realization
               of a society based on law, laws and regulations ensuring protection of human rights
               and minority rights, a functioning market economy, the ability to sustain the economic competition membership would entail, the ability
               to carry out the requirements of membership, and commitment to the EU goal of forming
               a political, economic, and monetary union in Europe. The Latvian government proceeded
               step-by-step with legislation to meet these criteria; on its side, EU inspection teams
               visited the country annually to inspect the progress made and the tasks yet undone.
               Although Latvia’s progress was not as fast as that of other countries (e.g., Estonia), by November 2001 the EU had concluded that the criteria had been met and that Latvia
               could be admitted to the accession “partnership.” Discussions of further necessary
               reforms continued throughout 2002, and in April 2003 Latvia (and 10 other states)
               signed the accession agreement. This had to be ratified by a referendum, which was
               carried out in Latvia in September 2003. Of those participating, 69 percent supported
               joining the EU.
            

            
            The ceremony marking Latvia’s entry took place on 1 May 2004, and ever since that
               time there have been Latvian representatives in EU structures and EU representatives
               in Riga. The advantages and responsibilities of membership have become visible, as expected,
               over time as the Latvian economy and political leaders adjust to decision making and
               legislating in this new politico-economic environment. On 1 January 2014, Latvia joined
               the eurozone, and the euro became the official currency of Latvia, further cementing
               economic and monetary union. One very visible recent consequence of EU member status
               has been ease of movement. Latvia is a member of the Schengen Area (those countries
               within the EU that do not require formal passport control between borders), and Latvian
               travel and tourism to other EU states has skyrocketed, as has EU travel to Latvia. Students (of Latvia
               and other EU countries) are equally able and likely to take advantage of education exchanges with other EU institutions, leading to a constant and substantial flow
               of academic opportunities and exchange of ideas. Similarly, the free intercountry
               movement of labor has escalated the short- and long-term emigration of some elements of the Latvian labor force to host countries such as Great Britain
               and Ireland in search of higher-paying jobs. From January to June 2015, Latvia assumed
               the rotating presidency of the Council of the European Union (executed by Laimdota Straujuma). Similarly, Latvians elect representatives to the European Parliament and have served
               (and continue to serve) as commissioners of the European Commission. See also .
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         	FABRICIUSS, JĀNIS (1877–1929)

         
         	
            Jānis Fabriciuss was born to poor servants near Ventspils. He was an industrial worker
               in Riga at the turn of the century and active in the Social Democratic movement. He was arrested in 1904 and sentenced to Siberia. In 1916, he was freed
               and conscripted, ultimately fighting for the Strēlnieki. He became an early Bolshevik political commissar and was active in the founding of the Red Army. He fought on
               the Bolshevik side in Latvia and Estonia and was awarded his first Order of the Red Flag for bravery in fighting Estonians.
               He served in the Soviet–Polish War, earning a second and third order, and in the suppression
               of the Kronstad Uprising in 1921. After these actions, he was awarded a fourth Order
               of the Red Flag. He continued a military and political career through the 1920s and
               died in a plane crash in 1929. In the 1950s and 1960s, several monuments were built
               for Fabriciuss, as his career had unprecedented Soviet credentials with an ethnic
               Latvian varnish.
            

         

         
         	FASCISM

         
         	
            Strictly speaking, fascism was the philosophy of the political movement launched in
               Italy in 1922 by Benito Mussolini, but in subsequent decades the term was expanded
               to cover all manner of philosophies of the political right that incorporate socialist
               ideas, glorify the single-leader (Führer, Il Duce) principle and a mass-based political party that enacts his will, and rely on various
               forms of brutality to establish and maintain the social order. In the specifically
               Latvian context, the term has been used to describe the authoritarian regime of Kārlis Ulmanis (1934–1940), most frequently by Latvian political historians working in Soviet Latvia
               who needed a concept for historical periodization and by Soviet-era propagandists
               who needed an effective single-word caricature of persons opposed to Communism and
               to the incorporation of Latvia into the Soviet Union. Where the Ulmanis regime belongs
               in a typology of right-of-center political forms is an open question, because Ulmanis,
               though evidently an admirer of Italian corporatism and clearly disillusioned with
               parliamentarianism, suspended all political parties (including his own Agrarian Union), enunciated a philosophy of national unity rather than one of racial purity, and
               did not use brutality as a means of governing. Ulmanis’s regime was a curious jumble
               of fascist ideas, such as the leader principle (vadoņprincips), staged elaborate state spectacles that borrowed heavily from the aesthetics of
               Mussolini and Hitler, and growing state control of economy and society. Still, many of these fascist manifestations were poorly, indifferently,
               or spottily received by the general public. Unlike in many fascist states, this kind
               of disinterest resulted in little state sanction. The one interwar Latvian political
               movement—Pērkoņkrusts—that did explicitly emulate Adolf Hitler’s National Socialists (Nazis), but targeted
               Baltic Germans, was banned during the Ulmanis period (1934–1940) as well as during the period of
               the German occupation (1941–1944).
            

         

         
         	FILM

         
         	
            The history of film dates to tsarist Russia in both the first films shown and the first films produced. Some silent films were
               shown at the Solomonska Circus less than 10 years after the first films were shown
               in Paris in 1895. In 1901, the first movie theater was opened in Riga, a massive space
               with a capacity of more than 1,000. Likewise, in 1910, the first film produced was
               likely footage of Tsar Nicholas II’s visit to Riga. Just before World War I, three short films were made about Jewish life in the Baltic provinces, and some film footage exists of the very outbreak of armed hostilities in the Baltic
               provinces.
            

            
            After the war and the declaration of independence, viewing of silent films grew by
               leaps and bounds, with more than 80 movie theaters in Latvia and by 1930 5.7 million
               viewers (the average inhabitant of Riga may have seen up to 12 films a year, although
               the great majority of these were silent films from Germany and the United States). A few notable Latvian filmmakers (Sergejs Eizenšteins) and actors (Marija Leiko) worked in the film industry in other states. In Latvia,
               there was a conservative backlash against the social impact of movies, and Latvia
               passed laws that limited viewing by minors. Silent film production, documentaries,
               newsreels, and films occurred sporadically through the 1920s and into the 1930s. Often
               these early films were financed by the state, including the 1930 silent film Lāčplēsis, which was funded by the Ministry of War. Many of these films were too didactic and
               of limited quality. By 1931, sound movies, again mostly German, American, and French,
               began to be shown in Latvia. Latvia produced its first feature-length sound movie,
               Zvējnieka dēls (The Son of the Fisherman), in 1939. The movie, financed by the Ministry of Social Affairs, was an adaptation
               of the popular novel by Vilis Lācis and became an immediate sensation. In 1957, Soviet Latvian film would remake this
               classic.
            

            
            During World War II, film was an extension of the propaganda of the occupying regime, and there was no
               independent Latvian film. Nevertheless, both the Nazis and the Soviet government made
               propaganda films and newsreels to rally support during the war. After World War II
               and the return of Soviet rule, almost all films in Soviet Latvia were filmed at the
               Riga Film Studio. This studio changed names and locations but continuously expanded
               through the Soviet era, employing up to 1,000 writers, actors, directors, and technicians,
               and produced more than 200 feature-length Latvian-language films. Most films considered
               to be the classics of Latvian film were produced at this studio, in this era, including
               Salna pavasarī, Purva bridējs, Elpojiet dziļi, Pie bagātās kundzes, Vella Kalpi, Nāves enā, Ceplis, Pūt vējiņi, and Limuzīns Jāņu nakts krāsā. Several of these films (and others not listed) included content that differed from
               standard prescribed Soviet norms for films. Elpojiet dziļi particularly examined the censorship process in Soviet arts and included an iconic protest song, “Četri balti krekli.”
               Despite this impressive domestic production, Soviet Latvian filmgoers could also watch
               most Soviet films, some eastern European films, and the very rare and occasional western
               film.
            

            
            By the 1980s and the collapse of the Soviet Union, films addressed these changes.
               Juris Podnieks filmed documentaries, most famously Vai viegli būt jaunam? (Is It Easy to Be Young?), which propelled the Latvian rock and punk scene onto the Soviet and international
               stage. After independence and the general economic collapse that dovetailed with the
               transition to a market economy, the Riga Film Studio mosly closed its doors. Without
               state support for culture, films were difficult to finance and became primarily small,
               introspective art house films. By the late 1990s, however, large-scale movies inspired
               by the filmmaking style of Hollywood were released, including Rīgas Sargi (The Guards of Riga) and Sapņu Komanda 1935 (Dream Team 1935). Both of these films were directed by Aigars Graube and used moments from the interwar
               period of Latvian history as the setting for generally triumphant and patriotic stories
               that have had great popular success. Other directors, such as Jānis Putniņs, have
               slowly built a European reputation for such critically acclaimed films as Vogelfrei. As with musicians, however, very few Latvian film professionals can earn enough
               solely from films given the tight market constraints of a small state and must also
               do considerable television work, commercial work, and work for European productions.
               Nevertheless, the great bulk of films watched in movie theaters and at home are now
               Hollywood blockbusters with Latvian subtitles or dubbing, as well as a significant
               number of other movies from world cinema, including most Russian titles.
            

         

         
         	FISHING

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	FIVE YEAR PLAN

         
         	
            Five Year Plans were the mechanism by which the central command economy was formulated in the Soviet Union. In theory, the plan replaced the market as the
               governing principle of economic activity and provided huge statewide targets that
               were endlessly cascaded down through ministries, industries, factories, and, in theory,
               shifts. The first Five Year Plan was introduced in 1928 and began the onset of massive
               industrialization and forced collectivization of agriculture. Five Year Plans begat huge bureaucracies of specialists and were also often used
               in Soviet propaganda as a signpost of socialist construction; conversely, failure
               to meet goals in the plan could and was seen as a crime against the state and could
               include the most severe punishments. In Soviet Latvia, the plan reinforced the primacy
               of central directives (from Moscow) on the Latvian economy, planning industrial development
               and related in-migration of labor, housing and public services, and more. The National Communists attempted to influence and alter the plan, and their defeat signaled the primacy
               of Moscow-directed economic planning as much as political control. In the 1980s, Gorbachev
               hoped to reform the rigidity and inefficiencies of Five Year Plans with perestroika.
            

         

         
         	FLAG

         
         	
            The Latvian Constitution of 1922 (paragraph 2) specified that the colors of the official flag of the Republic of Latvia
               be two fields of crimson separated by a field of white, in the proportions of 2:1:2.
               The choice of colors was based on several short descriptions in the 13th-century chronicles of flags carried by the armed forces of some of the tribal societies at that time.
               The official flag replaced several other flags of different colors and designs carried
               by units of the Latvian Strēlnieki (riflemen) during World War I. Because it was the principal symbol of the independent Latvian republic, the crimson-white-crimson
               flag was forbidden in the years 1940–1941 and 1945–1991, when Latvia, as part of the
               Soviet Union, was named the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic and had a flag of its own. Display
               of the flag was punished by fines or imprisonment. The flag therefore became a favored
               way for the dissident movement in Latvia to express its opposition to the Soviet occupation. Starting in 1988, during
               the period of perestroika and glasnost introduced by Mikhail Gorbachev, the interwar flag was seen increasingly in mass meetings
               in Latvia until, in August 1991 and upon resumption of Latvian independence, it again
               assumed its status as the principal official symbol of Latvian statehood. See also .
            

         

         
         	FÖLKERSAHM, HAMILKAR (1811–1856)

         
         	
            Hamilkar Fölkersahm was a politically active member of the Livonian nobility (Livländische Ritterschaft) and represented its liberal wing in the Livonian Diet (Landtag). Recognizing that the labor-rent system introduced to rural Livonia after serf emancipation of 1819 was not working very well, Főlkersahm argued for a new agrarian law that would
               create the possibility for peasants (most Latvians and Estonians) to buy the land that they worked. A provisional law of this nature was accepted
               by the Livonian Diet in 1849 and became the basis of additional laws that sparked
               the boom in peasant land purchases between 1860 and 1890. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	FOLKLORE

         
         	
            The anonymous cultural creations of “the people” (tauta) have been an important component of Latvian identity from the “national awakening” period of the 19th century onward. Using the concepts of Johann Gottfried Herder and adapting them to Latvian circumstances, the activists of Latvian early nationalism (most importantly, Atis Kronvalds) insisted that Latvians begin to think of themselves as a united people with a spirit
               (Ger., Volksgeist; Latv., tautas gars) that expressed itself in the Latvian language, oral tradition, and material culture. This view of themselves was meant to diminish
               the importance of observable reality, namely, that Latvians lived in three separate
               provinces of the Russian Empire, did not have a literary tradition created by themselves,
               experienced among their educated members rapid cultural assimilation to the Baltic German population, were engaged mostly in agriculture, and were portrayed by the Baltic-area cultural elites as a peasantry with no capacity
               of reaching a higher cultural level. The nationalists’ position led to differentiated
               efforts to demonstrate that Latvians had been creative during the centuries of serfdom, did have an indigenous cultural tradition, and were capable of further cultural
               development if given the chance.
            

            
            By the turn of the 20th century and as a result of the efforts of Krišjānis Barons, Fricis Brīvzemnieks, Andrejs Pumpurs, and others, a varied array of folkloric materials was in print to prove that the
               nationalists’ argument had been right. Barons collected and published the Latvian
               dainas (folksongs), Brīvzemnieks began to collect and publish tautas pasakas (folktales), and Pumpurs wrote a “national epic”—Lāčplēsis—when it became evident that no “epic” was to be found among the folkloric materials
               gathered in the field. It should be said, however, that these Latvian intellectuals
               did not in fact invent the gathering and publishing of Latvian folklore materials;
               that enterprise had started earlier with the Baltic German literati. But the Latvian
               nationalist activists used folkloric materials as an argument about Latvian national
               identity in a way the Baltic German folklorists had not. In the portrayal of the nationalists,
               folklore materials revealed that Latvians were a “singing people,” with an appreciative
               attitude toward nature and strong attachment to rural folkways. The dainas especially evidenced a nuanced, if fatalistic, view of human life, and a balanced
               integration of the spiritual and the material. In this view, folkloric materials (particularly
               the dainas) were to be the basis upon which a more elaborate structure of Latvian cultural expressions
               could be built; folkloric materials were to be the core of modern Latvian culture
               and bind Latvian modernity to the extraordinarily rich Latvian cultural past.
            

            
            Folkloric materials, once found and identified, were incorporated into Latvian literary,
               musical, and artistic culture almost immediately. The tradition of periodic song festivals began in 1873 and continues to this day; for these, Latvian composers composed choral
               music based on folk songs, in the singing of which Latvian cultural unity was to be
               affirmed. Pumpurs’s Lāčplēsis epic, as well as other folkloric themes, became material for many of the plays of
               Jānis Rainis (1967–1929), still considered the greatest of all Latvian writers. The tradition of
               regional folk costumes, especially for women, was revived after suffering a long period of neglect as urban fashion penetrated
               the countryside. The gathering and recording of the oral tradition (songs, sayings,
               riddles, legends, etc.) continued after the founding of the Republic of Latvia in
               1918, and even gave rise to the Dievturība  movement, which sought to articulate an authentic Latvian view of life, free of
               Christianity and other foreign elements that were believed to have been “imported”
               by outside invaders. Folkloric elements were especially strong in the material culture
               produced during the rule of the nationalistically inclined authoritarian president
               Kārlis Ulmanis (1934–1940) as he called for the redecoration of the presidential palace with “authentic”
               Latvian art.
            

            
            As “folklore” became a settled intellectual category in Latvian thinking, however,
               the concept underwent inevitable changes: it became institutionalized. The materials
               gathered were made the object of academic scrutiny, organization, and interpretation,
               thus becoming one of the many objects to which academic scientific inquiry addresses
               itself. Research on the “meaning” of folkloric materials was carried out increasingly
               in an international framework, as folklorists of other European nations founded societies,
               developed comparative concepts, and held international conferences. The somewhat naïve
               earlier enthusiasm about folkloric materials as the products of “the spirit of the
               Latvian people” gave way to folklore study as science. During the Soviet period (1940–1991),
               the scientific study of folklore was permitted, but only under the strictest ideological
               control lest it feed the impulses of “bourgeois nationalism.” In the 1970s and 1980s,
               however, the singing of folk songs and the admiration of “folk culture” in general
               became a guarded but effective way of reaffirming Latvian identity as the proportion
               of Latvians in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic grew smaller and as the Latvian
               language was being displaced by Russian in many important domains of public life.
            

            
            Since the renewal of Latvian independence in 1991, the Latvians’ understanding of
               their own folkloric traditions has continued to undergo changes, as academic publications
               objectify folklore materials and explain their meaning in the 21st-century world Latvians
               now inhabit. Careful stewardship of collected materials has continued, and elaborate
               descriptive publications continue to appear. The president of Latvia from 1999 to
               2007, Vaira Vīķe-Freiberga, is herself an academic specialist in the study of the Latvian dainas. The presence of folkloric materials in Latvian life continues to be strong, but
               their meaning for Latvian identity is undergoing a reevaluation as Latvia continues
               to integrate itself into the Europe of the age of globalization. Similarly, the creative
               application of folklore motifs in modern genres, be it music, literature, or visual
               representations, is often predictably controversial, as some see these impulses as
               cultural vitality and change, while others see cultural denigration and creeping materialism
               and cosmopolitanism. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	FOREIGN POLICY

         
         	
            A Latvian state existed de facto for only 22 years between World War I and World War II, de jure between the years 1945 and 1991, and de facto again from 1991 onward. Thus,
               the making of foreign policy in the strict sense of the term was not an activity Latvians
               had much time to engage in during their existence in the eastern Baltic region. Before
               World War I, the foreign policy that affected them was made by autocratic Russian
               tsars, and after World War II by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU). Yet
               in spite of the long hiatus between the existence of a Latvian Foreign Ministry in
               the interwar years and its successor after 1991, there are similarities in the foreign
               policy efforts of the two periods. After its first independence declaration on 18
               November 1918, the first several years of policy making concerned gaining recognition
               of the new state; correspondingly, though for a much shorter time, the same goal preoccupied
               Latvian statesmen after the failure of the Moscow coup on 21 August 1991. In the first
               case, recognition by the “great powers” of the time came relatively slowly because
               they were hesitant generally about giving official approval to a totally new geopolitical
               situation in the European east. In 1991, that concern quickly receded when even the
               Russian Federation recognized the renewed independence of the Baltic states, including
               Latvia. Also, in both periods Latvian foreign policy sought, after recognition, to
               be integrated as quickly as possible into existing international structures. In the
               post–World War I period, this meant obtaining admission to the League of Nations, which was accomplished in 1921; in the post-1991 period, admission to the United Nations (UN) was obtained very quickly, on 17 September 1991.
            

            
            In both periods, Latvian foreign policy had to reckon with one given, namely, that
               Latvia was a relatively small and powerless state, as a consequence of which, policy
               making had to be focused on sheer survival. But survival tactics in the two periods
               were necessarily different because of the differing international contexts. From the
               outset during the interwar years, Latvian foreign policy makers remained suspicious
               of two of the belligerents of World War I, namely Germany, which in the 1920s was a parliamentary republic, and Russia, which had now transformed itself into the dominant power within a Union of Soviet
               Socialist Republics. Latvia believed that both these countries continued to have designs
               on the Baltic region even though it was impossible to predict what form new threats
               would take. Consequently, Latvian foreign policy sought, as mentioned, quick and total
               integration into the League of Nations, hoping that that body would ensure national
               survival. Also, the strategy of bilateral agreements between Latvia and the two large
               states seemed to promise a certain degree of security. Of somewhat less moment were
               bilateral agreements between Latvia and its immediate small neighbors—Estonia and Lithuania—and the few starts at launching some kind of regional “Baltic states” entity came
               to nothing during the entire interwar period.
            

            
            The prospects for Latvian security worsened during the 1930s after Adolf Hitler came
               to power in Germany in 1933, after the USSR reactivated its international involvements,
               and as the League of Nations showed itself increasingly ineffective in thwarting the
               aggression of large and expansionist states. By the end of the 1930s, Latvian foreign
               policy sought refuge in declarations and redeclarations of neutrality, but the signing
               of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact of 23 August 1939 (containing “secret” but easily decipherable clauses about the
               future of the Baltic states) underlined for Latvian leaders how powerless the country
               was with respect to its own future. Nonetheless, President Kārlis Ulmanis, who in 1934 had established authoritarian rule and governed without a parliament,
               continued to reiterate in his public messages that neutrality would be sufficient
               to keep the country secure.
            

            
            In the post-1991 period, the international context Latvia found itself in after leaving
               the USSR was substantially different from the post–World War I era. The United Nations
               had shown itself to be a significant, if not always an effective, player in helping
               to resolve international conflicts. In addition, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), its powerful members, and its nuclear and conventional arsenal promised the states
               that joined it considerable protection; the European Union (EU) had gradually weaned its members away from expansionist plans; and the collapse of
               a “Communist bloc” in Europe and its leader, the USSR, reduced substantially the probability
               of outright aggression toward small eastern European states from the Russian Federation.
               Moreover, as the chief exponent of the nonrecognition policy during the cold war era, the United States has repeatedly evidenced in its post-1991 foreign policy a special interest in the
               Baltic area. Thus, Latvian foreign policy since 1991 has targeted membership in both
               NATO and the EU, with both these goals being achieved in 2004. Regionally, Latvia
               has actively sought and has successfully forged economic and cultural ties with such
               Scandinavian countries as Sweden, Norway, Denmark, and Finland, which is reflected in the large investments these
               countries have made in the Latvian economy. The sense of apprehension that characterized Latvian foreign policy in the interwar
               period receded, and for more than a decade the greatest challenge to foreign policy
               makers in Latvia revolved around general instability concerning Russia’s occasional
               discussion of its “near abroad” (territory lost in the collapse of the Soviet socialist
               republics) and Russian-speaking populations within these countries. As Putin’s Russia
               asserted a more aggressive foreign policy tone, fought a war with Georgia, and most
               recently invaded and incorporated the Crimean peninsula into Russia and supported
               the rebellious eastern sections of Ukraine, Latvian (and Baltic) foreign policy mobilized
               to strengthen NATO and U.S. commitments to Latvia’s sovereignty. An increased NATO
               military presence (likely permanent) in Latvia and East Europe coupled with Russian
               difficulties in Ukraine along with its economic recession have again provided general
               security for Latvia, but the existence of an aggressive and difficult-to-predict Russian
               neighbor has resurrected general Latvian foreign policy anxieties about the country’s
               survival and reinvigorated its efforts to guarantee this basic need.
            

            
            A sign of Latvia’s general success in integrating into the international order, however,
               is its development of foreign policy goals outside of base security and the survival
               of its statehood. Latvians help sculpt EU and NATO foreign policy goals and bear some
               of the burdens of both organizations’ obligations (Latvian troops regularly deploy
               in NATO and UN missions, and Latvia is set to accept refugees in the current EU refugee
               crisis). Although Latvia continues to receive different types of aid and support from
               allies and various international organizations, the budget of the Foreign Ministry
               includes funds for Latvian foreign aid to other parts of the world, an important step
               to institutionalizing EU norms into Latvian foreign policy practice.
            

         

         
         	FRANCISCAN ORDER

         
         	
            A medieval monastic order named for St. Francis of Assisi. The Franciscans established
               a monastery in Riga in the 1230s and for the next 300 years played a significant role in the political
               and religious life of medieval Livonia. By 1500, there were some seven Franciscan monasteries in the Livonian territory,
               but by the 1560s all had been closed or demolished in the violence that accompanied
               the introduction of Lutheran Protestantism to the Baltic territories. See also .
            

         

         
         	FÜRECKER, CHRISTOPHOR (c. 1615–c. 1685)

         
         	
            Fürecker was one of the most prominent of those 17th-century Baltic German writers who concerned themselves with translating and producing religious texts in
               the Latvian language. Though he had received a theological education at Dorpat (Tartu) University, he
               did not become a clergyman and earned his living as a private tutor. Fürecker knew
               the Latvian language very well, and his Latvian renditions of church hymns not only
               became popular and were retained in Latvian Lutheran hymnals into the 20th century but also played an important role in laying the groundwork
               for the later development of Latvian religious and secular poetry. Evidently, his
               work influenced both Georgius Mancelius and Ernst Glück, both of whom have similar high standing in the history of the Latvian written word.
               See also .
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         	GAILIS, MĀRIS (1951–)

         
         	
            Prime minister of Latvia during the fifth Saeima from September 1994 to September 1995, Gailis was a member of the political party
               Latvia’s Way and from 1990 onward served in various capacities in the ministry of foreign affairs
               under Prime Ministers Ivars Godmanis and Valdis Birkavs. He replaced Birkavs as prime minister when the latter’s cabinet collapsed. Following
               his active political career, Gailis, a real estate tycoon, actively supported various
               cultural activities and the construction of a museum to commemorate Žanis Lipke. See also .
            

         

         
         	GAILĪTIS, KĀRLIS (1936–1992)

         
         	
            Gailītis was a Lutheran theologian and clergyman who received his theological education and began his career
               during the Soviet period of Latvian history. From 1986 to 1989, he was the chancellor
               of the Consistory of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Latvia and was archbishop
               from 1989 to 1992, when he was killed in an automobile accident. His predecessors
               in the archbishop’s chair and Gailītis himself had to address the problems of Latvian
               Lutheranism arising from the existence of two parallel church organizations—one in
               the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic and one in the Latvian émigré community in the
               West. See also .
            

         

         
         	GAMBIA

         
         	
            One of the two small overseas colonies (the other was Tobago) established by the Duchy of  Courland and Semigallia under Jacob Kettler (1610–1682). Influenced by mercantilist ideas, Jacob, who ruled Courland from 1642
               onward, sought to expand the economic activities of his duchy through colonial acquisitions
               and obtained several territories in Gambia in western Africa from local African rulers.
               The colony was the object of raids by both the Dutch and the English but was only
               perfunctorily defended by Jacob’s local forces. In 1664, Jacob was forced to cede
               the colony to England.
            

         

         
         	GARANČA, ELĪNA (1976–)

         
         	
            Elīna Garanča is an up-and-coming international opera star singing as a mezzosoprano.
               Born into a musical family, Garanča studied at the Latvian Academy of Music. She won
               her first international accolades in Finland in 1999. In the early 2000s, Garanča
               was a guest singer at several opera houses. Her greatest acclaim has come from her
               performance as Carmen in Bizet’s opera of the same name at the Latvian National Opera,
               Queen’s Opera in London, the Metropolitan Opera of New York, the Bavarian State Opera
               in Munich, and the Berlin German Opera. Her performance as Jane Seymour in Donicetti’s
               opera Anne Boleyn was simulcast to nearly 100 theaters worldwide. See also  .
            

         

         
         	ĢELZIS, MODRIS (1929–2009)

         
         	
            Modris Ģelzis was a Soviet-trained architect who led a distinguished career in architecture primarily in Soviet Latvia. He received his degree in 1955 and received particular
               commendation in 1969 for architectural achievement. Among his many projects, his design
               for the Dzintari Concert Hall is considered a part of Latvia’s architectural canon.
               He also built his own summer cottage in, for Soviet architectural norms, a revolutionary
               style that referenced ideas of modern architecture most associated with Frank Lloyd
               Wright. His reconstruction of the Valmiera Theater also received accolades, and he received a Three Star Medal (Triju Zvaigžņu
               Order) in 2008. His architectural firm constructed much of the Latvian National Library project designed by Gunārs Birkerts, a rival.
            

         

         
         	GERMAN ORDER

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	GERMANIZATION

         
         	
            A term with a very broad meaning, signifying in the Baltic context primarily a process
               through which an individual or a group changes, or is forced to change, its primary
               cultural identity to one associated with the German language. In Latvian cultural history, numerous variants of the process can be identified.
               Throughout the long centuries during which the political, economic, and cultural elites
               of the Baltic area were primarily German speakers, small numbers of able and energetic
               Latvians always voluntarily assimilated to German-language culture as they ceased
               to be agriculturalists and took up other lines of work. The assumption was that German
               was the normal language of “higher culture,” of administration, and of the law, while
               Latvian was the language of the peasantry. This dynamic was part of Baltic cultural
               life for so long that by the 19th century most residents—Baltic Germans and Latvians alike—understood it as “normal,” and the Baltic German literati in the
               first half of the century discussed how rural school systems could be used to make
               the process of Germanization more deliberate and effective. Some of the Baltic German
               landed aristocracy opposed such plans, believing that peasant Latvians should not
               be taught the language of the superior classes (Germans). This seemingly “normal”
               aspect of Baltic life was cast in a different light by the Latvian cultural nationalists
               after the 1850s; for them, Germanization was an unacceptable course of personal development
               for individual Latvians and a sociocultural injustice if transformed into policy by
               institutions. Individual Latvians who displayed a preference for the German language
               and German ways were now condemned and caricatured in literature as “osier Germans” (kārklu vācieši). In spite of such negative public attitudes, however, the incidence of assimilation
               among Latvians to German-language culture continued even into the early 20th century,
               probably at a higher rate among educated than among uneducated Latvians but not in
               very large absolute numbers in either category. In the second half of the 19th century,
               some elements of Baltic German opinion—reacting to the Russification policies of the tsarist government—again proposed deliberate and systematic Germanization
               of the Latvian population, but these plans remained empty talk. Germanization as deliberate state policy in
               the Baltic area surfaced again during both world wars, as policy makers of the German
               Empire and the Third Reich drafted plans to expel the indigenous Baltic populations
               from their historic territories and resettle the area with German farmers. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	GERMANY

         
         	
            Contacts between people from the German areas of western Europe and those living in
               the eastern littoral of the Baltic Sea began in the 12th century, when crusades against the “Baltic pagans” were launched
               (see ). As a result of these, German speakers became a small but extremely important component
               of the Baltic-area population and remained so until the 20th century. In the territories where Latvian was spoken,
               the key venues of interaction between the German and Latvian populations were the
               city of Riga and the landed estates in Courland and Livonia. In these areas, German speakers had consolidated their power by the end of the medieval
               period, becoming a well-organized urban patriciate in Riga and landed corporations
               of the nobility (Ritterschaften) in the rural areas. They retained their hegemony in these venues until the 20th
               century, even as the sovereigns of the Baltic provinces changed (the Swedish Empire, Poland–Lithuania, the Russian Empire). By contrast,
               Latvians formed the lower social estates (Stände) of Baltic society, serving in a host of support occupations (teamsters, carters,
               builders) in Riga (and some of the larger provincial cities) and as the agricultural
               labor force in the landed estates. In the latter, the status of Latvian peasants became
               increasingly restrictive as serfdom became harsher so that by the 18th century most rural Latvians could not move from
               the estates into which they were born, had to perform corvée  labor for the estate owner, and became subjected to a host of other everyday rules
               and regulations that severely limited their personal freedom.
            

            
            The Germans of the Baltic became, over the centuries, a permanent population in the
               area and reduced their association with the German Empire of central Europe. Their
               German became distinguishable from that spoken in the German Empire, and their loyalties
               rested with the sovereigns of the Baltic lands (starting in the 18th century, the
               Russian tsars). Among the institutions they controlled was the Evangelical Lutheran Church of the Baltic region, and this brought German-speaking clergy directly into
               daily and weekly contact with their Latvian parishioners. It was in this nexus that
               there appeared a remarkable series of Lutheran clergymen who saw it as their religious
               and moral obligation to bring the word of God in written form to their Latvian parishioners.
               These efforts produced, among other things, the Latvian translation of the Bible,
               a wide variety of sermon books and catechisms in Latvian, and, in the 18th century,
               a steady flow of secular writings for the moral education of the peasantry. The Latvian
               language used in these writings was different from spoken Latvian—after all, it was the second
               or even third language of the German-speaking clergy. But this writing did create
               a Latvian literary language and laid a solid groundwork for writing by Latvians themselves
               when this started to appear in the 19th century.
            

            
            Nationalism in the 19th century sharpened the differences between the two language groups, especially
               during the second half. Latvian nationalist activists sought to escape what they saw
               as a shameful tutelage, while many educated Baltic Germans (what was then called the Literatenstand) debated whether Latvians, being in their view a peasant people, had the capacity
               to sustain a Latvian-language national culture of their own. Throughout the 19th century,
               the desirability of Germanizing all Latvians was debated among Baltic Germans at some
               length. At the same time, the standing of the Baltic Germans in the Russian Empire
               was changing. The German Reich became a powerful unified state in central Europe,
               and the Russian government began to think of Baltic Germans as a potential fifth column
               and initiated a policy of Russification against the Baltic provinces. Some Latvian nationalists saw this as an opportunity
               to undercut Baltic German hegemony and welcomed a larger Russian government presence
               in Livonia and Courland.
            

            
            Latvian resentment against continuing Baltic German landowner hegemony surfaced in
               the Revolution of 1905, as hundreds of manor houses were burned down. On their side, the Baltic Germans
               responded with “punitive expeditions” in the Latvian countryside, executing several
               thousand real and alleged “revolutionaries.” Henceforth, many Baltic Germans pictured
               all Latvians as irredeemable revolutionaries and willing adherents to the Bolshevik cause. This attitude was carried into World War I, when Germany and Russia became belligerents on opposite sides, and the German government nurtured plans to
               colonize the postwar Baltikum with former soldiers and farmers from the German Empire. The German government was
               also implicated in the Latvian Independence Wars, when after 1919 for a time it supported military actions against the Latvian Provisional
               Government and formed a rival provisional government with Andrievs Niedra, the Latvian writer, at its head. Latvian attitudes toward Baltic Germans soured
               to the point that when in 1919 and 1920 the Latvian state consolidated its independence,
               the Latvian government lost no time in carrying out a radical agrarian reform, confiscating the Baltic German landed estates and redistributing the land to landless
               Latvian rural people.
            

            
            During the interwar period of independence, the Baltic Germans remained a numerically
               small but economically and socially important minority with their own representatives in the Latvian Saeima (parliament). Their political influence diminished under the authoritarian regime
               of Kārlis Ulmanis after 1934, so that when Adolf Hitler in the fall of 1939 issued a call for all ethnic
               Germans in eastern Europe to “return” to the Reich, virtually all Baltic Germans departed
               from Latvia (and Estonia)—there was little regret shown by the Latvian population.
            

            
            Some influential Baltic Germans returned to Latvia in 1941 as functionaries of the
               Third Reich. During the long period of Soviet control (1945–1991), Germans in the
               Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic played no role and had no influence. After the return
               of Latvia’s independence, however, numerous Baltic German families regained the property
               that had been nationalized in the first year of Soviet occupation in 1940–1941 (not,
               however, the property they had lost in the agrarian reform of 1919–1920). In subsequent
               years, Germany has become an important trading partner for Latvia, and German investments
               in the Latvian economy have been significant. Latvian intellectuals have been reevaluating the centuries-long
               relationship between the two peoples (and nations) and have recently published histories
               of Latvian writing to underscore the significance of the Baltic German clergy in laying
               a groundwork for the modern Latvian literary culture. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	GLÜCK, ERNST (1651–1706)

         
         	
            Glück was born in Saxony and studied Lutheran theology at Wittenberg and Leipzig Universities, where he developed pietistic leanings.
               He came to Livonia in 1673 and began to participate in the efforts the Swedish government—which controlled
               Livonia for most of the 17th century—was making to raise the educational level of
               the Latvian- and Estonian-speaking peasantry. He served for three years as pastor
               in Daugavgrīva Fort and, from 1683 to 1702, as pastor of the town of Alūksne and dean
               of the Koknese district in Livonia. From 1683 onward, he was instrumental in founding
               the first Latvian (peasant) schools in Livonia and translated hymnals and catechisms
               from German into Latvian. The reason Glück is a major figure in Latvian cultural history,
               however, is his translation of the Bible—both the Old and New Testaments—into Latvian,
               a task that lasted from 1685 to 1691. The Glück Bible was fundamental for the later
               development of Latvian as a literary language since the new translation (there had been earlier translations of individual passages
               and chapters) demonstrated that all biblical imagery and ideas could be rendered into
               Latvian, which was held to be an unpromising peasant language even by the Lutheran
               clergy who sympathized with the hard lot of their peasant congregations. During the
               Great Northern War between Sweden and Russia, Glück and his family were transported in 1702 by Peter the Great’s army from Alūksne
               to Moscow. Glück’s foster daughter—a Latvian named Marta Skavronska—later became Peter’s
               mistress, then his wife, and, after his death, Empress Catherine I. Glück himself
               died in Moscow in 1705 and was buried in the German cemetery there. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	GODMANIS, IVARS (1951–)

         
         	
            A physicist and mathematician by training, Godmanis was a lecturer at the University of Latvia from 1986 to 1990 during the Soviet period and also served as deputy chairman of the
               Latvian Popular Front from 1989 to 1990. After the spring 1990 elections of the Supreme Soviet brought to that body a majority of Popular Front deputies, Godmanis was chosen to
               preside over the cabinet of ministers, which made him the “head of government” from
               spring 1990 to June 1993, when the first postwar Saeima was elected. In effect, Godmanis headed a transition government, which came to power
               in what was still, in spring 1990, the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic, and left
               power two years after Latvia had become fully independent. His tenure was marked by
               considerable accomplishments but also by an increasing loss of confidence in the transition
               government among the public at large. An indicator of how unpopular the Godmanis government
               had become by mid-1993 was the fact that in the June 1993 parliamentary elections,
               the Popular Front ticket (in which Godmanis was included) did not receive the minimum
               4 percent of the vote that would have enabled the Front to have some deputies in the
               new Saeima. After leaving politics, Godmanis became a successful businessman in Riga and continued to be moderately involved in Latvian political life. He returned to
               political office in 1998 as a member of Latvia’s Way. In 2006, he was intricately involved in the union of Latvia’s Way with Latvia’s
               First Party and won a seat in parliament from the combined list. He served as the
               minister of the interior in the Kalvītis government and succeeded him as minister president when that government fell at the
               end of 2007. In February 2009 the Godmanis government fell, and he soon took a seat
               in the European Parliament. See also .
            

         

         
         	GOLDMANIS, JĀNIS (1875–1955)

         
         	
            Jānis Goldmanis was a well-known Latvian politician because of his service as a deputy
               in the fourth Russian Duma (1912–1917) and his work in organizing the Latvian Rifle Regiments (Strēlnieki) in the tsarist army and refugee relief work during World War I. Later, he also served in the Latvian Provisional Government and the Constituent
               Assembly and as a deputy in the first and second Saeimas. He fled Latvia in 1944 before the return of the Soviet Army and immigrated to the
               United States in 1950.
            

         

         
         	GORBUNOVS, ANATOLIJS (1942–)

         
         	
            Anatolijs Gorbunovs held a series of executive positions in the Latvian Communist Party from 1978 onward, including the post of ideological secretary of the Central Committee
               from 1988 to 1990. He joined the Latvian Popular Front at its founding and became increasingly a supporter of total reform, including the
               separation of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic from the Soviet Union. After the spring 1990 elections, which brought to the Latvian Supreme Soviet a majority of Popular Front candidates, Gorbunovs served as chairman of the Supreme
               Soviet from spring 1990 to the June 1993 parliamentary elections, thus enacting in
               this transition government the role of head of state. Having resigned from the Communist
               Party in 1989, Gorbunovs proved to be an effective political leader in the difficult
               transition years, as suggested by the high approval ratings he continued to have in
               public opinion polls even as the popularity of many of his colleagues in the Supreme
               Soviet and in the cabinet of ministers plummeted.
            

            
            Parting ways with the Popular Front for the June 1993 Saeima elections, Gorbunovs ran on the ticket of Latvia’s Way, an electoral coalition that included many of the best-known deputies of the Supreme
               Soviet. Latvia’s Way chose Gorbunovs as president (speaker) of the Saeima, having
               received a plurality (though not a majority) of seats in July 1993. Now, however,
               he was no longer head of state because the Saeima also chose a president—Guntis Ulmanis—for the country as a whole. After the 1995 parliamentary election, Gorbunovs was
               replaced as president of the Saeima by Ilga Kreituse, but he remained a deputy in the Latvia’s Way Party. From the mid-1990s onward, Gorbunovs
               remained active in Latvian politics but in less conspicuous positions. Once in political
               retirement, Gorbunovs again broke from the ranks of many of his colleagues and remained
               in retirement. See also .
            

         

         
         	GRĀMATU DRAUGS

         
         	
            Grāmatu Draugs (Friend of the Book) was a publishing house founded in 1926 in Riga by Helmārs Rudzītis that brought about a coup in the history of Latvian book publishing by aiming inexpensive
               editions and widespread advertising at a mass book market. This strategy not only
               demonstrated the existence of a mass market for worthwhile but inexpensive books but
               also showed that such a market could be profitable. Grāmatu Draugs remained one of
               the leading Latvian publishers throughout the interwar independence period and the
               period of German occupation (1941–1944), renewed its activities among the Latvian
               DPs in Germany after the war, and in 1949 transferred its operations to New York, where it continued
               to publish Latvian-language books, as well as the principal Latvian newspaper—Laiks (Time)—outside the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic. See also .
            

         

         
         	GREAT NORTHERN WAR (1700–1721)

         
         	
            A series of military conflicts among Russia, Sweden, Denmark, and the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth over the question of who should control the eastern Baltic area and adjoining lands.
               Tsar Peter I (the Great) was deeply unhappy about the control Sweden and the Polish–Lithuanian
               Commonwealth exercised over Baltic territory because he believed that the Russian
               Empire—as the great power he wanted it to be—needed to be oriented toward the West
               and therefore should have ports on the Baltic Sea. He obtained an alliance with the
               Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth against Sweden, as a consequence of which the Polish
               king Augustus II (who was also the Count of Saxony) in 1700 invaded the Baltic with
               a Saxon army and attacked Riga. The Swedish forces, under the leadership of their new king, Karl XII, repulsed this
               attack after having already warded off a Russian attack on Narva in the Estonian lands
               in the north. Karl XII then invaded Poland–Lithuania and forced it to sue for peace.
               In the meantime, Russian forces freely attacked, burned, and pillaged large sections
               of Livonia. Though the Swedes defeated the Russians at Mūrmuiža in 1705, the Russians triumphed
               over Swedish forces at Poltova in 1709. The Swedish defeat allowed Peter to lay siege
               to Riga, which surrendered in 1710. With the fall of Riga, the war was over for the
               inhabitants of the Baltic area, though hostilities continued elsewhere until 1721,
               when the Treaty of Nystad was signed between Sweden and Russia. As a result, Russia
               obtained Livonia as well as a section of Finland.
            

            
            For the inhabitants of the eastern Baltic territories, the war was disastrous not
               only because of the damage and loss of life associated with the fighting but also
               because of the plague epidemic (called in popular memory the Great Plague) that decimated
               the population in 1710–1711. The combination of warfare and plague devastated especially rural Livonia,
               resulting in the virtual depopulation of many districts. Estimates place the number
               of Latvians immediately after 1710–1711 at 300,000, the lowest number the Latvian
               population had ever reached or has reached since then.
            

         

         
         	GREEN FARMERS UNION (ZAĻO UN ZEMNIEKU SAVIENĪBA)

         
         	
            The Green Farmers Union, more correctly the Green and Farmers Union, is a contemporary
               electoral union of two political parties, the Green Party and the Agrarian Union, on the parliamentary level. In the run-up to the 2002 elections, the two constituent parties both struggled to surpass the 5 percent electoral barrier
               for parliamentary representation. After negotiations, the two parties submitted a
               joint electoral list for the elections to the eighth Saeima and have continued to do so. The strategy worked well, and the electoral union was
               represented on all coalition governments from 2002 to 2011, contributing many cabinet
               ministers and one minister president. In 2014, the Green Farmers were again represented
               in the coalition governments of Laimdota Straujuma and, after her second government’s fall, succeeded in placing one of their own, Māris
               Kučinskis, as the current minister president (from 11 February 2016).
            

            
            From 2006, the Green Farmers have invited the regional party Latvijai un Ventspilij
               (For Latvia and Ventspils) into the electoral union, and from 2010 Liepājas Partija
               (Liepāja Party) as well. These two regional parties are backed by strong municipal party machines
               in Ventspils and Liepāja that add electoral heft. The Ventspils party, often seen
               as a surrogate for the powerful mayor and oligarch Aivars Lembergs, has long been a prime patron of the Green Farmers Union. The Green Farmers list
               has recently played a kingmaker’s role in parliament with enough parliamentarians
               (currently 21) to be vital for the creation of a coalition government.
            

         

         
         	GREEN PARTY (LATVIJAS ZAĻĀ PARTIJA)

         
         	
            The Latvian Green Party was founded in 1990 and professes a curious mix of balancing
               environmental protection with long-term economic and national development. Within
               the Green Party, a conservative strain of thought that sees traditional Latvian identity
               as part of Latvia’s natural world adds a nativist element to the ecological concerns
               prevalent in most international green parties. Nevertheless, the Green Party is allied
               with the larger European Green Party movement.
            

            
            The origins of the Green Party were in the environmental protest movements (Vides aizsardz ības klubs) of the late Soviet era. Although these mass movements against hydroelectric dam
               and metro construction plans were very popular, the Green Party struggled to translate
               this early popular success to parliamentary electoral success. The party failed to
               win a parliamentary mandate until it merged with the contemporary Agrarian Union (Zemnieku savienība) to create the Green Farmers Union (Zaļo un zemnieku savienība, ZZS) for parliamentary elections. This union was formed
               in 2002 and has contributed members to multiple cabinet governments. Although some
               of these cabinet ministers have come from the Green Party side of the electoral list,
               generally speaking the Agrarian Union side of the electoral list seems the more dominant.
               Nevertheless, Indulis Emsis, who served as minister president, and Raimonds Vējonis, the current state president, are from the Green Party half of the political union.
            

         

         
         	GRIGULIS, ARVĪDS (1906–1989)

         
         	
            Arvīds Grigulis began his career as a poet with his first publication in 1929 and
               remained in the public’s eye with occasional writings in the 1930s; after 1945, during
               the Soviet period of Latvian history, he achieved high standing in the official literary
               establishment as a prose writer, poet, literary critic, important party member, and
               staunch defender of the literary values of a Communist society. He died in 1989, shortly
               after the plenum of the Latvian Writers’ Union—in a meeting that is said to have begun the third “national awakening”—roundly condemned those who had placed Latvian literature at the service of the Latvian Communist Party, mentioning Grigulis by name.
            

         

         
         	GRĪNBERGS, TEODORS (1870–1962)

         
         	
            Teodors Grīnbergs was a Lutheran theologian and clergyman who was awarded an honorary doctorate by the University of Latvia in 1929 and became archbishop of the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church in 1923.
               He held this post in Latvia until 1944, when he was deported to Germany before the reoccupation of Latvia by the Soviet Army and continued in his position
               as archbishop of the Latvian Lutheran Church in the émigré community. After 1945,
               Latvian Lutheranism had two parallel church organizations—one in Soviet Latvia and
               one in the West—each with its own church hierarchy and organized congregations. This
               division in Latvian Lutheranism continued even after the renewal of independence in
               1991 because of strong disagreements between the two church organizations on such
               issues as the ordination of women. See also .
            

         

         
         	GRINDEX (GRINDEKS)

         
         	
            Grindex is a modern pharmaceutical manufacturer in Latvia. The beginnings of the modern
               pharmaceutical enterprise are in the early post–World War II days of Soviet occupation when the Latvian Academy of Sciences partnered with the Ministry of Food Industry to create a laboratory to develop and
               produce vitamins. Through the Soviet era, the concern, headquartered in Riga, underwent various organizational changes and added an experimental institute that
               synthesized organic compounds. By the mid-1980s, the enterprise was one of the largest
               and most modern pharmaceutical laboratories and production facilities in the Soviet
               Union. After the reacquisition of independence, the pharmaceutical conglomerate was
               reorganized as Grindex and privatized as a joint-stock company. Grindex sells and
               produces products internationally and continues its scientific research capabilities,
               constantly patenting new medications. Grindex’s most famous and successful product
               is mildronāts (also known as meldonium), which is marketed as an anti-ischemia medication.
               Grindex scientists first patented the drug in the 1970s and began producing it in
               the 1980s. In 2016, the World Anti-Doping Agency banned its use by athletes, and many
               including the tennis player Maria Sharapova have admitted to its extensive use. Grindex
               continues to stand by the proper usage of mildronāts and profits substantially from
               it. Both as a company and as producer of intellectual property (drug patents), Grindex
               remains one of contemporary Latvia’s most successful businesses.
            

         

         
         	GRĪNS, ALEKSANDRS (1895–1941)

         
         	
            After finishing his secondary education in 1910, Aleksandrs Grīns served in the Russian
               Army, from 1916 onward in the Latvian Rifle Regiments (Strēlnieki). He began his literary career in 1920 and during the next two decades became the
               most widely read historical novelist in Latvia. His novels frequently treated medieval
               themes, but several trilogies dealt with important periods in Latvian history such
               as medieval Livonia, the Great Northern War, and the experiences of the Latvian Strēlnieki. His writing was a mix of vivid historical description and fantasy and continued the
               tendency of the “national awakening” period to portray Latvian history in terms of heroic struggles against invading
               foreign enemies. In 1941, he was deported to Siberia by the Soviet authorities and
               executed there. See also .
            

         

         
         	GROSVALDS, FRIEDRICHS (1850–1924)

         
         	
            After receiving his education in law at St. Petersburg University, Friedrichs Grosvalds
               worked as a lawyer in Riga and, from 1885 to 1919, was the head of the Riga Latvian Association. During his tenure, he also served in the post-1905 imperial Russian Duma, in the city council of Riga, and from 1919 to 1923 as the Latvian ambassador to
               the Scandinavian countries.
            

         

         
         	GROSVALDS, JĀZEPS (1891–1921)

         
         	
            Jāzeps Grosvalds was an early Latvian modernist painter and a member of the Strēlnieki in World War I. Unlike most Latvian cultural figures from the late 19th century, Grosvalds was born
               into considerable wealth; Friedrichs Grosvalds was his father. The elder Grosvalds ensured that his artistic son could study in
               Germany and France. Jāzeps first showed his work in Riga in 1913 to general acclaim. He continued to travel Europe, but in 1914 he was mobilized
               as a cavalry officer and fought in the Strēlnieki battalions until 1917. Some of his
               most powerful paintings are from this time, one of the relatively few examples of a Latvian equivalent of
               trench art of World War I. In 1917, he was assigned to the British Army on the western
               front. His service for the British included experience with an English detachment
               in modern-day Iraq, Iran, and the Caucasus. In 1919, he helped his brother defend
               the Latvian cause at the Versailles Peace Conference. He died in Paris in 1920 from
               Spanish influenza. His work includes modernist pieces before the war as well as works
               on his war experience and of his “exotic” travels.
            

         

         
         	GRUZĪTE, EMĪLIJA (1873–1945)

         
         	
            Emīlija Gruzīte was one of the first ethnic Latvian woman artists to show her work
               at the beginning of the 20th century. Born in the Vidzeme countryside near Madona,
               Gruzīte’s early training was at the parish level. She moved to Riga and moved within the circle of Latvian artists, journalists, and activists. She received
               training from the Latvian master Vilhelms Purvītis and had her first work shown in 1903. Gruzīte had her first solo show in 1907 and
               continued to show paintings until the outbreak of World War I. She also wrote on the arts for periodicals such as Dienas Lapa. She died in Riga in 1945.
            

         

         
         	GUERRILLAS

         
         	
            See .
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         	HALSMAN, PHILIPPE (FILIPS HALSMANS) (1906–1979)

         
         	
            Philippe Halsman was a portrait photographer best known for his surrealist compositions.
               Halsman was born to Jewish professionals in Riga but studied in Germany and began work as a fashion photographer in Paris in the 1930s. He shifted the nature
               of fashion photography away from a soft to a hard focus. With the Nazi invasion of
               France, Halsman fled to the United States. In 1941, Halsman met the surrealist painter Salvador Dali and would photograph him
               leaping through the air surrounded by three flying cats and a bucket of water in 1948.
               This photograph, Dali Atomicus, would become one of the most iconic photographs of the surrealist movement. Later,
               Halsman made iconic portraits of Albert Einstein, John F. Kennedy, Alfred Hitchcock,
               and many others. He is often cited as one of the 10 greatest photographers in history.
            

            
            Halsman had few ties with Latvia and did not claim a Latvian identity, but as with
               internationally recognized figures such as Mark Rothko, Isaiah Berlin, and others, Latvia has recently adopted him as a gateway into his fame and international
               recognition. A building in Old Riga where he once, briefly, lived bears a plaque to
               honor Halsman.
            

         

         
         	HANSEATIC LEAGUE

         
         	
            The Hanseatic League was a network of German and Scandinavian merchants established
               during the middle decades of the 13th century. Its reach eventually extended over
               the trading areas of the North and Baltic  Seas, and its effectiveness lasted well into the 15th century, but by the 16th century
               other trade routes began to eclipse those of northern Europe. Insofar as Latvians
               are concerned, the benefits flowing from Hanseatic trade reached them only indirectly.
               The league was first and foremost a creature of the seafaring merchants of the Baltic
               cities, and eventually of the cities themselves. The Latvian population in the late medieval centuries was still in the process of being formed from the tribal
               societies of an earlier period, and most Latvians were farmers working on lands they
               held on the basis of insecure tenures. Both long- and short-distance trade was coming
               to be monopolized by city merchants, who in the eastern Baltic littoral were Germans
               with the power to exclude non-Germans from participating in trading activities. Since
               farmers could not directly participate in trading activities, trade expansion could
               benefit them only if it expanded the markets for the goods the farmers had to sell,
               or through the fact that even in the medieval centuries in the Baltic-area cities
               some non-Germans (Latvians, Estonians) were also city dwellers engaged in occupations
               that supported trading activity (hauling, shipbuilding, and the like). Often, Latvians
               engaged in illegal trading activity and were punished severely if caught. The long-term
               strategy of the Hansa merchants in the eastern Baltic littoral involved using Baltic-area
               cities to reach the Russian market. They were successful in this endeavor, and during
               the course of the 14th century, in the Latvian area (now medieval Livonia), a fairly large numbers of cities came to be associated with the league. The principal
               one was, of course, Riga, but the list of others included Cēsis, Valmiera, Ventspils, Kuldīga, Valka, Limbaži, Koknese, and Straupe. In all of these, merchants
               sought by many means to establish their monopoly over trading activity but frequently
               were embroiled in local power struggles with landowners and nonleague merchants who
               wanted freer access to trade routes and bases. Moreover, goods imported to the Baltic
               area by Hansa merchants competed with local production activity, increasing the resentment
               especially of the city-based guild organizations. The goods leaving Livonian ports
               for other parts of Europe included timber, flax, and hemp as well as wax, rye, furs,
               and leather. These goods originated either in Livonia itself or in Russia farther inland.
            

            
            The monopoly position of the league eventually became weaker because of competition
               in the Baltic area by nonleague merchants, such as the Dutch, but also because in
               the 16th century greater profits were to be had from trade routes elsewhere. By the
               16th century, the discovery of the New World turned the attention of western European
               merchants to oceangoing trade. In the Baltic area, Riga remained an important trading
               center even in subsequent centuries, but it had to expand its trading activities to
               include partners other than the old Hanseatic cities. See also .
            

         

         
         	HEALTH

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	HEINRICH OF LIVONIA (INDRIĶIS LATVIS) (c. 1187–?)

         
         	
            Although he is the author of the Chronicle of Heinrich of Livonia, the oldest of the medieval chronicles that describe 12th- and 13th-century encounters between the German crusading orders and the inhabitants of the Latvian territories, relatively little is known about his
               life. According to Latvian historians, Heinrich was among a group of boys chosen by
               Bishop Meinhard in the last decade of the 12th century from the native population and sent to Germany (i.e., the German lands of the Holy Roman Empire) for an education in the monastery
               at Holstein. Returning to the Latvian region in 1203, Heinrich was appointed by Bishop
               Albert to be a lay religious leader (and possibly a clergyman) in what in Heinrich’s
               chronicle is called the Imera district. His chronicle was written in 1225–1227 and
               is based on personal experience among the early crusaders and missionaries.
            

         

         
         	HELSINKI-86

         
         	
            Helsinki-86 was a dissident movement that challenged the Soviet Latvian status quo
               and spoke out for human and Latvian ethnic rights. Helsinki-86 was organized in Liepāja in June 1986, referencing the Helsinki Accords, by three inital founders, Linards
               Grantiņš, Raimonds Bitenieks, and Mārtiņš Bariss. The group penned a protest letter
               sent abroad and began a series of “calendar demonstrations” in 1987. On 14 June 1987,
               the group placed flowers at the freedom monument to commemorate the 13–14 June 1941
               deportations amid intense police surveillance and intimidation. The group also commemorated the
               23 August anniversary of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact and Latvia’s independence day on 18 November of 1987. The following year, these same
               demonstrations became mass events as the Latvian National Movement for Independence   (LNNK) and the Popular Front (Tautas Fronte) brought opposition to Soviet rule into the mainstream. Soon after,
               Helsinki-86 slipped in importance, although previous members drawing on the Helsinki-86
               name founded political parties in 2001 and 2003, but without electoral success. Linards
               Grantiņš emigrated to Germany and through the 2000s authored an internet diatribe against the existing political
               order in Latvia, even calling for people’s tribunals and executions, which has resulted
               in criminal proceedings against him.
            

         

         
         	HERDER, JOHANN GOTTFRIED (1744–1803)

         
         	
            Herder was a cultural philosopher in Germany during the second half of the Enlightenment, when some of the leading figures of the
               “philosophical century” had begun to question its main tenets. Though he believed
               in the idea of progress and the ideal of humanity (Humanität), he also assigned exceptional importance to human cultural diversity, believing
               that each people (Volk) had a unique culture and that all such cultures were of equal value. Even peasant
               peoples expressed their unique culture through their language, history, folkways, and traditions. Herder became part of Latvian history through
               his activities in Riga as a teacher in the school of the Riga Dome Church; his interest in the Latvian folk
               songs (dainas), some of which appeared in German translation in his publications; and his cultural
               philosophy, which appeared to equalize the actual (and potential) cultural expressions
               of Europe’s small peoples and those of the large national societies. Herder’s thinking
               was directly and indirectly very influential among the leading figures of the Latvian
               “national awakening.” See also ; .
            

         

         
         	HERRNHUT

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	HISTORIOGRAPHY

         
         	
            Historiography refers to the research and writing techniques used to establish and
               describe the past. The development of Latvian historiography is conventionally divided
               into (1) a long period (roughly the 19th century) when research in and writing about
               the Latvian territories was accomplished largely by non-Latvians (Baltic Germans and Russians); (2) a shorter period (roughly the 1890s to World War I) during which earlier descriptions
               were challenged by a small number of Latvia historians (e.g., Jānis Krodznieks), some
               of whom (e.g., Kārlis Landers) used Marxist-derived historical materialistic interpretations; (3) the interwar
               period of Latvian independence, which witnessed (especially in the 1930s) the emergence
               of institutions and publications of a Latvian historical profession; (4) the period
               from 1945 to 1989, during which Latvian historical research and writing was accomplished,
               first, by historians in Latvia in the Academy of Sciences and the University of Latvia using (in various ways and to differing extents) the Marxist–Leninist scheme of historical
               interpretation and, second, by historians in the West (initially of the refugee generation),
               who followed the standard techniques of Western historiography and can be divided
               into those who were more interested in the Latvian population of the Baltic territories, those whose interest gravitated toward the history of the
               Baltic Germans, and those who were interested in the area as an aspect of general Russian, diplomatic,
               or economic history; and (5) the period that started in 1989, during which the institutional
               base for doing history in Latvia was transformed, the Marxist–Leninist scheme of historical
               interpretation rejected, and the split between Latvian historians inside and outside
               of Latvia virtually eliminated. Like all categorizations, this periodization of Latvian
               historiography is imperfect, but it is true that the most significant research in
               and writing of Latvian history is now being done in the renewed Latvian republic.
               See also ; ; ; ; ; ; ; .
            

         

         
         	HOCKEY

         
         	
            From an unexpected beginning, ice hockey has become a national obsession in contemporary
               Latvia and a symbol of national identity and aspiration. The first hockey game was
               apparently played in Liepāja in 1929, and through 1930 exhibitions of the game were met with, at best, inquisitive
               stares. Still, within a few years hockey had taken root and a national team played,
               and lost to, Lithuania, Romania, and even Canada. Hockey truly came into form in the Soviet period when,
               after a decade and a half of general obscurity, a Russian coach, Viktor Tikhonov,
               came to coach the top Latvian club team, Daugava (previously Riga Dinamo). Tikhonov
               stressed endurance and match fitness and soon brought results to the team. Helmuts Balderis came up through the organization and with Tikhonov moved to CSKA Moscow and all-Union
               fame. The Riga team, nonetheless, stayed in the top tier of Soviet hockey and acted as a proving
               ground for Latvian talent, which then moved up to greater teams (including the goaltender
               Arturs Irbe). With the collapse of the Soviet Union, high-level hockey team play in Latvia collapsed
               momentarily. The best and the brightest, including Arturs Irbe, Sandis Ozoliņš, Sergjs
               Žoltoks, and Grigorijs Panteļejevs, found homes in the NHL. Through the 1990s, these
               players kept the dream of international hockey at the highest levels alive through
               unbelievable effort at Hockey World Championships and the Olympic Games. Despite its
               small size and infinitesimally small number of registered hockey players, the Latvian
               national team stayed in the top division year after year. Soon after, throngs of boisterous
               Latvian fans followed the team (particularly at European venues) to support the team
               and loudly proclaim their status on the world stage. Even as this first generation
               of postindependence players retired, a new generation of players has filled the ranks
               and kept Latvia in or near the first division. The club team Rigas Dinamo was resurrected
               and plays in the Russo-centric KHL (Continental Hockey League), and new batches of
               Latvian players continue to funnel into the NHL. Each year, despite predictions and
               common sense, the Latvian national team clings to a position in the first division
               of world hockey. Latvian hockey fans, desperate to show their value and place on the
               international stage, fervently follow and support their team in world, European, and
               Olympic games. See also  .
            

         

         
         	HOLOCAUST

         
         	
            Defined strictly as the organized murder of that part of the civilian population that was Jewish, the Holocaust in Latvia had three phases. The first began in July
               1941 soon after the invasion of the USSR by the armed forces of Adolf Hitler’s Third
               Reich and the arrival of the advance units of Army Group Nord in Latvia at the end
               of June. Accompanying the German military were special units of the German Security Service (Sicherheitsdienst, SD)
               commanded by Major General Walter Stahlecker and under orders to initiate and carry
               out the elimination of Jews. The SD was also expected to recruit assistance from the Latvian population. The
               initiation of the first phase was accompanied by Nazi propaganda portraying Jews as
               Communists and Communist sympathizers responsible for the murder and repression of
               the Latvian population during the June 1940–June 1941 year of Soviet occupation. “Actions”
               carried out during the first phase focused on smaller towns and cities, though there
               was some activity in larger cities such as Riga and Daugavpils as well. Organized by the SD, these “actions” were carried out largely by local Latvian
               auxiliaries as well as by larger units such as the infamous Arājskommando, a 300-man unit that had been organized by Viktors Arājs, a Latvian recruited by the SD specifically for this purpose. Using blue buses, the
               Arājs unit drove from Riga to targeted locations, carried out their grisly tasks,
               and returned to Riga to report on the actions to SD headquarters. This pattern of
               activities lasted until the end of September, when the remaining Jews in the larger
               cities were herded into ghettos. The Riga ghetto was located in the so-called Moscow
               Suburb of the city; it occupied about 12 city blocks, was fenced off from the rest
               of the city by barbed-wire fences, and at its most crowded contained about 30,000
               Jews. The ghetto in Daugavpils—the old city fort—contained about 14,000 persons and
               the Liepāja ghetto about 800.
            

            
            The second phase of the Holocaust took place during November–December 1941, by which
               time Stahlecker had been replaced by SS General Friedrich Jeckeln as principal director
               of the “cleansing” operations. Acting on complaints from Berlin that the elimination
               of Jews in Latvia was taking too long and that the ghettos should be emptied, Jeckeln
               organized two “actions” on November 30 and December 8 in Riga, as a consequence of
               which about 25,000 persons were forced to walk 10 kilometers from the Riga ghetto
               east to a site at Rumbula, where they were shot and buried in mass graves. In these “actions,” Latvians helped
               to drive people from the ghetto and guarded them on the march, but German SD personnel
               did the shooting. Similar “actions” had already been carried out in Daugavpils (8–10
               November) and were implemented in Liepāja on 15–17 December. In part, the reason for
               emptying the ghettos was that the Berlin planners expected to transport to them a
               large number of Jews from Austria and the Czech lands to await later execution. Some
               25,000 Jews were in fact brought to the Latvian ghettos in the months after December
               1941.
            

            
            The third phase of the Holocaust was much less structured because it covered the rest
               of the German occupation period in Latvia. After the ghetto “actions,” the remaining
               Jews—an estimated 6,000–9,000—were transferred to concentration camps in Latvia, the
               largest of these being in Salaspils, Mežparks (a northern residential area of Riga), and Dundaga. The Daugavpils ghetto
               continued to operate with a much-reduced number of inmates. Though sporadic killings
               continued to take place until 1944–1945, it was the mass murders of July–December
               1941 that accounted for the vast majority of 70,000–83,000 Jews killed in Latvia.
               By the end of the war, only an estimated 1,000 Jewish persons in Latvia at the time
               of the invasion had survived.
            

            
            All research on the Holocaust in Latvia suggests that absolute numerical precision
               will not be possible because of lack of precise information on how many Latvian Jews
               there were at the outbreak of World War II (the last census was in 1935), how many of Latvia’s Jews had fled to the Soviet Union when the German invasion started, conflicting numerical information about the Jews
               who were brought to Latvia from elsewhere after December 1941 and how many were transported
               to the death camps in occupied Poland, and flawed information on the number of persons
               in the ghettos. Moreover, alongside the large and better-documented “actions,” the
               killing of individual Jews took place during the entire period from July 1941 to the
               end of the war. The best estimate for the number of Jews murdered in Latvia during
               the Holocaust is 70,000–83,000. Outside of the Holocaust—the murder of Jews—the Third
               Reich also organized the industrial murder of Romani (Gypsies), Jehovah’s Witnesses, homosexuals, the mentally ill, and the handicapped.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	HUMAN RIGHTS

         
         	
            The modern concept of human rights has a relatively short history in the territory
               of present-day Latvia as other concepts of rights, liberties, and freedoms were more
               commonly in use. The bulk of history in the territory is medieval or early modern,
               and rights, responsibilities, obligations, and privileges were defined by religious
               communities (accepted congregations versus dissenters) and social orders: the rights
               of peasants and serfs were essentially different than those of burghers and nobility
               and the system was deemed ordained by God. The concept of a universal set of rights
               appropriate to all humans was alien to the times. By the late 18th century, Enlightenment
               thought percolated into the eastern Baltic littoral, but at a very slow drip. Even
               through the first half of the 19th century, the discussion of the rights of man made
               exceptions (more properly exclusions) for gender, class, and religion. Through the 19th and into the 20th century, the extension of rights to individuals,
               civil rights, was most often pursued through national or class channels. Even with
               the founding of the independent Republic of Latvia in 1918, a comprehensive discussion
               of human rights was absent. Full individual civil rights were included in the Constitution of 1922, but that part was not ratified and thus basic civil rights were guaranteed through
               legal codes and not within the founding legal document of the state (the second part
               of the constitution was ratified in 1998). Likewise, most political activism to extend
               rights to those that did not share in them equally continued through class channels
               (through the underground Latvian Communist Party) or through national ones (through minority protections in the League of Nations). Modern human rights are essentially a product of World War II, heavily influenced by the nightmare of the Holocaust, and initially were rejected by the socialist bloc of the international arena headed
               by the USSR (which occupied Latvia). The Universal Declaration of Human Rights that
               was adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations on 10 December 1948 was marred by the abstention of the USSR and many of its allies.
            

            
            The modern concept of human rights began to influence occupied Latvia when the USSR
               signed the Helsinki Accords in 1975. The accords, which did not have the legal binding
               power of a treaty, were an attempt to soften relations between communist eastern Europe
               and the capitalist west. The accords recognized borders but also committed signatories
               to respect human rights. Soon after, dissidents in the Soviet Union began to reference the Helsinki Accords in pointing out human
               rights abuses by the USSR. In Latvia, the first and most influential dissident movement
               to reference the Helsinki Accords and use the language of human rights violations
               was the group Helsinki-86. By 1987, the group, despite Soviet persecution, staged anti-Soviet demonstrations
               in Riga to commemorate 14 June and 23 August. As the movement for independence became mainstream,
               the early dissidents of Helsinki-86 were marginalized and failed in their bid to win
               seats in independent Latvia’s Saeima. Still, the transplanting of the modern rubric of human rights became a standard
               fixture of Latvian political debate through the 1990s.
            

            
            In contemporary Latvia, the Interfront movement, which opposed Latvian independence, provided much of the organizational
               structure for the party Equal Rights (Līdztiesība), which claimed to represent the
               disenfranchised, predominantly Slavic population of Latvia. This party won parliamentary
               representation initially but after waning electoral fortunes merged with several similar
               parties in 1998 to form the alliance For Human Rights in a United Latvia (Par cilvēka
               tiesībām apvienotā Latvijā). Their use of the term human rights, however, revolved solely on issues of minority rights and citizenship. The Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development
               and the United Nations each kept fact-finding missions in Latvia and authored yearly
               reports on the human rights conditions in Latvia. On the political front, these organizations
               denied most of the claims of parties such as For Human Rights in a United Latvia that
               the Republic of Latvia was committing human rights violations through ethnic discrimination.
               Although the missions often suggested potential legislation or state actions that
               could mediate ethnic tensions, they did not uncover explicit state programs that denied
               human rights. The Latvian state celebrated such findings but ignored the missions’
               other finding on human rights abuses, most specifically in prison populations and
               in other marginalized communties. As a result, the contemporary Latvian political
               scene is divided between the state and its ethnic Latvian supporters who see no defined
               human rights violations in ethnic terms and Slavic activists, such as Tatjana Ždanoka, who continue to push the envelope of human rights in Latvia to include ethnic political
               inclusion. Both sides, however, are far more reluctant to investigate human rights
               violations against refugees, the prison population, psychiatric patients, the Romani, and the LGBT communities of Latvia.
            

         

         
         	HUPEL, AUGUST WILHELM (1737–1819)

         
         	
            August Wilhelm Hupel was a well-known Baltic German writer and publisher in the Baltic provinces during the last decades of the 18th and early decades of the 19th century. His publishing
               efforts produced a series of descriptive works about Livonia and Estonia (1774–1782) at a time when these provinces were not well known or understood.
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         	IĻĢI

         
         	
            Iļģi is a seminal Latvian folk and postfolk musical group that combines historic Latvian
               folk songs and instruments with modernized arrangements. The band was founded in 1981
               and initially played and recorded in a traditional folk style. By 1998, the band had
               found its voice in a combination of musical styles and tempos, with a foundation in
               traditional Latvian music, thus setting the parameters for the modern postfolk movement.
               Other postfolk bands, such as Auļi, have further stretched this definition. Iļģi has
               received Latvia’s Best Folk Music Album award five times and continues to perform.
               Although many musicians have played in the band’s ranks, its historic core is Ilga
               Reizniece and Māris Muktupāvels.
            

         

         
         	INČUKALNS UNDERGOUND GAS RESERVE (INČUKALNA PAZEMES GÅZES KRĀTUVE)

         
         	
            The Inčukalns Underground Gas Reserve is a massive reservoir of natural gas that supplies
               Latvia, Estonia, northeastern Russia, and some of Lithuania. The reserve is filled through the summer months and then distributed over the winter.
               Underground geologic chambers were discovered across the Baltic region in 1950, and
               the Inčukalns site was viewed as the most optimal, at a distance of 700 meters below
               ground. Construction began in 1966 and was completed by 1968. Unlike with oil supply
               and transit issues that are often contentious and tied to geopolitical tensions, the
               management of the gas reserve has been largely apolitical, in part because all parties
               involved need the existing system. The reserve is a potential security risk, however,
               and will need replacement or considerable improvement in the long term. See also  .
            

         

         
         	INDEPENDENCE WARS (ATBRĪVOŠANAS CĪŅAS, NEATKARĪBAS CĪŅAS)

         
         	INDEPENDENCE WARS

         
         	
            A series of battles fought by the armed forces of the newly established Latvian government,
               headed by Kārlis Ulmanis, from December 1918 to January 1920, as a result of which all the German and Bolshevik military formations opposed to Latvian independence were driven from Latvian territory.
               The beginning of these wars was decidedly grim for the Latvian forces after they were
               forced to abandon Riga weeks after proclaiming an independent republic. In January 1919, the situation of
               the new Latvian government, formed after the 18 November 1918 proclamation of independence,
               looked hopeless. It had virtually no standing army. The hostilities of World War I had ended, and, although Germany had agreed to the armistice of 11 November 1918, elements of its army still occupied
               Courland (Kurzeme). Moreover, by January 1919 the army of the Latvian Bolsheviks had taken
               power in Livonia (Vidzeme), occupied Riga, and formed a government headed by Pēteris Stučka. In January 1919, the Latvian government, having fled to Liepāja (Libau) in Courland and now, in a sense, under the protection of the Germans, appointed
               Oskars Kalpaks to form a Latvian army. The volunteer Latvian Army thus hastily created joined with
               the Germans in a temporary alliance against the Bolshevik forces. In March 1919, Kalpaks
               was killed and Jānis Balodis was named to command the Latvian forces. Political relationships deteriorated, however.
               The Germans expelled the Ulmanis government from Liepāja in April and created an alternative
               German-sponsored Latvian government headed by Andrievs Niedra. Still, a combined German–Latvian army routed the Bolsheviks from Riga and Livonia
               by the end of May 1919. With defeat imminent, Bolshevik forces slaughtered many perceived
               opponents in the spring of 1919, often referred to as the Red Terror. German troops
               took revenge in May 1919 with their own White Terror, slaughtering many accused of
               Bolshevik ties or sympathies.
            

            
            Having succeeded against the common enemy, the Latvian Army under Balodis and the
               Germans now confronted each other. The German army units, commanded by Rüdiger von
               der Goltz, had in the meantime been joined by some units of the Russian “White” (anti-Bolshevik)
               Army commanded by an adventurer named Pavel Bermont-Avalov. Von der Goltz and Bermont-Avalov
               formed an alliance against the Latvian forces and swept northward into Livonia (Vidzeme).
               The Latvians in turn requested and received military help from the army of the newly
               formed Estonian government, and a combined Latvian–Estonian army defeated the advancing German–White Russian army near the Livonian city of Cēsis (Wenden). The summer months of 1919 brought a respite and allowed the Latvian Army
               to expand and supply itself. Although the Versailles Peace Treaty was signed on 28
               June and all armed forces of Germany were required to leave the territories they occupied,
               von der Goltz found various pretexts to delay his departure and continued his alliance
               with Bermont-Avalov. The Niedra government, however, was dissolved in June, and the
               Ulmanis government returned to Riga on 8 July.
            

            
            In early November, the Bermondt-Avalov forces attacked and besieged Riga. After a
               few harrowing days, Latvian national forces held the bridges into the city and held
               out against a siege. The Latvian Army, its ranks much enlarged and its infantry better
               trained and supplied, and supported by Allied naval bombardments, attacked the bermontieši (as the combined German–White Russian army had come to be called), lifted the siege
               of Riga, and continued to drive the bermontieši south and out of Latvian territory throughout November. By mid-December, von der
               Goltz’s units, having also been defeated by the Lithuanian Army, were on their way back to Germany. In January 1920, the Latvian national army,
               together with Polish units sent by Josef Pilsudski, defeated the remnants of the Latvian
               Bolshevik forces, which by that time were only in control of the extreme southeastern
               corner of Latvian territory in Latgale (including the cities of Rēzekne and Daugavpils). This was the last military action of the “independence wars.” Latvia signed peace
               treaties with Germany in July and with Soviet Russia in August 1920.
            

         

         
         	INDUSTRIALIZATION

         
         	
            In the Latvian territory, industrialization cannot be thought of as a process that,
               after starting in the 19th century, continued without interruption to transform the
               economy and the labor force, as, for example, in England. Nor can it be thought of as a process
               originated by Latvians themselves. The history of industrial growth in the Latvian
               region is better thought of as having phases, each somewhat different from the rest.
               Before the 19th century, the economy of the area was dominated by large landed estates
               with enserfed (see ) farming populations. Such nonagricultural production as existed took place within the framework of these
               estates and at the initiative of wealthy landowners or regional rulers. Thus in the
               17th century, when Livonia was governed by Sweden, permission to establish “manufactories” was given to small
               towns and villages; the urban patriciates of Riga, the metropolitan center of Livonia, were interested primarily in short- and long-distance
               trade and permitted only artisan workshops. Duke Jacob Kettler, attracted to mercantilist ideas, promoted iron smelting and other supportive activities
               in his province. But by the end of the 18th century, some 15 larger “manufactories”
               were operating in Riga as well in the form of sawmills, paper mills, sugar refineries,
               and soap and candle mills. These produced goods for local use, and only some sawmill
               products were exported. All these enterprises were owned and operated by Riga merchants,
               though in the countryside the occasional landed estate had also begun nonagricultural
               production of this kind as a sideline, using enserfed peasants as the labor force.
               These patterns began to change substantially in the middle decades of the 19th century
               as the prerequisites to industrialization appeared. Serf emancipation in the 1816–1819 period and a series of laws removing obstacles to labor migration
               permitted rural people to seek economic betterment in cities. Infrastructural development,
               such as the introduction of railway lines, expanded distribution facilities of manufactured
               goods, imported technological innovations, and increased per capita production, and
               both foreign and domestic capital became increasingly available to entrepreneurs.
               Tariffs introduced by the tsarist government to some extent protected domestic industries.
               Industrial experts from western Europe found ready employment in the Baltic area,
               and the vast Russian Empire provided a ready and nearby market; consequently, there was rapid growth in
               Riga of machine building and metal works, the chemical industry, rubber manufacture,
               and textiles. Still, by the end of the century, only about 17 percent of the labor
               force in the Latvian area was engaged in industrial enterprises; the rest worked in
               agriculture (56 percent), trade, transport, and service occupations.
            

            
            World War I and the disintegration of the Russian Empire changed completely the pattern of prewar
               development. During the war, the actual occupation of Courland by the German army and its potential occupation of all of the Baltic area caused
               Russian authorities to dismantle all industrial equipment in the Latvian territories
               and move it to the Russian interior. Massive refugee flows caused severe disruptions
               to labor in the remaining industrial facilities. When Latvia emerged from the conflict
               as an independent state, the proportion of its labor force working in industry had
               fallen to about 6 percent, the Russian market had almost disappeared, and many wealthy
               people and their capital had fled westward. Moreover, the new Latvian government was
               occupied principally with putting in order the agricultural base of the Latvian economy
               through agrarian reform, creating credit facilities, providing subsidies to a huge number of new smallholders,
               and finding markets for agricultural exports. Still, industrial recovery did take
               place during the interwar decades, though production levels never reached those of
               the pre-1914 period. The proportion of the labor force working in industry by the
               late 1930s had rebounded to the 17 percent figure of the end of the 19th century but
               not to the 19 percent of just before the start of the war. A very large proportion,
               possibly most, of industrial enterprise in Latvia was owned by persons not of Latvian
               nationality, which fact lay behind the policy of the authoritarian government of Kārlis Ulmanis to seek the “Latvianization” of industrial ownership.
            

            
            Industrial growth in Latvia suffered another major blow during the two occupations
               of the country by the USSR (1940–1941) and Hitlerite Germany (1941–1945). Nationalization of industry, wartime population losses, the relocation of industrial equipment to the USSR, forced production for
               military needs, and similar distortions all meant that industrial growth in Latvia
               had to “recover” once again. But when the country emerged from World War II as the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic, further development now had to proceed not
               through private initiative or the initiatives of the Latvian government but according
               to all-Union plans laid down in Moscow. These required the creation of large, specialized
               industrial facilities in Latvia making goods for the entire USSR, in spite of the
               absence of an adequate local labor force or raw materials. These plans in turn occasioned
               the movement to the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic of hundreds of thousands of
               workers from the Slavic republics of the Soviet Union. This was the general framework
               within which industrial development continued in Latvia over the next four decades.
               By 1990, about 28 percent of the labor force was engaged in industrial production
               in an industrial economy that was centered on Riga and had become technologically
               very advanced, with a large number of specialized lines of production.
            

            
            Since the renewal of independence in 1991, Latvian industry has been searching for
               its proper niche as the country has reoriented its economic activity toward western
               Europe; in 2004, it joined the European Union. The proportion of the labor force working in industry has dropped to about 18 percent
               as a result of the dismantling of the large enterprises of the Soviet period, the
               return of private ownership and entrepreneurial activity, and major expansions in
               the service sector of the economy. Foreign investment from Germany and the Scandinavian
               countries has increased but has been unevenly distributed across economic sectors,
               fueling the industrial sector less than the service sector. Wages in the industrial
               sector per se have not been able to satisfy much of the labor force, which has sought
               employment abroad (in England, Ireland, and Scandinavia) in large numbers. Latvian
               industrial development is in a transition stage, as industry seeks its proper place
               in what is now a highly competitive European environment. With the economic depression
               of 2008–2010 and the resulting austerity measures, Latvian labor prices became attractive
               to foreign investment and spurred a small industrial recovery. Similarly, Latvian
               exports have increasingly added value with some industrial involvement, exporting
               finished wood products or furniture, for example, rather than just lumber. Latvia
               also now exhibits many of the characteristics of a postindustrial economy with more
               economic growth centered on different sectors of the economy, such as goods and services,
               banking and finance, and high technology. Still, Latvia’s demographic crisis and the
               added costs of bringing in energy and raw materials for most goods limit the degree
               of industrial expansion and development. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	INOKENTIJS MĀRPLS

         
         	
            Inokentijs Mārpls is a punk rock musical group that was formed in Soviet Latvia and
               is one of the founding fathers of the punk and noncommercial musical scene in contemporary
               Latvia. The group’s core founders, Raimonds Lagimovs and Māris Šverns, began playing,
               and home recording, punk songs in 1985, initially calling themselves Aklā Zārna. In
               1986, they began performing at small clubs and festivals, and from 1987 they became
               known as Inokentijs Mārpls (although Šverns also left the band ultimately to form
               an alternative group, Baložu Pilni Pagalmi). Although they have performed internationally
               and in Latvia for 30 years and have appeared on various compilations, their own debut
               album (Spēks no tētiem) was only released in 2000. Throughout the band’s existence, many other alternative
               artists from Latvia’s musical scene have collaborated with them, and Lagimovs and
               Šverns have been central to the noncommerical alternative and punk scene in Latvia,
               alternately collaborating with or advising other artists, playing festivals, and founding
               with Jānis Daugavietis the first radio show of this musical genre, Bitīt matos (A Bee in the Hair). See also  .
            

         

         
         	INTEGRATION

         
         	
            The concept of integration has been part of political discourse in Latvia from the
               late 1990s onward. It gained currency as the Republic of Latvia, having resumed an
               independent existence in 1991 after the dissolution of the USSR, began to think seriously
               about the standards it had to meet to become a member of such international institutions
               as the European Union. For a time after 1991, the main concerns of the renewed state focused on resolving
               the socioeconomic, cultural, institutional, and political problems typical of an eastern
               European postcommunist country. But in time that problem cluster expanded to include the concerns of the
               future partners and allies the country would obtain when it became embedded officially
               in the international organizations western Europeans had launched much earlier.
            

            
            This reorientation was somewhat slow in coming because it did not initially have the
               backing of a large segment of public opinion, especially among the Latvian population of the country but among other nationality groups as well. Latvians perceived themselves
               as having just escaped from a large and domineering state structure, namely the USSR,
               and to some extent resented, as they saw it, being again dictated to by outside powers.
               Among the Russian and other Slavic populations, a considerable body of opinion held
               that Latvia would be better off attaching itself to the post-Soviet structures created
               by the Russian Federated Republic rather than those created by “the West.”
            

            
            There being little unanimity in the population on these questions, the initial steps
               in the reorientation had to be taken by a succession of Latvian governments (cabinets),
               and those started in 1998 with the creation of an “integration council” at the ministerial
               level. This step and all the others that followed signaled clearly that the reorientation
               would be pointing toward “the West”; ultimately, these efforts were capped by the
               admission of Latvia to both the European Union and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in 2004. By 2006, there had also been created in the Latvian government a special
               assignments minister for social integration who had a staff in the form of a secretariat.
               The work of this unit drew upon and coordinated the ongoing work of other entities
               of the Latvian government that dealt with immigration and naturalization, schooling,
               language training, minority rights, and regional economic development.
            

            
            The efforts of these governmental structures have been aimed at reducing the “fault
               lines” of Latvian society so as to prevent them from generating full-fledged alienation
               of various socioeconomic groupings from general society. These “fault lines” include
               the fact that a significant proportion (18 percent) of the population of the country
               does not have citizenship and was entering the process of naturalization only very
               slowly. In addition, a substantial portion of the population (Russians and other Slavic
               speakers) has made little effort to learn the language of the state (Latvian), resent having to do so, and contain in their activist ranks
               individuals advocating a two-language state (Latvian and Russian). Beyond that, changing
               definitions of minority have come to include minorities not defined by reference to nationality or language but by sexual preference, physical
               disability, age, and other features. This expansion of basic concepts in Latvia has
               clearly been driven by a similar expansion of basic concepts in western societies.
               The Latvian government over time has responded with programs seeking to increase the
               pace of naturalization, improve language training, promote the idea of wide-ranging
               tolerance, and create various “master plans” for achieving “integration.” Integration,
               however, has yielded limited results. By the second decade of the 21st century, citizenship
               had receded in importance to be supplanted by battles around official language policies.
               Slavic activists pushed for a referendum in 2012 to raise Russian to official status
               that was roundly defeated by ethnic Latvian votes. There is an underlying resentment
               among non-ethnic Latvians that integration is a poorly disguised program for assimilation
               and that there are few real attempts to create integration with acceptance of diversity.
               As a result, despite occasional efforts at integration, the Latvian political arena
               has ossified around ethnic divisions.
            

            
            Many of the “fault lines” that now exist in Latvian society have been there for a
               long time, of course. In the first period of independence (1918–1940), the population
               of Latvia included about 25 percent minority populations defined by nationality; the
               Latvian government responded to this fact by creating and subsidizing schools and
               cultural organizations for the “minority nationalities.” During the Soviet period,
               the government of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic believed the “nationality
               problem” to have been solved and defined it as nonexistent. The philosophy driving
               integrational activities since the late 1990s is different insofar as it involves
               a mandatory proactive stance by central, regional, and local governments. Toleration
               of differences, prevention of alienation, promotion of self-awareness and self-esteem,
               and diminution of discriminatory practices are not expected to appear “naturally”
               but have to be actively sought, with careful periodic monitoring of achievements and
               failures. The premise behind such efforts is that even a society as relatively small
               as Latvia’s can unwittingly slide toward a state of simmering if not overt socioeconomic
               conflict, alienation, and fragmentation.
            

         

         
         	INTERFRONT (WORKING PEOPLE’S INTERNATIONAL FRONT)

         
         	
            The Interfront was organized in Estonia during the three-year period from 1988 to 1991 that eventually led to the collapse
               of the Soviet Union and the return of Baltic independence. Those in Latvia who opposed all reforms realized
               that the number of people who approved of Mikhail Gorbachev’s reform policy was growing
               and organizing and thus needed an organizational response. Though the Interfront began
               to take organizational form during the summer of 1988, the Latvian branch did not
               have its first meeting until January 1989, by which time the Latvian Popular Front had already started its activities. In Latvia, as elsewhere, the Interfront activists
               were a diverse group, coming from the party nomenklatura, the leadership cadres of the all-Union industrial enterprises that had been established
               in Latvia, and the various USSR military organizations situated in Riga because the headquarters of the Baltic Military District was there.
            

            
            The intent of Interfront was to stop any changes that would threaten Moscow’s control
               of Latvia and the dominant role of the Communist Party in the country. In its public
               pronouncements, the Interfront also claimed to be protecting the interests of the
               non-Latvian population of the country against what it portrayed as the rise of “rabid nationalism.” Even though most of its active and visible members were not Latvians (mostly Russians),
               Latvian   Communist   Party members remaining loyal to Moscow were also active in it; on the other hand, the
               reform goals of the Popular Front were supported by large numbers of non-Latvians
               in the country.
            

            
            From 1988 on, the Interfront sought to match the Popular Front in the number of mass
               meetings held, public observations of important holidays, and constant production
               of propaganda leaflets and brochures. Though it portrayed itself as an organization
               responsive to public pressures “from below,” it was in fact widely perceived to have
               been organized by and be protecting those in positions of power. In May 1990, when
               Mikhail Gorbachev decreed the illegality of the independence resolutions passed by
               the Supreme Soviets of the three Baltic states, the Interfront became part of a larger organization named
               the Committee to Defend the Constitutional Rights of the People of the USSR and the
               Latvian SSR. The Latvian branch of this committee was headed by Alfreds Rubiks, the first secretary of the Communist Party wing that had remained loyal to Moscow.
               This organization by December 1990 had spawned another entity, or at least another
               name, the Committee to Save Latvia. The members of this organization continued their
               activities during 1991 and, on 19 August 1991, proclaimed their full support for the
               coup against Gorbachev in Moscow. When word came that the coup had failed, on 21 June
               the Supreme Soviet arrested the leaders of this committee, notably Alfreds Rubiks,
               for seeking to overthrow the elected leadership of Latvia and held them for later
               trial and imprisonment. Released from jail, Rubiks together with other Interfront
               activists reformed on the radical left wing of Latvia’s political spectrum and continued
               to press for Russian rights and closer ties with Moscow.
            

         

         
         	INTERNET

         
         	
            The internet’s beginnings in Latvia were in the Institute of Mathematics and Informations
               in 1992. Generally, all of Latvia’s telecommunications system (including the potential
               for internet access) was severely retarded by the cumbersome and technologically backward
               inheritance from the Soviet telecommunications grid. Through the 1990s, Latvia aggressively
               modernized the telecommunications infrastructure and as a result benefited from building
               a more modern general system. As a further result, most of Latvia’s current inhabitants
               have access (through multiple providers) to a fiber-optic-based internet system that
               is the fourth fastest globally and the second fastest in Europe. Internet penetration
               is equally impressive as more than 70 percent of Latvia’s inhabitants regularly use
               the internet. Latvia enjoys the cutting edge of modern internet services from news
               and entertainment to banking and commerce and governmental services.
            

         

         
         	IRBE, ARTŪRS (1967–)

         
         	
            Artūrs Irbe began his hockey career as a goalie in the Soviet hockey world but moved
               toward supporting an independent Latvian state and was an early champion of a national
               Latvian hockey team. He was the foundation of early Latvian hockey success and part
               of a popular movement that celebrated international hockey success (in Olympic Games
               or World Championships) as a sign of Latvia’s accession to a global stage. Irbe moved
               to the National Hockey League in 1989, leading first the San Jose Sharks to playoff
               success and then the Carolina Hurricanes to the Stanley Cup Finals. After retiring
               from his playing career, Irbe has continued to shepherd the development of hockey
               in Latvia and the national team on the international stage (occasionally as a coach
               of goalies). Irbe has at times supported the nationalist right in Latvia’s political world but has mostly preserved his status as a generally
               admired and loved ambassador of a general Latvian cause at home and abroad. See also .
            

         

         
         	IRBE, KĀRLIS (1861–1934)

         
         	
            Kārlis Irbe was one of the more prominent Lutheran clergymen of Latvian birth before World War I, in a period when the Baltic German influence on Latvian Lutheranism remained strong. He helped organize the affairs of
               the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church in Russia as president of its consistory during the turmoil of World War I and the immediate
               postwar period and then served as the first bishop of the church in Latvia from 1922
               to 1931. See also .
            

         

         
         	IRBENE RADIO TELESCOPE

         
         	
            The Irbene Radio Telescope is a 32-meter diagonal dish that is nearly 50 meters high
               on the northern coast of Kurzeme. It was built by the Soviet Army in 1960 as part
               of a secret surveillance network that listened in on satellite communications. The
               radio telescope was turned over to the Latvian Academy of Sciences upon the departure of the Russian Army and initially sat unused and in a state of
               disrepair. The telescope is now the crown jewel of the Ventspils International Radio
               Astronomy Center and is being used in tests for the European Very Long Baseline Interferometry
               Network.
            

         

         
         	IRLAVA TEACHERS SEMINARY

         
         	
            Established in 1841 by the Courland nobility (Ritterschaft), the Irlava Seminary (teacher-training school) prepared some 835 youths to become
               primary and secondary school teachers, and from this number some 750 actually worked
               in that capacity in Courland. In Latvian history, the Irlava Seminary had the same
               intended role in Courland as the seminary headed by Jānis Cimze in Livonia (Vidzeme), namely, to educate young Latvians to become teachers primarily in rural
               areas in order to raise the cultural level of the Latvian peasantry. One unintended
               consequence of this effort was that after the 1850s many of these rural schoolteachers—in
               Courland and Livonia—became the prime movers of the Latvian “national awakening,” challenging Baltic German cultural, political, and economic hegemony in the Latvian territories. The seminary
               was closed in 1900 when the Courland nobility ceased its funding. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	ISKOLAT

         
         	
            The word used to describe the short-lived government of Soviets established at the
               end of 1917 in the part of Vidzeme (Livonia) that had temporarily escaped occupation by the German Army, which at that time controlled
               virtually all Latvian territory. The Iskolat “government” came into being as a by-product
               of the October (November) Revolution in St. Petersburg, when the Bolsheviks overthrew the Russian provisional government. In the Latvian territories, the Bolshevik
               cause had made considerable headway, especially among the Strēlnieki, on whose help the Latvian Bolsheviks counted. On 16–18 December, there took place
               in Valmiera the Second Congress of Latvian Workers, Soldiers, and Landless Peasants with 297 delegates,
               who proclaimed the existence of a Soviet government in the unoccupied part of Vidzeme.
               Ultimate power was granted to a Latvian Soviet consisting of 69 persons, which in
               turn elected an executive committee of 26 persons led by the Bolshevik Fricis Roziņš. Roziņš had participated in the “new current” in the 1890s, worked on the newspaper Dienas Lapa  with Jānis Rainis and Pēteris Stučka, and afterward became one of the leading Latvian Bolsheviks. The Iskolat government,
               however, was unable to accomplish very much because in February 1918 the German Army
               occupied the rest of the Latvian territory, forcing the Bolsheviks and their supporters
               to flee. Moreover, since the Iskolat government’s future plans (and those of the Latvian
               Bolsheviks in general) did not unambiguously call for an independent Latvia—which
               was being demanded by a now burgeoning national independence movement—Iskolat’s appeal
               in broader circles was in any case limited. The Latvian Bolsheviks had to wait until
               1919 for another try at establishing a Soviet Latvia. See also .
            

         

         
         	IVANOVS, JĀNIS (1906–1983)

         
         	
            Jānis Ivanovs was a decorated Soviet Latvian composer but also faced charges of “formalism”
               at the end of Josef Stalin’s rule. Ivanovs graduated from the Conservatory of Latvia
               in 1933 and worked for Latvian Radio and the Symphonic Orchestra. Ivanovs continued
               working at the Latvian State Radio in the Soviet era and taught at the Soviet Conservatory.
               Raimonds Pauls was among his students. In 1948, as Soviet authorities criticized Shostakovitch,
               Prokofiev, and Khachaturian for “formalism” in their compositions, a charge which
               carried with it the possibility of arrest and the Gulag, Latvian Communist hard-liners
               looked for formalism in their midst. Ivanovs and Nilss Grīnfelds were the top targets
               and were marked for criticism by the Latvian   Communist Party. Ivanovs was forced to confess the error of his ways and profess his loyalty. In
               1949, his Sixth Symphony (The Latgale Symphony) hued closely to prescribed Soviet classical guidelines and was duly rewarded.
               He wrote 21 symphonies and became a central figure in the Soviet Latvian classical
               world before his death in 1983. See also  .
            

         

         
         	ĪVANS, DAINIS (1955–)

         
         	
            Dainis Īvans is a contemporary Latvian politician and journalist. He rose to prominence
               in the movement for greater autonomy, and eventually restored independence, at the
               end of the Soviet era. Īvans penned an editorial in the journal Literatūra un māksla speaking out against a Soviet-planned hydroelectric dam and also spoke out against
               plans for a Riga metro. From this position, as the protest movement gained strength, Īvans was voted
               the chair of Latvia’s Popular Front movement from 1988 until 1990. He retired from active politics in the 1990s but returned
               in the 2000s to try to revive the fortunes of the Latvian Social Democratic Workers Party. He was only partially successful and served in the Riga City Council from 2001 to
               2009. See also  .
            

         

         
         	IZGLĪTĪBAS MINISTRIJAS MENEŠRAKSTS (IMM)
         

         
         	
            Published from 1920 to 1940, the IMM (Ministry of Education Monthly) was the official organ of the Education Ministry in the interwar period. But, in
               the relative absence of specialized scholarly journals in Latvia, the IMM also served as an outlet for numerous scholarly studies on history, linguistics, pedagogy,
               and biography.
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         	JĀŅI

         
         	
            Jāņi is the Latvian festival marking the summer solstice, celebrated on 23–24 June.
               Though this festival was probably very significant in the pre-Christian era in the
               Latvian territories, from the 13th century onward 24 June was considered to be the
               birthday of John the Baptist and thus the pagan and Christian traditions were linked.
               In the Latvian church calendar, 24 June has been set as the name day for “John” (Jānis).
               In Latvian celebrations of Jāņi, the Christian elements tend to be underemphasized,
               giving way to all manner of presumably non-Christian rites, activities, songs, and
               personal decorations (e.g., the wearing of oak-leaf wreaths). The events start with
               a day (23 June) of preparations during which decorative greenery is bought and sold
               (zāļu diena or vakars). The high point comes during the evening and night between 23 and 24 June and involves
               the lighting of bonfires, preparation of special foods and drinks, and the singing
               of special Jāņi songs, some of ancient vintage. In the Soviet period from 1959 to
               1966, when Arvīds Pelše was the first secretary of the Latvian   Communist Party, the party’s drive against “bourgeois nationalism” included for a time the unsuccessful prohibition of the Jāņi festival. These prohibitions
               were gradually abandoned, and after the reestablishment of independence, Jāņi has
               become, arguably, the most popular and important national holiday. Each year, Jāņi
               celebrations include popular concerts and ethnic-themed celebrations. See also .
            

         

         
         	JANSONS-BRAUNS, JĀNIS (1872–1917)

         
         	
            The son of a farmer in Vidzeme, Jānis Jansons-Brauns received his secondary education at the Nicholas Gymnasium
               in Liepāja, continued his education at Moscow University, and in 1895 switched to Dorpat (Tartu)
               University to study law. Having become preoccupied with politics, however, he did
               not finish his studies but after 1895 became a prominent figure in the “new current” and one of the leaders of the growing Latvian socialist movement. He broke into
               print with the 1893 publication in Dienas Lapa (the new current’s favorite newspaper) of a speech called “Thoughts on Contemporary
               Literature,” in which he satirized Latvian writers and urged them to become literary realists
               so as to enter the mainstream of European literature. In subsequent writings, he became
               increasingly critical of the “national” and “nationalist” element in Latvian literature and increasingly insistent that it consciously pursue
               socially relevant themes, especially pertaining to the plight of the working classes.
               Arrested in 1897 with many other “new current” figures for revolutionary activities,
               he was exiled from the Baltic provinces to Smolensk. After this, his political career turned increasingly leftward. In 1904,
               he was elected to the Central Committee of the Latvian Social Democratic Party, and in 1905 he was one of the leaders of revolutionary activity (see ) in the Latvian region of the Baltic provinces. During the last decade of his life,
               Jansons-Brauns led an unsettled existence that alternated between short stays in Latvia
               and longer stays in various European countries, where he was actively engaged in building
               the Latvian socialist movement. Throughout his political career, he retained an active
               interest in Latvian literature and remained as much a political writer as a literary
               critic. He died in 1917 in the North Sea on a voyage between England and Latvia when
               his ship was torpedoed by a German submarine.
            

         

         
         	JAUNĀ STRĀVA

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	JAUNBEBRI PEASANT UPRISING (1841)

         
         	
            Sometimes also known as the Jaunbebri Potato Uprising, this incident followed a long
               series of bad harvests from 1835 to 1837 and in 1840. It was one of many such disturbances
               in the Latvian territories during the 1830s and 1840s, as bad weather, harvest failures,
               and the labor rents of the postemancipation—see —combined to form in the peasantry a chronic but unsatisfied desire to improve their
               condition. Freedom of contract suggested to peasants freedom of movement as well,
               but the emancipation laws had left with the estate owners the right to control the
               movement of peasants across estate boundaries. Peasants flocked to Riga and other population centers for permission to immigrate to the “warm lands” of the Russian Empire. Estate owners requested detachments of soldiers to prevent
               such peasant wanderings. In September 1841, in Jaunbebri in Vidzeme (Livonia), there was a clash between a military contingent that had arrested some peasants
               and other peasants who had gathered for the potato harvest in Veselauska estate but
               now sought to free the prisoners. The confrontation grew in size and ultimately required
               the use of some 10,000 soldiers and two cannons before the peasants were dispersed.
               About 113 peasants were tried and sentenced to run the gauntlet between soldiers to
               receive as many as 1,500 lashes. Among those who survived, many were imprisoned and
               later transported to Siberia. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	JAUNLATVIEŠI

         
         	
            Meaning “Young Latvians,” this term appeared in Baltic German writings of the 1850s to describe the first generation of Latvians (such as Juris Alunāns and Krišjānis Valdemārs) who participated in the Latvian “national awakening.” As used by Baltic German commentators, the term was clearly accusatory and polemical
               and proposed that the authorities (including the tsarist government) view the Latvian
               challenge to the Baltic German cultural hegemony as identical with the “Young Italy”
               and “Young Germany” (e.g., Heinrich Heine) nationalist movements in western Europe, many participants of which were outright revolutionaries.
               In Soviet-era Latvian historical writing, the term jaunlatvieši achieved wide usage again because it eliminated the need to use the term national (as in national awakening) and permitted “Young Latvians” to be portrayed more easily
               as the by-products of economic change (i.e., as the development of a Latvian urban
               and professional bourgeoisie with its ideology of “bourgeois nationalism”). In post-1991
               Latvian historical writing, these terms are now used interchangeably. See also .
            

         

         
         	JAUNSUDRABIŅŠ, JĀNIS (1877–1962)

         
         	
            Jānis Jaunsudrabiņš’s first publication (a poem) appeared in 1896, and from that point
               onward his productivity never diminished. Already before World War I, he had established a reputation as a poet, short story writer, and painter who drew
               his inspiration not only from the rural experiences of his youth but also from his
               wide travels. His two-part semiautobiographical novels, White Book (Baltā grāmata) and Green Book (Zaļā grāmata), have become a part of the canon of Latvian literature. Other works, such as The New Farmer and the Devil (Jaunsaimnieks un velns), were immensely popular in the interwar era but have since faded from memory. His
               creative work continued during the interwar period of independence, as well as after
               1944 when he immigrated to Germany. His collected works were published (1981–1985) in 18 volumes.
            

         

         
         	JAUNVOLE PEASANT UPRISING (1841)

         
         	
            One of the many peasant disturbances in the 1830s and 1840s in the Latvian territories,
               it was similar to the Jaunbebri Peasant Uprising but differed in that the Jaunvole estate was in Latgale and thus not in the Baltic provinces proper. In the latter, the earlier emancipation laws and the idea of “freedom of contract”
               fed peasant unrest, while in Latgale, where emancipation did not arrive until 1861,
               the principal causes of the uprising seem to have been a series of bad harvests and
               (to the peasants) unacceptable amounts of corvée  labor. In Jaunvole estate near Ludza, some 1,000 armed peasants took over the estate
               and actually engaged in combat with the Russian military contingents sent to disarm
               and disperse them. Some 21 peasants were killed, and about 200 were tried for sedition.
               Those found guilty were forced to run a gauntlet of soldiers, with the most severe
               punishment being 8,000 lashes. Those who did not die were transported to Siberia.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	JELGAVA (MITAU, MITAVA)

         
         	
            The fourth largest Latvian city in the year 2015 (63,600 inhabitants), Jelgava was
               for centuries the principal city of the Duchy of Courland and retained that role when the duchy became a Russian province. The site of the city
               was already inhabited in the early 13th century, when the Swordbrothers decided to build a castle there in 1265 to assist with the further colonization of
               the indigenous population of the region and to aid in defense against the Lithuanians. Jelgava was the only site of a Latvian Song Festival outside of Riga and was the home of an agricultural college in the interwar years
               (on the site of a Rastelli-built palace). Because of its central location, over the
               subsequent centuries control over Jelgava changed hands relatively frequently, and
               several times it was almost completely destroyed, most recently during World War II. During the Soviet era, Jelgava was the home of crucial Soviet industrial construction
               and the home of a totemlike industrial concern, Riga Autobus Factory, from 1975 to 1998.
            

         

         
         	JEWS

         
         	
            In the Latvian territories, the Jewish population was sparse until the 19th century.
               The 1834 soul revision listed some 500 in the Latvian districts of Livonia (Vidzeme) but a substantially greater number—some 23,000—in Courland (Kurzeme). The Courland figures may be explained by the fact that this province adjoined the
               northern border of the so-called Pale of Settlement (i.e., the northern border of
               the Lithuanian lands), and there was apparently substantial south-to-north migration. During the
               rest of the 19th century and until the 1930s, the total number of Jews in the Latvian
               territories continued to grow, reaching a maximum of about 95,000 in 1925, with about
               half of this number living in the capital city of Riga, where in the interwar years they constituted the largest ethnic minority. Business signs in Riga were frequently in Latvian, German, Russian, and Yiddish.
               During the second half of the 1930s, the total number of Jews fell somewhat due to
               out-migration. The nearly total destruction of the Jewish population in Latvia came
               in the first year of the German occupation of the country (1941–1942) with the application
               of the “final solution.” In the countryside, many Jews were executed in or near their
               places of residence, whereas the Riga, Daugavpils, and Liepāja ghettoes were created for the rest. The Riga ghetto also contained Jews brought there
               from other parts of German-occupied Europe. During the course of 1941–1942, a large
               proportion of this population was killed at several sites (Rumbula, Biķernieki Forest) on the outskirts of Riga. The total number of Jews killed in Latvia between 1941
               and 1945 is estimated at about 83,000. During the post–World War II decades, in-migration from other parts of the Soviet Union and natural growth expanded the Jewish population in Latvia to about 22,900 in 1989,
               in part because of a popular belief that migration to Israel or other foreign countries
               was easier from Riga than elsewhere. In the year 2015, as a consequence of emigration in the intervening years, that number stood at 10,385. See also .
            

         

         
         	JURJĀNS, ANDREJS (1856–1922)

         
         	
            Andrejs Jurjāns was a leading Latvian classical musician, composer, and folklorist
               in the second half of the 19th century. Jurjāns was born to a peasant family in the
               rural parish of Ērgļi in Livland and sang in the first Latvian Song Festival in 1873. Later, he would define much of the musical canon of future song festivals.
               He studied organ, horn, and composition at the St. Petersburg Musical Conservatory.
               He formed a musical quartet with his three brothers (each also influenced the development
               of music in Latvia) and played in the third Song Festival. In the early 1890s, Jurjāns
               collected folk songs in the Latvian countryside and often used this fieldwork to inspire
               his classical work. By 1910, his health began to fade, and in 1922 he died. Jurjāns
               was among the first Latvians to compose cantatas and symphonies. His folk-song work
               included a six-volume primer on folk music that became central to future folklorists’
               work. Many of his symphonic and choral compositions have become part of the canon
               of Song Festivals from the third to the last. Similarly, many folk songs are best
               known from Jurjāns’s arrangement and presentation. See also  .
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         	KAIJA, IVANDE (1876–1942)

         
         	
            Born Antonija Meldere-Millere but popularly known by her pen name, Kaija was an early
               Latvian author and women’s activist. Born in Vidzeme, she received her initial education in Riga. At the turn of the century, Meldere-Millere traveled to the Caucasus and studied
               in Berne and Leipzig before marrying a prominent Latvian doctor, Fēlikss Lūkins. Kaija
               wrote articles on child rearing and women’s issues and continued her studies at the
               Sorbonne. In 1913, she published her first novel, Original Sin (Iedzimtais gr ēks), which criticized tradition and conventions about marriage. Kaija and her family
               were refugees during World War I before returning to Riga in 1917. She was an early activist in the Latvian state
               and helped found the Latvian Women’s Association. She continued to write but suffered
               a severe stroke in 1921, which effectively ended her public life. She died in a car
               accident in Riga in 1942.
            

         

         
         	KAĻISTRATOVS, MELETIJS (1896–1941)

         
         	
            Meletijs Kaļistratovs was a Russian politician, social activist, and deputy to all
               four interwar Saeimas. Born in Daugavpils (Dvinsk) to an Old Believer family of merchants, Kaļistratovs went to school to become
               a teacher. He worked particularly closely with the Old Believer community of Ilukste
               District. Kaļistratovs volunteered to serve in the imperial army in World War I and fought in Baron Lieven’s Landeswehr division in the Russian Civil War. In 1920, he returned to Daugavpils,
               where he was elected to the city council and then to the first Saeima from the Old
               Believers electoral list. He served in all four Saeimas and was arrested after the
               Ulmanis coup of 1934. He was interred at the Liepāja   Concentration Camp for six months and then returned to work as a schoolteacher in Daugavpils. With Soviet
               occupation, Kaļistratovs was briefly promoted the director of a Russian school before
               being arrested in October. He was tried for his support of the Whites in the Russian
               Civil War and executed in the Daugavpils Prison on 23 June 1941. His former apartment
               is presently the home of the Daugavpils Russian Cultural Center.
            

         

         
         	KALNBĒRZIŅŠ, JĀNIS (1893–1986)

         
         	
            A dedicated Communist of the 1920s, Jānis Kalnbērziņš served as the first secretary
               of the Latvian   Communist Party in Soviet Latvia from 1940 to 1959 and in addition held a number of high-ranking posts
               both in the Soviet Latvian government and in the Communist Party of the USSR. He was
               a staunch supporter of most Stalinist measures, including those that resulted in the
               deportation of several hundred thousand Latvians to Siberia and in the progressive Russification of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic.
            

         

         
         	KALNIETE, SANDRA (1952–)

         
         	
            Sandra Kalniete’s mother, Ligita Dreifelde, was deported as a teenager in the 13–14
               June 1941 deportations. She returned to Latvia in 1948 but was again deported with her husband, Aivars Kalnietis,
               on 25 March 1949 (these two dates are the most infamous dates of Soviet deportation
               in Latvia’s history). While in Siberia, Ligita gave birth to Sandra Kalniete, who
               as a small child returned to Latvia with her family in 1957.
            

            
            Kalniete studied art theory and quickly joined the Latvian Popular Front at its inception in 1988 and rose through its ranks. She worked up the ranks of the
               newly reformed Ministry of Foreign Affairs and was named Latvia’s ambassador to France
               from 1997 to 2002. Kalniete became the minister of foreign affairs in the Repše government from 2002 until 2004. Kalniete was elected to the 2006 Saeima and in 2009 to the European Parliament. She served briefly in 2004 as Latvia’s first
               commissar within the leadership of the EU.
            

            
            Kalniete is equally known for her written works, the most well known of which is her
               Ar balles kurpēm Sibīrijas sniegos (With Dance Shoes in Siberian Snows), which relates her family story of exile in Siberia. This book has been widely translated
               and is in preliminary film discussions.
            

         

         
         	KALNIŅA, KLĀRA (1874–1964)

         
         	
            Klāra Kalniņa was a prominent Social Democrat activist and a pathbreaker for women’s political participation. Klāra and her husband, Pauls Kalniņš, were both active in the beginnings of the underground Social Democratic movement
               around Liepāja from 1901. As a result of this illegal political activity, they were forced to flee
               to Switzerland and Germany in 1903. They would return in 1907, and Kalniņa worked on the editorial board of
               Cīņa and remained on the central committee of the Social Democratic Party. Kalniņa was
               a member of the National Council of 1918 that declared Latvia’s independence and was
               elected to the Constituent Assembly in 1920 (one of only two women elected). She failed
               to win a seat in any Saeima but continued to work on the editorial boards of various Social Democratic newspapers
               and journals. Her husband, Pauls Kalniņš, was the speaker of the Saeima from 1924
               until 1934, and her son, Bruno Kalniņš, was an active Social Democrat throughout his life. Kalniņa fled Latvia in 1944,
               first to Austria where her husband died, and on to Sweden, where her son settled. Kalniņa died in 1964.
            

         

         
         	KALNIŅŠ, BRUNO (1899–1990)

         
         	
            Bruno Kalniņš was the prominent youth leader of the Latvian Social Democratic Party during the interwar period and its best-known activist when the party reorganized
               itself in Sweden after World War II. During World War I, he was present in Petrograd during the tumultuous events of 1917. He returned to
               Latvia and was a member of the National Council and actively participated in the Independence Wars. He was elected to the Constituent Assembly and was also elected to all four Saeimas (parliaments) on the Social Democratic ticket, was an active union activist, and organized
               the paramilitary wing of the Social Democratic Party. Imprisoned (as were all of the
               most prominent Social Democrats) after the 1934 coup of Kārlis Ulmanis and tried in an attempted show trial, he was expelled from Latvia in 1937 but returned
               in 1940, becoming a political functionary of the reorganized army under Soviet command.
               He was released from this post in October 1940. In July 1941, he was imprisoned by
               German occupational authorities until December of the same year. In 1942, he began
               organizing an underground Social Democratic movement and in 1943 participated in the
               founding of the Latvian Central Council. In 1944, along with other members of the Latvian Central Council leadership, he
               was arrested and imprisoned at the Salaspils Camp. From 1944 to 1945, he was transported to and imprisoned by German authorities
               in the Stuthof Concentration Camp in Germany, from which he left for Sweden. Prominent in European Social Democratic circles, he was from 1983 the honorary president
               of the Socialist International.
            

         

         
         	KALNIŅŠ, IMANTS (1941–)

         
         	
            Imants Kalniņš is a contemporary Latvian composer and occasional politician. Kalniņš
               was raised in post–World War II Soviet Latvia and studied music in Riga. In the early 1960s, he worked as a music teacher in Liepāja and first heard the Beatles. He wrote much of the music for a famous yet censored
               Latvian film classic, Elpojiet Dziļi (Breathe Deeply), and founded a rock and roll group, 2XBBM, in Liepāja in the late 1960s. This band
               was banned from performing, and Kalniņš spent much of the 1970s in a Soviet limbo
               of accredited work on seminal film soundtracks and time at a home in the Vidzeme countryside.
               After the advent of Gorbachev’s perestroika, Kalniņš took his antiestablishment reputation into politics, successfully running
               for the Supreme Council and for seats in the fifth, seventh, eighth, and ninth Saeimas (primarily from the LNNK and TB electoral lists). In 2013, Kalniņš, primarily upset
               with the lack of state funding of culture, wrote an open letter decrying the European Union and speaking approvingly of Aleksander Lukashenko’s Belarus and Vladimir Putin’s
               Russia. He has been in the political wilderness since. Still, his songs from the 1970s equal
               some of those of Raimonds Pauls for their emotional intensity and acclaim, a kind of mild dissenting soundtrack of
               the Soviet Latvian 1970s. See also  .
            

         

         
         	KALNIŅŠ, PAULS (1872–1945)

         
         	
            An activist in the Latvian Social Democratic Party almost since its founding, Kalniņš was also a deputy to the Constituent Assembly as
               well as to all of the four Saeimas (parliaments) of the interwar period. His wife, Klāra Kalniņa, and son, Bruno, were also prominent Social Democrats in the interwar era. In spite of his attachment
               to the ideology of social democracy, Kalniņš had a reputation for fairness and was
               chosen as president (speaker) of the Saeima from 1925 to 1934. Imprisoned after the
               1934 coup of Kārlis Ulmanis, he returned to private life during the next decade but went into exile in Germany and Austria in 1944 as the Soviet Army began to reoccupy Latvia. As the last president
               of the prewar Saeima, he was constitutionally the head of state despite Ulmanis’s
               coup until his death.
            

         

         
         	KALPAKS, OSKARS (1882–1919)

         
         	
            Oskars Kalpaks began to serve in the tsarist army in 1908 and had achieved officer
               rank well before World War I. In 1918, after the Bolshevik coup in Russia, he changed his allegiance to the new Latvian Provisional Government after the Latvian
               declaration of independence and in 1919 was named commander of the Provisional Government’s
               armed forces, which he had helped form—see . In 1919, during a battle in which the Latvian Army, now in a temporary alliance
               with German units still on Latvian territory, was fighting units of the Red Army,
               Kalpaks was killed by a German bullet in friendly crossfire. His contribution to Latvian
               independence was commemorated with the declaration of a national holiday in February.
               His importance has been far more symbolic as the first commander-in-chief than his
               accomplishments necessarily warranted. In later years, a division between those who
               had served with Kalpaks and those who had not had occasional importance in Latvia’s
               army.
            

         

         
         	KALVĪTIS, AIGARS (1966–)

         
         	
            Aigars Kalvītis was a prominent politician who was elected to the seventh Latvian
               Saeima (parliament) in 1998 as a member of the People’s Party (Tautas Partija), of which he was one of the founders. The party won 24 seats in
               the Saeima and was therefore a commanding presence as a moderate conservative party
               with a strong base in local governments and a large membership (around 4,000 members
               in 2002). Kalvītis became the leader of the party’s parliamentary faction, was chosen
               to be prime minister in a center-right coalition government in December 2004, and
               after the parliamentary election of 2006 became prime minister again in a different
               coalition of the same kind. His return to the position of prime minister was an unprecedented
               accomplishment in the history of the Saeima since it resumed its work in 1993 in postcommunist Latvia. Kalvītis was born in Riga and received a bachelor’s degree in agricultural economics in 1992. Before entering
               politics, he worked in various agriculture-related businesses and supplemented his
               knowledge with courses of study in Cork, Ireland, and the University of Wisconsin–Madison.
               During his career in the Saeima, he served as minister of agriculture from 1999 to
               2000 and as minister of economics from 2002 to 2004. Kalvītis presided over Latvia
               on the eve of the economic recession of 2008 and was blamed for being blind to its
               approach. He had boasted that Latvia was in the midst of a biblical “seven fat years”
               on the eve of crisis and as a result suffered political defeat and banishment in subsequent
               parliamentary elections. See also .
            

         

         
         	KANGARS

         
         	
            Originally one of the main figures in Andrejs Pumpurs’s Lāčplēsis, the 1888 national epic, and Jānis Rainis’s Uguns un nakts, a 1905 play based on the epic, Kangars in both these works of fiction is a Latvian
               political leader who plotted with the German crusaders and missionaries to help them
               conquer the Latvian territories. Written with a lowercase k, the term has entered
               the Latvian language as a synonym for “traitor” or “quisling,” the latter of which
               has a similar derivation.
            

         

         
         	KARGINS, VALĒRIJS (1961–)

         
         	
            Valērijs Kargins initially hoped to be a filmmaker but instead studied journalism
               at the University of Latvia (then Latvian State University). While studying, Kargins became active in the Komsomol
               and moved up in its ranks, also meeting his future business partner Viktors Krasovickis
               within the Komsomol hierarchy. The two partners reorganized the nearly defunct Komsomol
               organization PAREKS into an early tourism firm. In 1991, PAREKS received permission to open the first privately licensed currency
               exchange points in the entire former Soviet Union. In August 1991, Kargins, Krasovickis,
               and his wife, Ņina Kondratjeva, reorganized the business into a joint-stock company
               as the sole shareholders. In 1992, Kargins and Krasovickis opened the private bank
               Parex Bank, which quickly became one of Latvia’s largest (particularly after the collapse of
               Banka Baltija). Through the 1990s and early 2000s, the bank transferred legal ownership with a
               mysterious offshore enterprise, but by most accounts Kargins and Krasovickis remained
               the great beneficiaries of these moves. Both were regularly assumed to be among Latvia’s
               wealthiest individuals, with Kargins holding the larger public role as the bank president
               and chair. Despite irregularities in the awarding of Latvian citizenship to Kargins
               and his mother in 1993, the Saeima granted him citizenship in 1997 as a merit award for his work in Latvia. At the end
               of 2008, as a result of the international financial collapse and heavy exposure in
               Russia, Parex Bank was on the verge of bankruptcy and was essentially nationalized. The
               bank was reorganized and renamed Citadele Bank. Kargins and Krasovickis, however,
               maintained their considerable wealth. See also  .
            

         

         
         	KĀRTA

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	KAUDZĪTE, MATĪSS (1848–1926) AND REINIS (1839–1920)

         
         	
            Two brothers whose position in the history of Latvian literature rests largely on their joint creation—the novel Mērnieku laiki (Time of the Surveyors), published in 1879. The novel was the first Latvian-written representative of this
               genre of literary creativity, and most Latvian literary historians rank it as one
               of the best, if not the best, novels ever written in the Latvian language. It is certainly unrivaled in terms of popularity and sharply drawn characterizations
               of personality types among rural Latvians. The novel was set in the second half of
               the 19th century, when the surveying of existing landholdings and their reallocation
               was a significant phenomenon in rural Latvian territories in connection with rapid
               changes in the ownership of farmland. Interweaving three plot lines—a romantic-sentimental,
               a satirical, and a criminal—the Kaudzītes populated their novel with characters who
               quickly entered Latvian popular thinking as personality types: the speechifying nationalist whose language is saturated with references to a grandiose “higher mission”; the
               crafty peasant whose piety disguises a fervent materialism; the poseur who pretends
               to have transcended his Latvian peasant background by filling his conversation with
               (ungrammatical) German phrases and expressions; and the strong, silent, and honest
               young man who resists the pressure to conform. Both of the Kaudzīte brothers made
               other literary contributions to the “national awakening” effort before 1879, and both continued to publish in various genres of Latvian writing
               afterward, especially in the area of pedagogical literature. But their fame rests
               on Mērnieku laiki.
            

         

         
         	KAUGURI PEASANT UPRISING (1802)

         
         	
            This is the best known of the peasant disturbances that punctuated the territory of
               present-day Latvia during the last decades of the 18th and the first half of the 19th
               centuries. In 1801, in Vidzeme (Livonia, Livland) the harvest was poor, and the provincial government was forced to suspend for a
               time the dues-in-kind that the peasantry were being asked to pay in lieu of the existing
               capitation tax. Extra labor was being used by estate owners to permanently increase
               corvée  labor as such. Using the suspension period, many peasants—especially in the Valmiera (Wolmar) and Cēsis (Wenden) districts—demanded the right to pay the capitation tax without intervention
               from estate owners and refused to deliver the extra corvée. Others demanded that the
               Russian government free them from subordination to private estate owners and consider
               them instead crown peasants. The resistance was particularly strong on the Kauguri
               estate, where a crowd of about 3,000 peasants from Kauguri and surrounding estates
               gathered to express their opposition. The estate owner decided to call for help from
               the Russian military. On 10 October, a clash killed 18 peasants and wounded eight.
               When additional military units arrived, the crowd dispersed. The leaders of the uprising
               were arrested, tried, and sentenced to Siberian exile for various lengths of time.
               Historians believe that this uprising and earlier ones of lesser severity led to the
               consideration of the need for reforms in the peasants’ condition and eventually to
               the new Peasant Law of 1804, which in Livonia sought, among other things, to fix by
               law the amount of corvée labor estate owners could require from peasant families.
               See also ; .
            

         

         
         	KAZAKS, JĒKABS (1895-1920)

         
         	
            Jēkabs Kazaks was an early Latvian modernist painter who painted primarily in an expressionist style during his short life. Born in Riga, Kazaks studied art from a young age. During World War I, Kazaks twice visited Moscow and saw exhibits of western European modernist masters.
               He returned to Latvia in 1917 and to Riga for good in 1919, where he organized a circle
               of expressionist painters. Kazaks died of tuberculosis in 1920. Most of his fame has
               been posthumous.
            

         

         
         	ĶEMPS, FRANCIS (1876–1952)

         
         	
            After finishing his engineering education in St. Petersburg, Francis Ķemps became
               an active and important journalist in Latgale in the movement known as the “Letgallian awakening” beginning in 1905. He was particularly concerned with refining the Letgallian
               language. When he served as a deputy from Latgale in the Constituent Assembly and the first
               Latvian Saeima, he not only defended Letgallian cultural autonomy within an independent Latvia but
               also championed Letgallian separatism. Remaining in Latvia after the Soviet occupation,
               he was deported to Siberia in 1949 and died in Irkutsk in 1952.
            

         

         
         	ĶĒNIŅŠ, ATIS (1874–1961)

         
         	
            After graduating from the Irlava Teachers Seminary, Atis Ķēniņš worked as a schoolteacher and after 1900 directed several private high
               schools in Riga, while at the same time establishing his reputation as a poet working in the romantic
               and symbolic style. He was also active in politics and, from 1919 to 1921, was the
               Latvian ambassador to Poland. From 1931 to 1933, he was the minister of justice and
               acting minister of education. In 1940, he actively opposed the single-list election
               carried out by the new Soviet Latvian government and campaigned for an alternative,
               for which he was deported to Siberia. He later returned to Latvia, was again deported,
               and again returned to Latvia, where he worked in the Institute of Languages until
               his retirement. Gundar Kēniņš-King, a prominent Latvian American economist, was one
               of his sons.
            

         

         
         	KETTLER, GOTTHARD

         
         	
            See ; ; .
            

         

         
         	KETTLER, JACOB (1610–1682)

         
         	
            Duke Jacob was the most remembered of the dukes of the Duchy of Courland and Semigallia. Unlike others, Duke Jacob is remembered for an aggressive mercantilist policy and
               the founding of colonies in Tobago, Gambia, and parts of Norway. Jacob drew inspiration for his mercantilist reforms on his
               travels across western Europe in his youth. During the 1640s and 1650s, Duke Jacob
               attempted to build a mercantilist international empire and fleet, but in the second
               northern war, he was held captive by the Swedes for two years and lost control of
               his overseas possessions. In his later reign, he attempted to restore his earlier
               glory, but to no avail. Still, his rule and the belief that he understood the Latvian
               language have made him a nostalgic shared high point for ethnic Latvians looking for greatness
               and accomplishment in their past.
            

         

         
         	KGB

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	KIRCHENŠTEINS, AUGUSTS (1872–1963)

         
         	
            A microbiologist by profession and with sympathies for the political left, Augusts
               Kirchenšteins jumped to the front ranks of political leadership in 1940 when, after
               the occupation of Latvia by the Soviet Army, he was asked by the Moscow Communist
               leadership to form and head a “People’s Government” to replace that of Kārlis Ulmanis. As head of the new government in August 1940, he also led the delegation that traveled
               to Moscow to officially request annexation of Latvia to the USSR. Kirchenšteins remained
               as chairman of the Latvian Supreme Soviet from 1940 to 1952 (having fled to the Soviet Union during the occupation of Latvia by the German forces from 1941 to 1945), while at
               the same time organizing and directing (from 1946 to 1962) the Microbiological Institute
               of the Latvian Academy of Sciences.
            

         

         
         	KIRILOVS, STEPANS (1877–1960)

         
         	
            Stepans Kirilovs was a prominent politician and social activist representing Old Believers
               in tsarist Russia and independent Latvia. He was born in Daugavpils (Dvinsk) to an Old Believer family and initially studied to be a teacher or an agronomist.
               He was elected to the tsarist city and regional councils representing Daugavpils,
               particularly organizing the Old Believer community. He attended the 1909 and 1912
               Old Believers Congress and was elected to the fourth imperial Russian Duma. During World War I, he continued his social activism, leaving to the south of Russia after the February
               Revolution. During the Russian Civil War, Kirilovs was sentenced to death four times
               but escaped each verdict. In 1921, Kirilovs returned to Latvia and again began work
               with the Old Believer community of Daugavpils and Latgale. He was elected to the Daugavpils City Council and the third Saeima. During World War II, he and his surviving family fled to Germany fearing Soviet repression, but he found himself in Soviet-occupied eastern Germany.
               He returned to Latvia and ultimately died in Riga in 1960.
            

         

         
         	KLĪVE, ĀDOLFS (1888–1974)

         
         	
            Klīve finished his university studies in economics in Moscow in 1913 and thereafter
               worked as a teacher in Jelgava. During World War I, he was extensively involved in organizations dealing with Latvian refugees, and
               in 1917 he became a cofounder of the Agrarian Union political party, on behalf of which he continued to work throughout the interwar years.
               He was a deputy to the first three Latvian Saeimas and held other offices such as president of the board of the Bank of Latvia (1931–1940).
               During World War II, Klīve was one of the founders of the Latvian Central Council before immigrating to Germany in 1944 and to the United States in 1950. Klīve continued to work in émigré organizations for the rest of his life.
            

         

         
         	KLUCIS, GUSTAVS (1895–1938)

         
         	
            Gustavs Klucis was a revolutionary Latvian artist on an international scale. Prior
               to World War I, he studied painting with some of the Latvian masters before being called up into the Latvian Strēlnieki. After participating in the February and October Revolutions, Klucis studied under
               Malevich in Moscow. Initially interested in painting, Klucis made his mark in photomontage.
               His Soviet propaganda posters of the 1920s and early 1930s defined the medium and
               are still internationally recognizable. Caught in the Stalinist repression of Latvian
               Bolsheviks in 1938, he was arrested and executed in February. Contemporary Latvia has only recently
               come to embrace his artistic legacy in a general attempt to find proxy fame and recognition
               on an international scale.
            

         

         
         	KNAB (KORUPCIJAS NOVĒRŠANAS UN APKAROŠANAS BIROJS, OFFICE OF MONITORING AND COMBATTING
            CORRUPTION)
         

         
         	KNAB (OFFICE OF MONITORING AND COMBATTING CORRUPTION)

         
         	
            Although the history of corruption in Latvia dates almost from its founding, the KNAB
               is an independent institution attached to the minister president and tasked with monitoring
               corruption and the financing of political parties. KNAB’s beginnings were in 1995 when the Saeima first coherently defined corruption and began establishing a legislative and executive
               response to it. Through the late 1990s, various councils and secretariats were formed
               to combat corruption but with limited effectiveness. In 2002, the Saeima formally
               agreed to legislation that created KNAB, particularly with a concern of conflicts
               of interest among state officials and declarations of property and income by said
               officials. Almost six months passed before the cabinet of ministers and the Saeima
               could agree on a chief of the office, and controversy around who will or should lead
               KNAB has been its defining feature. A few candidates have been seen as too close to
               the very political parties that they would be tasked to oversee, while others have
               seemed to be too independent and drawn criticism from parties and governments unhappy
               with their vigilance. In 2007, the decision of the Kalvītis government to dismiss Aleksejs Loskutovs ignited a protest movement against the seemingly
               intransigent stain of corruption in the status quo of Latvian politics. See also  .
            

         

         
         	KNORIŅŠ, VILHELMS (1890–1938)

         
         	
            An early adherent to the Bolshevik cause and a revolutionary activist, Knoriņš lived in Soviet Russia after the founding of the independent Latvian state and held a number of important
               party posts, including, from 1927 to 1928, the position of secretary of the Central
               Committee of the Byelorussian Communist Party. He was also active in the apparatus
               of the Communist International. Having literary and historical interests, Knoriņš
               wrote works on party history and literary criticism, but he was executed during Josef
               Stalin’s purge of the “Old Bolsheviks.” He was posthumously rehabilitated during the
               “thaw” period created by Nikita Khrushchev.
            

         

         
         	KOCHANOWKSI, JAN (1920–2007)

         
         	
            Jan Kochanowski was a Romani (gypsy) activist and academic whose life story is almost as adventurous as his academic
               accomplishments in Romani studies are important. He was born near Krakow, Poland,
               but his mother, a nomadic Latvian Romani, returned to Latvia, and Kochanowski spent
               much of his childhood near Riga, finishing secondary school and enrolling in university. Most of his family were
               victims of the Nazi Holocaust of Latvia’s Romani, but Kochanowski himself was deported and ultimately sent to work
               in France as slave labor. He escaped and joined the French Resistance. After the war,
               he remained in France, graduated from the Sorbonne with a degree in linguistics, and
               popularized Romani studies and attention to their plight in the Holocaust. He visited
               India often and through blood test research believed that most European Romani were
               descended from Punjabis. In the 1960s, he completed a Ph.D. at the University of Greenwich,
               which may be the first modern Ph.D. in Romani linguistics. He struggled with mental
               health, paranoia, and marginalization from the mainstream of academia but was an active
               member of countless organizations devoted to Romani causes. He always considered himself
               a “Balto-Slavic gypsy.”
            

         

         
         	ĶONIŅI

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	KONSUMS

         
         	
            A Latvian union of cooperative organizations founded in 1907 and dissolved in 1937,
               Konsums was a good example of the strength and popularity of the cooperative movement
               in the Latvian territories before World War I and during the interwar period. By 1910, its membership consisted of some 74 cooperative
               organizations and 88 individual persons. In 1917 and again in 1918, rules of membership
               were changed to permit only organizations as members. By 1931, Konsums had among its
               members 337 cooperatives, 106 consumer organizations, 54 dairy producers’ organizations,
               and 15 savings and loan associations. By 1937, Konsums was experiencing severe financial
               difficulties and had to be reorganized; its successor was a similar umbrella organization
               called Turība.
            

         

         
         	KRĀSOTĀJS, PĒTERIS (PETER THE PAINTER) (?–?)

         
         	
            The biography and even existence of Pēteris Krāsotājs is largely a mystery. He is
               believed to have been a Social Democratic activist in the Baltic   provinces during the Revolution of 1905 who then fled abroad and with a gang of other Latvian radicals turned toward anarchism
               and crime. He may have committed a bank robbery in Helsinki, was known to French authorities,
               but was active in London in 1910 and 1911. In December 1910, Krāsotājs and several
               other Latvian anarchists robbed a jewelery store and in the process killed several
               police officers. A wide search followed, and dozens of officers descended upon a building
               on Sidney Street, the presumed residence of Krāsotājs and his accomplices. The gang
               members were massively outnumbered but very well armed and put up stiff resistance.
               Ultimately, Winston Churchill, the home secretary, got involved, detached artillery
               to be used, and personally watched the proceedings. He even wrote about it in his
               memoirs. Several gang members’ corpses were identified, but Krāsotājs had seemingly
               escaped. Ever since, the identity and fate of Krāsotājs has been one of England’s
               longest-lasting unsolved murder mysteries. He has variously been identified as a Latvian
               artist, a future member of the Cheka, and a dockworker in Australia. Krāsotājs’s preferred
               weapon was later nicknamed a Peter the Painter, particularly by the Irish Republican
               Army. His legacy and fame far surpass his actual accomplishments.
            

         

         
         	KREITUSE, ILGA (1952–)

         
         	
            After the October 1995 election of the sixth Saeima (parliament), Ilga Kreituse, a member of the Democratic Party Saimnieks and a deputy in the fifth Saeima, was elected to the presidency (speaker) of the Saeima
               in November 1996, replacing Anatolijs Gorbunovs. She was the first woman to hold this post but set a precedent often followed. A
               historian by profession, she received her doctorate from Moscow State University in
               1982 and returned to Latvia to teach in the University of Latvia and do research in the Latvian Institute of History and the Institute of Communist
               Party History.
            

         

         
         	KRIEVIŅI

         
         	
            Although literally the term is the diminutive form of the Latvian word krievi (Russians), it actually refers to a small population called Votes, brought as prisoners of war from Ingria to Courland by the master of the Livonian
               Order in the mid-15th century. They were settled in the region of the city of Bauska.
               Speaking a Finno-Ugric language, they retained a distinct linguistic and cultural
               identity until the end of the 19th century (about 1,600 persons in 1820), when there
               was still one congregation in which services were conducted in the Vote language. By that time, however, their numbers had been reduced dramatically by intermarriage
               with and assimilation into the Latvian-speaking population of the region, so that the censuses of the 20th century did not list them as a separate
               “national” minority.
            

         

         
         	KRONVALDS, ATIS (1837–1875)

         
         	
            From the late 1860s until his premature death, Atis Kronvalds was the most outspoken
               and widely known participant in the Latvian “national awakening.” He came to this position relatively late in comparison with other Latvian nationalists,
               perhaps because of the close personal ties he had developed with various members of
               the Baltic German intelligentsia. He grew up in meager rural circumstances, had to interrupt his secondary
               education because of a lack of resources, and depended on Baltic German assistance
               to study for a semester at Berlin University. He made his living as a schoolteacher
               but during the 1860s contributed increasingly to the Latvian-language press. By comparison
               with Krišjānis Valdemārs, who argued for Latvian economic development, Kronvalds emphasized the need for Latvians
               not only to preserve but to develop and expand their language and culture. On this theme, he engaged in polemical exchanges in the pages of the
               Baltic German-language press, with one of his lengthy defenses (1871) of Latvian culture—titled
               “Nationale Bestrebungen”—becoming one of the best-known documents of the Latvian “national
               awakening” (ironically, the work was not translated into Latvian until 1887). In it,
               and in his other speeches and writings, Kronvalds adapted to Latvian circumstances
               the nationalistic ideas of Johann Gottfried Herder and Johann Gottlieb Fichte, especially the former because Herder himself had lived
               and taught in Riga for a while. In Kronvalds’s view, the Latvians were not simply a peasantry but a “nation”
               (tauta). Their culture and language were of equal value to those of others, although the
               Latvian language and culture both needed improvement and development. Working toward
               that goal, Kronvalds created hundreds of neologisms for the Latvian language and ceaselessly
               argued that Latvian schoolteachers had as their primary responsibility the education of their pupils in their parental tongue. The sharpening of his attitudes on cultural
               matters led Kronvalds to publicly criticize even those Baltic Germans who were positively
               disposed toward Latvian cultural nationalism; the further development of Latvian culture,
               he argued, should be in the hands of Latvians themselves. Kronvalds died in 1875 at
               the age of 38, just when his viewpoint was gaining momentum within the Latvian intelligentsia.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	KRUMA, MONTA (1919–1994)

         
         	
            Monta Kruma was born in Jelgava but moved to Riga as a small child. Kruma first published poetry in 1934 but also moved quickly into
               the underground leftist opposition to the Ulmanis  regime. In 1940, she was accepted into the Latvian Communist Party. After World War II, she worked at the newspaper Cīņa and through the 1950s produced standard socialist realist poetry. In the 1960s, however,
               Kruma began to change her style and pushed her poetry into modernist styles beyond
               the readily accepted Soviet forms. Kruma, like other 1960s and 1970s artists and poets,
               pushed the realms of what was accepted in the Soviet cultural world while still working
               within its confines.
            

         

         
         	KULAK

         
         	
            Derived from the Russian word for fist, a kulak in the Soviet context was a so-called
               wealthy peasant who exploited other peasants and acted as a brake on the collectivization of agriculture in the late 1920s and early 1930s. The deportation of kulaks by the hundreds of thousands
               was the defining aspect of Soviet collectivization. The same term and trope was brought
               to Latvia after Soviet occupation, particularly after World War II. Kulaks were identified as the brake on collectivization and as the underlying rural
               support for partisan warfare against Soviet power. The definition of kulak was so vague and broad that most farmers could be defined as kulaks in some capacity
               or another. The deportation of kulaks and kulak elements in late March 1949 was the single largest Soviet deportation
               of Latvia’s inhabitants.
            

         

         
         	KUNDZIŅŠ, KĀRLIS, JR. (1883–1967)

         
         	
            The son of Kārlis Kundziņš Sr., the junior Kundziņš followed in his father’s footsteps, becoming one of the most
               prominent figures of the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church in the interwar period through his theological writings and pedagogical work
               in the Theology Faculty of the University of Latvia. Immigrating to Germany in 1944 and to the United States in 1951, he continued to play a central role in laying the organizational basis of
               a Latvian church outside of Latvia, becoming its archbishop (i.e., chief official)
               in 1962. See also .
            

         

         
         	KUNDZIŅŠ, KĀRLIS, SR. (1850–1937)

         
         	
            Kārlis Kundziņš, a Latvian, was the first prominent Lutheran clergyman and theologian in the pre–World War I period to emphasize the need for Baltic-area church reform in terms of the principle
               of nationality, illustrating in this attitude how the new forms of thinking created
               by the Latvian “national awakening” were eroding the traditional authority of the Baltic German population. In addition to his prominence in the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church
               after 1918, Kundziņš also established for himself an excellent reputation as a biographer
               of those Baltic German clergy—such as Ernst Glück and Gothard Friedrich Stender—who had played an important role in creating a Latvian literary language through their translations of sacred texts. See also .
            

         

         
         	KURELIEŠI

         
         	
            Kurelieši were the irregular units organized by General Jānis Kurelis and his chief aid, Captain Kristaps Upelnieks, during the Nazi occupation of Latvia in the summer of 1944. Initially, the troops
               under Kurelis’s command were meant to help guard the area around the Daugava River near Riga. The troops were drawn from local police and Aizsargi units. Although working for the German authorities, Kurelis and Upelnieks had detailed
               contacts with the underground Latvian Central Council (Latvijas centralā padome), and Kurelis headed its military commission. The group
               organized slowly and haphazardly before withdrawing from the region as the Soviet
               Army approached in late September 1944. The group relocated near Talsi in Kurzeme, actively attempted to make radio contact with Sweden, and gathered local volunteers and increasing numbers of Latvian deserters from German
               army units.
            

            
            Kurelis and Upelnieks had played a similar tactic in Vladivostok in 1918 and 1919,
               attempting to gather a nucleus for a potential Latvian army under the very noses of
               other military authorities. They judiciously tried to avoid German notice or suspicion.
               As the group grew considerably, likely more than 3,000 men (many of who were deserters),
               the German high command stepped in to reassert authority. Kurelis, Upelnieks, and
               other officers tried to parry concessions from the Germans, including a public declaration
               of the imminent formation of an independent Latvian army, but failed. German authorities
               arrested the nascent army’s officers, tried and executed eight of them (including
               Upelnieks, the de facto leader), and sent others to the Stutthof Concentration Camp.
               Hundreds of Latvian soldiers were similarly arrested and imprisoned.
            

            
            One unit led by Roberts Rubenis refused to surrender and engaged in running battles
               with German troops through November and December 1944. Rubenis died as a result of
               battlefield injuries. Most of his forces disbursed. These armed clashes were the only
               cases of organized nationalist Latvian military resistance to the German occupation
               during World War II.
            

         

         
         	KURELIS, JĀNIS (1882–1954)

         
         	
            Kurelis served in the tsarist army as well as in the army of the Republic of Latvia,
               in which he received the rank of general in 1925. He was also active in the Latvian
               colony in Vladivostok in 1918 and 1919 with several other Latvians, including Arvēds Švābe, Voldemārs Salnais, and Kristaps Upelnieks. During World War II and the German occupation of Latvia, Kurelis worked in the War Invalids’ Association
               but later joined the Riga   Aizsargi, in which in 1944 he organized a Latvian subunit known as the Kurelieši to help resist the advancing Soviet Army in Kurzeme (Courland). Initially supporting this action, the commanders of the German Army in
               the Baltic area later came to believe that they were losing control over the formation
               and activities of the unit (which had grown to include some 3,000 soldiers and partisans) and evidently called for its dissolution. Some of the Latvian officers of the unit
               resisted the dissolution and were tried and executed by the Germans for treason on
               the battlefield. Kurelis himself was believed by the Germans not to have been involved
               in the resistance and was released. Aspects of this episode have remained unexplained
               to this day, since some of the German military leadership interpreted the Kurelieši
               as the core of a nascent Latvian “national army,” while historians tend to see the
               failure of the group to disband as the result of miscommunication, with resistance
               to German orders expressed by individual, lower-level Latvian officers. The episode
               is popularly remembered as a failed but noble attempt at Latvian armed resistance
               to Soviet and potentially German forces as well.
            

         

         
         	KURLAND

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	KURS

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	KURZEME

         
         	
            See ; .
            

         

         
         	ĶUZE, VILHELMS (1875–1941)

         
         	
            Vilhelms Ķuze was a Latvian candy magnate in the period from before World War I until World War II. Born of modest means and with a general rural education, Ķuze moved to Riga in 1897 after working as a rural schoolteacher. After working in various jobs at
               the fringes of offices in industrial enterprises, Ķuze opened his first store and
               factory in 1906. Over the next six years, Ķuze suffered one bankruptcy after another
               yet always tried again. In 1912, Ķuze purchased a building on Krāsotāja Street and
               began baking cookies. He soon converted his factory to candy production and within
               two years employed more than 60 people and opened four stores. Ķuze’s candy-making
               operation was evacuated during World War I, and he also fled to Moscow. In Moscow,
               he continued to show his tremendous entrepreneurial spirit and energy, manufacturing
               whatever local supplies would allow and selling even if on the black market after
               the Bolshevik Revolution.
            

            
            Ķuze returned to Riga and his Krāsotāja Street factory in 1920. Through the interwar
               years, the Ķuze brand fought its way into the top two of the Latvian candy industry
               (the other being Laima) and cookie market, and by 1940 it produced more than 500 types of candy and 50 types
               of cookie, sold locally and on a vast, international market. After Soviet occupation,
               the Ķuze enterprises were nationalized, and Vilhelms and his family were deported
               to Siberia in 1941, where he soon died.
            

         

         
         	KUZMINS, AFANASIJS (1947–)

         
         	
            Afansijs Kuzmins is an Olympic gold and silver medalist in shooting. He began shooting
               for sport in the early 1960s and was invited onto the USSR national team in 1967.
               He specialized in rapid pistol fire (at 25 meters) and competed in his first Olympic
               games in 1976 at Montreal, where he finished fourth. At the 1988 Seoul Olympics, Kuzmins
               was the gold medalist for the USSR team, but in 1992 at the Barcelona Olympics he
               won a silver medal for the Latvian team. This was Latvia’s first Olympic medal since
               reestablishing independence. In total, Kuzmins has competed in nine Olympic games;
               only the Canadian equestrian rider Ian Millar has competed in more. Kuzmins has won
               several European championships and has held many European and world records. Kuzmins
               attempted to run for election to the Saeima from the For Human Rights in Latvia ticket in 2001 but was disqualified for his lack
               of Latvian language skills. He also unsuccessfully ran for parliamentary office in 2006. See also  .
            

         

         
         	KUZŅECOVS PORCELAIN AND DELFT TILE COMPANY

         
         	
            The Kuzņecovs Porcelain Company, one of many names over an almost 200-year existence,
               was an early and accomplished industrial enterprise in Riga. Initially founded by Old Believers near Moscow in 1812, the family began producing
               Delft tile in Riga and then porcelain as well in 1851. In 1864, Matvejs Kuzņecovs
               succeeded his deceased brother in running the business and shepherded it to its greatest
               successes. By the end of the 19th century, the factory drew raw materials and sold
               finished goods on a European scale. By the dawn of World War I, the factories produced tens of millions of porcelain and tile items and employed
               more than 2,500 workers. The factory inventory and machinery was evacuated to the
               interior of Russia during World War I, but the  company again began work in an independent Latvia in
               1922. The company became a profitable and desirable joint-stock holding firm. The
               company included tea and coffee sets with design and decorations by some of Latvia’s
               most accomplished artists, including the modernist Romans Sūta. In 1940, the factory was nationalized by the Soviet regime and renamed the Riga
               Ceramics Factory. Through the Soviet era, the factory continued through several name
               changes but supplied porcelain and tile throughout the USSR. With the reestablishment
               of independence, the factory was unable to reorient itself to global markets and quickly
               collapsed. The factory stopped production in 2010, and by 2014 most of the physical
               site had been demolished and is scheduled to be redeveloped as an upscale shopping
               mall. See also  .
            

         

         
         	KVIESIS, ALBERTS (1881–1944)

         
         	
            Alberts Kviesis was the third president of the interwar Republic of Latvia, serving
               for two terms from 1930 to 1936. A lawyer by profession, Kviesis was active in Latvian
               political affairs even before World War I and during that conflict worked for the Latvian Refugee Committee. A member of the
               Agrarian Union Party, Kviesis served as a deputy in the National Council, the Constituent Assembly,
               and from his party in the first three Saeimas (parliaments). When in May 1934 Kārlis Ulmanis—the leader of Kviesis’s own party—carried out his successful coup, Kviesis was allowed
               to remain as the elected president until the end of his term, at which point Ulmanis
               assumed the presidency himself. During the German occupation of Latvia (1941–1945),
               Kviesis worked for the Latvian “self-government” (pašpārvalde), initially as a legal consultant and then as head of the Juridical Directorate.
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         	LĀCIS, VILIS (1904–1966)

         
         	
            Vilis Lācis was one of a number of prominent pre–World War II Latvian authors who did not flee Latvia to the West during the final years of that
               war. His writings dealt with the everyday life of the working classes. Lācis’s political
               sympathies had been with the Bolshevik movement for a long time, and he joined the illegal Latvian Communist Party in 1928. As a prominent leftist active in various workers’ causes during the interwar
               years, Lācis was kept under surveillance especially during the authoritarian rule
               of Kārlis Ulmanis, but, in spite of this, his literary career flourished due to the popularity of his
               novels, especially Zvejnieka dēls (The Fisherman’s Son, 1933), which was also wildly successful as the first full-length Latvian sound film. He served as Minister of Interior in the 1940 cabinet of Augusts Kirchenšteins that requested annexation of Latvia to the Soviet Union, fled to the interior of Russia during the German occupation from 1941 to 1944, and returned to the Latvian Soviet
               Socialist Republic after the war. There he resumed his literary career (receiving
               several Orders of Lenin and the Stalin Prize) and held a number of (at times symbolic)
               high party and government posts until his death in 1966. See also .
            

         

         
         	LĀČPLĒSIS

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	LĀČPLĒSIS, ORDER OF

         
         	
            The Latvian equivalent of the U.S. Congressional Medal of Honor, the Order of Lāčplēsis
               was created in November 1919 and formalized by an act of the Latvian Saeima in 1920. Awarded for exceptional heroism, the order used the name of the hero of Andrejs Pumpurs’s epic poem Lāčplēsis.
            

         

         
         	LAICENS, LINARDS (1883–1938)

         
         	
            Although before World War I Linards Laicens was a nationalist and an active proponent of Latvian cultural autonomy within the Russian Empire, during
               the war he joined the Bolshevik cause. From 1928 to 1934, he was a deputy in the Saeima from the left-wing Workers and Farmers Party, but after the party was banned in 1932
               he emigrated from independent Latvia to the Soviet Union. A poet and literary figure of some note, he began working in 1909 in the social
               realist tradition but later produced works in which a class-war ideology was dominant.
               He was arrested in 1937 during Josef Stalin’s purge of the “Old Bolsheviks” and executed
               in 1938. See also .
            

         

         
         	LAIKS

         
         	
            Laiks (Time) is the name of several Latvian periodical publications, the most important of which
               were the art and literature monthly published by Helmārs Rudzītis from 1946 to 1949, during the DP period in Esslingen in the American zone of Germany, and the biweekly newspaper published
               by Rudzītis’s publishing house Grāmatu Draugs in New York from 1949 onward. Over the decades, the latter became the most important
               Latvian-language newspaper published outside Latvia, with its 4,500th issue appearing
               in October 1993. In July 1996, Laiks became a weekly newspaper, a change that reflected the gradual shrinkage of the Latvian
               émigré world after the reacquisition of Latvian independence in 1991. Several years
               after that, Laiks moved to Riga, acquiring a new editor and staff writers from Latvia and now publishing for rather than being published by Latvians living outside the country. See also .
            

         

         
         	LAIMA

         
         	
            The roots of the Laima Chocolate Factory stretch back to 1870, when Teodors Rigerts
               founded an eponymous factory in Riga. In 1924–1925, the factory was reorganized as a publically held company, Laima Chocolate,
               and coterminously erected a public clock in the center of Riga with its logo along
               the side. Throughout the interwar years, Laima chocolate was second only to Ķuze Chocolates, but the clock quickly became the iconic meeting spot for the city at
               large. After Soviet occupation and the deportation of the Ķuze family, its chocolate production was appointed to Laima factories, and
               the former Ķuze factories produced cookies exclusively under the brand name Staburadze.
               The different wings of the sweets production were shuffled through the Soviet occupation,
               but after independence, all became privatized by a consortium of Icelandic, Norwegian,
               and Lithuanian concerns. Although Laima and other sweets manufactures continue to
               undergo corporate takeovers and reshuffles, the brand name (and town clock) remain
               public symbols.
            

         

         
         	LANDERS, KĀRLIS (1875–1937)

         
         	
            After finishing his secondary education, Kārlis Landers worked as a schoolteacher
               and from 1904 onward was an active member of the Latvian Social Democratic Party. In 1912, he took up residence in Russia and became an increasingly ardent Bolshevik, assuming important regional posts in the party hierarchy after 1917. In the history
               of Latvian-language historical writing, Landers stood out as the author of a very
               popular history of Latvia, published in three parts from 1908 to 1909. Written entirely
               from the historical materialist viewpoint, Landers’s history was one of the first
               book-length expositions of Latvian history written by a Latvian. See also .
            

         

         
         	LANDLESSNESS

         
         	
            Historically, the term is used for that segment of a society’s rural population that retains rural residence but does not own or have ready access to land. In Latvian
               history, the term could be applied, technically, to all peasants in the Latvian territories
               before the 1850s, because the peasants’ “rights” to the land they worked had been
               very tenuous during the period of serfdom and became even more so after serf emancipation in the early 19th century. But the landless emerged as a “problem” needing a solution
               only during the second half of the 19th century, when population growth started to
               exert pressure on both the supply of rural land and the landed estate system within
               which relatively few landowners (mainly the Baltic German nobility) owned most of the farmland. Though from the late 1850s onward peasant land
               on estates was being sold to those who worked it, by 1897 there were some 600,000
               persons (farmhands and their families) in the rural areas of the Latvian territories
               who worked as agricultural laborers with little opportunity to obtain farms of their
               own. The peasantry itself was becoming stratified into the so-called gray barons (peasant
               landowners) and the landless.
            

            
            Historians attribute the popularity of socialist and eventually Bolshevik ideas among rural Latvians precisely to this large proportion of the landless, as
               evidenced by the demands of the March 1917 Congress of Landless Peasants (Bezzemnieku
               kongress) that met in Valmiera, elected a council composed of Social Democrats and Bolsheviks, and issued a call for the confiscation of all landed estates and the
               redistribution of their land. The explosiveness of the problem of landlessness in
               the Latvian context was substantially defused by the agrarian reform of the early 1920s, during which the new Latvian government implemented just such
               measures of confiscation and redistribution, creating in the process some 134,000
               new farms. The Soviet regime introduced a second agrarian reform in 1940–1941 to distribute
               land to the remaining landless, although the reform was a disingenuous attempt to
               build some rural support for the regime while creating economically untenable plots
               as a precursor to a general collectivization of agriculture.
            

         

         
         	LANDTAG

         
         	
            A quasi-parliamentary institution in the premodern period of the German-speaking lands
               of Europe, the Landtag assembled periodically to discuss the problems of the territories
               its deputies represented and to take appropriate action. In the Baltic area, meetings
               of various Landtage took place from 1419 to 1918, making these assemblies the most
               important continuous political institutions of the region. Until 1562, a Landtag existed
               for the Livonian state as a whole, but thereafter there were separate Landtage for
               each of the constituent provinces of the Baltic territories (Livonia, Courland, Estonia, Polish Livonia). Normally, these assemblies were dominated by the landed aristocracy
               (German speaking for the most part in the Latvian territories), though the other upper
               social orders (burghers, for example) were occasionally represented in them as well.
               Relations between the Landtage and the territorial sovereigns were frequently antagonistic,
               with monarchs (or dukes, as in Courland) seeking to control the Landtage, while the
               latter insisted on the preservation of their rights. The disputes tended to be about
               tax revenues and various other questions of conflicting rights.
            

            
            In many central European countries, these medieval assemblies evolved into truly representative
               parliamentary institutions, but this did not happen in the Baltic area. The Baltic
               Landtage, for example, permitted no representatives from the peasant order (Bauernstand) but created virtually all of the reform laws that from the early 19th century onward
               affected the lives of the members of that order. The Baltic Landtage of the latter
               decades of the 19th century became at the same time centers of opposition to the rising
               Latvian demands for shared governance and to Russification efforts emanating from St. Petersburg, and therefore took on the appearance of being
               simply defenders of Baltic German privileges. These institutions in the Latvian territory were eliminated by the creation
               of the Latvian parliament, or Saeima, in the new Latvian state after 1918, although in a symbolic move the Saeima met
               in the building that had housed the Landtag.
            

         

         
         	LANGUAGE

         
         	
            Latvian belongs to the Baltic group of the large Indo-European family. Its contemporary
               form is a product of evolution and change over the past five centuries, with its origins
               lying between 1400 and 1600. In those centuries, the tribal societies that had existed
               in the eastern Baltic littoral underwent a process of intermingling and assimilation,
               still as poorly understood as are the distinct languages each of these societies used.
               An important obstacle to reliable historical reconstruction is the fact that the first
               written examples of Latvian date only to the 16th century, so that processes of language
               change before that time have to be hypothesized from evidence internal to the language
               itself. Similar processes of consolidation were being experienced at about the same
               time among the languages spoken by the Latvians’ nearest neighbors, Estonians and Lithuanians, the first of which belongs to a different language family—the Finno-Ugric—while
               the second is the only other member of the Baltic language group still extant. Old
               Prussian, a third Baltic language, became extinct in the 17th century. Contemporary Latvian is a highly inflected language,
               meaning that words in it undergo a change—frequently but not exclusively in the endings—when
               they are meant to indicate case, gender, tense, mood, or voice. For example, whereas
               English uses a preposition to indicate that something is “in the river,” Latvian changes
               the word river, which in Latvian is upe, by lengthening the sound of the last letter—from e to ē  (upē)—placing the word river in the locative case. There are seven such cases in Latvian.
            

            
            Unlike English, Latvian normally uses diacritical marks. In the example above (upē), the lengthening mark is called a macron. Latvian also uses the haček—the inverted
               small v above a letter—which softens the sound of the letter. Thus, in the Latvian word čukstēt (to whisper), the c is softened to ch and the e lengthened to ee. As a result of the use of diacritical marks, the Latvian alphabet has 33 letters;
               it does not use the letters q, w, x, or y, but it does have ā, č, ē, ģ, ī, ķ, ļ, ņ, š, ū, and ž. The pronunciation of some of these letters—for example, ģ, ķ, and ļ—is difficult to replicate for native speakers of English and some other languages.
               On the other hand, the pronunciation of Latvian words corresponds almost perfectly
               to their spelling; silent letters are virtually nonexistent.
            

            
            Latvian also frequently uses what are called “derivational affixes” to extend the
               meanings of a root word. Thus the verb ņemt (to take) with the use of different affixes can become paņemt (to take along), ieņemt (to take in), or uzņemt (to take on), and the noun forms of these affixed words can then extend the basic
               meaning further; for example, uzņemējs means what in English would be termed an entrepreneur, a person who has taken on the task of running a business enterprise. Another interesting feature of Latvian
               (which may seem unusual to English speakers) is the frequent use of diminutive forms
               of a basic word to indicate different shades of meaning. Thus māsa (sister) becomes māsiņa when the speaker wants to indicate a loving attitude toward this female sibling, but
               māšēle when a somewhat sarcastic or even slightly derogatory reference is being made. Diminutive
               forms of a basic word can thus be used to underline a host of differing attitudes
               by the speaker toward the object being referred to.
            

            
            The evolution of contemporary Latvian includes, as was said, a formative period and
               thereafter a long period (the 16th to the mid-19th centuries) during which writing
               in Latvian was produced almost entirely by persons who learned the language later
               in life (Baltic German clergymen, for the most part), which must have introduced substantial differences
               between the written and spoken versions of the language. The Baltic German clergy
               would frequently use German-language grammatical forms in writing Latvian (placing
               verbs at the ends of sentences, for example), though ultimately these same persons
               laid the groundwork for Latvian as a literary language. During the “national awakening” period, a generation of Latvian public intellectuals insisted that nurturance of
               the Latvian language be taken over by Latvians themselves. Thereafter, trained linguists
               such as Kārlis Mīlenbachs (1853–1916) and Jānis Endzelīns (1873–1961) assumed the job of standardizing Latvian. These linguists accomplished
               the switch of written Latvian from Gothic to Latin script in the first decades of
               the 20th century, as well as the replacement of letter combinations for certain sounds
               by single letters using diacritical marks or letter combinations natural to the language
               (e.g., sh and sch = š, ch = č, ha = ā, ee = ie). This process dovetailed with the
               first decade and a half of independent Latvia when newspapers (for financial savings)
               continued to use Gothic printing presses, while individuals and some published books
               adopted Latin text (at times with comic affect as individuals changed how they wrote
               their names several time over a short period of time). After Ulmanis’s coup in 1934, most published works were presented in a standardized Latin text.
            

            
            Because Latvian is spoken by comparatively few people and Latvians themselves have
               historically been dominated for long periods of time by speakers of other languages,
               the language has absorbed many terms from German, Russian, and French, and, in a relatively
               new development, from English, both in its British and American varieties. The principal
               struggle against the language being overwhelmed was fought during the 20th century,
               especially in the Soviet period (see ); by the 1980s, the use of the Russian language—as the official language of the USSR—had
               come to be enforced widely in almost all domains of life in the Latvian Soviet Socialist
               Republic. With the return of Latvian independence in 1991 and the proclamation of
               Latvian as the official language of the state, the Latvian language is now less threatened,
               though it must now cope with new linguistic challenges arising from membership in
               the European Union and other international organizations. The use of language has also become very politicized
               as some see the use of words from a Russian background as a sign of russophilism,
               while others decry creeping modernism and western influence in the ad hoc usage of
               anglicized words in Latvian guise in popular media. See also ; ; .
            

         

         
         	LANGUAGE LAW

         
         	
            The Latvian Constitution of 1922 did not contain wording that made Latvian the official
               language of the state. Latvian, Russian, German, and Yiddish were used regularly in local politics
               and in commercial and public spaces. A decree giving Latvian primary status was issued
               later during the personal rule of Kārlis Ulmanis. The matter became moot, however, after the 1940 incorporation of Latvia into the
               Soviet Union and the return of Soviet power to Latvia in 1944 and 1945. During the period from
               1945 to 1989, language use in Latvia was determined more by the policy goals of the
               central Moscow government than by statutory laws or decrees, and the widely shared
               perception among Latvians was that Russian was being made the de facto official language
               of the state, culture, and education (see ), even if Latvian was supported in a limited, cultural sphere. One of the first laws
               of the so-called third national awakening, when Latvia was still part of the Soviet Union, was the Language Law of 5 May 1989,
               in which the Latvian Supreme Soviet proclaimed Latvian as the language of the Latvian state. The law was rarely enforced
               in the period preceding complete independence in August 1991, and then it was supplemented
               by additional laws and regulations in May, June, July, and November 1992.
            

            
            Summing up, the Language Law and accompanying regulations set out the meaning of the
               concept of “state language” as it applied to everyday use and created machinery for
               testing language competency among those of whom the law required knowledge of Latvian.
               Testing of Latvian competency began in 1992 and has continued since then in various
               areas of state and private employment. A degree of controversy accompanied the implementation
               of the law, especially with respect to language requirements for naturalization and
               the accuracy and fairness of testing procedures. The law has been revised several
               times since 1992, though without weakening its purpose of ensuring that the Latvian
               language remains the sole official language of the Latvian state. The mandated use
               of Latvian in ethnic minority language schools, in business slogans, and in pamphlets has become a political battleground,
               as was the 2012 referendum attempt by ethnic Russian activists to include Russian
               as a state language. The referendum failed, and politics in general have ossified
               around ethnic parties and firm partisan stands on language issues. See also .
            

         

         
         	LATGALE (POLISH LIVONIA, INFLANTIA)

         
         	
            In the interwar period of independence, Latgale was the second largest of the four
               main regions of the country (Vidzeme, Latgale, Kurzeme, Zemgale), containing about 29 percent of the total population of Latvia. Its territory in modern times lay athwart the old pre-13th-century tribal
               states of Tālava and Jersika, although precise borders of the latter two are difficult
               to determine. While throughout the medieval centuries and until the 17th century,
               the inhabitants of the Latgale territory experienced a history similar to those of
               other Latvian lands, a separate history of Latgale began in the mid-17th century,
               when western Latvian territories (including the Duchy of Courland) came to be dominated by Protestant sovereigns (or dukes, in Courland), while Latgale
               remained under the direct rule of Catholic Poland. Furthermore, from the late 18th
               century onward, when Russian rule over all of the Baltic area became final, most of
               the territory of Latgale was included administratively in Vitebsk Province (with a
               sliver in Pskov Province as well), whereas the western Latvian territories were parts
               of the Baltic provinces proper (i.e., Courland and Livland). In the 19th century, serf emancipation was carried out between 1816 and 1819 in the Baltic provinces, but in Latgale not
               until the general emancipation of Russian serfs in 1861. Latvian historians date the
               “national awakening” in the western Latvian territories as starting in the 1850s but in Latgale not until
               the turn of the 20th century. Though Latgale was a full-fledged constituent part of
               the Latvian state after 1918, it retained a distinct version of the Latvian language as well as some separatist sentiment among its intellectuals and political leaders.
               Because of geographical and occupational mobility, however, especially during the
               post-1945 Soviet period, the sharpness of regional differences in Latvia has diminished.
               Still, the southeastern districts of Latgale contain a greater Latvian, Russian, Polish,
               Belarusian, and Lithuanian cultural mix than any other area in present-day Latvia (with the
               potential exception of Riga). In the post-Crimean annexation period (from 2014 on), some calls of greater autonomy
               for Latgale are generally received as attempts to destabilize the state and move Latgale
               into closer Russian influence.
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN CENTRAL COUNCIL (LATVIEŠU CENTRĀLĀ PADOME)

         
         	
            From 1945 to 1950, the council was the chief organization of Latvian emigrants. Initially,
               it concerned itself with refugees only in the Allied zones of Germany, but later it included refugees in Austria and Denmark as well. Apolitical in intent,
               the council set itself the mission of improving the refugees’ material and cultural
               conditions, freeing Latvian prisoners of war in Allied POW camps and protecting their
               rights, and providing material and medical assistance to invalids and the sick. When
               the council began its work in 1945, the Allied occupation zones in Germany alone contained
               some 120,000 Latvian refugees (citizens of Latvia); by 1951, due to rapid emigration, the number had fallen to about 12,500. The council was formed by representatives
               from all the Latvian DP camps (which became, as it were, electoral districts). In spite of internal divisions,
               the work of the council proved to be salutary for the Latvian DPs. In the first year
               of its existence, for example, the council helped the Latvian DPs organize 122 elementary
               schools with some 7,000 pupils, 57 high schools with some 600 pupils, and 45 kindergartens
               with some 1,700 children. It also sponsored and helped to organize the Baltic University. After 1951, when the vast majority of Latvians had emigrated from Germany, the council ceased its activities, and its functions passed on to Latvian organizations
               in the new host countries.
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN COMMUNIST PARTY (LATVIJAS KOMŪNISTISKĀ PARTIJA, LKP)

         
         	
            The LKP dated its founding to 1904 and the congress that year of the various Social
               Democratic organizations of Latvia. This meeting also became the first congress of
               the Latvian Social Democratic Workers Party, which during the revolutionary year 1905 and in the period after 1906 became increasingly
               more dominated by Latvian adherents of V. I. Lenin and the Bolshevik movement. The LKP manifested a significant presence in all the important events of
               Latvian history from about 1906 to 1920. The party was very influential among the
               Strēlnieki, the Latvian contingents of the tsarist army, and twice (1917 and 1919) sought to
               establish a Bolshevik government in Latvia. After Latvian independence was consolidated
               in 1920, the Latvian Communists either took up residence in the USSR or in relatively
               small numbers continued to live in Latvia as an underground movement. Many of the
               Latvian Communists resident in the USSR created a vibrant and active community but
               were mostly executed or repressed during the Stalinist purges of “Old Bolsheviks”
               in 1937 and 1938.
            

            
            The party came into its own again in 1940–1941 (when Latvia was occupied by the USSR)
               and again after 1945 (when the Germans retreated and the Soviet Army returned). At
               the end of the war, the Latvian Communist Party numbered around 8,000 persons in Latvia,
               and by the mid-1980s its membership had grown to about 17,000. As a constituent part
               of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU), the Latvian Communist Party was,
               of course, the dominant political force in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic,
               with its “leading and guiding role” guaranteed by the Soviet Constitution. As with
               the Soviet Union, the head of the Latvian Communist Party (first secretary) was therefore
               a more powerful figure than the nominal head of government. Almost all organizations,
               institutions, and institutes of any kind contained a formal party unit that enacted
               the “leading and guiding role” in the particular circumstance. In time, party membership
               was required for virtually all important political positions in Latvia, and therefore
               for intelligent and ambitious young Latvians, membership became almost inevitable.
               Members were frequently recruited from the ranks of the party’s youth organization
               Komsomol, which in the 1980s numbered around 300,000 members aged 14 to 28. The LKP
               began to lose members in Latvia from about 1989, and particularly rapidly after May
               1990, when the Latvian Supreme Soviet declared the renewal of Latvian independence. At this juncture, the party split into
               two camps: those supporting the independence drive and those remaining loyal to Moscow.
               The LKP was declared an illegal organization by the Latvian government after the August
               1991 coup in Moscow. See also .
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN LEGION

         
         	
            This name is popularly given to the Latvian military units formed in Latvia during
               the German occupation of the country from June 1941 until the end of World War II. The German occupation came after a year of Soviet rule, during which Latvia had
               been occupied by the Soviet Army (June 1940), annexed to the Soviet Union (August 1940), and subjected to socioeconomic Sovietization and deportation actions (June 1941). By 1941, therefore, the Germans were able to exploit Latvian
               anger to form volunteer auxiliary guard battalions (about 3,000 persons initially)
               to protect military objects such as bridges and railroads, and in some cases to facilitate the Holocaust. Many Latvians continued to believe (in spite of all direct indications to the contrary
               and in spite of what was known about German plans to colonize eastern Europe) that
               service in the German military would be repaid by the reestablishment of an independent
               Latvia. During the next three years, approximately 41 such auxiliary battalions were
               formed. In the period from 1941 to 1942, these battalions were used by the German
               army for a wide variety of purposes, including direct military engagements on the
               eastern front and battles with Soviet partisans.
            

            
            When the German military effort ground to a halt in January 1943, however, military
               leaders decided that the scattered Latvian battalions would be better used if united
               into a single unit (Legion). The start of the conversion of the Latvian guard battalions
               into battalions of a “Latvian legion” generally under Latvian command (with German
               overseers) began on 8 February 1943. By early 1944, there had come into being a Latvian
               legion with two divisions (the 15th and the 19th), both attached to the Waffen SS.
               The highest commanders were primarily German; the rest of the officers where Latvian.
               To bring these divisions to full strength, the German occupying government conscripted
               additional men into them in violation of the Hague Convention of 1907 prohibiting
               conscription in occupied territories. The official name of the legion, however, retained
               the misleading German term Freiwilligen (volunteers). Conscription of Latvians into the Latvian Legion and into the German
               war effort generally continued until the end of the war, with the age of conscripts
               becoming increasingly younger. Children were ultimately conscripted into air defense
               units.
            

            
            By the time the war ended, some 140,000 to 148,000 Latvian soldiers had participated
               in the German war against the Soviet Union in various kinds of units. Another 35,000
               to 60,000 Latvians were transported to Germany as a foreign labor force. Toward the end of the war, most members of the 15th Division
               were relocated to Germany for regrouping and retraining. At the end of the war, these
               soldiers ended up in POW camps organized by the western Allies, from which they were
               eventually released into the general refugee population. Most members of the 19th Division, however, stayed fighting to the last in northwestern
               Kurzeme (Courland) until they had to surrender to the Soviet Army on 8 May 1945. These Latvian soldiers
               were placed in so-called filtration camps; many were subsequently released, but equally
               many were punished by execution, imprisonment in Latvia, or deportation to Siberia.
            

            
            Following the reestablishment of independence in 1991, veterans (and their supporters)
               of the legion have marched on 16 March to commemorate their service. The event is
               highly politicized with some seeing this as a nod to the patriotism and valor of Latvians
               in German armies during World War II, while others see it as a celebration of fascism and link the legion to more general Nazi crimes. To confuse matters, Latvian-staffed
               police battalions that were active in the Holocaust and “partisan pacification” (which
               often included crimes against humanity) were folded into the Latvian Legion, which
               was largely used for military purposes alone. Therefore, the Latvian Legion itself
               may have not been involved in the Holocaust or crimes against humanity, but elements
               within it were.
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE MOVEMENT (LATVIJAS NACIONĀLĀS NEATKARĪBAS KUSTĪBA, LNNK)

         
         	
            The LNNK was one of several Latvian “informal organizations” created in 1988 when
               Mikhail Gorbachev’s new policies of glasnost and perestroika permitted the registration and activities of such groups. Its first congress took
               place in Ogre on 18–19 February 1989, and Eduards Berklavs was elected chairman. The LNNK was unapologetically nationalistic, calling for the reestablishment of an independent Latvia on the basis of the Constitution of 1922. With the formation of the more centrist (and therefore more inclusive) Popular Front, the LNNK repositioned itself in the right wing of the Latvian political spectrum
               but cooperated with the Popular Front in the Supreme Soviet elections of spring 1990, and therefore had representation in the Supreme Soviet that
               governed Latvia from 1990 to 1993 as a transition government. The LNNK had its own
               slate of candidates for the parliamentary elections of June 1993 and, in contrast to the Popular Front, received representation in the
               fifth Saeima. However, the LNNK chose not to enter into a coalition government with Latvia’s Way, thus remaining in the parliamentary opposition. In 1997, the LNNK formed an electoral
               coalition with another party of the right, Tēvzeme un Brīvība (Fatherland and Freedom,
               TB); the new coalition—now popularly known as the TB/LNNK or Tēvzemieši—continued
               to have a small representation in the Saeima after every election, including the ninth
               Saeima in 2006. With time, the LNNK component receded and TB took the helm, which
               in turn receded as a new far nationalist organization, Visu Latvijai (All for Latvia),
               moved from the fringe to the nationalist center beginning in 2011, eventually providing
               one of the components of the National Alliance, along with the TB/LNNK. See also .
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN RIFLE REGIMENTS

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC WORKERS PARTY

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN WRITERS’ UNION

         
         	
            The principal organization of Latvian writers during the Soviet period, founded in
               1940 when Latvia was incorporated into the Soviet Union, the Latvian Writers’ Union was one of the “creating” or “creative” (radošās) organizations (others being the Architects’ Union and the Journalists’ Union) in
               which membership was mandatory for a successful career in the professions in these
               general fields. The Writers’ Union had an ambiguous role during the Soviet period
               of Latvian history. On the one hand, it was an organization through which the Soviet
               state and the Latvian  Communist Party could control literary intellectuals and impose on them various orthodoxies; on the
               other, as individual stories have shown, it could also function as a protective organization
               when efforts at free expression ran counter to the wishes of state and party functionaries.
               In the 1970 election for the union’s leadership, for example, members opposed the
               party’s nominees and elected their own, one of the few times the party was forced
               to back down in elections of this kind. With its budget coming from the Latvian state,
               the union could afford to fund periodical publications (the literary journals Karogs, Avots, Daugava; the literary newspaper Literatūra un māksla), award prizes, and sometimes look after the welfare and pension needs of its members.
               The Writers’ Union’s members met in a general congress every five years, and in the
               intervening years its affairs were conducted by a board. In recent Latvian history,
               the Writers’ Union played an important role in initiating the so-called third national awakening when on 1–2 June 1988 it held a meeting together with other “creating” unions and
               provided a forum for a wide-ranging critique of the Communist Party’s enforcement
               of political and literary orthodoxy. See also .
            

         

         
         	LATVIAN–SOVIET TREATY OF 1920

         
         	
            Signed 11 August 1920, the treaty ended hostilities between Soviet Russia and the
               Republic of Latvia and drew the eastern boundaries of Latvia so that it now included
               the districts of Daugavpils, Rēzekne, and Ludza, which previously had been part of the province of Vitebsk, as
               well as the Abrene District. In the treaty, Soviet Russia also renounced all claims to Latvian territory
               and recognized Latvia’s sovereignty and independence “for all time.” During World War II, the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic ceded the district of Abrene to the Russian
               Soviet Federated Socialist Republic. With the return of independence in 1991, Latvian
               nationalists called for the return of Abrene per the Latvian–Soviet Treaty of 1920,
               but this demand was not met in protracted negotiations with Russia. See also .
            

         

         
         	LATVIA’S WAY (LATVIJAS CEĻŠ, LW)

         
         	
            Latvia’s Way was an electoral coalition formed in the months preceding the June 1993
               Saeima (parliament) elections with the purpose of bringing together on one ticket the most
               popular politicians of the 1990–1993 transition government (e.g., Anatolijs Gorbunovs), well-known émigré Latvian leaders (e.g., Gunārs Meierovics), and other reform-minded persons who had not previously held public office. In the
               developing spectrum of Latvian politics, the LW held a centrist position, promising
               continued efforts to bring free-market principles to Latvia’s economy, to draft a new citizenship law that would protect the cultural and linguistic interests
               of the Latvian nation, and to integrate Latvia into existing European transnational
               political structures. It thus stood between such electoral groupings as, on the right,
               the Latvian National Independence Movement, which argued for a set of more openly nationalistic policies, and on the left, the
               Harmony for Latvia Party, which highlighted the needs of the Russian-speaking minority
               of the country. LW ran a slate in every electoral district of the country, receiving
               the plurality of seats (36) in the fifth Saeima but not a majority. From July 1993 to July 1994, the LW governed in coalition with
               the Agrarian Union, which gave the coalition 48 parliamentary votes. The cabinet, composed of the LW
               and Agrarian Union ministers, was headed by Valdis Birkavs from the LW as prime minister. In July 1994, the coalition foundered, in part because
               of the Agrarian Union’s position on the question of agricultural tariffs, and Birkavs’s
               government resigned. Having formally incorporated itself as a political party in 1993, however, the LW continued to be an important political force in the Saeima.
               But in the fall 1995 parliamentary election, the LW lost more than half its seats
               (falling from 36 to 17) and thus also its commanding role. The LW entered the coalition
               government of Andris Šķēle in December 1995, sharing the spotlight with the newly popular Democratic Party Saimnieks. In subsequent elections, the LW grew increasingly weaker numerically but played
               a kingmaker role in forming governments. By the ninth Saeima election in 2006, the
               LW was a nearly spent political force and moved into other political alliances as
               a junior partner.
            

         

         
         	LATVIEŠU AVĪZES

         
         	
            Latviešu Avīzes (Latvian Newspaper) was the first continuous periodical publication in Latvian, starting in 1822. The
               newspaper was founded and edited by K. F. Watson, one of the Baltic German clergy who were interested in increasing literacy among the peasantry (i.e., Latvians) and therefore worked hard to create publications
               in that language. Initially, the newspaper’s materials were written in an apolitical, didactic, and
               humanistic vein. However, after 1857, when it became the property of the Lettisch-Literäische Gesellschaft, it took on an increasingly militant tone in opposition to the activities of the
               Latvian “national awakening.” In the second half of the 19th century, the paper became mostly a defender of Baltic
               German privileges and positions and retained this viewpoint until it stopped publication
               in 1915. Its 87-year existence made it the longest continuously appearing Latvian-language
               periodical until World War I, a record that in the 20th century was matched only by the Communist newspaper Cīņa.  See also .
            

         

         
         	LATVIEŠU DRAUGU BIEDRĪBA

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	LAUBE, EIŽENS (1880–1967)

         
         	
            Eižens Laube, born in Riga to a Baltic German–Latvian family, was a prominent architect in the first half of the 20th century.
               Laube studied at the Riga Polytechnic School and worked with the equally prominent and prolific architect Konstantīns Pēkšēns. Laube traveled extensively in Finland, Sweden, Denmark, Germany, and France to increase his architectural knowledge. Many turn-of-the-century building
               boom projects were his—perhaps more than 200 buildings. During World War I, Laube was evacuated to Moscow, but he returned to Riga in 1917. Laube was one of
               the preeminent architects of the interwar republic and designed such works as the
               Ķemeri Spa. He was also a founding figure of the University of Latvia.
            

            
            During World War II, Laube signed the Latvian Central Council’s memorandum for Latvian independence. In 1944, he fled to Germany, where he taught
               architecture at the short-lived Baltic University. He emigrated to the United   States in 1950 and worked in the Pacific Northwest.
            

         

         
         	LAW

         
         	
            The history of law in the Latvian territories generally followed the political history
               of the area, but the two were never completely synchronized. The transformation of
               the political system nearly always occurred more rapidly than that of the legal system.
               In the 19th century, the inhabitants of the Latvian territories were governed by laws,
               codified in the 1845–1864 period, unique to the Baltic provinces, as well as by the general laws of the Russian Empire codified in the Svod zakonov Rossijskoj Imperii. When political independence arrived in 1918, these bodies of law, as well as laws
               enacted by the Russian Provisional Government, had to be adjusted to the new political
               circumstances, and the process lasted well into the late 1930s. In many, though not
               all, respects, the laws of the Russian Empire continued as the laws of independent
               Latvia. After the incorporation of Latvia into the USSR in 1940, Soviet authorities
               were quick to introduce into the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic the general legal
               codes of the Soviet Union. Following the first redeclaration of independence in May
               1990, the Latvian Supreme Soviet began to dismantle the Soviet-period legal structures but found that the process was
               far more complicated and time-consuming than had been anticipated. Thus, from 1990
               to August 1991, Latvia’s laws continued to be in large part those of the Soviet period,
               and this situation continued for a while even after independence was fully reacquired
               and the Soviet Union had disintegrated. By the early 21st century, however, the Constitution of 1922 was firmly the basic law of the country, the 1937 Civil Code had been partially revived,
               and both had been subjected to an almost continuous process of revision, with new
               laws added and a constitutional court created. The 2004 membership of Latvia in the
               European Union has necessitated further modernization of the legal system, especially in the area
               of commercial law.
            

         

         
         	LAZERSONS, MAKSIS (1887–1951)

         
         	
            Maksis Lazersons was a prominent Latvian Jewish jurist and politician. Born to a Jewish
               merchant family, Lazersons studied law in tsarist Russian schools and started his
               professional career as an assistant to a lawyer in Ukraine. He began teaching in Petrograd
               during the war and after the February Revolution worked within the Ministry of the
               Interior, among other things helping draft laws of greater autonomy for Estonia and Latvia. He returned to Latvia in 1920 and served on the Riga City Council and in the Saeima from the Ceire-Cion Party (a Jewish socialist party). He also served as a member
               of the Minorities Commission at the League of Nations. Following the Ulmanis coup, Lazersons was arrested and imprisoned in the Liepāja Concentration Camp along with other Ulmanis foes and potential enemies. In 1938, Lazersons moved to
               Palestine and then to the United States, where he taught at Columbia University in New York City.
            

         

         
         	LEAGUE OF NATIONS

         
         	
            The precursor to the United Nations (UN), the League was founded in 1919 with the intention of establishing a mechanism to
               ensure that conflicts between nations could be resolved without warfare. Through its
               subsidiary organizations focused on health, intellectual cooperation, economic relations,
               labor problems, and national minorities, the league also intended to promote international well-being. As far as world peace
               is concerned, the league is generally considered to have failed, but its record on
               other initiatives is somewhat better, insofar as it started a tradition of international
               concern about worldwide problems that was to be taken over and continued by the UN.
               Like many of the other new and small countries on the European continent, Latvia took
               the league very seriously in formulating its foreign policy. It perceived the League of Nations as a kind of international parliament where countries
               regardless of size could have influence and thus to some extent provide balance to
               the influence of the “great powers” of the interwar years. The league’s history from
               the very beginning, however, revealed its relative weakness vis-à-vis the larger and
               powerful states of the international system. In spite of U.S. president Woodrow Wilson’s
               involvement in launching the league, the U.S. Senate refused to ratify the League
               Treaty, and so one of the main state actors of the world remained on the outside.
            

            
            The league itself showed considerable deference to the wishes of large states. The
               admission of the three new Baltic states of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania in 1920 was halted initially because of the fear that that act would unnecessarily
               provoke the new USSR. The collective attitude had changed by 1921, when all three
               Baltic states were admitted as full-fledged members. Thereafter and throughout the
               interwar period, Latvia remained a good citizen of the organization, participating
               with representatives in every general meeting and in the work of many of the subsidiary
               organizations of the league. In 1922, for example, it signed the protocol establishing
               an International Court and joined the International Labour Organization. Latvia, in
               fact, signed every document and pact that the league produced to further the goals
               of international peace and welfare. Through these mechanisms, Latvia was able to add
               its voice to the discussion of a large number of problems of the interwar period.
            

            
            At the same time, it had to defend itself in several instances against charges of
               mistreating its minority nationalities, the most significant case involving the Latvian
               agrarian reform of 1919–1920. By any measure, the reform was radical because the Latvian state confiscated
               without compensation the large landed estates of the Baltic Germans in order to redistribute the land to the landless and smallholders. A delegation of Baltic German landowners brought a complaint in
               1925, but after lengthy discussion the league in 1926 judged Latvia not to have violated
               the basic principles of the treatment of minority nationalities and reiterated this
               position again in 1927. Latvians justified the reform on the historical grounds that
               the confiscated land had originally been owned by “the Latvian people,” as well as
               by reference to the practical consideration that a Communist coup was possible in
               Latvia if the land hunger of the landless and smallholders was not dealt with. Within
               the league, however, minority politicians such as the Baltic German Dr. Paul Schiemann took part in a vibrant international discussion on the rights of minorities within
               nation-states (Schiemann championed an anational state as a solution).
            

            
            During the 1930s, the league showed itself increasingly unable to reverse or control
               the actions of its large and most aggressive members, notably Germany and Italy. By coincidence, Latvian foreign minister Vilhelms Munters presided over the 101st session of the league’s assembly in 1938 when the League of
               Nations revealed its powerlessness to stop Italy’s aggression against Abyssinia. This
               and similar incidents caused Latvia and the other two Baltic states to begin to lose
               confidence in the league, and as a result in the same year the three Baltic states
               proclaimed their strict neutrality in international affairs. If before such a declaration
               their belief had been that the mechanisms of the league protected them against retribution
               when, in judging disputes, they took a stance for or against one of the contending
               parties, that belief was now gone. The belief that neutrality would protect the sovereignty
               of small nations against the aggressive foreign policy of predatory neighbors, however,
               proved to be equally ineffective. See also .
            

         

         
         	LEAGUE OF WOMEN OF LATVIA

         
         	
            A grassroots movement started in Latvia in early 1989 by mothers of draft-age men
               who were concerned about the reported abuse of their sons in the Soviet Army, this
               movement grew rapidly as cases of mistreatment increased and as the Soviet Army itself
               began to experience disciplinary and organizational problems, in part because of Mikhail
               Gorbachev’s policies of glasnost and perestroika. The army encountered increasing difficulties in meeting its recruitment quotas in
               the Baltic region, as many young men simply refused to show up for induction and some
               went AWOL. The League of Women sought official approval for alternatives to military
               service and also created a kind of underground railroad for young men. The problem
               of draft resistance in the Baltic remained from 1989 an important strand in the increasingly
               strained relations between these borderland republics and Moscow, with the latter
               unable to devise ways (beyond sheer force) to increase compliance. See also .
            

         

         
         	LEITĀNS, ANSIS (1815–1874)

         
         	
            Ansis Leitāns was a prominent figure among the Latvian literary activists in the pre–national awakening. He was self-educated and worked from 1847 to 1867 as the secretary of the local
               council in the Pinkenhof (Piņki) estate. From 1856 to 1874, he was cofounder and editor
               of the very popular periodical Mājas Viesis (The Home Visitor), which provided its Latvian-language readers with translations of the literature of other countries and original writings that featured didactic, sentimental, and
               noncontroversial themes. Retrospectively, literary historians have placed Leitāns
               in the 19th-century veclatvieši generation, which sought means of raising the educational level of Latvians, especially
               in rural areas, without provoking confrontations with the Baltic German and tsarist authorities.
            

         

         
         	LEMBERGS, AIVARS (1953–)

         
         	
            Aivars Lembergs, the long-standing mayor of Ventspils, is also rumored to be one of Latvia’s wealthiest individuals and one of the triumvirate
               of oligarchs in contemporary Latvia. Lembergs’s power, influence, and wealth comes
               from his position as the mayor of the port city, which acted as the exit point for
               Soviet and then Russian oil, gas, and ammonia. His role in the transit business has
               enriched his family, his associates, and the town. He has consistently argued for
               policy decisions that would favor a transit trade orientation (and closer ties with
               Russia) as the best guarantor of Latvian economic prosperity. Lembergs founded the political
               party For Latvia and Ventspils (Latvijai un Ventspilij), but his political influence
               is considerably greater through his sponsorship and contributions to many other political
               parties and politicians. From 2005, Lembergs has been under investigation for different
               charges relating to the abuse of power (more recently also under international investigations),
               and from 2007 he has been denied the ability to act as mayor of Ventspils in its daily
               capacity. Still, he remains popular in Ventspils, and his business acumen and Machiavellian
               manipulation of contemporary Latvian politics draws nearly as many supporters as vilifiers.
               Lembergs is perhaps the most successful and most notorious of Latvia’s three popular
               referenced oligarchs (also Andris  Šķele and Ainārs Šlesers).
            

         

         
         	LETGALLIANS

         
         	
            The people of one of the tribal societies that in the period from the sixth to the
               13th centuries populated the area of present-day Latvia. The Letgallians lived in
               the eastern regions and may have been numerically the largest of these pre-Christian
               Baltic peoples. Archaeological evidence suggests social and political stratification,
               rulers (kings), but no political unity. Thirteenth-century written sources mentioned
               two major Letgallian “kingdoms”—Tālava and Jersika. In their effort to subjugate the
               indigenous populations, the German crusading orders saw the latter—Jersika—as an especially tempting target because it controlled water
               traffic on the Daugava River and had also become familiar with Christianity through Orthodox missionaries from
               the east. Jersika was overrun in 1209 and its population converted to Christianity. To the Letgallians in Tālava, the German threat seemed
               less important than the traditional enmity toward Estonians to the north, with whom the Letgallians fought continually throughout the 13th century,
               sometimes joining forces with the Germans. An important rising by the Letgallians
               against German control took place in the Salasele castle but was put down quickly.
               By 1214, the Letgallians in the north were also subjugated. A number of warriors from
               Letgallia fled to Lithuanian territories, where the struggle against the crusading orders continued. The later
               history of Letgallian territory (eastern Latvia) differs substantially from lands
               to the west because the latter became part of the German-influenced and German-controlled
               Livonian Confederation while Letgallia did not, remaining under the influence of the Polish–Lithuanian
               Commonwealth. The distinctiveness of the Letgallian dialect of the Latvian language
               remained strong until the end of the 20th century. The presence of the Letgallians
               in Latvian history is memorialized in the name Latgale—one of the four traditional regions of Latvian territory.
            

         

         
         	LETTISCH-LITERÄRISCHE GESELLSCHAFT (LLG)

         
         	
            Known in Latvian as the Association of Friends of Latvians (Latviešu Draugu Biedrība),
               the LLG was founded in 1824 by 14 Lutheran clergymen from Livonia and Courland with a common interest in Latvian language and folklore. The organization signified the appearance among the Baltic Germans of a more scholarly interest in Latvian culture and remained active in Baltic cultural
               affairs for the next century. In the course of time, the LLG published the collected
               papers from its meetings in a 20-volume series entitled Schriften des Lettisch-literärischen Gesellschaft, which contained some of the most searching scholarly and semischolarly papers on
               Latvian culture that had appeared to date. But the relationship between the LLG and
               Latvians remained troubled throughout the 19th century. Though numerous Latvians belonged
               to it, the LLG attacked the Latvian “national awakening” and in the 1870s expelled the leaders of the Riga Latvian Association from is ranks. The LLG continued to have in its membership numerous first-rate Baltic
               German scholars (e.g., August Bielenstein), but during World War I the leadership of the LLG still welcomed the idea, put forward by Baltic German politicians,
               of annexing the Latvian territories to Germany proper. After the founding of the Latvian state in 1918, the LLG renewed its statutes,
               but its activities gradually faded. See also .
            

         

         
         	LGBT MOVEMENT

         
         	
            The lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgendered movement in Latvia is a recent phenomenon,
               although obviously the history of sexual orientation minorities is not. Through most of the history of the lands of modern Latvia, open homosexuality
               was unequivocally not openly accepted. Religious institutions (from all confessions)
               either explicitly forbade homosexual practices or actively discouraged them. Similarly,
               state authorities considered homosexuality criminal or antisocial, and medical-scientific
               communities into the 20th century considered homosexuality abnormal or an illness.
               Many of these opinions continue to be held at all of these levels even in contemporary
               Latvia. Still, Latvian folk traditions skirt around homosexual topics, particularly
               topics of gender confusion, and some literary works allude to sexual minorities (including
               in Jaunsudrabiņš’s Green Book). The interwar years and independence saw little legal redress or open organization
               among sexual minorities, although particularly in the 1920s a degree of change was
               in the air. Rumors swirled about more permissive environments in Latvia’s artistic
               and musical communities (in Soviet Latvia’s as well), and media representation of challenges to sexual norms became more common. The media on occasion
               hinted at these shifts (more frequently with suggestions of lesbianism than of gay
               men). The Ulmanis regime, however, signified a hard return to traditional gender and sexual norms,
               which would largely continue through occupations. The Nazi occupation targeted homosexuals
               along with Jews, Romani, and Jehovah’s Witnesses for extermination. The murder of Latvia’s homosexuals is
               likely the least studied aspect of the Holocaust in Latvia. In Soviet Latvia, public and state attitudes toward sexual minorities
               continued to keep these communities in hiding. As with dissidents, LGBT individuals
               were often diagnosed with psychological illnesses and locked into asylums.
            

            
            Initially, little changed after the restoration of independence, but as the Latvian
               public consumed western media, debates about LGBT rights and gender norms entered
               contemporary Latvia. Public opinion has been slow to accept these “western imports”
               and continues to hold to rigid, conservative, and traditional views. Politicians and
               church leaders have often used fear and hatred of an LGBT community or supposed agenda
               as a mobilizing tool. Contemporary, popular Latvia, as in much of the former Soviet
               Union, often erroneously conflates pedophilia with homosexuality and uses the pejorative
               pederast (pederasts) as a blanket slur against gay people. Nevertheless, LGBT issues have slowly moved
               into open, mainstream discussions. Brave individuals such as Kārlis Streips and Edgars Rinkēviçs have publically come out and have put a human face onto the issue. Riga, which has had a vibrant gay social scene, also saw the first steps toward social
               activism for greater rights for the LGBT community. This campaign, however, has been
               slow and difficult. In 2004, an inaugural Riga Gay Pride Parade was contemplated but
               fell through. The following year, in 2005, a parade was held, but in 2006 organization
               of the parade was met with fierce oposition from established political parties as
               well as the nationalist extremes (the ethnic Latvian and Russian extremes agreed on this issue). The minister
               of the interior, who was from one of these parties, publically declared the parade
               should be banned and ominously said he could not guarantee public order in the event
               of its happening. The parade lost legal sanction, and a hastily planned conference
               in a hotel was met with extreme vindictiveness from anti–gay rights activists (who
               hurled verbal invectives and human feces at the LGBT representatives). This extreme
               reaction received international attention and general condemnation from the European   Union. In 2007, Mozaika, a newly organized nongovernmental organization for LGBT rights
               in Latvia, successfully held a short parade, but under heavy police guard. This became
               the norm until 2015, when Riga hosted the EuroPride Parade with more than 5,000 participants
               from across all of Europe (including many European politicians). Unlike previous parades,
               this was a largely joyous event without incident. It is, however, still to be determined
               if this was due to the heavy European presence and media attention or if LGBT issues
               are becoming more accepted in contemporary Latvia. Legally, the LGBT community continues
               to face many obstacles, including an amendment to the constitution that decrees marriage
               between a man and a woman (accepted in 2006), and the majority of Latvia’s inhabitants
               still poll against extension of LGBT rights.
            

         

         
         	LIBRARIES

         
         	
            The Riga City Central Library, founded in 1524, was likely the first library in Latvian lands
               outside of church or private collections. Initially, this library received primarily
               religious texts as donations. When the first printing house was founded in Riga in
               1588, a copy of each printed book was deposited into the Riga City Central Library.
               Similar laws and decrees expanded the scope of the library. The Livonica section was
               particularly valuable as a repository of countless books prominent in Latvian and
               Estonian cultural history. Unfortunately, a fire set off by the German bombardment
               of Riga in 1941 consumed much of the collection. Throughout the 19th century, many
               libraries attached to private organizations or individuals amassed large and specialized
               collections. The Latvian librarian Jānis Misiņs founded his library of Latvian work
               in 1885. Ultimately, the city of Riga purchased the collection in 1925, and it continues
               to be one of the prime collections of Latvian literature (with associated archival
               material). In the interwar years, the Latvian State Library and the library of the
               University of Latvia initially suffered from lost collections that had been evacuated or damaged during
               the war. Nonetheless, for these two libraries and for libraries across the new country,
               a library construction boom matched the growth of schools in the newly independent
               state. By 1937, there were almost 3,000 libraries in Latvia with a combined collection
               of almost six million books. After the Ulmanis coup, the regime drew up lists of unwanted books, and more than 100,000 books were
               removed from library collections. This precedent was massively expanded upon during
               Soviet and Nazi occupations.
            

            
            After Latvia regained its independence in 1991, the reclamation and resurrection of
               independent libraries was hamstrung by a loss of funds. Foreign donations, particularly
               from émigré communities, helped rebuild library collections. The physical location
               of the State Library, however, was old and antiquated, and cultural activists called
               for a new national library (the building of national libraries was seen as symbolic
               in Estonia and Lithuania, and Latvia had failed to match this accomplishment). The government was initially
               slow to respond, but with international attention, ground was broken in 2008 for an
               architecturally distinct and grand new library on the opposite shore of the Daugava   River in Riga. The silhouette of the building is meant to evoke the nationally potent symbol
               of a castle of light. The library opened its doors in 2014 after a human chain passed
               a symbolic yet considerable amount of the collection from the old location, through
               the streets of Riga, over a bridge, and into the new library. The Latvian National
               Library has also devoted considerable energy and resources to digitized library collections
               and maintains a vibrant online presence.
            

         

         
         	LIEPĀJA (LIBAU)

         
         	
            After Riga, Liepāja is the most important port city in the Latvian territories, and conceivably
               among the top four most important cities according to other standards (size, cultural
               significance) as well. In the 13th century, when the newly acquired Baltic territories
               were being subdivided between the Livonian Order and the Roman Catholic Church, the district that contained the village from which Liepāja developed was first allocated
               to the church, but a century later the territory had been acquired by the order. In
               the course of time, Liepāja shared with Jelgava (Mitau) the rank of the most important urban centers of the Duchy of Courland, and in 1625 Liepāja acquired a city charter. It was not until the 17th century that
               Liepāja’s significance as a port city began to grow because of the inadequacy of waterways
               leading to it. When in the 19th century other forms of transportation gained in importance,
               so did the city’s role in Baltic and Russian imperial trade as well as in the empire’s
               naval defense system. Liepāja was slated to be an important branch railroad to alleviate bottlenecks of rail traffic in Riga. Liepāja retained and expanded its
               commercial and military significance in the interwar independence period as well as
               throughout the Soviet decades, reaching a population of about 75,000 in the year 2011. Historically, Liepāja was a stronghold of the Social Democratic Party and also included a sizeable Baptist population. During World War II, the Soviet garrison in Liepāja was one of the few on Latvian territory to provide
               initial resistance to the German invasion. German forces created a Jewish ghetto in
               Liepāja before killing actions killed most of Liepāja’s Jews in November 1941. Liepāja remained under German control until the armistice of 8
               May 1945 and was an important conduit for Latvian refugees fleeing westward. Liepāja
               served as an important naval base (particularly with submarine facilities) during
               Soviet occupation and built up a sizeable industrial infrastructure, most importantly
               in metal works. The port was also used as an additional spur to overflow trade from
               Ventspils and Riga.
            

            
            After independence, military installations were abandoned and industrial recession
               hit the industrial nature of Liepāja severely. Still, Liepāja has painstakingly reclaimed
               its position as a cultural center (particularly in music) and a sports hub. The port has been cleaned and modernized, and naval facilities may house future
               NATO forces. The metal industry continues to struggle but is recognized as a national
               asset. As with most of Latvia, demographic collapse has led to a precipitous drop
               in Liepāja’s population, from more than 115,000 people in 1989 to fewer than 80,000
               in 2016.
            

         

         
         	LIEPĀJA CONCENTRATION CAMP

         
         	
            From the very beginning of Kārlis Ulmanis’s coup of 15 May 1934, the coup makers arrested all potential opponents, primarily
               Social Democratic politicians and activists, other leftists, and some minority politicians. Initially
               held in the cities in which they were found, these potential resistance figures were
               quickly transported to a prison camp constructed on the grounds of the Liepāja Naval Port. Close to 400 prisoners were interred in this makeshift camp. Within six
               weeks, some inmates were released, and following a slow, but steady release schedule,
               by December 1934 fewer than 100 remained. Ultimately, the camp ceased to operate in
               March 1935. The camp was not particularly arduous, and treatment of the prisoners
               was not excessively severe, yet the establishment of the camp was a break from Latvian
               democratic norms. Inmates upon release continued to be under police surveillance and
               continued to have certain restrictions placed upon them.
            

         

         
         	LIEVEN, ANATOL LEONID VON (ANATOLS LĪVENS) (1873–1937)

         
         	
            Anatol von Lieven was born in St. Petersburg to the well-known von Lieven Baltic German noble family. He studied law and served as an officer in the tsarist Cavalry Guard.
               He returned to his Cavalry Guard regiment at the start of World War I. In Liepāja, in 1919, von Lieven formed the Liepāja Volunteer Rifles Unit and led this unit against
               the Bolsheviks in Latvia’s  Independence Wars. He refused to participate in the April putsch headed by Andrievs Niedra but continued to fight in battles against Red forces. In June 1919, he forbid his
               troops from fighting against Latvian or Estonian forces at the pivotal Battle of Cēsis. Soon, von Lieven led his troops to join the White forces of General Yudenich in
               his assault on Petrograd and away from the adventurism of the Bermondt-Avalov forces
               that attacked Riga in October 1919. Following the wars, von Lieven returned to Latvia, from which he
               was a delegate to a Russian monarchist congress in Germany. Von Lieven remained active as an entrepreneur and in veterans affairs. He died in
               1937.
            

         

         
         	LĪGATNE PAPER FACTORY

         
         	
            The beginnings of the Līgatne Paper Factory were in the early 19th century when two
               Riga merchants purchased land near Līgatne and began producing paper in 1815. Through
               the 19th century, the factory expanded and grew into a model industrial concern that
               produced huge quantities of paper and was recognized for the quality of its product.
               During World War I, the machinery was evacuated to Russia, but after independence the Latvian state invested heavily in rebuilding the factory.
               Through the interwar years, the factory continued to expand and came close to its
               19th-century production runs. The factory was nationalized during Soviet occupation
               and resumed its growth and modernization during the Soviet era. With the reestablishment
               of independence, however, the paper factory shared a fate similar to many large-scale
               Soviet industrial concerns: the factory struggled without access to cheap, subsidized
               Soviet raw materials and could not find markets to replace lost Soviet ones. In 1997,
               the factory was privatized and over a decade largely dismantled, filed for bankruptcy, and dissolved. In its
               final years, it employed a tiny fraction of its earlier number of workers and produced
               virtually no paper.
            

         

         
         	LINDERMANS, VLADIMIRS (1958–)

         
         	
            Vladimirs Lindermans is, perhaps, the best known of the radical Russian nationalist
               activists in contemporary Latvia. He is beyond most of the political pale but represents
               a strident, extremist Russian nationalist voice in the political spectrum. Lindermans
               was born in Riga in 1958 and studied at the University of Latvia. In 1997, he joined the Russian National Bolsvevik Party and soon became its leader
               in Latvia. In 2002, Lindermans traveled to Russia to be a character witness for the defense of Eduard Ļimonov, the head of the Russian
               National Bolshevik Party, in an ongoing criminal investigation. While he was in Russia,
               Latvia requested his extradition to stand trial for calls to overthrow the political
               order in Latvia. In 2008, Lindermans was finally extradited, but he won his case in
               Latvian courts. He ultimately helped found the Our Langauge Party (Dzimtā valodā)
               and succeeded in bringing a petition on Russian as a state language to a referendum in 2011. This campaign marked a success and failure for himself and
               his party: on the one hand, he forced more mainstream politicians claiming to speak
               on behalf of Latvia’s Slavic populations to make common ground with him (who had been considered an extremist radical before),
               but its failure also showed the limits of electoral strategies for an ethnic minority.
               Lindermans continues a legal battle for Latvian citizenship, and despite early, harsh
               depictions of the Putin regime (in the 2000s), he has made common cause with the more
               expansionist and robust Putin regime since the Crimean annexation. In 2012, Lindermans
               called for greater autonomy for the province of Latgale, which other politicians and policy experts see as a first salvo for greater and
               more vigorous Russian intervention in Latvian affairs.
            

         

         
         	LIPKE, ŽANIS (1900–1987)

         
         	
            Žanis Lipke is the most recognized Latvian among the Righteous Gentiles recognized
               for saving Jews from the Holocaust. Lipke’s life and background prior to World War II was primarily average—he worked as a stevedore at the Riga harbor, married, started a family, and purchased a house. During the Nazi occupation
               of World War II, Lipke worked in a Luftwaffe warehouse in the Riga Central Market
               bordering the Riga ghetto. He began smuggling Jews out of the ghetto at the end of November 1941. Together with his wife, Johanna, and
               a small circle of friends, Lipke succeeded in saving 55 Jews from the Holocaust. Initially,
               they were hidden in a variety of empty warehouses, but as these became increasingly
               dangerous, Lipke built an underground bunker at his house and used this to shelter
               Jews. Lipke’s actions seem to have been entirely motivated by humanity as he held
               no firm political alleigance nor did he profit from his rescues. After the war, the
               returning Soviets were initially skeptical of Lipke’s motives and frequently interrogated
               him. Eventually, they lost interest although they also did not publicize his heroic
               actions. In 1977, Lipke was able to visit Israel, where he was feted as a hero and
               recognized (with his wife) as one of the righteous among the nations. He died in 1987,
               and his fame and recognition have grown in recent years. Several memorial plaques
               in Riga are devoted to Lipke, a film has been made of his actions, and a memorial site has opened at the site of his home
               on Ķīpsala in Riga.
            

         

         
         	LITERACY

         
         	
            Although Lutheran clergymen in the Latvian territories followed the general Protestant policy of requiring
               literacy skills of their parishioners, financial support for school systems remained
               meager until the end of the 18th century. There was considerable opposition among
               the Baltic German landowning nobility to the idea of peasant education, and the clergy, over whose appointments the landed nobles frequently had veto power,
               had to be very circumspect when—as many of them did—they sought to improve peasant
               schooling. Though peasant schools began to grow in number after the 1760s, most historians
               suggest that peasant literacy was improved as much by self-learning at home, as literate
               parents taught these skills to their children. Already by the early 19th century,
               peasant (i.e., Latvian) literacy statistics showed impressive proportions of peasants
               being able to read and write, and by the end of the century, in the imperial census
               of 1897, literacy levels in the Baltic provinces were among the highest in the Russian Empire (upward of 85 percent simple reading
               skills for both men and women).
            

         

         
         	LITERATURE

         
         	
            Using the most inclusive definition—all writing in the Latvian language—Latvian literature can be said to have begun in the 16th century with translations
               into Latvian of sacred texts by both Protestant and Roman Catholic clergy, for whom Latvian was a third or fourth language. A somewhat less inclusive
               definition—writing in Latvian for purposes other than religious instruction—would
               place the beginning of secular Latvian literature in the mid-18th century, though
               then it was still written by persons (primarily Baltic Germans) for whom Latvian was still a learned language. The most restrictive definition—writing
               in Latvian by persons for whom Latvian was the first language of their childhood—would
               place the start of Latvian literature in the 1850s in the Latvian “national awakening.” Thereafter, during a developmental period of about four decades, Latvian literature
               (defined restrictively) expanded into all genres of literary creativity and witnessed
               the appearance of works generally regarded as “classic.” The brothers Kaudzīte published the first Latvian novel, Mērnieku laiki, in 1879; Andrejs Pumpurs wrote the national epic Laçplsis  in 1888; and in the 1890s, a new generation of writers, including Jānis Rainis, Aspāzija, Jekabs Apsītis, Rudolfs Blaumanis, Jānis Poruks, and Anna Brigadere, began writing careers that in most cases lasted well into the 20th century. Before
               the 1890s, Latvian writing was characterized by realistic descriptions of Latvian—largely
               rural—life or, alternatively, as in the case of Andrejs Pumpurs, drew inspiration
               from the Latvian oral tradition. During the 1890s and thereafter, Latvian literature
               became more “European,” as writers were directly inspired by more general stylistic
               trends and by themes outside the Baltic world. By the beginning of World War I, Latvian literature had become a significant domain of general Latvian culture and
               offered the greatest accessibility to its values and attitudes.
            

            
            The writers of the independence period (1918–1940), therefore, had a solid base to
               build upon and, unlike the pre–World War I authors, did not have to submit their work
               to censorship by officials of the imperial government. Consequently, there was an
               explosion of literary activity, expressed in the widest possible diversity of styles
               and genres. Realistic description remained important, however, and life in the countryside
               was a favorite subject in both poetry and prose. Because of the sharp breaks in Latvian
               history represented by the two world wars, few important writers started and finished
               their productive careers entirely within the first 20-year independence period. Those
               who were at the peak of their careers in the 1920s had begun to write in the pre–World
               War I years, and those who began in the 1930s had to continue writing in very straitened
               circumstances after 1945.
            

            
            World War II split Latvian literature into two parts because a large proportion of the 1930s generation
               of writers immigrated to the West when it became clear that after 1945 Latvia would
               once again become a Soviet republic. Until the late 1980s, then, Latvian literature
               was being written in Latvia under the relatively strict controls imposed by the Latvian Communist Party and the Latvian Writers’ Union, and in western countries—Sweden, Germany, England, Canada, the United States, and Australia—to which most refugee Latvian writers immigrated after a six- to seven-year
               period in DP camps in postwar Germany. Both contexts placed constraints on literary creativity—the
               Soviet Latvian through official literary orthodoxy (especially the imposition of socialist
               realism) and the émigré through its physical and psychological separation from the
               culture of the Latvian homeland.
            

            
            In both contexts, however, creative efforts continued so that after 1991, when Latvian
               independence was reproclaimed, the two branches of Latvian literature could begin
               the task of reintegration. By the last decade of the 20th century, moreover, Latvian
               literature-in-exile had begun to dwindle in terms of output, which eased reintegration.
               Present-day literary historians in Latvia have succeeded in producing a single integrated
               history of Latvian writing, bringing back into it the long pre–“national awakening”
               period when writing in Latvian was produced mainly by Baltic Germans, as well as the
               half century of “writers in exile.” Both types of Latvian writing had been severely
               denigrated by Soviet-period party orthodoxy. See also ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; .
            

         

         
         	LITHUANIA (POLISH–LITHUANIAN COMMONWEALTH)

         
         	
            According to linguists, the Lithuanian and Latvian languages are the last two remaining representatives of the Baltic family of Indo-European languages,
               the others (such as Old Prussian) having become extinct. This linguistic relatedness,
               however, has not meant that the history of the two peoples and countries, though they
               are located next to each other, were interchangeable or close. Just the opposite:
               during the period of the crusading orders (13th century), the further development of the Lithuanians and Latvians diverged considerably,
               and only from the 19th century onward have certain parallels come into being. In the
               13th century, the tribal societies of the Latvian-language area were defeated in succession
               by the German-origin crusading orders, churchmen, and merchants and in due course
               became a Christianized part of the population of what is called “medieval Livonia.” The political elites of these societies were extirpated or assimilated into the
               German-language population of the Baltic, while the other social classes entered the process of becoming “Latvians”
               and simultaneously the numerically preponderant and enserfed rural population.
            

            
            In the Lithuanian-language areas south of medieval Livonia, the Baltic Crusades were
               not successful, though the Lithuanian population did eventually become Christian.
               But instead of becoming subjects of a new polity dominated by German speakers, the
               Lithuanians under King Mindaugas formed a successful state of their own in the 1230s–1240s,
               which for the most part successfully defended itself against foreign incursions. In
               subsequent centuries, the Lithuanian state consolidated and even expanded toward the
               east and south into territories populated by Slavic peoples. In the meantime, to the
               southeast of Lithuania, the Poles were forming their own successful kingdom. The political elites of these two energetic
               new countries had flirted with the possibility of a political union ever since the
               marriage of King Jagiello of Lithuania and Jadwiga of Poland in 1386. This union (the
               Union of Lublin) was finally accomplished in 1569 with the creation of the Polish–Lithuanian
               Commonwealth, which continued to expand south and east and until the end of the 18th
               century remained a “great power” in east-central Europe.
            

            
            The later history of the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth continued to be a factor in
               the history of the Latvian territories. Warfare among Poland–Lithuania, Russia, and Sweden—from which Sweden emerged with control over most of Livonia—left Poland–Lithuania
               in direct control over what came to be called “Polish Livonia” or “Inflantia” (Latgale) and with sovereignty over the Duchy of Courland. Both of these entities were populated largely by Latvian speakers, though Courland’s
               political elite were the Baltic Germans and the Polish–Livonian elite mostly Polish and Russian landowners. For the next 200
               years, therefore, the influence of Poland–Lithuania on Latvian-language territory
               remained significant, especially with respect to religion. Though Courland remained predominantly Lutheran, the population of Polish–Livonia (Inflantia; Latgale) was catholicized, especially
               during the Counterreformation in the 17th century. During the 16th and 17th centuries, the status of Lithuanians
               in the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth diminished considerably. The Lithuanian political
               elites were gradually Polonized through intermarriage, and most of the Lithuanian
               people became enserfed peasants on the landed estates of the Polish aristocracy.
            

            
            When the Russian Empire gained control over all of the eastern Baltic littoral, including
               the former Polish–Lithuanian territories, the administrative borders in this region
               were redrawn, with Lithuanians coming to live in the provinces (gubernias) of Kovno, Vilna, and Suvalki. Lithuanian connections to the Latvian-speaking region
               to the north (in the Baltic provinces of Courland and Livonia) fell to a minimum.
               The subsequent histories of the two peoples continued to differ as well: The Latvian-speaking
               peasantry in the Baltic provinces, for example, were emancipated from serfdom in 1816–1819, whereas in the Lithuanian area serfdom remained institutionalized until
               1861. In the second part of the 19th century, Lithuanians experienced much harsher
               controls from the tsarist government than did Latvians, because for good reason the
               tsarist government did not trust the loyalty of the population in the Polish borderlands
               (there were revolts against tsarist rule in 1830 and 1863).
            

            
            In spite of these differences in development, however, Lithuanians and Latvians proclaimed
               their independence in the same year (1918) in the aftermath of World War I, and in subsequent years both became part, together with Estonia, of the trio of “Baltic states” that to western statesmen (as well as to the government
               of the USSR) appeared to be marching through history as a team. The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact of August 1939 placed all three within the Soviet sphere of interest; the USSR annexed
               all three almost simultaneously in 1940; and all three regained their independence,
               again almost simultaneously, in 1991. In spite of these parallels, in the 20th and
               21st centuries and with the presence of only small numbers of ethnic Latvians and
               Lithuanians in each other’s states, Lithuania has not played nearly as direct a role
               in Latvian history as during the early modern centuries, the one exception being the
               occasional orchestrated teamwork with Estonians as well in the push for independence
               in the period form 1989 to 1991, most famously with the Baltic Chain of protestors
               stretching from Vilnius in Lithuania, through Riga in Latvia, to Tallinn in Estonia
               on 23 August 1989. But the progressively greater integration of the three Baltic states
               into European institutions after 1991—especially in the European Union (EU) in 2004, which all three joined at the same time—has meant a growing structural similarity
               and closer relations among the three. Following Russian military involvements in Georgia
               and Ukraine and the annexation of Crimea, Latvian and Lithuanian (and Estonian) military
               cooperation and coordination has increased on the ground and in lobbying efforts aimed
               at increasing the role of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and the EU in safeguarding Baltic state independence.
            

         

         
         	LIVLAND

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	LIVONIA

         
         	
            The English version of the German term Livland, Livonia designates both the late medieval state in the Baltic area and the province
               when the Baltic area became part of the Russian Empire in the course of the 18th century. The Latvian language distinguishes between
               these two entities, calling the medieval state Livonija and the later province Vidzeme.
               The land included in the two entities was decidedly different. Medieval Livonia appeared
               by the end of the 13th century after subjugation of the indigenous Baltic peoples
               by the German crusading orders and consisted of four ecclesiastical states (the archbishopric of Riga and the bishoprics of Kurland, Dorpat, and Ösel) and the lands of the Livonian Order.
               These five entities covered most of the territory of present-day Latvia and Estonia. Medieval Livonia disappeared from the maps as the result of the Livonian Wars (1558–1583), when Denmark, Sweden, and the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth claimed and received segments of Livonian territory. Until the 18th century, sections
               of the old Livonian lands were variously under Polish–Lithuanian, Danish, Swedish,
               and Russian control. When, as a result of the Great Northern War (1700–1721), Russia expelled Sweden from the eastern Baltic regions, most of the old
               Livonian lands came under Russian control, with a section of them now becoming the
               Province of Livonia (Ger., Livland)—one of the three Baltic provinces of the Russian Empire (the others were Courland [Kurland] and Estonia [Estland]).
               The province of Livland consisted of a northern section in which the peasantry was
               Estonian speaking and a southern section in which it was Latvian speaking.
            

            
            After 1918, when both Latvia and Estonia became independent states, the ethnographic
               boundary was used for the national boundary between them, and the province of Livonia
               was divided between the two new states. Within Latvia, the term Vidzeme replaced Livonia.
            

         

         
         	LIVONIAN ORDER

         
         	
            See ; ; .
            

         

         
         	LIVONIAN WARS (1558–1583)

         
         	
            By the end of the 15th century, the inability of the power holders in Livonia to get along with one another made the medieval state a tempting target for territorial
               expansion by larger neighbors, notably Russia, which was also seeking an outlet to the Baltic Sea. In 1476 and then again in 1501 and 1502, Russian forces invaded the eastern sector
               of Livonia, annexed territory, and deported some of the peasantry to the interior
               of Russia. Worse losses by the Livonian side were prevented by the energetic leadership
               of Wolter von Plettenberg, who was master of the Livonian Order from 1494 to 1535. In 1558, Ivan the Terrible
               of Russia began a more serious effort against Livonia, thus launching a quarter century
               of almost uninterrupted warfare that eventually drew in Denmark, the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth, and Sweden. Anticipating Livonian defeat at the hands of the Russians, the bishop of Ösel offered
               his territory to Denmark, the landowners and urban patriciates of the Estonian regions
               in northern Livonia sought protection from Sweden, and the elites of the southern
               parts of Livonia gained similar protection from Poland–Lithuania. In the latter transaction,
               the last master of the Livonian Order, Gotthard Kettler, became duke  of   Courland and Semigallia and a vassal of the Polish–Lithuanian crown. The new territorial interests of these
               powers naturally prolonged the conflict, especially when Sweden and Poland–Lithuania
               found it expedient to become temporary allies against the Russian invader. No side
               was powerful enough to overwhelm the other, and in 1583 all sides agreed to peace.
               Russia agreed to withdraw its forces, though it kept a small slice of Livonian territory
               in the east, and Denmark assented to cede to Poland–Lithuania and Sweden most of the
               territory over which it had gained control. The new masters of the eastern Baltic—exercising
               their power directly and indirectly—were Poland–Lithuania and Sweden. The medieval
               Livonian state that had coalesced into a regional power at the end of the 13th century
               had ceased to exist.
            

         

         
         	LIVONIANS (LIVS, ĻĪBIEŠI)

         
         	
            Though they were among the peoples who resided in the territory of present-day Latvia
               from the sixth century onward, the Livonians differed from the rest in that they spoke
               (and continue to speak) a Finno-Ugric rather than a Baltic   language. They inhabited territories around the Gulf of Riga, stretching inland for several
               dozen kilometers. They were evidently the first of the Baltic-area residents to begin
               dealing continuously with the German monks, merchants, and crusading orders when these arrived in the Baltic area at the end of the 12th century and founded the
               city of Riga in 1201. The Livonians were subjugated by the Germans relatively early, although in
               these battles a Liv, Ako, killed the second bishop of Riga. Nevertheless, by the end
               of the second decade of the 13th century, most Livs were ruled by Germans. They were
               also the first of the area’s peoples to be converted to Christianity, though their
               attachment to the new religion proved tenuous during the succeeding centuries.
            

            
            Before the coming of the Germans, the Livonians were socially differentiated and had
               political leaders though no political unity. Thirteenth-century written sources distinguish
               four politically distinct districts in their territory. After the crusading orders
               finally established their dominance, the Livonians continued to be mentioned in sources
               as a linguistically separate subpopulation, though their numbers diminished over the
               centuries as more of them merged with other Balts to form a Latvian population.
            

            
            By the early 20th century, only several hundred Livonian speakers remained (177 by
               2000), but Latvian censuses continued to record them as a separate ethnic group, and
               they have been granted the status of one of the “original” nationalities to reside
               in Latvia. By 2011, their numbers spiked to 250, although this may be fueled by a
               nostalgia around heritage and the number who can speak the Liv language is considerably
               less. Their presence in Latvian history is memorialized in the terms Livonia, Livland, and their derivatives. Some confusion has resulted from the conventional use of
               these terms for a succession of late medieval and postmedieval political states and
               provinces in the Baltic area, but these were the creations of the new political upper
               orders and not of their diminishing numbers of Livonian-speaking residents.
            

         

         
         	LIVS

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	LORENCS, KLĀVS (1885–1971)

         
         	
            Klāvs Lorencs was a Latvian social democratic politician and influential activist
               within the cooperative movement. Already as a student, Lorencs became active in the
               underground Social Democratic Party in Liepāja, almost from its founding. He participated in the Revolution of   1905 and continued to lead the underground workers’ movement in Liepāja until his arrest.
               After spending several years in tsarist prisons, he was exiled to Siberia in 1913,
               from which he escaped, ultimately working in Moscow in the cooperative field. After
               working on the board of CentroSoyuz in revolutionary Moscow, he moved to Vladivostok,
               where he joined the Siberian and Ural Latvian National Council in Vladivostok and
               from there returned to Latvia in 1920. He was elected to all four Saeimas and multiple Riga City Councils and was the minister of labor for a short period
               of time. He was influential in the relocation of zeppelin hangars to become the iconic
               Riga Central Market. After the Ulmanis coup, Lorencs helped found the illegal Latvian Socialist Workers and Peasants Party.
               He was arrested soon after and sent to the Liepāja Concentration Camp for more than six months. Later, after he renewed his underground work, he was arrested
               and imprisoned in the Riga Central Prison in 1939. After Soviet occupation, Lorencs
               moved up the hierarchy of the Soviet State Bank until Nazi occupation. Lorencs renewed
               underground Social Democratic resistance to the Nazis in 1942 but was arrested in
               1943. With the return of Soviet rule, Lorencs continued to work in government but
               was arrested in 1951 and tried for anti-Soviet activity (mostly relating to his time
               in interwar Latvia). He was amnestied in 1955 and returned to Riga but was under police
               surveillance until his death in 1971. Lorencs’s particular distinction is that he
               was arrested and imprisoned for political offenses by the tsarist government, the
               Ulmanis regime, the Nazi occupation, and the Soviet occupation. His memoirs, which
               were confiscated by the KGB in an apartment search, were published posthumously in
               2005.
            

         

         
         	LŪSIS, JĀNIS (1939–)

         
         	
            Jānis Lūsis is the most accomplished Latvian field athlete and won multiple Olympic
               medals in javelin. Lūsis first appeared in the Olympics for the Soviet team in 1964,
               when he won the bronze medal. In 1968 in Mexico City, Lūsis won the gold and followed
               up with a silver medal in Munich in 1972. He is the only Latvian Olympic athlete to
               win one of each medal in his Olympic career. Lūsis twice set the world record (his
               best was 93.80 meters in 1972) and won multiple Soviet and European championships.
               His wife, Elvīra Ozoliņa, also won Olympic gold in javelin in 1960. Lūsis continues
               to train field athletes in contemporary Latvia. In 1987, the IAAF (International Association
               of Athletics Federation) anointed Lūsis the best javelin thrower ever and in 2014
               inducted him into its Hall of Fame. See also  .
            

         

         
         	LUSTRATION

         
         	
            Lustration is the process by which states refuse to allow the political activity or
               public service of individuals involved in the repressive organs of a former regime.
               The process has been applied unevenly across east Europe and the states of the former
               Soviet Union, as well as in Latvia. In Latvia, members of the KGB or those who collaborated
               closely with the KGB were theoretically barred from running for parliament. Initially,
               the most public of these candidates was Juris Bojārs, a charismatic leftist populist
               politician who did not hide his long relation with the KGB through the Soviet era
               (from 1962). Eventually, in 2006, the Constitutional Court overturned his ban. Jānis
               Ādamsons, a onetime officer in the Soviet KGB border guards, was another scandal-plagued
               politician whose eligibilty was often questioned, rescinded, and overruled. The greatest
               obstacle to a thorough lustration in Latvia (not including the political and popular
               will to enact it) is the ambiguity and lack of definitive records of KGB personnel
               available to the Latvian state and people. The “KGB bags” affair, which centers around
               the leftover files from a KGB office that may include possible personnel files and
               lists of informants, has continued unresolved from 1993. A commission of historians
               still struggles with politicians about the process by which these files will be researched
               and vetted. Largely, however, time has dulled the earlier demand for lustration or
               its potential efficacy in keeping people from power and influence.
            

         

         
         	LUTHERANISM

         
         	
            Lutheranism arrived in the territory of present-day Latvia soon after Martin Luther’s
               challenge to the Roman Catholic Church in 1517. This date falls within the history
               of the Livonian Confederation, of which the Latvian lands had been part since the
               end of the 13th century. By the first half of the 16th century, however, medieval
               Livonia had become internally decentralized and externally weak as the result of the continuing
               power conflicts between the Livonian Order and the leaders of the ecclesiastical states
               within the country, as well as between both of these powers and well-organized merchants
               in such relatively wealthy cities as Riga. The situation in Livonia resembled in many respects that of the Holy Roman Empire,
               where decentralization and internal conflict had also created a welcome context for
               a powerful reform movement within the church. Followers of Luther’s reforms began
               to arrive in Livonia in the 1520s, where they were welcomed by the city of Riga. The
               master of the German Order adopted Lutheranism in 1525, which meant that the Livonian
               Order had to take at least a permissive attitude toward the new teaching. Freedom
               of religious belief in Livonia was proclaimed in 1554 over the opposition of the officials
               of the ecclesiastical states, but they were in no position to resist the new developments.
               The complete secularization of the Livonian Order and the ecclesiastical states followed
               later during the course of the Livonian Wars, which began in 1558. By the beginning of the 17th century, Lutheranism had become
               the dominant form of Christianity in most of the lands of present-day Latvia. The
               important exception was Latgale (the easternmost region), which remained under Polish and Lithuanian influence and
               control and hence retained Roman Catholicism until modern times. From 1561 to 1629, the Polish–Lithuanian rulers, having gained
               control of other sections (Courland and territory north of the Daugava River) of the now-collapsed Livonian state, introduced there a certain amount of Counterreformation activity, but this was insufficient to dislodge Lutheranism from its central place
               among the elites. During the period of Latvian independence from 1918 to 1940, some
               75 percent of the Latvian population was of the Lutheran faith. Lutheranism remains the largest denomination in contemporary
               Latvia, and its church, headed by the Jānis Vanags, has become one of the world’s most conservative Lutheran churches.
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         	MĀJAS VIESIS

         
         	
            Mājas Viesis (The Home Visitor) was a weekly publication in Latvian dealing with literature and politics, appearing from 1856 onward. During the first decades of its existence,
               the paper was a significant outlet for the writings of the first generation of Latvian
               writers of the “national awakening” period. In the 1880s, the publication became much less confrontational with respect
               to Baltic authorities, but it revived its “progressive” tone in the 1890s, when it
               became an important outlet for the writers of the “new current.” It ceased publication in 1910 for economic reasons. See also .
            

            
         

         
         	MALENIEŠI

         
         	
            Derived from the Latvian mala, meaning border or edge, the English equivalent would be rubes or hicks. The word
               that first appeared in Latvian writing in the 1860s to signify those Latvians who
               lived far away from the urban centers of burgeoning Latvian cultural activity and
               probably did not understand or actually opposed the programs of the urban activists.
               Though initially used in a translation of German stories, the Latvian word took on
               a polemical meaning relatively quickly and symbolized, among others things, a growing
               urban–rural gulf in the Latvian-language cultural world.
            

            
         

         
         	MANASEIN REVISION

         
         	
            An inspection tour in 1881–1883 of the Baltic provinces of Livonia and Courland by the Russian senator Nicholas Manasein, this “revision” became a major turning
               point in the political history of the Latvian territories. From his findings—which
               were to a great extent based on some 20,000 grievance petitions sent to Manasein from
               Latvian rural areas—the senator concluded that Baltic German hegemony was widely unpopular and recommended to the tsar that the imperial government
               introduce various measures to russify the Baltic area. Latvian nationalist activists
               who had assisted Manasein had not expected this conclusion, and the ensuing Russification period of Latvian history (lasting formally until World War I) enhanced the feeling among Latvian activists that the imperial government could
               not be trusted.
            

            
         

         
         	MANCELIUS, GEORGIUS (JURIS MANCELIS) (1593–1654)

         
         	
            Mancelius was a Baltic German clergyman and writer born in the Baltic area. Throughout his clerical career, he dedicated
               himself to the improvement of the Latvian language and the creation of at least a religious literature in it. He occupied a series of important positions in the Lutheran church in Livonia as well as the prorectorship and rectorship of Dorpat University from 1632 to 1638.
               Beginning in the 1640s, he wrote, translated, and compiled a variety of works in Latvian,
               some of which remained in widespread use as devotional literature for the next 200
               years. With the publication of his book of sermons in 1654, Mancelius is considered
               by literary historians to have begun a new phase of development for Latvian as a literary
               language, which lasted until the mid-19th century, when writing in Latvian began to
               be produced largely by authors for whom Latvian was their first language. See also .
            

            
         

         
         	MĀTERS, JURIS (1845–1885)

         
         	
            An activist of the “national awakening” period, Māters was largely self-educated but nonetheless became widely known, first
               as an author of popular fiction (especially his novel Sadzīves viļņi [Waves of Social Life], 1879) and second as a champion of Latvian peasants, particularly smallholders.
               He engaged in polemics with the Riga Latvian Association, which he accused of exploiting rural national sentiments to enhance its own standing
               in Riga, and published extensive advice (in the newspaper Tiesu vēstnesis, which he edited) to rural leaders on how to take advantage of the 1860s laws on
               rural reforms. Māters’s viewpoint represented the first division in the ranks of the
               Latvian national movement.
            

            
         

         
         	MAURIŅA, ZENTA (1897–1978)

         
         	
            Perhaps the most accomplished and popular essayist in the history of Latvian writing,
               Mauriņa finished at the University of Latvia in 1927 and earned her living as a teacher. Her first publication—a translation into
               German of a Latvian poem—appeared in 1919, and after that time her productivity was
               continuous, lasting throughout the interwar period as well as after 1944, when she
               immigrated to and continued to reside in Germany and Sweden. Her nonfiction consisted of literary and philosophical essays that frequently revolved
               around the theme of human suffering (to some extent a reflection of the fact that
               Mauriņa herself was struck by polio at the age of five and spent the rest of her life
               in a wheelchair). In the post–World War II period, she frequently published in German and thus became one of the few Latvian
               writers to have a continent-wide readership. See also .
            

            
         

         
         	MEDIA

         
         	
            The history of print media in the Latvian territories began with the activities of
               Baltic German clergymen in the 18th and early 19th centuries. Large print runs of calendars, sermon
               books, and, starting in 1822, the first newspaper in the Latvian language were meant to disseminate useful knowledge and moral instruction to the Latvian peasantry,
               as they read these materials individually or in groups or passed them from one rural
               household to the next. The same goals informed the Latvian activists of the “national awakening” starting in the 1850s, but their publications had the additional goals of reaffirming
               the value of Latvian-language culture and dislodging the Baltic German social, economic,
               and political hegemony in the Baltic provinces. By the turn of the century, newspapers in Latvian, and produced by Latvians, had
               become a normal part of the cultural world of the Baltic provinces, and their numbers
               proliferated after the Revolution of 1905 with the loosening of Russian imperial restrictions on publications generally. In
               the period between the Revolution of 1905 and World War I, several dozen newspapers, with typical print runs of around 25,000, came and went
               because bankruptcies were common, papers tied their fortunes to this or that political
               movement, or they restricted their readership by targeting the different language
               communities in the Baltic provinces—Latvian, German, Russian, Jewish—and publishing
               only in the languages each used.
            

            
            By the arrival of independence in 1918, entrepreneurs repeatedly sought to make a
               profit by launching new papers, with uneven success. During the 1920s, the new Latvian
               republic had altogether 78 newspapers (40 in Riga), 57 of which were written in Latvian and 21 in other languages. Variety of content
               ranged from the official newspaper-type publications of the Latvian government (e.g.,
               Valdības Vēstnesis), meant to inform the citizenry of new laws and regulations, to various “yellow press”
               publications in Riga, which reported on “celebrities” or fabricated stories about
               them. The most stable and responsible of the daily newspapers to emerge from this
               welter was Jaunākās Ziņas (The Latest News, 1920–1940), which sought to steer between political camps and at its height had
               daily press runs of 200,000 (in a country of about 1.5 million adults). The Latvian
               press came under fairly severe censorship during the authoritarian regime of Kārlis Ulmanis (1934–1940), which promoted national unity and a worshipful attitude toward the national
               “leader” (vadonis).
            

            
            Radio broadcasting joined the print media only in the mid-1920s, and then strictly
               under central government supervision. Throughout the interwar period, there was only
               one “station,” called Latvian Radio, which by the later 1930s was broadcasting about
               3,500 hours annually, dividing that time among music (58 percent), lectures and courses
               (10 percent), literary discussions (8 percent), and news and reportage (12 percent).
            

            
            In the years between 1940 and 1991, the press, radio broadcasts, and, from the mid-1950s,
               television came to form the central “triad” of the mass media in the Latvian Soviet
               Socialist Republic, developing rapidly in effectiveness over time and benefiting from
               all the technological innovations in the three fields. Unfortunately, these developments
               all took place as one totalitarian regime after another (USSR, 1940–1941; Nazi Germany,
               1941–1945; USSR again, 1945–1991) controlled Latvian life and fully recognized the
               political importance of absolute control over mass media. During the Soviet period,
               instructions about what could or could not be printed emerged from the Central Committee
               of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) and often were made even more restrictive
               by the Central Committee of the Latvian Communist Party. Over these decades, readers, viewers, and listeners had to develop considerable
               interpretative skills in parsing these “official” news and broadcasts; the more adventurous
               listened to Latvian-language broadcasts by the Voice of America and Radio Free Europe,
               which the Soviet authorities continued to jam. Even so, the “media” in the full sense
               of the word had become an inextricable part of Latvian life by the end of the Soviet
               period, and the major changes the renewal of independence in 1991 brought were in
               content and not form.
            

            
            Since 1991, the Latvian media have continued to change in concert with general European
               trends. There are some continuities with the pre–World War II period, however. There remains a language division in the media world, with five
               of the 10 largest (in revenue) newspapers being printed in Latvian and five in Russian,
               while seven of the top 10 popular magazines are printed in Latvian and three in Russian.
               A similar division (Latvian–Russian) exists in radio and television broadcasting.
               The print media continue to demonstrate political partiality, though not quite as
               overtly as in the pre-1940 period, when some newspapers were in a sense the official
               voices of political parties. One Latvian-language newspaper in Riga—Diena  (The Day)—has become the dominant voice of moderation and objectivity (the Jaunākās Ziņas of its time). These characteristics of the Latvian media are no longer decisive in
               informational terms, however. Latvian law now upholds the “freedom of the press”;
               readers, viewers, and listeners have complete access to the media of other countries
               and such international sources of information as CNN, the BBC, and news on the iIternet. As elsewhere, print media have declined in the 21st century with the rise of the
               Internet; Latvian newspapers and magazines have lost readers while web portals such
               as www.delfi.lv have become more popular. Likewise, Latvian-based Russian media have
               also waned as the media world of Russia has impinged into Latvia’s media environment.
               This has taken on a pronounced political relevance after Putin’s annexation of Crimea
               and ongoing meddling in Ukraine as ethnic communities in Latvia understand the events
               differently, largely due to their conflicting media worlds. A rival independent Russian
               online media aggregator, Meduza, began operations from Riga in 2015. Its target audience
               is as much Russians in Russia, however, as the smaller Latvian Russian market. See also ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; .
            

            
         

         
         	MEIEROVICS, GUNĀRS (1920–2006)

         
         	
            Having received his primary and secondary education in Latvia, Meierovics left Latvia
               in 1944, lived in post–World War II   Germany as a refugee, and immigrated to the United States in 1950. There he worked as a researcher for the U.S. Department of Defense and became
               very active in Latvian émigré organizations, especially the American Latvian Association.
               In 1988–1989, when the perestroika period began in Latvia, Meierovics headed the World Federation of Free Latvians, which somewhat later established a bureau in Riga to forge links between western Latvian organizations and the various reform movements
               gaining strength in Latvia. In the parliamentary election of June 1993, Meierovics ran as a candidate of the Latvia’s Way coalition and was selected as a deputy. Briefly, in July 1993, he was a strong candidate
               for the presidency of Latvia, a position that was filled through election by the Saeima rather than by popular vote, but he withdrew in favor of Guntis Ulmanis. During the 1993 election, Meierovics enjoyed a very high level of name recognition,
               especially among the older generations of Latvians who remembered his father, Zigfrīds Anna Meierovics, the very popular first foreign minister of the interwar Latvian republic.
            

            
         

         
         	MEIEROVICS, ZIGFRĪDS ANNA (1887–1925)

         
         	
            Though he received a degree in the commercial sciences from Riga Polytechnic Institute in 1911, Meierovics’s career in the Baltic business world was relatively short. World War I and the occupation of the Baltic area by the German Army engaged him in refugee relief
               work, and unfolding developments drew him increasingly deeper into the politics of
               establishing a Latvian national state. After the March 1917 Revolution in Russia, he was in Riga, having cast his lot with those who were working to form a viable provisional government
               for Latvia. After the declaration of independence on 18 November 1918, having been
               appointed foreign minister in the new Latvian government, he took on a series of assignments
               that took him to western Europe as part of a Latvian delegation that pleaded the case
               of Latvian independence with the governments of the Allies at the international conferences
               following the war and at the League of Nations. In these forums, he successfully argued for international recognition of Latvia’s
               sovereignty over the skepticism of the western powers and outright opposition by the
               Soviet Union and Baltic German representatives. After Latvia became a league member, Meierovics ended his appointment
               as foreign minister and served as prime minister of a broad unity government in the
               early 1920s. By that time, he had become one of the best-known and most popular of
               the political leaders of the new Latvian state. His career was cut short when he was
               killed in an automobile accident in Latvia in 1925. See also .
            

            
         

         
         	MEISEL, NOAH (NOIJS MAIZELS) (1891–1956)

         
         	
            Noah Meisel was born in present-day Belarus and studied medicine at the University
               of Dorpat. He began his medical practice in Daugavpils and successfully ran for a seat in the Saeima from the Bund list (the historical Jewish socialist party in tsarist Russia). He served in the first three Saeimas and on the Daugavpils City Council, but because
               of his experience and leftist sympathies, Meisel was arrested and imprisoned in the
               Liepāja Concentration Camp by the Ulmanis regime in 1934. He was arrested during Soviet occupation in 1941 and sentenced to
               10 years in the Gulag. He died a year after his release.

            
         

         
         	MELNGAILIS, EMILIS (1874–1954)

         
         	
            Emilis Melngailis was an early Latvian composer and choir conductor who organized
               and conducted numerous Latvian Song Festivals. Born in 1874, Melngailis studied in Riga before attending the Dresden Conservatory in 1896 and the St. Petersburg Conservatory
               from 1898 to 1901. He worked as a teacher in Tashkent until 1920, when he returned
               to Latvia. Melngailis was a conductor, head conductor, or honorary head conductor
               of Latvian Song Festivals from the sixth in 1926 to the eleventh in 1951. Melngailis
               was equally known for his choral compositions and his work as a collector of folklore. Melngailis remained in Soviet-occupied Latvia after World War II and continued his professional work. He died in 1954.
            

            
         

         
         	MENDERS, FRICIS (1885–1971)

         
         	
            Menders was an active member of the Latvian Social Democratic Party movement from 1904 onward and, as did many of the pre–World War I Latvian Social Democrats, lived in western Europe in exile until 1917. There, in 1914,
               he received a doctorate in law from the University of Bern. After Latvian independence,
               he remained active in parliamentary politics and was elected to all four of the interwar
               Saeimas (parliaments) on the Social Democratic ticket. In the Saeima, he represented the Social
               Democratic Party’s left wing and defended close cooperation with the Soviet Union. He was arrested and imprisoned in the Liepāja Concentration Camp by the Ulmanis regime for almost a year, starting in 1934. He remained in Latvia after the conclusion
               of World War II, and in 1948 he was deported to the interior of the USSR. He returned to Latvia in
               1955, but until his death in 1971 he continued to have run-ins with the authorities,
               some of which resulted in imprisonment and internal exile in Latvia for short periods
               of time. A prolific and opinionated writer, Menders published in Latvian, German,
               and Russian in Latvian periodicals during most of his life.
            

            
         

         
         	MERKEL, GARLIEB (1769–1850)

         
         	
            Merkel was one of a handful of young Baltic German writers and journalists who toward the end of the 18th century brought to the Russian
               Baltic provinces the critical spirit of the French Enlightenment. Born in Livonia of parents who were themselves Baltic Germans, Merkel spent most of his student years
               in Prussia at the Universities of Jena, Leipzig, and Frankfurt on the Oder, until
               in 1801 he received a Ph.D. from the latter. He was a versatile writer and by the
               end of his life had acquired a reputation in the German-speaking cultural world as
               an able literary critic, counting among his friends and correspondents such figures
               as Friedrich von Schiller, Johann Wolfgang von Goethe, Johann Gottfried Herder, and Christoph Martin Wieland. Though he never wrote in Latvian, Merkel holds an
               extremely important place in the development of Latvian national self-consciousness
               because of his book Die Letten, vorzüglich in Liefland am Ende des philosophischen Jahrhunderts (1796), published when he was 27. In Die Letten, Merkel castigated the Baltic landowning nobility for maintaining and defending the
               institution of serfdom and pointed to its deleterious effects on the Latvian-speaking peasants. Writing in
               the spirit of Herder, he seemed to be making a case for the Latvians not simply as
               an oppressed peasantry but as an oppressed “nation,” which had been mistreated for
               centuries by the Baltic Germans and was now reaching the end of its patience. Understandably,
               the book aroused a storm in Baltic German landowning circles. Die Letten was not translated into Latvian until 1905, but in the second half of the 19th century
               the writers of the Latvian “national awakening,” having received German-language educations, knew the work intimately and used it
               to guide their own ideas. Merkel published several more works about Latvians and Estonians, but none were as controversial as the 1796 treatise. His later descriptions of the
               Baltic peoples were often quite fanciful, and he invented heroic traditions and entire
               mythologies for them. In 1869, the Riga Latvian Association placed over his grave a memorial stone engraved with the words, “In memory from the
               grateful Latvians.” See also .
            

            
         

         
         	MIHAILOVS, VLADIMIRS (1929–2008)

         
         	
            Vladimirs Mihailovs was born in Moscow but completed his degree in the faculty of
               law at the University of Latvia. Although he himself wrote in a style approaching science fiction, he is most known
               for his journalistic work. He was the editor of the satirical journal Dadzis (Thorn) and later was the chief editor of Literatūra un māksla (Literature and Art), ostensibly a high-brow journal of culture that was a pathbreaker in pushing the
               envelope of accepted political discussion in the early Gorbachev era. See also  .
            

            
         

         
         	MINORITIES

         
         	
            When enumerations of the population in Latvian territories began in the 19th century, the concept of “minority” in the
               modern sense was not in use. If the word was used at all, it had a statistical meaning
               only and referred simply to those population groups that were numerically smaller
               than the largest group. Had it been used in the modern sense in reference to nationality,
               the Baltic provinces of Livonia and Courland would have revealed an anomaly: several of the small nationality groups such as the
               Baltic Germans (in 1897, about 6 percent of the population) and Russians (about 5 percent) were in fact the hegemonic elites, the Baltic Germans through their
               social standing, wealth, and monopoly over regional political power, and the Russians
               through their association with the sovereignty of the Russian tsar. There were other
               national minorities as well—Belarusians (4 percent), Poles (3 percent), Jews (7 percent), and Lithuanians (1 percent), but these stood outside the power structure.
               Jews in Latvia, as well as in most of eastern Europe, were defined as a “nationality”
               group during the 19th century and well into the 20th. The vast majority of the population
               of southern Livonia and Courland were Latvians (68 percent), but they were mostly
               excluded from the political arena.
            

            
            With the founding of the Republic of Latvia in 1918, power relationships between groups
               changed, and Latvians—the majority—became the dominant political population and in
               the Constitution of 1922 defined the comparative rights of all groups. It is at this juncture that the modern
               definition of “minority nationality” appeared, in large part because the League of Nations, of which Latvia was a member, was very much concerned with the protection of such
               minorities. Border agreements at the conclusion of World War I created many new states, especially in eastern Europe, which contained large numbers
               of persons who were not of the titular nationality and, in the league’s view, needed
               special protections so as not to become a source of new conflict. Consequently, the
               Latvian state extended substantial protections to its “minority nationalities”—Baltic
               Germans, Russians, Jews, and the rest—through centrally funded schools and cultural
               programs, representation in the Saeima, and language rights in certain venues. The language of the state in the new Latvia, however, was
               Latvian. Moreover, the new Latvian government could not accomplish what some of the
               more ardent Latvian nationalists had hoped, namely, to diminish extensively the economic power that some of the “minority nationalities,” such as the Baltic Germans and Jews,
               had accumulated before the war and which they retained in the 1918 republic. It is
               true that the Agrarian Reform Law of 1920 confiscated, without compensation, the landed estates of the Baltic Germans
               and redistributed the land to the landless and smallholders, but this still left Baltic
               Germans in a powerful position as urban property owners as well as in commerce and
               the professions. Similarly, Jews were numerically important in retail commerce and
               in certain professions such as medicine.
            

            
            The protections extended to “minority nationalities” by the constitution began to
               erode during the authoritarian regime of Kārlis Ulmanis (1934–1940) as the central government sought in various ways to reduce the significance
               of “minority nationalities” by buying out their enterprises, decreasing state subsidies
               to minority schools, and insisting on the primacy of “Latvian culture” in the internal
               working of the Latvian state and society. What the ultimate result of these nationalistic—even chauvinistic—policies might have been is moot, because World War II removed the “minority nationality” entirely from Latvian history for the time being
               through the occupation of the country by the Soviet Union (1940–1941 and 1945–1991) and Nazi Germany (1941–1945). The Marxist–Leninist ideology of the Soviet state claimed to solve the
               “nationality” problem in its entirety through the building of socialism and through
               severe punishment of any concerns over the national identity of non-Russians in the
               USSR. At Adolf Hitler’s behest, the Baltic Germans emigrated from Latvia in the fall
               of 1939 and the spring of 1940, so as to escape the Soviet annexation of Latvia in
               August 1940. During its occupation of Latvia between 1941 and 1945, Nazi Germany implemented
               a genocidal policy against Jews and the Romani, eliminating these groups from the roster of “minority nationalities” in Latvia almost
               entirely.
            

            
            When the USSR resumed its control of Latvia in 1945, the nationality structure of
               the country had been changed substantially. It would continue to change during the
               Soviet period, to the detriment of the Latvians, as hundreds of thousands of industrial
               workers migrated to the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic from the Slavic republics
               of the Soviet Union. In the last Soviet-era census of 1989, the Latvian proportion
               of the population stood at 52 percent, while the Slavic-language proportion was 46
               percent; other minority nationalities together comprised only 4 percent of the population.
            

            
            Since the restoration of Latvian independence in 1991, the “minority” question has
               again become significant for Latvian political leaders, in large part because the
               western institutions—United Nations, European Union, and others—with which Latvia has sought integration have insisted on the protection
               of “minorities” of various kinds. In contrast to the interwar period, however, the
               definition of “minority” has now expanded to include many population groupings beyond
               the “national,” including sexual minorities (see ). As in the interwar period, however, the principal focus of government policy since
               1991 has still been on non-Latvian “minority nationalities” and how to best achieve
               their integration into the multicultural and multilinguistic society Latvia has become.
               Latvia’s dire demographic conditions (out-migration, many more deaths than births)
               have struck minority communities even more severely than the titular nationality,
               and as of 2015 more than 60 percent of the population was ethnically Latvian, with
               the Russian population dropping to less than 25 percent. Still, the idea of a well-functioning
               multiethnic society remains largely unachieved.
            

            
         

         
         	MOLOTOV–RIBBENTROP PACT (HITLER–STALIN PACT, GERMAN–RUSSIAN PACT, GERMAN–USSR NONAGGRESSION
            TREATY)
         

         
         	MOLOTOV–RIBBENTROP PACT

         
         	
            Signed on 23 August 1939, this pact was an important component of the diplomatic maneuvering
               that preceded Adolf Hitler’s invasion of Poland on 1 September 1939, triggering the
               start in Europe of World War II. The pact stated that both signatories would refrain from attacking each other and
               would remain neutral if either was attacked by a third party. The pact is important
               for the history of Latvia because attached secret protocols spelled out what both
               signatories considered to be each other’s “interest spheres,” with the Baltic states
               being allocated to the Soviet Union. Thus, the pact ensured that if Hitler were to attack Poland, the USSR would not
               come to Poland’s defense and create a two-front war for Germany. On the other hand, the pact also ensured that if the USSR were to expand into the
               eastern European territories within its “interest sphere,” Germany would remain neutral.
               Hitler launched the Blitzkrieg against Poland on 1 September; on 17 September, the USSR invaded Poland from the east
               to claim the Polish territory in its “interest sphere”; on 29 September, 5 October,
               and 10 October, the USSR forced Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, respectively, to sign agreements permitting the stationing of Soviet troops in those
               countries; and on 26 November, Finland rejected similar demands by the USSR, precipitating
               on 30 November the Russo–Finnish War (the Winter War).
            

            
            At the end of September, the German government issued a call for all Germans residing
               in the Baltic territories to “return” to the Reich, precipitating the emigration of about 51,000 persons by the end of spring 1940. Though the secret protocols were
               not, by definition, made public, Latvian diplomats correctly guessed at their existence,
               but the public stance of the Kārlis Ulmanis government in Latvia continued to be that neutrality and a cooperative attitude toward
               the “large eastern neighbor” would see the country through this time of troubles.
               During the reclaiming of their independence in 1991, the Baltic states condemned the
               “secret protocols” of the pact as the basis for the illegal occupation of the Baltic
               states by the USSR in June 1940. In 1989, on the 50th anniversary of the pact, the
               Popular Fronts of Estonia and Latvia, together with Sajudis in Lithuania, marked the day with a
               human chain (the Baltic Chain) stretching across all three republics. Still, the Soviet
               government continued to deny the existence of such protocols, until a copy of the
               treaty and the protocols was “discovered” in the archives by Soviet historians.
            

            
         

         
         	MORAVIAN BRETHREN (HERRNHUT MOVEMENT, BRĀĻU DRAUDZE)

         
         	
            During the 1720s and 1730s, the provinces of Estonia and Livonia were visited by missionaries from the German pietistic movement headed by Count Ludwig
               Zinzendorf in Herrnhut in Saxony. These Moravian Brethren preached a radical equality
               among Christian believers and a simplification of worship and life in general. Among
               both the Estonian and Latvian peasantry, these views found resonance, and the Moravian
               meetinghouses increasingly drew worshipers away from their Lutheran congregations. At Valmiera (Wolmar), the Moravians founded a school to train congregation leaders. By the end
               of the 18th century, an estimated 5,000 peasants, mostly in Livonia, had drifted away
               from Lutheranism and were actively engaged in Moravian congregations. Understandably,
               this was not acceptable to the Baltic Lutheran Church, which pressed the tsarist government
               for, and in 1743 obtained, an order closing the Moravian congregations. This did not
               destroy Herrnhutism, however, because the movement continued surreptitiously until,
               in the 19th century, due to its continuing popularity, the Lutheran authorities were
               forced to permit these meetings. One estimate gives the number 30,000 as the maximum
               size of all the Herrnhut congregations in the Baltic in the 19th century. Latvian
               historians credit the Herrnhut Movement with having had a positive effect on the Latvian
               peasantry, insofar as it underlined the need for literacy in the Latvian language, self-reliance, self-understanding, the choosing of religious leaders from among
               the peasants themselves, and a sober and industrious way of life. Some interpreters
               see the Herrnhut congregations as the first “national” movement in Latvian history.
               See also .
            

            
         

         
         	MORBERGS, KRISTAPS (1844–1928)

         
         	
            Kristaps Morbergs was a successful Latvian architect and builder in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. He also used his wealth to
               be a notable patron of the arts and literature. He designed many of the buildings around the center of Riga. In his last will and testament, Morbergs left all of his properties to the University of Latvia (including his eclectic Jūrmala house), providing the university with much of its
               physical infrastructure.
            

            
         

         
         	MUHINA, VERA (1889–1953)

         
         	
            Vera Muhina was an accomplished Soviet sculptor. She was born in Riga and is primarily known for public sculptures in Moscow. In Latvia, she is credited
               with saving the Freedom Monument (Brīvības Piemineklis) from destruction during her role in decision making for the People’s Council of
               the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic in 1945. Although little archival material backs
               this belief, it is still popularly regarded as accurate.
            

            
         

         
         	MUNTERS, VILHELMS (1898–1967)

         
         	
            Though he had a degree in chemical engineering, Vilhelms Munters began working for
               the Latvian Foreign Ministry as early as 1920, and during the next decade and a half
               he held a series of increasingly more responsible positions in that institution. In
               1936, after the authoritarian regime of Kārlis Ulmanis had been established, Munters was appointed foreign minister and held that post until
               1940, when he was deported to Siberia by the new Soviet Latvian government. In 1941,
               while in exile, he was arrested and sentenced to a 25-year prison term, of which he
               served 13 years, returning to Latvia in 1958. There he worked at various editorial
               posts and in 1962 began to publish widely on topics relating to pre-Soviet Latvian
               life, expressing views that were generally consistent with the Latvian Communist Party line about the Latvian past and with the party’s thinking about contemporary policy
               matters. From the time he emerged into the limelight in the Ulmanis regime, Munters
               was a controversial figure among Latvian political leaders, frequently being accused
               of opportunism, lack of fervor in defending Latvian foreign policy interests, and a hidden admiration of the Soviet Union. He has occasionally been
               labeled a traitor, but archival research has yet to uncover any such conduct while
               serving in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
            

            
         

         
         	MŪRNIECE, INĀRA (1970–)

         
         	
            Mūrniece was born in 1970 and studied at the University of Latvia. She worked as a journalist before running for a seat in the 2011 Saeima from the right-wing nationalist National Alliance. She defended her seat in the 2014
               elections and ran unopposed to be the speaker of the Saeima. She is the current speaker
               of the Saeima and is the fourth woman to hold the post.
            

            
         

         
         	MUSEUMS

         
         	
            Prior to the 19th century, most museum-like collections were private collections of
               wealthy families, the nobility, and church or state possessions. Many of these were
               haphazard collections of the arts or displays of curiosities. Few had a stated educational
               goal for any intended audience, let alone society, the nation, or the masses. This,
               however, began to change in the Baltic provinces so that by the end of the 19th century there were many precursors to museum collections,
               particularly the collection of ancient Latvian artifacts of the Riga Latvian Association, many of which were displayed at the 1896 All Russian Congress of Archaeologists.
               After independence, however, museums took on a more defined role (at least in part
               instructional and in part definitional) and often received at least some state funds.
               In the interwar period, there were at least 30 such museums, with the greatest attention
               on the Latvian State Historical Museum, the War Museum, the Open Air Ethnographic
               Museum (which showcased traditional, rural Latvian life), and the Latvian State Art
               Museum. In modern museum studies terms, each of these institutions crafted and engineered
               a preferred ethnic and state identity. Unsurprisingly, the content of museums changed
               during Soviet rule. Museums were renamed, and contents were altered to highlight a
               socialist narrative and fraternal friendship with the other nations of the Soviet
               Union, with a particularly hegemonic place for Russia. Again, after the return of independence, these same and new museums again edited
               the Soviet content from their collections, resurrected parts of the interwar collection,
               and repackaged museum content for crafting a 21st-century identity. Not surprisingly,
               the museum canon in contemporary Latvia focuses on two museums—the Open Air Ethnographic
               Museum and the Museum of Occupation, which highlights and “explains” Nazi and Soviet
               occupation. The Museum of Art completed a massive reconstruction (with European Union funding), and plans for a Latvian Museum of Contemporary Art, designed by the firm
               of acclaimed architect David Adjaye, will further align Latvia with international
               norms.
            

            
         

         
         	MUSIC

         
         	
            Before the second half of the 19th century, Latvians were engaged in musical activities
               in a number of different ways. There was, first, the group singing that accompanied
               rites of passage such as weddings and celebrations such as St. John’s Eve, 23 June
               (see ). The oral tradition of different localities normally contained a host of folk songs
               (later called dainas), the words of which were tailored to the event. Such occasions might even elicit
               ritualized “song wars,” in which women directed challenging or sarcastic songs against
               men, the old against the young, or the residents of one county (pagasts) against another. A temporary singing group would normally have a leader (teicēja, teicējs), who would start the song and thus provide the pitch and who would hold his or her
               “office” because he or she knew all the words or knew more songs than the rest. Though
               ritualized, these occasions also permitted innovation. Second, Latvians also sang
               in church and at funerals, occasions in which hymnals were used. From the 17th century
               on, most farmsteads would possess at least two books—a Bible and a hymnal—the latter
               of which contained the canon of Lutheran hymns periodically revised by the Lutheran organization in Livonia and Courland. The Moravian Brethren movement in the Latvian countryside from the 18th century onward generated a large
               number of popular hymns that were eventually included in the Lutheran hymnal. Singing
               in churches was accompanied by organs (where affordable) and on private occasions
               by local or itinerant musicians playing a zitherlike instrument called the kokle, a violin, and a clarinet. The Latvian “national awakening” of the second half of the 19th century brought greater organization to the Latvian
               musical world.
            

            
            District song festivals patterned on the German example began to be held, and the
               first general Latvian song festival took place in Riga in 1873 with a mixed choir of 1,003 singers (representing 34 local singing societies
               from Livonia and 11 from Courland). These quadrennial festivals allowed Latvians to
               demonstrate national solidarity when the Russian tsarist regime forbade mass meetings
               of a political character. In addition, the Latvian folk songs (dainas) began to be written down—see —by folklorists and in the first decade of the 20th century were published in book
               form, thus becoming a kind of canon of folk music.
            

            
            Simultaneously, innovators such as Jānis Cimze (1814–1881) and Andrejs Jurjāns (1856–1922) began to compose, write, and arrange music to be used specifically by
               Latvians. These efforts frequently involved writing melodies for the dainas or for poems authored by Latvian poets or working popular melodies into more formal
               arrangements. This same period also saw the proliferation of songs—the so-called ziņģes—that stood between the “authentic” folk poetry and formal composition. These were
               popular songs of a very diverse kind, often translated from German or Russian popular
               music, that were sung at private social gatherings or whenever Latvians felt like
               singing. Folklore “purists” frowned on them, as did more sophisticated composers, but the ziņģes proved to be a very hardy if new “tradition,” which was given a new lease on life
               by the popular composer Raimonds Pauls (b. 1936), especially in the post-Soviet period after 1991.
            

            
            The founding of the Latvian state in 1918 provided the opportunity for creating a
               substantial and lasting infrastructure for Latvian musical experience. The Latvian
               State Conservatory and the Latvian National Opera were both founded in 1919, and 1926
               saw the creation of the Latvian Radio Symphony Orchestra, which became the basis of
               the Latvian National Symphony. Musically talented young Latvians could now aspire
               to musical careers in the country of their birth, even though the best of them (especially
               opera singers) frequently engaged themselves for periods of time to perform in other
               countries. Because the “senior” generation of musicians in Latvia (e.g., Jāzeps Vītols [1863–1948]) had been trained and had even taught outside Latvia (frequently in Russian
               or German conservatories), the musical ties between Latvia and these countries remained
               strong. By the end of the interwar period, Latvian music had become as expressive
               of a transnational repertoire as it was of a specifically Latvian musical tradition.
            

            
            This double orientation continued throughout the Soviet period (1940–1991), even though
               party authorities sought in every way possible to “tilt” Latvian musical endeavors
               toward the Russian classical tradition and away from “western” modernisms, and to
               force the programs of the song festivals to include increasingly more music from other
               “fraternal republics” of the Soviet Union. With the return of independence in 1991, Latvian music has resumed its combination
               of the international and the national. The strong classical music education infrastructure
               and support of the Soviet Union coupled with the Latvian cultural value on song and
               music have contributed to continuing contemporary musical successes by Latvians and
               Latvia. Latvia boasts several accomplished opera singers, composers, and conductors
               and is widely viewed as a “superpower” in Europe and the world on the choral stage.
               See also ; .
            

            
         

         
         	MY VOICE IN LATVIA (MANA BALSS LATVIJĀ)

         
         	
            My Voice in Latvia is an open, online social platform that allows people to submit
               petitions or legislative ideas for popular comment and support. If the project receives
               10,000 signatures, the idea is presented to the Saeima. The idea is the brainchild of two young businessmen, Kristofs Blaus and Jānis Erts,
               who first began work on the portal in 2010. By 2011, the portal was online and received
               a public endorsement from Latvia’s president, Valdis Zatlers. In four years, eight initiatives have gone from this democratic start to palriamentary
               acceptance. Three initiatives have not been adopted, and another five are being considered
               by the Saeima or local governments. All told, almost 400,000 individuals have signed the more than
               800 submitted petitions, and in traffic usage, the web page has been visited by almost
               one million individual users. The idea has received considerable international attention,
               including coverage in the New York Times.
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         	NATIONAL AWAKENING

         
         	
            In the narrowest sense, the Latvian “national awakening” was the cluster of social
               and cultural changes that from the 1850s to the 1880s created in the Russian Baltic provinces a generation of nationalistically inclined Latvian cultural activists. In a more inclusive
               sense, the phrase has been applied as well to the Latvian cultural flowering of the
               1920s, immediately after the acquisition of political independence, and also to the
               Latvian collective efforts that in the period from 1988 to 1991 led the country out
               of the Soviet Union and restored it as an independent and sovereign state. The last
               of these “awakenings” is sometimes also referred to among contemporary Latvians as
               the “third awakening,” a concept that was given wide currency in the voluminous writings
               of the physicist and cultural journalist Jānis Stradiņš (b. 1933) during the perestroika period in Latvia. In the 21st century, radical nationalist extremists have, at times,
               called for a fourth national awakening to transform the independent state into a more
               essentialist nation-state at the expense of Latvia’s minorities. This call, however, has not moved into general popular usage.
            

            
            It is the “first” awakening, however, that has remained the prototype for the others.
               In the 1850s and 1860s, university-educated Latvians—sometimes referred to as the
               “Young Latvians” (jaunlatvieši)—began to resist the Germanization and Russification that seemed always to accompany educational and social upward mobility among Latvians
               and to insist that a Latvian-language culture, supported by Latvian institutions, was not only possible but desirable. Inspired
               by the writings of the German cultural philosopher Johann Gottfried Herder and such German nationalists as Johann Gottlieb Fichte, the Latvian activists challenged
               German-language cultural hegemony in the Baltic area and saw as one of their main
               tasks the “awakening” of other Latvians to these new truths. Writers, schoolteachers,
               and journalists such as Juris Alunāns, Atis Kronvalds, Krišjānis Barons, and Krišjānis Valdemārs sought to establish a Latvian press (e.g., the newspaper Pēterburgas avīzes) critical of Baltic German control, improve the Latvian language so that it could
               be used to express the ideas of the modern world, and popularize the idea that regardless
               of where they lived all Latvians were members of one nation (tauta). Other, more practical-minded activists founded the Riga Latvian Association in 1868 to give Latvians in the main Baltic city a center of their own.
            

            
            The relentless efforts of this first generation of “awakeners” were successful in
               all these spheres, and by the end of the 1880s the institutional groundwork for a
               Latvian-language national culture had been laid: the tauta had “awakened.” In the early decades, however, the activists called for no more than
               Latvian cultural autonomy, believing that Latvians could continue to live in their
               ancestral territory as a component of the Russian Empire. The cultural nationalism of this first period did not transform itself into a political nationalism (calling
               for political independence) until the Revolution of 1905 in the Baltic provinces.
            

         

         
         	NATIONAL COMMUNISM

         
         	
            The term refers to a phase in the history of European communism when, in different
               countries and for different reasons, some highly placed members of the Communist Party
               appeared to be challenging Moscow’s directives about what the future course of Communist
               development should be. An early example of National Communism was the independent
               course struck by Marshal Tito of Yugoslavia, but mostly this phenomenon took place
               after the demise of Josef Stalin. In Latvia, National Communism surfaced in the mid-1950s.
               Expecting that Stalin’s death, his condemnation for following the “cult of personality,”
               the subsequent power struggles in the Kremlin, and the so-called thaw under Nikita
               Khrushchev signaled change, some in the leadership of the Latvian Communist Party (LCP) came to believe that Moscow might accept some divergence from the party line in the
               affairs of the Union Republics of the USSR. These challenges to Moscow-centered policy
               are associated for the most part with the name of Eduards Berklavs, the deputy chairman of the Council of Ministers, but his policy beliefs had adherents
               as well as opponents at all levels of the party.
            

            
            At issue in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic (SSR) was the question of how the
               Latvian republic should be fitted into the overall level of economic planning for
               the entire Soviet Union. Since the Latvian SSR and the other Baltic republics were relatively new members
               of the USSR (first annexed in 1940) and latecomers as well to agricultural collectivization
               (concluded only around 1950), the question seemed open to some debate. The Moscow
               planners envisaged a USSR in which various component republics would be allocated
               the task of housing different but large industrial enterprises, all of these in concert
               producing goods for distribution throughout the entire USSR. For the Moscow planners,
               the borders that separated republics from each other were of minimal importance. Local
               labor shortages and local absence of the necessary raw materials would be corrected
               by the relocation of both labor and materials from elsewhere in the USSR to the republic
               in question.
            

            
            From the Latvian end, the overall plan, if successful, had ramifications that disturbed
               the Latvian National Communists. Many of them had witnessed with alarm the arrival
               in postwar Latvian society of increasing numbers of Slavic speakers from other parts
               of the USSR and the resulting diminution of the “weight” of the titular nationality
               group—the Latvians—in the life of the republic. The Russian language was becoming
               an imposed lingua franca in many domains of public and even private life, the republic’s
               cities were steadily changing their national composition as Latvians were becoming
               increasingly the rural residents of the republic, the LCP had a higher proportion of non-Latvians in it than
               in the other Baltic republics, and policy planning at the highest levels at times
               seemed to be deliberately diluting the national composition of the country.
            

            
            The National Communists began to resist these trends in different ways by insisting
               that in-migrants learn the Latvian language before starting employment or take language courses during their work; by opposing
               the creation of enterprises that would further change the nationality composition
               of the republic; and by arguing that Leninist nationality policy, properly understood,
               should not be leading to the extirpation, however inadvertent, of any nationality
               population. The specialists at the Economics Institute of the Latvian Academy of Sciences worked out an economic development plan that catered to these worries, envisaging
               the future economic development of the Latvian SSR along lines that included the proliferation
               of lighter industries more in line with Latvia’s labor resources and supplies of raw
               material.
            

            
            Since the “opposition” of the Latvian National Communists did not challenge the overall
               goal of “building socialism,” Moscow’s initial reaction to these challenges bordered
               on the permissive. Yet the Russian planners in Latvia, as well as the military leaders
               who were in Latvia to oversee the Baltic Military Region, continued to complain to the party’s Central Committee in Moscow that these tendencies
               in the Latvian Communist Party (LCP) were leading the republic into dangerous waters.
               In these complaints, they were supported by the conservatives of the LCP, who totally
               opposed the complaints of Berklavs and others. Things came to a head in the summer
               of 1959. The 21st Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) in January
               1959 had already outlined a new nationality policy in which “bourgeois nationalism” in all forms was condemned. A special commission in Moscow, formed to study the
               Latvian case, submitted a report in which Berklavs and others were accused of “bourgeois
               nationalism” and a “western orientation” and which said moreover that the Latvian
               Communists had “deformed the correct interpretation of Leninist nationality policy.”
               During a stopover in Riga on the way to East Germany, Nikita Khruschev came down on the side of the central
               planners (and by implication the Moscow-supporting wing of the LCP), and rapidly after
               this visit Berklavs was relieved of his positions and forced to work in the Russian
               Federation for the next eight years. The specialists of the Economics Institute of
               the Academy of Sciences were also fired. A wide-ranging “cleansing” of the Latvian
               Communist Party followed, and some 2,000 party functionaries lost their positions,
               some for cleaving to Berklavs’s “line,” others for not being vigilant enough to foresee
               the dangers of National Communism and for allowing Berklavs and his supporters to
               become as influential as they had. The issue of future economic development was resolved
               in favor of the Moscow planners, and the development of heavy industry in the Latvian
               SSR continued, as did the annual arrival of tens of thousands of new industrial workers
               from the Slavic-language republics of the USSR. See also .
            

         

         
         	NATIONALISM

         
         	
            As elsewhere in eastern Europe, nationalism became a significant force in public attitudes
               in the Latvian territories during the middle decades of the 19th century. During the
               next three decades, nationalism organized the thinking of the activists of the Latvian
               “national awakening,” until in the 1890s it was joined by socialism—see —as another powerful public philosophy among Latvians. During its first phase, Latvian
               nationalism showed itself to be derivative but also formulated to provide solutions
               in the Latvian context. It owed its central ideas to well-known German philosophers
               of culture and the state, Johann Gottfried Herder and Johann Gottlieb Fichte, as well as to a prominent Baltic German critic of Baltic-area serfdom, Garlieb Merkel. There is no single writer with whose name the origins of Latvian nationalism can
               be associated; rather, the activists of the “national awakening”—such as Atis Kronvalds, Krišjānis Barons, and Krišjānis Valdemārs—in their voluminous writings merged ideas from the German intellectuals to produce
               a nationalist philosophy that made sense to Latvians in their specific historical
               situation. From Herder came the idea that Latvians were a people (Volk; tauta) with its own unique soul (Geist; gars) that manifested itself in the structure and vocabulary of the Latvian language, in Latvian folkways, and in the oral tradition. Merkel, who in 1796 had authored
               a book entitled Die Letten, which described in detail the evils of Latvian serfdom as he saw them, contributed the notion of Latvians as an ancient people with a remarkable
               past, conquered in the 13th century and now unjustly subordinated to Baltic German
               overlords. Fichte contributed the idea that even though a Volk might be fragmented and living in different political states, it was fundamentally
               a single people and should think of itself in that way. This notion was initially,
               in the early 19th century, aimed at the Germans in western Europe to promote a philosophy
               of unification, but it made sense also to Latvians, who in the 1850s and 1860s were
               living under different provincial administrations (Livonia, Courland, Vitebsk) and frequently thought of themselves more as residents of these provinces
               than as “Latvians.” Integrated by the “national awakening” activists, these notions
               created a powerful public philosophy with which to challenge the regional hegemony
               of the Baltic Germans, urge Latvians to think differently about themselves, and, by
               the turn of the 20th century, challenge as well the idea that Latvian lands were a
               permanent part of the Russian Empire. By World War I, Latvian nationalism had added to its earlier cultural and linguistic aspects the
               political demand for Latvian independence as a sovereign state.
            

            
            A second period during which Latvian nationalism became particularly intense took
               place between the two world wars and is associated with the authoritarian regime of
               Kārlis Ulmanis. Though during most of his political life Ulmanis was a political liberal and supported
               a parliamentary government, after his 1934 coup he articulated a nationalist philosophy
               that was fundamentally based on the original 19th-century ideas but now, in the context
               of an existing Latvian state over which he presided, added a dimension of exclusiveness.
               The state of Latvia should be for Latvians and, in every way possible, the activities
               of the Latvian state should first and foremost promote and sustain the culture of
               the Latvian tauta. While other nationality groups could be legal residents of the Latvian state, and
               even receive subsidies from it for their various cultural activities, these groups
               should not predominate in any domain of Latvian life, especially the economic. This
               notion was based on what Ulmanis believed to be the overlarge proportion of “foreigners”
               (Baltic Germans, Jews, and others) among professional groups and owners of enterprises and real estate.
               Supporters of the Ulmanis regime in their writings added to Latvian nationalism a
               biological component, articulating such pseudoscientific ideas as “Latvian blood,”
               a “Latvian gene pool,” and the purity of Latvian culture.
            

            
            After the annexation of Latvia by the USSR in 1940 and its return to the Soviet “fold”
               in 1945, for the next half century nationalist thinking and writing of any kind in
               Latvia was rooted out and severely punished under the rubric of “bourgeois nationalism.”
               Nationalistic thinking ran counter to the ideology of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (and by extension the Latvian Communist Party), which held out as the goal of mature socialism the total integration of all the
               nationality groups of the USSR, this being the correct “Leninist” solution to the
               “nationality problem.” That, in fact, Soviet nationality policies had for a long time
               been stoking nationalistically inclined resentment in the borderland republics against
               what was perceived to be Russian hegemony became clear during the later part of the 1980s, when Latvian nationalism
               became legitimized through the activities of the Latvian Popular Front and other now-permitted sociopolitical organizations. Drawing on the original 19th-century
               ideas, Latvian nationalism, reformulated to fit the specific situation of the Soviet
               Union’s possible disintegration, fueled the demand for complete Latvian independence,
               which was accomplished in 1991.
            

            
            But during the following years, nationalism in Latvia could not develop influential
               extreme forms because of the renewed state’s desire to be integrated with the institutions
               of “the West.” This has meant close scrutiny of internal policies (particularly concerning
               minority nationalities) by the European Union and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (both of which Latvia joined in 2004) as well as by a host of “human rights” observers
               associated with the United Nations (of which Latvia became a member in 1991). The current forms of Latvian nationalism
               tend to be preoccupied with the preservation of Latvian culture and language in a
               political context in which the existence of the Latvian state has been secured; the
               population composition of the state has a troublingly large number of noncitizens
               (mostly Russian speakers); an uncomfortably large number of young Latvians are seeking
               jobs, careers, and permanent residence in other countries; the Russian Federation
               has not given up the idea of some sort of controlling influence over the Baltic states;
               and the Latvian tauta is caught up in the stresses and strains of economic and cultural globalization. The
               cleavage is particularly sharp in historical memory as Latvia’s differing nationalities
               remember historical events differently (sometimes, as with World War II, in opposing manners). In recent years, there has been an increased tendency to view
               many of Latvia’s socioeconomic and political challenges through ethnic lenses. Latvia’s
               constitution was also amended to include a controversial preamble that cements the
               ethnic Latvian (and Livonian) nation’s role within the state.
            

         

         
         	NAUMOVA, MARIJA (1973–)

         
         	
            Marija Naumova is a contemporary pop singer with several albums to her credit. She
               is, however, most known for having won the Eurovision Song Contest in 2002 held in
               Tallinn, Estonia, with her song “I Wanna.” She is the only Latvian artist to win the annual event.
               In 2005, she was named a UNICEF humanitarian ambassador and continues her recording
               career, with albums in Russian, Latvian, English, and French. See also  .
            

         

         
         	NEW CURRENT (JAUNĀ STRĀVA)
         

         
         	
            The term used by historians of the Latvian intelligentsia to designate a generation
               of writers in the mid-1890s whose ideas constituted a sharp break with the nationalist
               thinking of the “national awakening” period. The “new current” was not a movement or party in the strict sense, and who
               did or did not belong to it is a matter of debate. Its beginnings are associated with
               the poet Eduards Veidenbaums (1867–1892) and a group of Latvian students at Dorpat
               (Tartu) University in Livonia, who in 1891 published the first volume of a multivolume series of writings called
               Pūrs (The Dowry). Each volume contained a collection of essays on “radical” topics such as historical
               materialism, Darwinism, and workers’ rights, intended to introduce into public debate
               controversial subjects from contemporary western European thought. This radicalism
               had to be tempered, of course, because of censorship and possible imprisonment. Though the “new current” did not have a socialist core,
               socialism, including its Marxist variant, was a philosophy in which many of its activists
               (such as Jānis Rainis) were deeply interested. Correspondingly, the “new current” was severely critical
               of contemporary Latvian nationalism, claiming that the “national awakening” impulse was spent and nationalism had become
               a facade for profit making among the business classes. Many of the writers identified
               with the “new current” became the core of the Latvian socialist movement at the end
               of the 1890s, while others remained parliamentary liberals in their politics and attached
               themselves to the idea of a Latvian national state. The radical impulse the “new current”
               represented found its culmination in the 1905 revolutionary events in Latvia (see ), after which the political configuration changed entirely. See also .
            

         

         
         	NIEDRA, ANDRIEVS (1871–1942)

         
         	
            Although he had studied theology at Dorpat (Tartu) University and taught religious
               studies in Riga from 1898 on, at the turn of the 20th century Niedra was first and foremost a very
               popular writer of novels and poetry. His searching and philosophical novels about
               the everyday conflicts of Latvian—especially rural—life explored among other things
               the psychology of Latvian–Baltic German relationships. Politically, he was a conservative, which in the Latvian context of
               that time meant opposition to all manner of revolutionary activities. He attacked
               the 1905 revolutionaries, opposed any dealings with Social Democrats, and urged cooperation with Baltic Germans. During World War I, he stood apart from the Latvian mainstream efforts to establish a new government
               and, in fact, for about three months in 1919 headed a cabinet that was assembled with
               German support as an alternative to the struggling provisional government headed by
               Kārlis Ulmanis. Niedra’s efforts in these matters received very little support in the Latvian population, and at the end of 1919 he emigrated. In 1924, he returned to Latvia, was tried for
               treason, and was exiled. From 1924 on, he worked as minister of a German congregation
               in East Prussia. He returned to Latvia during the German occupation in 1941 and died
               in 1942. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	NONRECOGNITION POLICY

         
         	
            Under the nonrecognition policy maintained by the United States and some 30 other countries from 1940 onward, these countries did not officially recognize
               the incorporation of Latvia (as well as Estonia and Lithuania) into the Soviet Union. The consequence was that from 1940, in the eyes of the United States and other governments,
               Latvia continued to have a de jure but not a de facto existence as a sovereign state.
               Thus, Latvia (and Estonia and Lithuania) continued to have legations in Washington,
               DC, and in other western capitals, with Latvian diplomats having nearly the same rights
               and privileges as other diplomats and the legation having the right to deal with U.S.
               residents who had not given up their Latvian citizenship. In dealing with the Soviet
               Union, the United States did not permit its diplomats to travel in an official capacity
               in the Baltic republics, judging that official trips could be read as formal recognition
               of incorporation. Many maps of Europe published in the United States and showing the
               Baltic states as constituent parts of the USSR carried a special statement that the
               United States did not officially recognize this inclusion. The policy continued in
               force until 1991, when in September the United States, the Russian Federation, and
               other states reaffirmed the independence of the Baltic countries and the three became
               members of the United Nations as sovereign and independent states.
            

         

         
         	NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION (NATO)

         
         	
            Even after the reestablishment of independence in 1991, Latvia continued to worry
               about its security, in large part because the foreign policy discussions in Russia continued to included statements and signals that this large neighboring state believed
               it had special responsibilities to “protect” the Russian-speaking population of Latvia and that it regarded the former Soviet socialist republics to be within
               Russia’s sphere of influence (the “Russian near abroad”). To assuage these worries,
               and also to demonstrate Latvia’s willingness to be integrated into European institutions,
               by the mid-1990s, the Latvian government was articulating its willingness to become
               a NATO member. At its Prague Summit in November 2002, NATO invited seven countries—Bulgaria,
               Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia, and Slovenia—to begin accession talks, which consisted of discussions
               over the next two years between NATO and the governments of these countries on a wide
               range of political, legal, and military obligations of NATO membership, including
               the contribution these countries would make to NATO’s budgets. Separate discussions
               were conducted with each country, and directions were given about reforms each would
               have to make to become a fully contributing member of the alliance. Accession protocols
               were signed in March 2003, and a referendum was held in Latvia about the protocols.
               The vote indicated that both the ethnically defined Latvians and non-Latvians supported
               membership (though to a different degree), whereas about one-third of the total population
               did not. NATO enlargement was also approved by the parliaments of the existing members.
               In February 2004, the Latvian Saeima approved accession, and in April 2004 a flag-raising ceremony was held at NATO headquarters
               in Brussels to mark the accession of Latvia and the other new member states to the
               alliance.
            

            
            Latvia’s contributions to NATO-led operations in the Balkans go back to 1996, and
               it has also participated in other NATO initiatives, such as the military operation
               in Afghanistan. Its participation has taken the form of a trained unit for peacekeeping
               operations, the preparation of specialized units of military medics and divers for
               mine clearing, the formation of explosive ordnance disposal units, and the provision
               of units of military police. As a signal of Latvia’s complete integration in the alliance,
               NATO held its November 2006 summit in Riga. Together with membership in the United Nations (since 1991) and the European Union (since 2004), Latvia’s membership in NATO has gone a long way toward enhancing the
               feeling in Latvia’s population that, unlike during the 20th century, the country is
               no longer vulnerable to expansionist plans of large predatory neighbors. This confidence,
               however, was shaken by the Russian annexation of Crimea and continued military involvement
               and destabilization of contemporary Ukraine. East European leaders were quickly jolted
               into remembering past Soviet aggression and worried publically about the limited and
               slow reaction of NATO and the European Union to these events. To assuage these concerns,
               from 2014 NATO conducted many air, sea, and land exercises in its eastern member states
               and from 2015 began establishing permanent NATO military bases, including in Latvia.
            

         

         
         	NUROK, MORDEHAI (1884–1962)

         
         	
            Mordehai Nurok was a Latvian rabbi and politician elected to all four interwar Saeimas. Born in Tukums, Nurok followed his father’s path and became a rabbi. He was a delegate
               to a Zionist congress in 1903, and during World War I was active in aid organizations for Jewish refugees in Moscow. He returned to Latvia in 1921 and was elected to all four Saeimas
               from his founded party, Mizrahi. Nurok was arrested by Soviet authorities in 1941
               for publically discussing the NKVD’s attempt to recruit him. Under arrest, his interrogators
               could not find enough incriminating evidence to try him and continually extended his
               arrest. By the spring of 1942 (Nurok had been relocated to the interior of Russia
               after the German invasion), Nurok’s case was championed by the Jewish Anti-Fascist
               Organization in Moscow and even drew public comment from U.S. President Roosevelt.
               Nurok was released from pretrial detention in 1942. In the interim, most of his family
               remained in Riga and were killed in the Holocaust. Nurok emigrated from the USSR in 1945 and eventually settled in Palestine in 1947.
               There he reapplied himself to politics, was elected to the first Israeli Knesset,
               and led a successful second political life, serving as minister of the post office
               and unsuccessfully running for president. He published many books on religious questions
               in many languages before passing away in Tel Aviv in 1962.
            

         

      

      
      
   
      O

      
      
      
         
         	OSTLAND

         
         	
            The administrative region devised by the German authorities for the three Baltic states
               and Belarus during the German occupation of the region (1941–1944). Ostland and the other administrative
               regions of eastern territories conquered by the Third Reich were subdivided into districts,
               and the entire structure was governed through a hierarchy of commissars, at the head
               of which was the state minister for the occupied territories, Alfred Rosenberg, in
               Berlin. The Reichskommissar for Ostland was Heinrich Lohse, and the Generalkomissar for Latvia was Otto Drechsler. The occupation government published in Riga a semiofficial newspaper for the entire Ostland territory, called Deutsche Zeitung für Ostland. Throughout the occupation, the jurisdictional borders between the larger Ostland
               administrative body, its local Reichskommissar, the local self-administration, and various bodies representing the German armed
               forces and secret police were never decisively set, and the requirements of waging
               war tended to trump most other concerns. The full sense of an Ostland administrative
               region would have only taken shape after war, which in any case, ended in complete
               defeat for Nazi Germany and a scuttling of all plans. See also ; .
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         	PADEGS, KĀRLIS (1911–1940)

         
         	
            Kārlis Padegs was one of the generation of Latvian graphic artists and painters who
               received their formal artistic education in Latvia after the country achieved independence
               in 1918 (as contrasted with earlier generations, which had received their training
               in Russia and Germany). Padegs studied at the Latvian Academy of Art in Riga under one of the previous generation’s Latvian “masters”—Vilhelms Purvītis—and subsequently launched a successful though short career, particularly as a graphic
               artist. He was attracted to the grotesque and the bizarre, exemplified by his series
               of prints depicting the horrors of wartime, and to the explicitly erotic, which was
               not a favored emphasis in the Latvian art world during the interwar years. His Madonna with a Machine Gun (Madonna ar ložmetēju, 1932) is itself a masterpiece of Latvian art. He also produced well-regarded illustrations
               for the Latvian translations of works by Oscar Wilde and Knut Hamsun. See also .
            

         

         
         	PAHARS, MARIANS (1976–)

         
         	
            Marians Pahars is one of Latvia’s most accomplished football (soccer) players and the current manager of the Latvian national team. Born in Ukraine,
               Pahars has spent most of his life in Latvia. He rose through the youth ranks of the
               Daugava/Pārdaugava/Skonto football academies (the premier team in domestic Latvian
               football) under the tutelage of coach Aleksandrs Starkovs. He garnered international
               attention for his goal-scoring ability for domestic teams, Latvian national youth
               teams, and the national team. In 1998, Pahars was signed by the English Premier League
               side Southhampton FC and was their leading goal scorer over the next seven years.
               As such, Pahars is the most accomplished Latvian player in the English Premier League
               and paved the way for other Latvian players to play in Europe. Frequent injury problems
               limited Pahars’s abilities toward the end of his career with several teams, but he
               did join the Latvian national team at the European championships in 2004 (Latvia’s
               greatest football accomplishment). He retired from playing in 2007. He soon began
               his rise in coaching through youth Latvian sides and was named the national team’s
               manager in 2013. He has begun a rebuilding of the team with mixed results. See also  .
            

         

         
         	PAINTING

         
         	
            Like many other domains of Latvian culture, the history of painting can be described
               as a unity or can be divided into two distinct time periods, using nationality as
               the dividing principle. In the second approach, the distinction is made between those
               artists who were primarily Baltic German in origin and those who were self-consciously Latvian. The artistic productivity of
               the first group took place during the long centuries when the Baltic German aristocracy
               and urban patriciates dominated all forms of public artistic expression, patronizing
               artists and requesting that certain art forms (for example, decorative painting of
               church interiors and palaces, as well as portraits) be produced. In these centuries,
               painters of Latvian origin were rare or nearly impossible to identify as such. Moreover,
               painting styles during these centuries remained classical in nature, drawing on biblical
               and Greco-Roman themes and rendering even Baltic-area events (such as the serf emancipation as painted by Johann Leberecht Eggingk in 1824) in these terms.
            

            
            A break in this pattern came with the last decades of the 19th century, both in the
               self-identification of painters as well as in the nature of their audience. On the
               one hand, the Latvian “national awakening” having begun in the 1850s to transform the principle of nationality in the Baltic
               provinces, a number of painters no longer felt the need to think of themselves as
               anything other than Latvian; on the other hand, by the last three decades of the 19th
               century there had come into being a “Latvian” public, which in various ways expressed
               its desire to have “Latvian painting” in terms of subject matter. The break was hardly
               a clean one. One of the best-known members of this generation of artists, Jānis Roze
               (1823–1897), received all his artistic training in St. Petersburg, France, and Germany; in fact, he changed his surname to Rozé. Yet he was an active member of the Riga Latvian Association from 1868 onward. Increasingly, painters of this generation, such as Jānis Lakše-Laksmanis
               (1851–1885) and Ansis Legzdiņš (1855–1914), turned for their subject matter to life
               in the Baltic provinces, and Legzdiņš even took themes from the pre-Christian Latvian mythology being celebrated
               (and sometimes invented) by the Latvian nationalist movement. All these painters received their artistic educations outside the Baltic
               area, most often in St. Petersburg.
            

            
            It is impossible to pinpoint when exactly painters of Latvian origin began to think
               of themselves as “Latvian” painters, but such artists as Ādams Alksnis (1863–1897),
               Jānis Rozentāls (1865–1916), and Vilhelms Purvītis (1872–1945) appear to have been comfortable when their Latvian audiences began to
               talk about them as “Latvian classics.” Purvītis in fact was instrumental in the creation
               of a Latvian Academy of Art (Latvijas Mākslas Akadēmija) in 1919 and served as the
               academy’s rector until 1934. After 1918 and the founding of the Republic of Latvia,
               the question of where in the larger scheme of things painters of Latvian origin really
               belonged had become moot. While painting always involved a large number of universalistic
               and transnational concerns, and Latvian artists continued to supplement their training
               by long stays abroad, their principal artistic education with such “old masters” (vecmeistari) as Purvītis linked them and the themes of their painting to a self-aware Latvian-language
               culture. The “national” element in Latvian painting during the interwar years (mythology,
               Latvian nature, Riga scenes, etc.) became particularly strong after 1934, when the authoritarian regime
               of Kārlis Ulmanis rewarded such work well. Nonetheless, the interwar years were also full of experimentation,
               particularly in the new forms of expressionism. Latvian painters continued to maintain
               a close tie to the larger currents of European painting, regardless of the changing
               tastes of their principal public in Latvia.
            

            
            The same open sensibility protected Latvian painters against the worst censorial excesses
               of the official guardians of “Soviet art” in the decades after 1945. Though some artists
               were periodically censured by the Latvian Communist Party for practicing various forms of decadence and were prevented from exhibiting their
               work, the party itself seemed to recognize, albeit grudgingly, that painters could
               not be “silenced” in the same way as their literary colleagues. Thus experimentation
               with larger European artistic trends continued, even if awareness of them in the Latvian
               Soviet Socialist Republic was somewhat constricted. During the 1960s and 1970s, a
               new generation of painters, including Kurts Frīdrichsons (1911–1991), Maija Tabaka (b. 1939), and Jānis Anmanis (b. 1943), gained considerable popularity, and their
               work had no difficulty at all remaining a part of the permanent corpus of Latvian
               painting after the renewed independence of 1991, even while some lesser artists were
               marginalized because of their involvement with the official art demanded by the Communist
               Party.
            

            
            Following the restoration of independence in 1991, Latvian painters, as with all artists,
               were faced with a monumental transition. State support of the arts, common in the
               Soviet period for Communist Party–approved artists, almost disappeared. Artists were
               forced to look to the free market and international support for funding—a process
               difficult for many. The collapse of the Soviet Union, however, also removed the strict
               state control on the content and style of paintings. Through the 1990s and into the
               21st century, Latvian painters have eagerly embraced and experimented with most western
               art movements forbidden to them before and have looked to establish contacts with
               the western art world (although contacts with the Russian art world also remain strong).
            

         

         
         	PAREX BANKA

         
         	
            Parex Bank was one of Latvia’s largest private commercial banks. The bank was founded
               in 1992 by Valērijs Kargins and Viktors Krasovickis, who had owned some of the first private currency exchanges
               in the USSR. Parex Bank succeeded in opening offices in 13 countries and employed
               close to 2,000 people. The bank, and its founders, were particularly adept at bankrolling
               political parties and politicians and became intricately interwoven with the political elite of the
               state. As the financial crisis struck Latvia in 2008, Parex Bank was forced to turn
               for state assistance. This assistance amounted to a slow nationalization that allowed
               considerable money to flow out of Latvia and for Kargins and Krasovickis to remain
               in their positions and profit handsomely. In December 2008, the state fully nationalized
               and declared the bank bankrupt. The bank was restructured twice, and criminal proceedings
               were begun regarding financial irregularities.
            

         

         
         	PARTISANS (PARTIZĀNI, MEŽABRĀĻI, FOREST BROTHERS)
         

         
         	
            In the sense of loosely organized guerrilla units fighting behind enemy lines or in
               enemy territory, partisans play a role in historical descriptions of Latvia during
               World War I and World War II. But the term is not neutral because one historian’s “partisans” are likely to be
               another historian’s “bandits” or “terrorists.” Anti-Bolshevik guerrilla units totaling perhaps 400 to 500 persons harassed the armed forces of the
               Communist government of Pēteris Stučka when it was in power in Latvia during the first four months of 1919. These partisans
               were fighting on behalf of the national government of Kārlis Ulmanis. Similarly, “Red partisans” fought a rearguard action in the east of Latvia through
               1919 against the Ulmanis government. During World War II, anti-Communist partisans,
               perhaps 6,000 persons, harassed the Soviet Army in June–July 1941 as it retreated
               from the advancing German Army. In 1941–1943, numerous units of Red partisans infiltrated German-occupied Latvia,
               and during 1943–1944 they harassed the German Wehrmacht as its position weakened on the northeastern front. They and their supporters are
               estimated to have numbered around 2,000 persons.
            

            
            The most sustained partisan activity in Latvia, however, was carried out in the decade
               from 1945 to 1955 as the Soviet Union reestablished its control over Latvian territory. Soldiers of the defeated Latvian Legion and other opponents of the Communist regime, numbering an estimated 10,000 to 15,000
               persons over the entire period, withdrew into forests (hence, “forest brothers”) and
               continued the fight, which sometimes took the form of pitched battles of partisan
               units against units of the Soviet Army or the special military forces of the NKVD
               (later KGB). Though the partisan movement had a degree of structure, there was no
               unified leadership, and its success depended largely on how long the general population was willing to support the struggle. The partisan ranks were replenished by the deportations of 1949, as many headed into the forests to avoid Siberia. An estimated 2,000 representatives
               of Soviet power are said to have been killed between 1945 and 1955. By the early 1950s,
               however, the ranks of the partisans had thinned considerably, and support for them
               in the general population had waned. The last members of the movement had surrendered
               to the authorities by 1955. They were imprisoned, executed, deported to Siberia, or
               in some instances exonerated.
            

         

         
         	PAŠPĀRVALDE (LANDESEIGENE VERWALTUNG, INDIGENOUS SELF-GOVERNMENT)
         

         
         	
            This is the generic name for the Latvian governmental apparatus during the German
               occupation of Latvia from 1941 to 1945 during World War II. After the German invasion in July 1941 and the flight to the Soviet Union of many administrative personnel who had worked for the Communist government in the
               previous 12 months, continuity was provided by the revival of some of the governmental,
               judicial, and administrative institutions and personnel of the pre-Soviet period (i.e.,
               the years before June 1940). But the work of these persons immediately ran counter
               to the German plans to administer Latvia according to a much larger scheme that included
               all three Baltic states as well as Belarus (see ). For another year, until mid-1942, there was a considerable amount of confusion,
               as the German occupation authorities (both military and civilian) and Latvian political
               leaders tried to delineate spheres of administrative authority. Eventually, a directorate system was introduced, which located decision making pertaining to Latvia’s internal
               affairs in such directorates as education, judiciary, social welfare, and the like,
               which were headed by Latvians. Insofar as appointments to all official positions had
               to be approved by the German occupying authorities and large areas of everyday life
               (e.g., those pertaining to Jews, German nationals, the economic interests of the German Reich) were entirely removed
               from the directorates, the scope of authority of the Latvian self-government was very
               limited. German authorities could intervene in every problem, and virtually all decisions
               made by the self-government had to be approved by the Generalkommissar or Reichskommisar. The directorate system, not very stable to begin with, began to erode seriously
               in 1943 because of the high turnover of competent personnel, and by midyear 1944 it
               had become chaotic. In the fall of 1944, the German occupying authorities eliminated
               the entire structure. See also .
            

         

         
         	PAULS, RAIMONDS (1936–)

         
         	
            Raimonds Pauls’s career as a performing musician and composer spans the Soviet and
               postcommunist periods, and his music has been immensely popular in Latvia since the 1970s. Having received his formal musical
               education (in piano) at the Latvian Conservatory of Music, he became preoccupied with
               transforming what in Latvian is called “stage music” (estrādes mūzika, i.e., light music) into a legitimate art form, thus challenging the official norm
               that cleanly separated “classical music” from “popular music,” that is, the “highbrow”
               from the “lowbrow.” His long-term project proved to be entirely successful in bridging
               this separation and in legitimizing a genre of Latvian music that combined a Latvian
               style of musicality with the musical styles of the modern world, especially American
               jazz. In merging these genres, Pauls also revived older forms of Latvian music such
               as the 19th-century ziņģe, a type of popular song that had long been peripheralized by Latvian musicologists
               in favor of the allegedly more authentic daina. The performances of these amalgams by Pauls and his orchestras, and the many recordings
               they made, earned him great popularity throughout the Soviet Union and the Communist satellite countries of eastern Europe as well as numerous awards,
               including the USSR People’s Artist in 1985. Pauls also fostered the careers of a great
               many Soviet Latvian musicians from the 1960s ito the 1990s. In many ways, his fingerprint
               is on the majority of late Soviet music, and he can be considered the composer of
               the soundtrack of the lives of late Soviet Latvians. Because of his high standing,
               Pauls was co-opted (1989–1993) as the minister of culture in the Latvian transitional
               government (during the drive for independence) and as a presidential advisor for cultural
               affairs from 1993 to 1995. He continued to serve as a deputy in the Latvian parliament
               (Saeima) from 1998 to 2006, although he never abandoned the world of music and its performance.
            

         

         
         	PAVLOVS, ARKĀDIJS (1903–1960)

         
         	
            Arkādijs Pavlovs was an early football (soccer) pioneer in independent Latvia. Born
               in Riga, he played as a child and as a refugee during World War I. Returning to Riga after the war, he began playing in amateur leagues up until 1924.
               In 1924, he played for Riga FK, one of the top league teams in Latvia. Over the next
               15 years, he played for several league teams, winning various tournaments and titles.
               From 1924, Pavlovs played for the national team, including at the Olympics in Paris
               in 1924 and at the first Baltic Cup in 1928. For the national team, he scored nine
               goals in 37 games. He remained in Latvia through World War II, but his football career had ended. See also  .
            

         

         
         	PEKŠĒNA, MARIJA (1845–1903)

         
         	
            Marija Pekšēna was the first woman writer of note to write and publish in the Latvian language, with one of her plays receiving first prize in a competition organized by the Riga Latvian Association in 1870. The play was performed several times in the later 1870s, but Pekšēna did
               not pursue her literary career.
            

         

         
         	PĒKŠĒNS, KONSTANTĪNS (1859–1928)

         
         	
            Konstantīns Pēkšēns was one of a handful of prominent Latvian architects who designed
               and built much of the turn-of-the-20th-century architectural gems of Riga. Pēkšēns was born in Mazsalaca parish but moved to Riga as a boy. He was the first
               ethnic Latvian to receive a degree in architecture from the Riga Poytechnic Institute. His most prolific period came from 1895 to 1910, and his overall footprint on Riga
               included nearly 250 buildings. Along with his architectural success, Pēkšēns was a
               patron of the Riga Latvian Association.
            

            
            Pēkšēns along with Eižens Laube, Kristaps Morbergs, Jānis Frīdrihs Baumanis, and Ernests Pole comprised a golden era of Latvian architects that benefited from the rapid expansion
               of wealth and population in Riga in the second half of the 19th century and its concomitant
               building boom. They mostly enjoyed wealth and prestige, and a leading role in the
               Riga Latvian Association, but shaded toward traditional and conservative political
               thought. Nevertheless, they are primarily responsible for the physical appearance
               of the Riga center (excluding the old town), which has become its iconic, international
               image.
            

         

         
         	PELŠE, ARVĪDS (1899–1983)

         
         	
            Born in Livonia in a relatively well-off rural family, Arvīds Pelše joined the Communist Party in
               1915 and moved to Russia in 1918 when the independence of Latvia was declared. Pelše lived in the Soviet Union
               until 1940, holding a series of positions in the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
               (CPSU) and in governmental and academic institutions. In 1940, after the occupation
               of Latvia by the Soviet Army, he was sent to Latvia to assist with the integration
               of the country into the Soviet framework. He fled again to the Soviet Union during
               the German occupation (1941–1945), returned to Latvia in the fall of 1944, and for
               the next decade and a half worked in high party positions and dedicated himself to
               the fight against “bourgeois nationalism” and the bourgeoisie as a class. Pelše was instrumental in building an orthodox Soviet
               case against the National Communists and rallying support against them. In 1959, after that year’s purge of National Communists—see also —from the Latvian Communist Party, Pelše became first secretary and held that position until 1966, when he left for
               Moscow to become a member of the Politburo of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.
               Pelše’s tenure in Latvia was marked by a virulent hatred of any thought or action,
               especially among the intelligentsia, that could be interpreted as approval of Latvian
               national interests and by his active support of all measures expanding Russian influence
               and presence in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic.
            

         

         
         	PEOPLE’S PARTY

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	PĒRKOŅKRUSTS (THUNDERCROSS)

         
         	
            The Latvian political organization that from 1930 to 1934 emulated in Latvia the fascist organizations of western Europe, adapting fascist ideology to fit Latvian circumstances.
               The intent of Pērkoņkrusts was to ensure that Latvian society was in every respect
               controlled by ethnic Latvians; consequently, it was antisemitic and xenophobic and opposed those provisions of the Latvian Constitution of 1922 that guaranteed cultural autonomy to national minorities. Pērkoņkrusts is estimated to have had about 5,000–6,000 members, though it claimed
               more, and its most prominent leader during the 1930s and the early part of the 1940s
               was Gustavs Celmiņš. After his 1934 coup, President Kārlis Ulmanis dissolved all political organizations, including Pērkoņkrusts, deemed to threaten
               the stability of the state; Celmiņš himself was imprisoned for three years and then
               exiled from Latvia. Although the organization as such did not exist from 1934 onward,
               many of its former members and leaders continued to act with a degree of solidarity,
               especially after the invasion of Latvia by the German Army in July 1941. During the
               German occupation, Pērkoņkrusts sought briefly to revive itself as a functioning political
               organization, but the German authorities were as suspicious of the organization’s
               motives (and its anti-German past) as Ulmanis had been and prohibited it about a month
               after the invasion. While many of its members became collaborators with the German
               occupation authorities, others acting from nationalistic motives joined the “underground”
               opposition to the German occupation. See also .
            

         

         
         	PĒRKONS

         
         	
            Pērkons was a seminal 1980s rock band in late Soviet Latvia. The band was formed in
               the early 1980s from musicians from the band Menuets. Juris Kulakovs was the lead
               organizer and musical composer, while Ieva Akuratera was a featured singer. The band
               quickly became popular with a style that blended hard rock, aggressive vocals, and
               pyrotechnics. In 1983, the band was banned for the first time by the authorities.
               In 1984, the band returned and worked closely with the songwriter Imants Kalniņš. In 1985, Pērkons played at an infamous concert in Ogre after which on the return
               trip to Riga several train carriages were demolished. Several fans were tried in Soviet court,
               and the entire process was captured in the Soviet Latvian documentarian Juris Podnieks’s
               film   Vai viegli b ūt jaunam? (Is It Easy to Be Young?). The film was a Soviet sensation, but Pērkons was again banned. In 1987, the band
               again was allowed to perform and had already achieved cultlike status in the anti-Soviet
               Latvian rock music scene. Their music, including their hit “Gandrīz tautasdziesma” (“Almost a Folk Song”),
               had become less aggressive and angry, and the band enjoyed crossover success in official
               musical competitions. In 1991, Pērkons played for people manning barricades against
               a possible Soviet attack on Latvian institutions during the swan song of the USSR.
               They continue to be active musicians (individually and as a group), but they mostly
               trade upon the nostalgia of their anti-Soviet beginnings and nostalgia for the era
               (musical and otherwise) of the 1980s.
            

         

         
         	PĒTERBURGAS AVĪZES

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	PĒTERIS STUČKA STATE UNIVERSITY

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	PETERS, JĀNIS (1939–)

         
         	
            Having established an excellent reputation as an insightful poet from the early 1960s
               onward, Jānis Peters became a member of the Latvian   Communist Party in 1973 and chair of the council of the Latvian Writers’ Union in 1985, serving in that capacity until 1989. He was therefore a prime mover in the
               events that from 1988 and the founding of the Latvian Popular Front began the process that led the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic into an increasingly
               independent stance toward Moscow, resulting in the independence declaration of May
               1990 and actual independence by the end of August 1991. From 1990, Peters represented
               the Latvian government in Moscow and from the fall of 1991 until 1997 became the Latvian
               ambassador to Russia. Peters’s creative work and political opinions are marked by a deep concern for the
               maintenance of Latvian national uniqueness and also with the cross-fertilization of
               national cultural traditions. See also .
            

         

         
         	PIEBALGS, ANDRIS (1957–)

         
         	
            Andris Piebalgs was born in 1957 and studied physics and mathematics at the University of Latvia. He was briefly a teacher but has spent most of his life as a politician and diplomat.
               He was active in the Latvian Popular Front and served in Ivars Godmanis’s transition cabinet. As one of the founders of Latvia’s Way (Latvijas ceļš), Piebalgs was elected to the fifth Saeima in 1993. He served briefly as the minister of finance. After several stints as an
               ambassador, including to the European Union, Piebalgs moved his political arena to the European Union. In 2004, Piebalgs became
               Latvia’s commissar in the European Union specializing as the EU commissar of energy. In 2010, he became commisar of EU development before returning to national politics
               in 2014. In 2016, Piebalgs was elected as the new head of the Unity (Vienotība) Party,
               replacing Solvita Āboltiņa.
            

         

         
         	PĪPIŅA, BERTA (1883–?)

         
         	
            Berta Pīpiņa was a politician, journalist, and author in the interwar era. Born in
               1883, she was active in Latvia’s political scene from the early 1920s, being one of
               the founders of the Democratic Center Party. She was elected to the Riga City Council in 1921 and often led the Latvian National Women’s League. Althought
               two women (Asp āzija and Klāra Kalniņa) were elected to Latvia’s Constituent Assembly, female candidates repeatedly failed
               to crack the glass ceiling of parliament. In 1931, Berta Pīpiņa became the only woman
               elected to the Saeima in the interwar period. She was arrested in 1941 and deported to the Gulag, and her
               final fate remains unknown. As an early pathbreaker, she set a precedent for women
               in the Saeima in the 1990s and in the offices of the state president and minister
               president.
            

         

         
         	PLATER, EMILIA (EMĪLIJA PLĀTERE, EMILIJA PLIATERYTE) (1806–1831)

         
         	PLATER, EMILIA (1806–1831)

         
         	
            Emilia Plater was born near Vilnius to a storied Livonian noble family with Polish roots. She moved to a family manor near Daugavpils in 1816 and was raised in the spirit of Polish patriotism and mourned the loss of
               the recently partitioned Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth. When the Polish–Lithuanian
               Uprising of November 1830 began, Emilia and her brother pledged to support the insurgents.
               She cut her hair, donned a military uniform, and raised a small military force to
               contribute to the cause. Her actual military exploits are largely undocumented, although
               she did appear to reconnoiter Daugavpils, and she did lead her troops to join larger
               Polish–Lithuanian armies resisting the tsar. She was given the military rank of captain.
               Between battles, she fell ill and died. Her importance grew after her death as a potent
               patriotic symbol. She became the subject of books, paintings, and most famously a
               poem by the Polish national poet Adam Mickiewicz. She also highlights the many alternative
               narratives available to a region as multifaceted as Latvia. She is celebrated in Belarus,
               Lithuania, and Poland (only in passing in Latvia); she highlights the Polish–Lithuanian heritage
               that also impacted Latvia and is a potent symbol challenging gender norms.
            

         

         
         	PLETTENBERG, WOLTER VON (c. 1450–1535)

         
         	
            Master of the Livonian Order from 1494 to 1535, von Plettenberg was probably the most
               clear-sighted of the order’s leaders in the final century of its existence. The order
               was wealthy and possessed numerous territories in medieval Livonia, but its effectiveness was threatened by internal conflict, continuous struggles
               against other territorial rulers of the Livonian state, and the expansionism of the
               Russian state under Ivan the Terrible. During his tenure, von Plettenberg’s wise diplomacy
               maintained the order’s influence on events in the Baltic area, but after his death
               the internal corruption of the order continued. The order was officially secularized
               and in effect disbanded in 1562. See also .
            

         

         
         	PLŪDONS, VILIS (1874–1940)

         
         	
            Vilis Plūdons was a popular Latvian poet in a romantic nationalist style and a schoolteacher. He was born Vilis Lejnieks in 1874 to a family of farmers
               in Bauska. He published his first poems in 1895 using Plūdons as a pseudonym. He taught in Riga from 1898 to World War I and wrote many of his most famous works as well as an accomplished translation of
               Nietzche’s Thus Spoke Zarathustra. He participated in the 1905 Teachers Congress and during World War I was initially
               active in the Congress of Latvian Workers, Soldiers, and Peasants, a Bolshevik-leaning institution. However, he came out against Bolshevik terror and supported
               the founding of a Latvian national state in November 1918. In the interwar years,
               he officially changed his name to Plūdonis, taught in Riga, and began composing poetry
               for children. After the Ulmanis coup in 1934, Plūdonis also wrote paens to the new vadonis (leader).
            

         

         
         	POLE, ERNESTS (1872–1914)

         
         	
            Ernests Pole was one of the handful of late 19th-century ethnic Latvian architects who radically changed the physical cityscape of Riga. Of this group of architects (Laube, Pēkšēns, Morbergs, Baumanis), Pole may have come from the most humble background and enjoyed the least classical
               training. The bulk of his architectural career consisted of work within Konstantīns
               Pēkšēns’s business, where the two often collaborated. They are jointly responsible
               for the renovations of the Riga Latvian Association Building in 1908. Altogether, Pole designed nearly 40 apartment buildings in the
               center of Riga before his death in 1914.
            

         

         
         	POLES

         
         	
            The ethnic Polish minority of Latvia has a long history, but it is exceedingly difficult to pinpoint a beginning
               (as with when the first Jews or Romani may have entered the area) due to the constant flux of political boundaries and the
               close interaction of Polish states and nobility with the region. For the longer scope
               of Polish influence on Latvia’s history, see entries on the Polish–Swedish War (1600–1629), Lithuania, the Duchy of Courland and Semigallia, and religion, but essentially there are differing strands of Polish influence. The dukes of Courland
               pledged fealty to the Polish king, and although Russian influence grew at this court
               and ultimately subsumed it, this history is intricately interwoven with the Polish
               state and likely included some ethnic Poles at the duke’s court or elsewhere in the
               duchy. The majority of ethnic Polish habitation in the lands of modern-day Latvia,
               however, are in the region of Latgale (Inflanty, in Polish) and are tied to Polish-backed efforts to entrench the Counterreformation in Latgale. With time, and on a far more limited scale, parts of Latgale (and the
               southeastern edge of Zemgale) took on a similar dichotomy of Polish elites and Letgallian peasants, as parts of Courland and Livland had Baltic German elites and Latvian peasants. In Latgale, the nobility could be Polish, the priest
               at the Catholic parish church was either Polish or trained by Polish clergy, and peasants
               were not Poles but Letgallians, Jews, Belarusians, Russians, and some Romani. Many of these peasants had a fluid and ambiguous ethnic identity
               from many sources: speaking a Letgallian dialect, using a Polish Bible, writing in
               Cyrillic. Nevertheless, clearly defined Poles occur throughout Latvian folk songs.
               Later, other Poles moved into the developing industrial cities of late imperial Russia.
               By the 1897 census, the lands of contemporary Latvia had more than 65,000 Poles.
            

            
            During the Independence   Wars, armies of the Polish state helped Latvia liberate parts of Latgale (including Daugavpils) from the Bolsheviks, and also occupied the Vilnius District from Lithuania, creating a state border between
               Latvia and Poland. Dislocation during the war (including the evacuation of much industry)
               and the proximity of the Polish state contributed to a fall in the Polish population
               of independent Latvia, where the population hovered around 50,000. Poles lived mostly
               in Riga and Latgale, formed cultural organizations, had a Polish school system and press,
               and ran for public office on the national and local levels. Poles were elected to
               the Saeima. After Kārlis   Ulmanis’s coup, the autonomy of Polish organizations was limited, and leftist Polish politicians
               were arrested and detained. Up until the end of the 1930s, some Latvian politicians
               were identified as being supporters of closer relations with Poland (as an alternative
               to an ally in Germany or Russia), although this was always difficult due to the occupation of Vilnius. By the end
               of the 1930s, however, as Poland paled in comparison to the power and might of the
               USSR and Nazi Germany, the Polish position was discredited.
            

            
            After World War II, the Polish border was relocated westward. Many ethnic Poles remained in Latvia and
               were soon joined by new Polish migrants that moved into the industrial developments
               of Soviet Latvia. Through most of the Soviet era, the number of ethnic Poles in Latvia
               climbed back over the 60,00 threshold. With independence and the collapse of Soviet
               industry, many Poles left Latvia. More left after Latvia joined the European Union (EU) and travel to other EU countries became easier (including to Poland). By 2010, the
               number of ethnic Poles had dropped below 45,000. Poles again have independent ethnic
               associations and state support for schools. Jānis Jurkāns, who was an important politician
               in the break with Soviet Latvia (even serving as Latvia’s minister of foreign affairs
               from 1990 to 1992) and continued to be a member of the Saeima until 2005, is perhaps the most accomplished Polish politician in contemporary Latvia.
            

         

         
         	POLISH–LITHUANIAN COMMONWEALTH

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	POLISH–SWEDISH WAR (1600–1629)

         
         	
            The settlement of the Livonian Wars in 1583 left the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth in control of most of the Baltic territory to the north, while Sweden gained only a section of present-day Estonia. This outcome was unsatisfactory to the Swedish Vasa dynasty, which dreamed of an
               empire that included all of the eastern Baltic territories that could resist Russian
               moves westward. Moreover, the German-speaking estate owners and burghers of the Baltic
               territories after 1583 grew increasingly resentful of Polish–Lithuanian rule, and
               especially, since they were Lutherans, of the Polish Counterreformation. In the last decades of the 16th century, therefore, the Baltic political elites
               made it known that they would favor being released from “the Polish yoke” by the Swedish
               Protestant rulers. The Polish–Swedish War began in 1600 with a Swedish invasion of
               the Baltic territory and continued intermittently for the next three decades until
               the Peace of Altmark in 1629. Most of the battles took place in the territories north
               of the Daugava River (in present-day Estonia and Vidzeme), and they devastated these territories.
            

            
            Though Poland–Lithuania won some notable battles, Sweden emerged victorious in the
               end. The Treaty of Altmark left Sweden in control of all the territory north of the
               Daugava; Poland retained nominal control of the Duchy of Courland and Semigallia, the dukes of which, however, were more autonomous than subservient. Direct control
               by Poland–Lithuania was exercised over the eastern Latgale region, which starting with this period came to be increasingly referred to as “Polish
               Livland” (Inflanty Polskie). This territorial configuration remained in force until the end
               of the 17th century, when the Great Northern War once again introduced Russia into the regional competition.
            

         

         
         	POLITICAL PARTIES

         
         	
            By the turn of the 20th century, Latvians had had considerable experience forming
               organizations of all kinds except those with explicitly political intent. For an organization
               to be legitimate, it had to register and be approved by officials of the tsarist government,
               and the system did not permit overtly political organizations. Thus, political parties
               among Latvians were a 20th-century experience, which began with the formation of the
               Latvian Social Democratic Workers Party (LSDWP) on 20 June 1904. There being no provincial or national legislative body, the LSDWP
               had more of the character of an organized movement than a political party in the later
               sense of the term. The so-called burgher or bourgeois parties (pilsoniskās partijas) were relatively small and frequently temporary political organizations of the center
               and the political right that appeared between 1905 and 1917.
            

            
            The era of effective party formation among Latvians began in 1917 with the fall of
               the tsarist autocracy and manifested especially intense activity in 1918 when an independent
               Latvian state was proclaimed, which eventually (in 1920) required the election of delegates to a Constituent Assembly. By that time, the number of active parties
               and groupings had reached 24, and the assembly itself had representatives from 16
               such entities. The assembly drafted a constitution—finally adopted in 1922—containing an extremely democratic electoral law. Any group
               of at least 100 persons could submit an electoral list, and representation in the
               100-member Saeima was to be proportional.
            

            
            In practice, this system gave a clear signal to all manner of political groupings
               to try their luck at being elected. Discipline could be imposed only if the party
               was relatively ideologically unified from the outset—as was the LSDWP—or had a clear
               socioeconomic base, as did the Agrarian Union, formed in 1917. These two parties, in fact, became the leading political actors
               in the elections of four Saeimas (1922, 1925, 1928, 1931), but neither received an
               absolute majority vote. In these four Saeimas, 20, 24, 26, and 27 parties were represented,
               respectively. But the number of candidates’ lists presented in each election was 57,
               88, 120, and 103. Since in the parliamentary system executive functions were exercised
               by a cabinet of ministers, headed by a prime minister, and since a cabinet could function
               only as long as it had more thatn50 votes in the Saeima, coalition cabinets were a
               necessity, and the loyalty of the majority to such cabinets was somewhat unpredictable.
               The two larger parties (the LSDWP and the Agrarian Union), for example, between them
               held only 35 seats in the 1931 Saeima; the other 25 parties had from eight deputies
               to only one, and 12 parties had only one deputy each. Kārlis Ulmanis and his supporters used the claim that “the Saeima was not working” to justify his
               May 1934 coup, in which the Saeima was dismissed, all parties were dissolved, and
               Ulmanis headed a personally chosen cabinet as prime minister and from 1936 as president
               as well.
            

            
            The year 1934 ended the first era of political parties in Latvia. The two occupations
               of the country, by the Soviet Union (1940–1941) and Nazi Germany (1941–1945), introduced Latvia to single-party dictatorships (the Latvian Communist Party, the National Socialist Party of Germany), and the re-Sovietization of the country
               after 1945 prolonged the Communist Party dictatorship until 1991.
            

            
            The return of independence in 1991 was predicated on the renewed Constitution of 1922,
               which meant that in the first post-Soviet elections for a new Saeima in 1993 a modified
               version of the old electoral law was used again. A threshold of 4 percent of the total
               vote was introduced for a political party to have a deputy in the Saeima, and in the
               election of 1995, this minimum was raised to 5 percent. Consequently, in the 1993
               Saeima election, 23 party lists were presented to the voters, but only eight parties
               received representation; in the 1995 election, the numbers were 19 and nine; in the
               1998 election, 21 and six; in the 2002 election, 20 and six; in the 2006 election,
               19 and seven; in the 2010 elections, 13 and five; in the 2011 elections, 13 and five;
               in the 2014 election, 14 and six. In none of these elections did any single political
               party or group receive a majority of the vote, again requiring the formation of coalition
               cabinets. Latvia’s political system seems to have coalesced around an elected parliament
               with five or six parties with an extreme party on each end and a mix of centrist parties
               with established reputations and newcomer political parties.
            

            
            In the two and a half decades since the 1993 Saeima elections (the first since 1931),
               party politics in Latvia has manifested a number of somewhat contradictory patterns,
               making prognosis of the future difficult. One of these has been the inability of popular
               political groupings to retain widespread backing for a long period. Thus the Popular Front (Tautas Fronte), which (together with the Latvian National Independence Movement) had been victorious in the 1990 elections of the last Supreme Soviet and had thus led the country to renewed independence, turned out to be a spent force
               in the 1993 Saeima election (which it entered as a political party), receiving no
               representation in the parliament. The political alliance Latvia’s Way (Latvijas Ceļš), which in the 1993 election received an impressive 36 seats in the
               Saeima, fell to 17 in the 1995 election, rose to 21 in 1998, but failed to get any
               seats in 2002. The top vote getter in 1995—the Democratic Party Saimnieks—received no parliamentary representation in 1998. The oldest of the parties—Latvian
               National Independence Movement (founded in 1988)—has had representation in all of
               the post-Soviet Saeimas (together with different electoral coalition partners), but
               its share of the vote has dropped to just above the minimum 5 percent. Further, the
               LNNK became the junior party of an electoral coalition, and then again an even more
               junior party. The Agrarian Union, which links its history to the Ulmanis interwar
               party of the same name, began strong in the 1993 election (12 seats), did not make
               it into the Saeima at all in 1995 or 1998, but returned to the Saeima in 2002 and
               after, when it formed a coalition with the Green Party. On the political left, the
               Harmony for Latvia Party, which was widely seen as a champion of the “Russian speakers”
               in the Latvian population and their concerns, started strongly in 1993 with 13 seats, dropped to six in 1995,
               rose again to 16 in 1998, but no longer competed under its old name in 2002 and 2006.
               The LSDWP, which in 1993 linked itself to its strong interwar predecessor, did not
               receive sufficient votes for representation in 1993 and has continued to lead a somewhat
               shadowy existence since then in the shifting alliances and alignments of the political
               left. The clear winner in the 2006 election—the People’s Party (Tautas Partija)—was
               the third-highest vote getter in 2004, but its long-term staying power faltered with
               the economic crisis of 2008–2010. Its leader, Aigars Kalvītis, was asked to form a cabinet in 2004, and his coalition cabinet was in power when
               the 2006 election took place. In 2006, the Latvian voting public, in a sense, reelected
               him and his party to office—an unprecedented event in the post-Soviet period. Kalvītis
               personally and his party were popularly seen as being unprepared for economic collapse
               and paid for this with electoral collapse. After an almost caretaker-like Godmanis government that lasted almost two years, Valdis Dambrovskis led the Unity Party (created largely to oppose the People’s Party and the “oligarchs”)
               into a coalition in 2009, through austerity measures, and into the 2010 elections.
               After electoral triumph in 2011, Dambrovskis became the first person to lead three
               successive governments in Latvia. Dambrovskis topped Kalvītis by setting a new record
               for being the longest consecutive serving minister president. His government fell
               in the wake of a collapsed supermarket to be succeeded by the similarly centrist coalition
               government of Laimdota Straujuma in 2013, Latvia’s first female minister president. She also continued to lead government
               after elections in 2014, continuing a trend of more stable coalition government (despite
               constant rumors of impending governmental collapse). Similarly, although party names
               and candidates change often, political representation on the national level has coalesced
               around a conservative and nationalist party, a centrist-oriented party, a party that
               claims to speak on behalf of Latvia’s Slavic populations, a party closely linked with
               Aivars Lembergs and the positions he supports, and the inevitable newcomer parties that attract votes
               from those against the above-mentioned status quo.
            

            
            Though the party system clearly spans all political positions from left to right,
               cabinet coalitions in the post-Soviet era have been invariably center-right, and the
               fate of many political parties continues to depend heavily on the popularity of their
               leaders (called “locomotives” in Latvian popular parlance) rather than on clearly
               distinguishable party philosophies.
            

         

         
         	POMMERS, JĀNIS ARCHBISHOP (1876–1934)

         
         	
            Jānis Pommers was the archbishop of Latvia’s Orthodox Church in the interwar period
               and has recently been made a saint in the Orthodox faith. Pommers was born in Vidzeme to a devout Orthodox Latvian family (an exception, but not an extreme oddity). He
               trained with notable distinction in Orthodox religious schools and quickly moved into
               a career in the church. By 1912, he was a bishop in the Vilnius Province and moved
               to several other Russian cities in this position over the next several years. During
               the Russian Civil War, Pommers, like many Orthodox religious figures, was frequently
               under arrest as the Bolshevik regime targeted the church hierarchy. In 1921, Pommers returned to Riga and was quickly apointed the archbishop of a largely autonomous Latvian Orthodox
               Church by the patriarch of the Russian Orthodox Church. Pommers addressed a church
               in crisis in Latvia after years of neglect and without clear legal standing. Pommers
               ran for parliament and won office from an Orthodox religious electoral list in 1926
               and 1931. From his role in parliament, Pommers established the church on strong, independent
               legal footing and reopened a seminary in 1926. Pommers received considerable criticism
               from the political left and some Latvian nationalists, but despite occassional threats
               refused protection. On the night of 12–13 October 1934, Pommers was brutally murdered
               in his home. The case was never solved. In 2001, Latvia’s Orthodox Church canonized
               Archbishop Jānis Pommers. See also  .
            

         

         
         	POPULAR FRONT (TAUTAS FRONTE)
         

         
         	
            Founded on 8–9 October 1988, the Popular Front in Latvia emerged as the leading so-called
               informal organization supporting the perestroika and glasnost policies of Mikhail Gorbachev. As a mass-based organization, it quickly eclipsed
               even the Latvian Communist Party in terms of membership. It was more centrist and therefore more inclusive than the
               Latvian National Independence Movement (LNNK), which had been established earlier in 1988, and thus attracted a larger number of
               people dissatisfied with their Communist Party membership and Communist rule in general.
               Chaired by Dainis Īvāns, a journalist, the Popular Front rapidly shifted its goals and rhetoric from support
               of Moscow’s new policies to demands for autonomy and independence for Latvia, and
               over the next 14 months organized a series of mass meetings on the days marking especially
               memorable events in 20th-century Latvian history (13–14 June, for the deportations of 1940; 23 August, the anniversary of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact; 18 November, the proclamation of Latvian independence in 1918). The commemoration
               of these events had been forbidden during the Soviet period, and any demonstrative
               activity on them had been condemned as “bourgeois nationalism.”
            

            
            In the spring 1990 elections for the Latvian Supreme Soviet, the Popular Front and the LNNK fielded candidates in opposition to the Communist
               Party, and in the resulting Soviet there was a majority of deputies from these non-Communist
               organizations. Thus, on 4 May 1990, the Soviet declared its intention to work for
               the eventual renewal of Latvian independence, which finally came after the unsuccessful
               August coup in Moscow in 1991. During the two and a half years after renewed independence,
               however, the Popular Front, now under the leadership of Romualds Ražuks, appeared
               to be losing its relevance to the state-building tasks at hand. In the June 1993 elections for the Saeima, the Front—though fielding its own list of candidates as one of 23 parties and electoral
               coalitions—did not even receive the minimum 4 percent of the vote needed for parliamentary
               representation. Many of the most prominent Popular Front politicians had shifted their
               loyalties to other groups, such as Latvia’s Way, the electoral coalition that received a plurality of the vote.
            

         

         
         	POPULATION

         
         	
            Because the first modern (though incomplete) census of Latvian territories took place
               only in 1881 (a census of the Baltic provinces only) and the second in 1897 (the first Russian imperial census), aggregate population
               statistics for earlier periods have to be estimated. Estimates for the late 18th and
               the 19th centuries can employ the soul revisions, but for earlier periods they must be based on calculations using estimated population
               density and estimated territorial size. In the 20th century, the Latvia government
               of the first independence period carried out general censuses in 1920, 1925, 1930, and 1935; in the Soviet period there were censuses in 1959,
               1970, 1979, and 1989. There have been two censuses (in 2000 and 2011) since 1991.
               Using these sources, the aggregate population of present-day Latvian territories over
               the centuries and the proportion of Latvians in the aggregate population can be estimated
               (see appendixes 3 and 4).
            

         

         
         	POSTCOMMUNISM

         
         	
            The eastern European countries, where by the late 1940s the Communist Party had achieved
               dictatorial power, also went through a transition to new kinds of societies when single-party
               rule collapsed in 1989–1991. In western analysis, this period is frequently referred
               to as “postcommunism,” and the typology of postcommunism ranges from the breakup of
               the Communist-run state (Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia), to the violent execution of
               the former Communist leaders (Romania), to the reintegration of a formerly Communist
               state with its non-Communist counterpart (Germany), to the relatively peaceful transitions of, for example, Hungary and the Baltic
               states. In each former Communist country, in other words, the postcommunist phase
               was different in terms of what problems it had inherited from its Communist past,
               how long postcommunism lasted, and which problems would be attributed two decades
               later to the much longer phase of Communist domination.
            

            
            In the renewed Republic of Latvia, some solutions to the “problems” created by Communist
               rule were already in the works by the time the dissolution of the Union of Soviet
               Socialist Republics was declared by Mikhail Gorbachev at the end of 1991. Communist
               Party members by the thousands had “torn up their party cards” during 1988–1989 in
               order to join the Latvian Popular Front and other movements that favored some kind of separation of Latvia from the USSR.
            

            
            The Supreme Soviet (Augstākā Padome, renamed the Supreme Council) had already declared on 4 May 1990
               that at the first opportunity Latvia would reestablish state sovereignty, that the
               renewed state would be a continuation of the Latvian republic that had ceased to exist
               in 1940, and that it would conduct its affairs on the basis of the Constitution of 1922. Latvia entered the postcommunist phase on 21 August 1991, at the time of the unsuccessful
               coup against Mikhail Gorbachev in Moscow, by declaring that the waiting period was
               over and Latvia had resumed its independence.
            

            
            The reestablished Latvian republic had indeed inherited “problems” from the former
               Communist regime, and these now had to be resolved through actions of the Supreme
               Council and other new governing bodies. The council itself was conceptualized as a
               transitional governing body until a new Saeima was elected according to the 1922 constitution; the election took place in 1993. The problem of how to deal with the intransigent Communists who
               had remained loyal to Moscow and the party was resolved in a variety of ways: The
               leader of the Moscow loyalists, Alfreds Rubiks, was arrested, tried, and sentenced to a short term in jail. Other loyalists, especially
               active workers in the KGB, were barred from participation in post-1991 politics by
               a series of laws (lustration). The complete removal of the Soviet (now Russian) Army from Latvia was accomplished
               through negotiations with Moscow, and its last units had withdrawn from Latvia by
               the end of 1994, leaving behind only a manned radar station, which was finally liquidated
               in 1998. In many institutions, institutes, organizations, and associations, leaders
               and members who had been fervent party members and who, in the judgment of their peers,
               had brought demonstrable harm to others were expelled or required to retire. The complex
               process of privatization of property nationalized in 1940 and afterward began and took about a decade to conclude.
               Collective farms were dissolved, and the principle of the privately owned, independent farmstead regained
               the place it had had in the interwar period.
            

            
            But many problems, structural and systemwide, remained intractable and could not be
               resolved easily by legislation or court decree. Over the Soviet decades, composition
               of the population of Latvia had changed dramatically through massive in-migration of Slavic-language
               speakers (mainly Russians) from elsewhere in the Soviet Union, and the facts that ethnic Latvians comprised only 54 percent of the total population
               of the country and were a minority in seven of the eight largest cities could not
               be reversed quickly. The near disappearance of the “Soviet market” meant that the
               Latvian economy had to reorient itself to the needs of trading partners in western Europe and to those
               of the other postcommunist states in eastern Europe. This was a difficult assignment
               for a small economy now on its own. The initial and substantial decline of state revenues
               led to a dramatic and sudden drop of wages across the board, even for highly skilled
               professionals with long experience in their fields. The population of the country
               now had to learn survival skills for an increasingly competitive society in which
               “social safety nets” and budget supplements from the central government had become
               nearly nonexistent. Income inequalities became ever wider between those who learned
               to adapt to the new situation and those who, frequently because of age and disability,
               continued to expect levels of state support more typical of the Soviet period.
            

            
            No single date marks an obvious end of the “post-Soviet” period in Latvia. Symbolically,
               2004, when Latvia officially became a member of both the European Union and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, can serve that purpose. Yet, in the population that is now over the age of 20 (75
               percent in 2005) and who had their expectations formed during the Soviet period, there
               are many, especially in the older age groups and in the russophone population, who
               express the view that life under the “old” system was better than under the “new.”
            

         

         
         	PRĀTA VĒTRA

         
         	
            Prāta Vētra (Brainstorm) is the most widely known and successful contemporary pop
               rock group in Latvia. Formed in Jelgava in 1989, the group released its debut album
               in 1992. The group first made it big in 1995 with a single “Lidmašīnas” (“Airplanes”),
               which was recognized as the song of the year and may be the best-selling Latvian single.
               In 1999, their album Starp Divām Saulēm (Between Two Suns) established them as Latvia’s most dominant pop rock group. They have released roughly
               20 albums (including best-of collections) and have won almost 30 Latvian music awards.
               Their success, however, also demonstrates the financial limits of recording for a
               small nation—a hit does not guarantee future wealth, and to earn a living solely from
               music requires almost constant production. Prāta Vētra, perhaps more than other Latvian
               bands, has tried to break out of this financial constraint by crossing over onto the
               international stage. They were Latvia’s first representative to the Eurovision Contest
               (in 2000, finishing third), played at Glastonbury, have been an opening band for massive
               European concerts such as the Rolling Stones, and have recorded multiple albums in
               English and Russian. The lack of English-language success coupled with Russian-language
               popularity has placed the band into a geopolitical dilemma. Playing to a Russian audience
               or performing at concerts in Russia endangers domestic popularity (particularly after the occupation of Crimea in 2014),
               although popular repercussions have been mild to date. See also  .
            

         

         
         	PRIVATIZATION

         
         	
            When Latvia restored independence in 1991, it faced a mountain of economic challenges
               in reorienting a centrally controlled command economy to a free-market economy. Central
               to a market economy is the existence of private property and an individual’s ability
               to act on her or his property as an independent economic unit. Soviet Latvia, outside
               of personal possessions and rights to use property, essentially did not recognize
               private property and had confiscated property when Latvia was occupied and “Sovietized.”
               Government policy makers had to create private property from state property and address
               the historical case of restitution about property nationalized in the past (particularly
               as the state defined itself as an extension of the legal Republic of Latvia of 1940).
               The Supreme Council and later the Saeima decided to address both concerns. Initially, from 1991 to roughly 1994, businesses
               and enterprises that were created after Soviet occupation and did not have claims
               on their property were privatized in a haphazard manner, often somewhat secretively,
               and benefited those in the know, often managers of the business or well-connected
               party activists. This privatization yielded relatively little money to state coffers
               but did create some viable private businesses that were vital to Latvia in the early
               years of transition. From 1994, the Privatization Agency was formed and Latvia’s citizens
               received privatization certificates (for years lived in Soviet Latvia, and also as
               compensation for repression or nationalized property) that could be used for privatizing
               property. Simultaneously, former landowners could start a legal process to return
               property. Through the 1990s, privatization had a chaotic, mixed record. Former owners
               struggled to prove property rights, sometimes with competing claims, while the process
               of privatizing large state firms (energy, telecommunications, industrial concerns) was slow and contorted. Many people cashed
               in their privatization certificates well below value in a bid to receive something.
               Others amassed certificates and used them to their advantage in the privatization
               of larger properties. By the end of 2005, the great bulk of privatization was complete;
               roughly 75 percent of the GDP was generated in the private sector, and nearly an equal
               percentage of inhabitants worked in private enterprises. Similarly, the great bulk
               of living stock (houses, apartments, condominiums) was privatized, thus establishing
               a prerequisite for a private real estate market. A few notable enterprises remain
               in state hands, and the entire process clearly produced winners and losers, but by
               its end most nationalized property had been returned to owners or their heirs or had
               been privatized at auction. The law, however, used June 1940 as the date of last ownership,
               thus leaving Baltic Germans who repatriated to the Third Reich out of restitution, and initially there were only
               minimal attempts to restitute descendants or claimants to Jews killed in the Holocaust.
            

         

         
         	PROKOPČUKA, JEĻENA (1976–)

         
         	
            Prokopčuka is Latvia’s most accomplished female track athlete (and arguably most accomplished
               track athlete). Born in Riga, she began running distance events and quickly came to dominate Latvian record books
               (holding all records for distances of at least 3,000 meters). She has run 5,000- and
               10,000-meter races at multiple Olympic games (2000 and 2004) but has particularly
               excelled at half marathons and marathons. She is one of only six women to have won
               the New York Marathon on multiple occasions (winning in 2005 and 2006).
            

         

         
         	PUBLIC HEALTH

         
         	
            Before the second half of the 19th century, maintenance of public health in the Latvian
               areas of the Russian Empire was not considered a high-priority concern of either the
               imperial or the provincial governments. At neither level was systematic data gathered,
               but the sketchy numbers that are available suggest that the Baltic provinces manifested patterns typical of premodern societies: periodic destructive epidemics,
               high infant mortality rates, and life expectancy for both sexes after the first several
               years of life around 50 years of age. Even so, the Baltic provincial population exhibited an impressive ability to recover from demographic cataclysms: the 18th
               century began with a destructive plague (about 50 percent of the population lost)
               in the years 1710–1711 during the Great Northern War, yet by the end of the century the population was larger than ever before.
            

            
            Government concern for public health began to heighten during the second half of the
               19th century, accompanying many other modernization phenomena (urbanization, industrialization, the systematic gathering of statistical information). The availability of medical
               services and betterment of public sanitation in both urban areas and the countryside
               improved markedly. Calculations of mortality rates (per 1,000 people) for the period
               1861 to 1913 showed short-term fluctuations but long-term decline. In Courland, the rates at the beginning and end of the period were 19.1 and 16.8; in Livonia, 21.7 and 17.8. Comparatively, the Baltic area rates were considerably lower than
               those of the empire as a whole, which were 34.0 at the start of the period and 27.1
               at the end. Life expectancy at birth in the Latvian territories by the end of the
               19th century stood at 41.1 for men and 43.6 for women. With the destructive first
               years of life removed from the calculation, life expectancy for both sexes reached
               in the low 60s.
            

            
            The founding of the Latvian state in 1918 created a framework for further improvements
               in public health measures, a task the newly independent government took very seriously,
               implementing measures through the Ministry of Public Health (Tautas Labklājības Ministrija).
               Among the most effective improvements was the creation of a nationwide network of
               medical centers (slimo kases), which eventually ensured that virtually all inhabitants who could not afford medical
               care had access to it in both urban and rural areas. The costs of the system were
               covered jointly by small mandatory payments from subscribers, larger mandatory payments
               from employers, and annual subsidies from the Ministry of Public Health. The system
               was gradually expanded to include the partial payment of wages during periods of illness,
               unemployment insurance, availability of low-cost medication, and free medical treatment
               for the impoverished and indigent. By the late 1930s, about 20 percent of the entire
               wage-earning population had become subscribers to the system. These and other improvements
               were reflected in the continued rise in life expectancy at birth. If, in the mid-1920s,
               life expectancy for men and women was 50.7 and 56.9, respectively, by the mid-1930s the two figures had risen to 55.4
               (men) and 60.9 (women).
            

            
            During the 45 years when Latvia was a republic of the Soviet Union, public health
               was taken very seriously and heavily subsidized by both the Moscow and Riga governments, being seen as emblematic of the superiority of the Communist system.
               The quality of public health during the period remains a subject of debate, however, given the
               Communist Party’s strong tendency to falsify statistics. It can be presumed, nonetheless,
               that availability of medical care (in terms of numbers of medical personnel and facilities)
               in Latvia improved during these years, and its effectiveness benefited as well from
               the rapid worldwide advances in medical knowledge during the second half of the 20th
               century. Life-expectancy statistics from 1945 on Latvia, however, have the form of
               fluctuations rather than a steady improvement. Until the mid-1960s, life expectancy
               for both men and women continued to rise, but from then until the end of the 1970s
               the figures for both men and women flattened and even showed some decline. The 1980s
               were again a period of rising life expectancy, but from 1990 onward there began again
               a period of fluctuation: decreases until the mid-1990s, but mostly annual increases
               since then. By 2005, life expectancy at birth stood at 77 years for women and at 65
               years for men.
            

            
            The uncertain trend during the past two decades, as well as the continuing 10–12 point
               differential (since the early 1990s) between the life expectancy of men and women,
               has to be accounted for less by a deteriorating public health system (as evidenced
               by a persistent decline in infant mortality from the early 1980s to the present) than
               by increasing stress levels produced by the economic uncertainties of the new independence
               period (e.g., increased suicide levels) and the continuation of health-impairing adult
               lifestyles (especially among men) of heavy alcohol use, cigarette consumption, and
               disregard for fatty content of one’s daily diet.
            

         

         
         	PUGO, BORISS (1937–1991)

         
         	
            Born in Russia, Boriss Pugo received his university education at the Riga Polytechnic Institute and from the early 1960s onward worked in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic as
               an engineer and in a series of increasingly responsible positions in the Latvian Communist Party organizational and governmental institutions, including from 1980 in the KGB. He became
               first secretary of the Latvian Communist Party in 1984 and held that position until
               1990, when he moved to Moscow to become interior minister in the USSR government.
               From this position, Pugo participated in the organization of the 19 August 1991 coup
               against Mikhail Gorbachev and, when that failed, committed suicide.
            

         

         
         	PULPE, EDUARDS (1880–1916)

         
         	
            Eduards Pulpe was one of the first Latvian pilots and a recognized ace in aerial combat
               during World War I. Pulpe studied in Moscow and worked as a teacher in Riga, but his passion for the new world of flying took him to Paris in 1912. He received
               a pilot’s license in France and volunteered for the nascent French aerial forces at
               the beginning of World War I. In 1915, over the fields of Verdun, Pulpe recorded his
               first two aerial victories in battles that were among the very first in aerial combat
               history. He recorded two more for France before transferring to imperial Russian forces.
               He was killed in aerial combat with a noted German ace (Erwin Bohme) on 2 August 1916.
               In France, Pulpe was awarded the Medaille Militaire and the Croix de Guerre and posthumously
               the St. George’s Cross from the imperial Russian state.
            

         

         
         	PUMPURS, ANDREJS (1841–1902)

         
         	
            Andrejs Pumpurs grew up in a district of Livonia that was especially noted for the preservation of the Latvian oral tradition, which
               became an important source for his creative work later in life. Born into a rural
               family of modest means, he received a grade-school education, after which he embarked
               on a checkered but adventurous career as an agricultural laborer, raftsman, surveyor,
               forester, volunteer topographer during the Russo–Turkish War, and officer in the Russian
               Army. Familiarity with Slavic culture, especially Serbian history, convinced him that
               the Latvians too deserved at least cultural autonomy, and this belief, evidently developed
               during the 1870s, brought him into the Latvian nationalists’ camp of that decade.
               Pumpurs had already published incidental writings in the Latvian press, but now he
               began seriously to exploit his knowledge of the Latvian oral tradition in order to
               acquaint Latvians with their cultural heritage. Undoubtedly his most memorable accomplishment
               is the epic poem Lāčplēsis (The Bearslayer) (1888), which he wrote after discovering that the Latvian oral tradition contained
               no epic poetry. While Lāčplēsis himself was a relatively minor figure in Latvian folklore, Pumpurs’s imaginative rendering of Lāčplēsis’s adventures turned him into a national
               symbol of heroism. The Lāčplēsis theme—the figure of Lāčplēsis standing for the Latvian
               nation challenged and subdued by external evil forces—was used repeatedly by later
               writers at dramatic turning points in Latvian history (e.g., Jānis Rainis in his play Uguns un Nakts [1905]), with its most recent incarnation being a 1988 rock opera Lāčplēsis (music by Z. Liepiņš, libretto by Māra Zālīte). In 1920, the Lāčplēsis Order was created by the Latvian Saeima as the nation’s highest military honor. See also .
            

         

         
         	PURVĪTIS, VILHELMS (1872–1945)

         
         	
            A preeminent Latvian painter of the pre–World War I and interwar periods, Vilhelms Purvītis finished at the St. Petersburg Art Academy
               in 1897 and then traveled widely in western Europe, entering his works in many exhibits
               and winning several prizes. He lived in Riga after 1900, was elected to membership in the Russian Academy of Art in 1917, and,
               after Latvian independence, founded the Latvian Academy of Art and was rector and
               professor of it until 1934. He supervised virtually all the exhibits of Latvian art
               that were held abroad in the interwar period. Shortly before emigrating to Germany in 1944, he gathered all his paintings in Jelgava where, unfortunately, they were destroyed in bombing raids on the city. Through his
               pedagogical work, Purvītis left an indelible impression on several generations of
               Latvian artists and teachers of art. Though he experimented with virtually all the
               styles that were current during his lifetime, the subject matter of his work was almost
               entirely the natural scenery of Latvia and its various aspects.
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         	RADIO SWH

         
         	
            Radio SWH was formed in 1993 and became the first private commercial radio station
               in Latvia after Soviet rule (likely ever as in the interwar era the radio station
               was state owned, as it was during German and Soviet occupations). In 1994, Radio SWH+
               began broadcasting for a Russian audience, and in 2001 Radio SWH Rock, which specialized
               in rock music, also began broadcasts. The station was founded by the onetime Soviet popular music
               performer Zigmārs Liepiņš and was initially a cultural powerhouse in the newly independent
               state, sponsoring concerts and expanding operations. The board of the station has
               included former minister president Ivars Godmanis and initially traded on a relationship with an early private business venture, Software
               House Riga.
            

         

         
         	RAILROADS

         
         	
            The first section of railroad built in the lands of modern-day Latvia was the Rītupe–Daugavpils section that was a part of the Petersburg–Warsaw line, opened in 1860. The following
               year, the Riga–Daugavpils (Dvinsk or Dunaberg) line was opened. Throughout the second half of the
               19th century, railroads were developed quickly across the Baltic   provinces as a part of the tsarist Russian railroad boom and state-sponsored course for industrialization. These railroads connected the inhabitants of the Baltic provinces with the rest
               of the empire (particularly facilitating travel to Petersburg and Moscow for work
               or studies) and were equally a part of an empirewide network for industrial development.
               Trunk lines from Riga to Ventspils and Liepāja, for example, planned in the tsarist era, were eventually most used in the Soviet
               era for transport of export and import goods. Two large wagon factories operated in
               late 19th- and early 20th-century Riga to meet the dramatic expansion of railroads.
               During World War I, most of the stock (from wagons to locomotives to rails) was disassembled and evacuated
               to the interior of Russia, never to return. Most of what was left, including stations, was destroyed during
               World War I and the Independence   Wars.
            

            
            Following independence, railroad reconstruction was a high priority for the new state
               as was a changed orientation to western Europe. Rural and small-town railroad stations
               were built on par with school construction in the interwar years, and the railroad
               was the largest public-sector employer. Although several rail gauges were in use,
               there was movement toward adopting the western European standard (and not the Russian)
               to ease traffic to the West. Far narrower gauges were still in use provincially or
               in enterprise. World War II destroyed much of the railroad stock yet again.
            

            
            In the Soviet period, railroad infrastructural development was a high priority in
               Five Year Plans, in part to facilitate Soviet export. The rail terminus of Ventspils was developed
               as an important port and was a vital part of the Soviet transit network. Most of this
               development was with Russian gauge width of rails, tying the Latvian network closely
               to the Soviet. Rail traffic was also used for the movement of populations, some of it forced, as most deportations began with traffic by rail in, at the very least, substandard conditions.
            

            
            Following independence, Latvia’s rail system suffered from neglect and lack of resources.
               The network, such as it was, was part of a Soviet network, and it was unviable for
               a small state to support such a large system. Gradually, lines and wagons were removed
               from use, and the existing stock depreciated. Transit trade to Ventspils remained
               important but gradually less so as Russia built its own export ports. Modernization
               and reorganization of the rail system has been a priority of many governments and
               a considerable focus of European Union investment. Perhaps for this reason the allocation of resources has often been tied
               to corruption at the highest levels. Latvia has been mired in a long-term plan to
               build a Via Baltica (a high-speed rail link connecting Helsinki, Tallinn, Riga, Vilnius,
               Warsaw, and Berlin). Although often postponed or underfunded, it does seem to be moving
               forward in the second decade of the 21st century.
            

         

         
         	RAINIS, JĀNIS (1865–1929)

         
         	
            This is the pseudonym of Jānis Pliekšāns. Rainis was recognized as the best playwright
               and poet Latvian literature had produced to date, a status he has never lost. The son of a relatively well-to-do
               farmer, he received his primary and secondary education in Latvia; in 1884, he enrolled
               in the law faculty of St. Petersburg University. After finishing his legal education
               in 1889, Rainis worked as a clerk in the Vilnius (Lithuania) district court, but by that time his journalistic activities had already begun to
               overwhelm his interest in a career in law. As a student, he had begun to publish political
               commentary in the periodical press, and in 1891 he assumed the editorship of Dienas Lapa, a newspaper that became the principal outlet of the ideas of the so-called new current in Latvian thinking. Rainis and his generation of the Latvian intelligentsia were
               influenced by western, especially German, Marxism and sought to transplant it to the
               Baltic provinces.
            

            
            Encountering the expected resistance of tsarist authorities, Rainis and his wife,
               Aspāzija, herself already a noted playwright, chose Swiss exile in 1905, remaining in that
               country until 1920. In exile, Rainis continued to write and maintained a voluminous
               correspondence with his friends in the Latvian territories. Upon their return to an
               independent Latvia, the couple was greeted as national heroes. Rainis was an active
               member of the Latvian Social Democratic Party, its deputy in the Saeima, and minister of education from 1926 to 1928 during a Social Democratic government.
               Though he died a disappointed politician, Rainis’s standing as one of the “classic”
               authors of Latvian literature grew after his death, to the extent that even the authorities
               of the Soviet period were reluctant to tinker with it.
            

            
            Rainis’s art combined a dialectical view of individual development with a profound
               belief in the principle of nationality, both of which, in his view, interacted to
               raise consciousness to a higher level of humanity. His poetry and drama, as well as
               his translations of western classics (e.g., Goethe’s Faust, 1897–1898), stretched the expressive capabilities of the Latvian language far beyond the limits it had reached before Rainis began to write.
            

         

         
         	RANCĀNS, JEZUPS (1886–1969)

         
         	
            Born in Latgale, Jezups Rancāns was one of the most distinguished Roman Catholic churchmen-politicians of the interwar period in Latvia. He received his theological
               education in St. Petersburg before World War I, where he remained to teach until the start of the war. In 1917, he participated
               actively in Letgallian political life, and after the declaration of Latvian independence he was a frequent
               emissary from the new Latvian government to the Holy See. He served as a delegate
               to the National Council and was elected to all four Saeimas (parliaments) on the ticket of the Letgallian Christian Farmers and Catholics. Fleeing
               from Latvia to Germany in 1944, he resumed his religious and political work among the Latvian DPs and in 1951 immigrated to the United States and worked in the Grand Rapids, Michigan, diocese. He was a delegate to the Second
               Vatican Council from 1962 to 1965. Throughout his political career, Rancāns was a
               firm defender of Latvian sovereignty, but also of the cultural and religious traditions
               of his native Letgallian region. See also .
            

         

         
         	REDUCTION (REVERSION) OF ESTATES (MUIŽU REDĀKCIJA)

         
         	
            An absolutist policy introduced during the rule of Charles XI of Sweden (1660–1687), as a result of which the landowning aristocracies (Ger., Ritterschaften) of Livonia and Estonia—the section of the Baltic area controlled by Sweden—were forced to either prove their
               claim to their estates or revert control of them to the Swedish crown. The policy
               was grounded in the feudal theory that ultimately all land is “held” from the monarch.
               During the earlier part of the 17th century, Swedish monarchs had granted estates
               (including the Baltic estates) to aristocrats for all manner of real and imagined
               services. Some crown properties had been sold to pay for royal debts. Whether the
               new policy was basically economic (to increase royal revenues) or political (to reduce
               the power of the aristocracy) or a mixture of both is debatable. With respect to Livonia,
               the reduction policy was initiated in April 1681 with the creation of a royal commission
               for “reduction.” By 1687, over the strong and continuous opposition of the Baltic German landowning aristocracy, some five-sixths of the Livonian estates had been reverted
               to the Swedish crown. Simultaneously with the reversion, royal agents and commissions
               worked out new regulations for the treatment of serfs on what were now royal domains, when administered by the crown directly or when leased
               from the crown by private individuals. A number of Latvian and Estonian historians—painting
               a picture of the “good Swedish times” in contrast to the “bad Russian times” that
               were to arrive in the 18th century—have argued strongly that these reversion reforms
               improved the lot of the enserfed peasants by creating regulations for corvée  labor and by restricting other previously unlimited serf-owner rights. Restrictions
               placed on estate treatment of serfs by the reversion policy disappeared toward the
               end of the century, and particularly after Sweden lost Livonia to Russia as a result of the Great Northern War.
            

         

         
         	REGIONS (APGABALI)

         
         	
            Formally, the Republic of Latvia since its founding in 1918 has been divided into
               four regions—Kurzeme, Vidzeme, Zemgale, and Latgale—but the use of these terms can easily lead to confusion. The long-term history of
               each region is very different. Moreover, the Latvian state (either as an independent
               republic or during the Soviet period as the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic) did
               not always use regions for administrative purposes, and consequently these four terms
               also have a folkloric dimension, having been used for centuries by Latvians as unspecific
               area names when a generalized reference was needed. Also, in cartography before the
               20th century, the four terms were used in their German and Russian equivalents and,
               depending on the time period, referred to somewhat different areas within Latvian
               territory than in modern times. Finally, in the Latvian language all these terms, except Vidzeme, are based on the group names of the pre-Christian
               Baltic-area tribal societies, yet there were more tribal societies than three, and
               some of these continue to figure in spoken Latvian as regional references while not
               being included in the main four regional designations.
            

            
            The region best known to outsiders is Vidzeme, which was known as Livland  in German, Lieflandskaya Gubernia during the period of the Russian Empire, and Livonia  in English. The Latvian term Vidzeme means “the land between” and does not carry with it any particular historic reference.
               In its German, Russian, and English equivalents, however, the term means the “land
               of the Livs,” who were one of the pre-13th-century tribes of the area. A distinction
               has to be made between “medieval Livonia” and its modern version since in the medieval
               centuries “Livonia” included as well all the territories populated by Estonians.
            

            
            In terms of historic significance, next in line is Kurzeme (Kurland, Kurliandskaia
               Guberna, Courland), and in this case all four variants mean “the land of the Kurs,”
               another of the early Baltic tribes. Historically, this region was always joined together
               with another called Semgallia or Semigallia (in Latvian, Zemgale; in German, Semgallen)
               and in maps and documents until the end of the 18th century appears as the Duchy of
               Kurland and Semgallen). This dukedom was a semiautonomous region, which was established
               in the mid-16th century with the secularization of the Livonian Order, with the Courlandic
               ducal dynasty for most of its existence having as it sovereign monarch the king of
               the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth. The Zemgale part of the duchy over time disappeared from its formal name, and the
               Russian administrators dropped it entirely. It did not disappear, however, from the
               Latvian language and was restored after Latvia’s independence in 1918.
            

            
            The term Latgale, referring to the easternmost section of present-day Latvia, is the most problematic
               of the regional names because historically it does not have much presence in documents
               and maps until the 20th century. In Latvian, the term also refers to a pre-Christian
               tribal society—that of the Letgallians—who were also said to have supplied the term Latvians (Letten) after the early tribes merged into a single Latvian people (said to have
               taken place in the course of the 15th and 16th centuries). Yet, in the period 1500–1900,
               the term Latgale is seldom found in maps or official documents. Rather, this region is referred to
               as Polish Livonia (Polnisch Livland) because it was the one region of medieval Livonia
               that did not experience the Protestant Reformation and remained under the control
               of the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth. Alternatively, it is also referred to frequently
               as Inflantia. During the 19th century, when the entire Baltic region was part of the
               Russian Empire, Latgale was not administratively a part of the Baltic provinces (Baltischen Provinzen; Pribaltiskii kraj) at all but constituted the westernmost
               districts of the province of Vitebsk (Vitebskaia Gubernia). Nationalist activists
               of the “national awakening” recognized that the population of Latgale spoke a variant of the Latvian language and included the people there in
               their definition of the tauta (people). In the final agreement on what the boundaries of 1918 Latvia were to be,
               Latgale was therefore included.
            

            
            References to regions of the country other than those comprising the main four can
               be found throughout Latvian literature as well as in investigations by linguists of spoken Latvian dialects. Perhaps the
               best known of these is Sēļu zeme—“the land of the Selonians”—which lies within the easternmost tail of Zemgale. The
               Selonians were another pre-Christian tribal society, the name of which, however, dropped
               out of the references of mapmakers and changing administrations. Such references,
               while not formalized and not pointing to regions (or subregions) with boundaries,
               are nonetheless part of the concepts comprising the Latvian sense of national identity.
               The four main regional names have come into greater prominence in the post-Soviet
               years especially in policy documents and policy having to do with regional economic
               comparisons and economic development. In these, Latgale invariably appears as the
               one region most in need of developmental assistance. See also .
            

         

         
         	REITERS, TEODORS (1884–1956)

         
         	
            Teodors Reiters was an eminent figure in the Latvian musical world before World War I as well as during the interwar years, particularly in his specialty, choral music and its conducting. He finished his musical education in the St. Petersburg Conservatory
               between 1907 and 1917, and after 1918 and the declaration of Latvian independence
               he worked to lay an institutional groundwork for the continuation of the strong indigenous
               Latvian choral tradition. Many of the members of his choir can be seen in an iconic
               photograph of the declaration of Latvian independence on 18 November 1918. In 1920,
               he founded the Reiters Choir, which by 1940 had presented some 485 concerts, about
               56 of those outside of Latvia. In 1944, he immigrated to Sweden, continuing his musical work there until his death in 1956.
            

         

         
         	RELIGION

         
         	
            The first of the Baltic littoral peoples to encounter Christianity (in its Eastern
               Orthodox version) were probably the Letgallians, who from the ninth century onward were in contact with the peoples of Kievan Rus.
               Western Christianity arrived with the German crusading orders in the late 12th century and sought actively to extirpate the pre-Christian faiths
               of the native Balts. Though by the 14th century the institutions of the western church
               were well established in medieval Livonia and all the Balts had been Christianized (at least nominally), “pagan” beliefs remained
               alive well into the 17th century, judging by the complaints of the clergy. In the
               16th century, the Livonian church reformed itself in line with Lutheran beliefs, but the Livonian Wars, Poland’s acquisition of considerable amounts of Baltic territory, and the introduction
               of the Counterreformation there meant that among eastern Latvians (and in pockets of the western territories)
               Roman Catholicism remained a living faith. In the mid-18th century, in what had become the Russian
               province of Livland (Livonia), the pietism of the Moravian Brethren (the Herrnhut Movement) held the imagination of thousands of Latvian peasants for
               whom the Lutheran Church had become too closely linked with the Baltic German governing classes, and left a strong pietistic tradition in Latvian religiosity. Also,
               in the 19th century the fragility of Lutheranism among Latvians was demonstrated by
               the voluntary conversion, in the 1840s, of thousands of peasants to Russian Orthodoxy,
               when rumor had it that joining the “tsar’s church” would bring grants of land in the
               Russian interior.
            

            
            Nonetheless, by the end of the 19th century, Lutheranism remained the faith of the
               majority of Latvians, even though by that time Roman Catholicism, Russian Orthodoxy,
               and Baptism were strongly represented in the population. The migration of many Jews from the Pale of Settlement northward also meant the expansion of the adherents of
               Judaism, especially in Riga, Courland Province, and southeastern Livonia. In the 1920s, after the establishment of the independent Latvian state, Lutherans
               made up 57.2 percent of the population, Roman Catholics 22.6 percent, Orthodox 14.0
               percent, Jews 5.2 percent, and other faiths about 2 percent. The interwar situation was more complex
               than these figures indicate, however, because some 300,000 registered Lutherans did
               not belong to a Lutheran congregation, only 55 percent of those registered in a congregation
               seldom if ever took communion, and among Latvian intellectuals (for the most part)
               there was a popular movement to restore pre-Christian Latvian religious forms, based
               on folklore material (see ).
            

            
            Lutheran and other forms of religious worship became increasingly difficult in the
               Soviet period after 1945, when churches were severely taxed, the training of clergy
               hindered, the printing of religious literature restricted and sometimes prohibited,
               and the Soviet Latvian government enunciated atheism as its official creed and taught
               it as such in primary and secondary schools. In spite of, or perhaps because of, these
               government-sponsored attacks on organized religion, many of the dissidents in Latvia were strongly religious and expressed their challenge to Communist orthodoxy
               on that basis.
            

            
            From 1991, when Latvia reestablished its independence, religion and religious organizations,
               as other aspects of life, were in a state of flux. The University of Latvia reestablished the Faculty of Theology (closed in 1940), and religious life in general
               experienced a revival. The same faiths that were strongly represented in the Latvian
               population before World War II remained dominant, with the exception of Judaism, the adherents of which were almost
               completely exterminated during the German occupation of Latvia in 1941–1945. Though
               there was hope that the two branches of the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church—one
               among “western” Latvians outside the country and one in the country itself—would become
               unified after 1991, that has not happened because of doctrinal differences. See also .
            

         

         
         	REPŠE, EINARS (1961–)

         
         	
            Einars Repše, a trained physicist, is a banker and politician in contemporary Latvia,
               best known as a successful president of the Bank of Latvia and a onetime minister
               president. Repše was an early founder of the Latvian National Independence Movement and was elected to Latvia’s Supreme Soviet. In 1991, he became the president of the Bank of Latvia in the newly independent
               state. He closely followed a tight monetary policy and steered Latvia through a two-currency transition from the Soviet ruble, through a temporary Latvian ruble (popularly known
               as Repšīši), to a convertible, fiscally strong national currency, the lats. Through
               the 1990s, as most politicians eventually lost popular support for either introducing
               tough financial measures or were tarred with allegations of corruption and abuse of
               power, Repše and the Bank of Latvia remained popular. In 2001, Repše left the bank
               and formed a political party, Jaunais Laiks (New Era), which promised a break from
               the past and a new beginning. The party swept into parliament at the eighth Saeima elections, and Repše became minister president in a coalition government. The government
               was notable for prosecuting some cases of corruption and keeping a strict state budget,
               but ultimately managing a mulitparty coalition proved more difficult than the Bank
               of Latvia. Repše’s government fell in 2004 amid acrimonious allegations and counterallegations
               of its constituent parts. Repše did return to government as minister of defense in
               the Kalvītis government and as a vital minister of finance in the Dambrovskis governments that weathered Latvia’s economic crisis of 2008–2010. Still, the initial
               near-universal support for Repše that he enjoyed at the Bank of Latvia dissolved through
               the bruising political 2000s. Repše took a break from politics, formed a new party
               in 2013, but was no longer elected to the Saeima. See also  .
            

         

         
         	REVOLUTION OF 1905

         
         	
            The events of 1905 in the Russian Baltic provinces were part of the larger revolutionary movement that stirred the Russian Empire as
               a whole. But in Estonia, Livonia, and Courland, revolutionary activity unfolded in terms of local conditions, which made the “revolution”
               there as much political—aimed against tsarist autocracy—as socioeconomic—aimed at
               the control of the Baltic German elites both in the city and the countryside. In addition, in the Latvian territories
               the revolutionary events had a nationalistic edge to them, especially in the rural
               areas, as Latvian farmers and landless people acted on long-pent-up resentment against the “German barons.” Several local
               factors in combination gave the events of 1905 in the Latvian territories a special
               character. First was the very large number of landless people in the countryside (by
               1904, an estimated 660,000), many of whom in the previous decades had flooded into
               the cities in search of work in the industrializing Baltic economy. Second, the various illegal socialist groupings formed as a result of the “new current” (jaunā strāva) movement of the 1890s had managed by 1905 to merge into a political party—the Latvian Social Democratic Workers Party (LSDWP)—with some 10,000 members and a wide network of local party organizations. Third,
               the Baltic German landed aristocracies and their main political organs—the Landtage—insisted on preserving their “ancient privileges” and absolutely refused to share
               power either with the urban patriciate (also mainly German) or with representatives
               of the rural population (mainly Latvians). Among many Latvians, therefore, there was a strong desire to “settle
               scores” with the Baltic German elites and also with the Russian administrators, who, in addition to being the enforcers of tsarist autocracy, had
               also been the main proponents and practitioners since the 1880s of the policy of Russification of schools, the court system, and religious practice. This policy, affecting all
               levels of Latvian society, clashed dramatically with a growing cultural nationalism among Latvians, which had begun to make itself felt in the 1860s.
            

            
            The events of 1905 in the Baltic provinces began as a consequence of the early January
               events in St. Petersburg, when a demonstration of factory workers led by Father Gapon
               was fired upon by soldiers, killing 96 and wounding 333. In the Latvian territories,
               the response to this and later events was organized and coordinated by the “Federative
               Committee,” which brought together the Latvian LSDWP, the socialistically inclined
               Jewish Bund, and other dissatisfied groupings. The committee organized a general strike
               in Riga at the end of January, and henceforth strikes became the most common and frequent
               tool in the repertoire of the 1905 activists. There were several dozen strikes both
               in Riga and in provincial cities throughout the spring and summer months, as the movement
               responded to various initiatives and violent actions of the tsarist government. Russian
               army units were stationed throughout the Baltic provinces, and martial law was proclaimed
               in Courland in August.
            

            
            Notwithstanding these responses and the October Manifesto by Tsar Nicholas II promising
               democratic changes and new freedoms, the fall months in the Latvian territories witnessed
               mass meetings of various kinds, especially in Riga, the most important of which were
               the Rural Schoolteachers Congress and the Congress of Rural Delegates in November.
               These produced demands and petitions, most of which fell on deaf ears among the Russian
               and Baltic German elites. By late November, martial law had been proclaimed as well
               in Livonia, and revolutionary fervor reached a climax. In the Estonian territories,
               some 161 manorial estates were damaged or destroyed, and in the Latvian territories
               some 412; total destruction in the former area reached 3.21 million rubles, and in
               the latter area some 8.84 million rubles. The Baltic Germans and the tsarist government
               responded by putting into play Russian army units and the Baltic German quasi-military
               self-protection (Selbstschutz) squads, the latter of which had been organized during the summer months.
            

            
            These two groupings, organized as “punitive expeditions,” systematically searched
               the Latvian countryside for revolutionaries and sympathizers, eventually executing
               in the Latvian territories some 2,400 persons, meting out physical punishment to another
               1,000, exiling to Siberia some 2,600 persons, imprisoning some 7,000, and burning
               down about 300 farmsteads. This was a much higher level of direct punitive violence
               than Latvians had ever experienced against themselves at the hands of the Baltic German
               elites or the tsarist government. The “punitive expeditions” were active until the
               spring of 1906. By that time, it was obvious that in the Baltic provinces the revolution
               had failed to produce significant results in terms of the revolutionaries’ demands.
               Indeed, the cause of reform in the Baltic area seemed to have been weakened because
               some 4,000 reform-minded persons from the Latvian area fled abroad (mostly to the
               United States), fearing further punishment and retribution. Nonetheless, the decade between the
               revolution and the start of World War I in 1914 proved to be much fuller of (now permitted) reform-focused activism of various
               kinds than could have been expected. The memories of 1905 were still very much alive
               among Latvians as the 1914 conflict began and brought new opportunities for Latvian
               autonomy, if not independence.
            

         

         
         	RIGA

         
         	
            From its founding in 1201, Riga has been the largest and most important urban center
               of the eastern Baltic littoral. Initially, the city was meant to be the principal
               center for the Christianization of the Baltic area, but benefiting from its location
               on the Daugava River and the Gulf of Riga, it quickly emerged during the 13th century as a significant
               commercial center, especially for entrepôt trade between western Europe and the Russian
               states east of the Baltic area. Joining the Hanseatic League in 1282 enhanced the city’s economic wealth and importance during the late medieval
               centuries. From the beginning, the Riga patriciate was German speaking, even though
               the population of the city—particularly in support occupations such as teamsters and builders—contained
               substantial numbers of non-Germans, especially Latvians. The Riga merchant elite always
               had an uneasy relationship with the religious and secular authorities governing the
               Baltic area and frequently perceived the city as an independent force, dealing on
               the basis of equality with the Roman Catholic Church, the Livonian Order, and, later, various occupying powers such as the Poles, Swedes, and Russians. This sense of autonomy did not diminish until the second half
               of the 19th century, when the city, together with the rest of the Baltic provinces, became increasingly subject to imperial law.
            

            
            Riga’s population at the start of the 18th century is estimated at 11,000 and by the
               end of the century at 29,500. But the period of most rapid population growth came
               in the decades between 1863 and 1914, when the population grew from 77,500 to 517,500
               persons. By World War I, the city’s population was about 40 percent Latvian speaking, and, in addition to
               its traditional roles as a Baltic German commercial and Russian administrative center, it had also taken on the role of the
               principal center of Latvian cultural and organizational life in the Baltic provinces.
               Not surprisingly, when the Latvian state came into being in 1918, Riga became the
               capital and has retained that status from 1918 until the present. Its population continued
               to grow during the interwar period of Latvian independence (about 350,000 by 1940
               [63 percent Latvians]) and the post-1945 Soviet period (about 910,455 by 1989).
            

            
            After 1945, however, the composition of Riga’s population began to change substantially.
               The city became the headquarters of the Baltic Military District of the USSR and therefore a place of residence for large numbers of military personnel.
               Also, because of Soviet-period population policies, which deliberately recruited large
               numbers of Russians and other eastern Slavs to Latvia, the proportion of Latvians
               in Riga by 1979 had been reduced to about 33 percent. In 1991, when the USSR disintegrated
               and Latvia regained its sovereignty as an independent state, Riga—still the capital—contained
               about one-third of the country’s entire population, but only about one-third of the
               city’s inhabitants listed themselves as being of Latvian nationality. The 2000 census
               showed that the total population of Riga had declined from its 1989 high point to
               764,329 inhabitants because of large numbers of emigrating Russian speakers. The proportion
               of Latvians in the city in 2000, however, had risen to 41 percent. Latvia’s general
               demographic decline and rapid out-migration (particularly during the economic crisis
               of 2008–2010) has seen Riga’s population shrink further to 641,007 by 2015, with ethnic
               Latvians now accounting for 45 percent of the population and a plurality. See also ; ; ; ; ; ; .
            

         

         
         	RIGA AUTOBUS FACTORY (RĪGAS AUTOBUSU FABRIKA, RAF)

         
         	
            The Riga Autobus Factory (RAF) was a Soviet Latvian auto plant that produced minibuses.
               RAF combined various auto repair workshops and manufactures to become a full-scale
               industrial enterprise in 1956. The factory produced small buses that could carry up
               to 22 people and in 1958 began producing a bus, the RAF-977, known as the Latvija.
               In 1975, RAF moved to Jelgava (although keeping Riga in its name), where the factory had the capacity to build
               nearly 17,000 minibuses a year. A new line of Latvija microbuses, the RAF-2203, which
               included many possible modifications, became a popular excursion bus across the Soviet
               Union (even used for ambulances). RAF, like Valsts Elektrotehniskā Fabrika (State Electronics Factory), was unable to transform itself to meet new economic realities
               after independence was restored in 1991. The factory could not replace its cheap supply
               lines from across the USSR or compete in international markets with VW and Mercedes
               Benz. By 1997, the factory had completely stopped production, and its component parts
               were all privatized or sold in various bankruptcy proceedings. The city of Jelgava has attempted on multiple
               occasions to attract a new automotive firm, such as BMW, to the industrial complex
               that had housed RAF, but to no avail. See also  .
            

         

         
         	RIGA LATVIAN ASSOCIATION (RLA, RĪGAS LATVIEŠU BIEDRĪBA)

         
         	
            The Riga Latvian Association was one of the by-products of the socioeconomic transformations
               experienced by Latvians during the second half of the 19th century. From midcentury
               on, rural-to-urban migration in the Latvian territories increased rapidly, as did
               the national and political consciousness of Latvians. Political power in the Baltic provinces and their main cities—such as Riga—was in the hands of the Baltic German urban patriciate, and the tsarist government in St. Petersburg controlled carefully
               the number and types of organizations it allowed to be formed in the western borderlands
               of the Russian Empire. The first attempts (1860–1861) by the Latvians in Riga to establish
               an association came to naught, but in 1868 permission was obtained. On paper, the
               RLA was an association to raise humanitarian assistance for famine-stricken Estonians. In reality, the RLA quickly became the most significant organization the Latvians
               had in Riga or anywhere else. By the end of its first year, the RLA had some 230 members,
               and by the end of its first decade some 1,000.
            

            
            From the outset, the RLA established a series of committees to pursue a varied cultural
               program—lectures, theater performances, concerts, and publications. Its organizational
               and creative impulses linked up with the broadly developing “national awakening” in the cities and countryside, and therefore in due course the RLA came to be popularly
               referred to as “mother” (māmuļa). Inevitably, there was dissension in its ranks about whether scarce resources should
               be directed toward practical improvements in Latvian life or cultural improvements.
               In the 1890s, a new generation of Latvians—largely at universities—perceived the RLA
               as having become the captive of the increasingly wealthier Latvian business families
               of Riga and accused them of disguising the profit motive with nationalist rhetoric. The RLA continued its existence until 1940, when it—and other private organizations—was
               closed by the new Latvian Soviet government. In 1990, the RLA was reestablished, as
               the power of the Latvian Communist Party in Latvia diminished and the perestroika policy of Michael Gorbachev came to permit private organizations in the Soviet Union. After a 50-year interruption, the RLA resumed its activities amid controversy about
               which of several groups should be considered the true heir to the spirit of the original
               organization. The RLA also obtained title to its original building, which had been
               nationalized in 1940 and in the Soviet period had served as an officers’ club for
               the Soviet Army.
            

         

         
         	RIGA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE (RPI)

         
         	
            In 1862, leaders of the free professions in Riga received permission to establish
               an institution of higher learning that would train its students in technical subjects,
               especially engineering. Starting with 16 students, the Polytechnikum, as the institute
               was popularly known, had an enrollment of about 130 after a decade and offered programs
               in engineering, chemistry, agriculture, mechanics, architecture, and commerce. Founded as a private university with students covering a high proportion
               of their tuition fees, the Polytechnikum eventually came under the supervision of
               the St. Petersburg government’s Ministry of Finance and afterward the Ministry of
               Education. It was reorganized in 1896 as the Riga Polytechnic Institute (RPI), a move
               that consolidated its resources and gave it greater visibility in the empire. In 1896,
               during the Russification period, the RPI was forced to change its language of instruction from German to Russian.
               By the turn of the century, certainly in some of the exact sciences and in the technical
               fields, the RPI was the preferred educational institution over the older and more
               famous Baltic university at Dorpat (Tartu) in Estonia. The buildings and organization of the RPI became the basis in 1919 of the University of Latvia, the national university of the newly established republic. After World War II, when Latvia had been incorporated into the USSR, a number of engineering and technical
               sectors were separated from the University of Latvia and became the basis of the Riga
               Technical University (RTU), which, in a sense, continued the tradition of the RPI.
               After 1991, the RTU remained the second largest of the Riga universities and continued
               its original mission of offering programs in scientific and technical subjects. See also .
            

         

         
         	RIGAS VAGOŅBŪVES RŪPNĪCA (RIGA TRAIN WAGON CONSTRUCTION FACTORY)

         
         	RIGAS VAGOŅBŪVES RŪPNĪCA

         
         	
            The Rigas Vagoņbūves Rūpnīca was one of Latvia’s largest industrial concerns, beginning
               with the manufacture of railroad train wagons in the imperial Russian era and continuing its work through independence
               and Soviet occupation. The beginnings of the industrial concern were in the imperial
               Russian state-sponsored campaign for industrialization with a commitment to railroad construction. An Austrian railroad magnate received
               permission to open a factory, the joint-stock company Phoenix (Fēnikss), for train
               construction in Riga in 1895. By 1897, 2,000 workers worked in the Riga plant, which produced thousands
               of wagons before 1905. The factory was further modernized and on the eve of World War I produced passenger and freight wagons that were sold across the Russian Empire and
               Europe. During World War I, the factory and most of its workers were evacuated to
               the interior of Russia. Following independence, the Latvian state helped reconstruct
               the factory and used it to fill orders for Latvian railroad needs. In the 1930s, the
               joint-stock company Vairogs also used the factory grounds to assemble Ford passenger
               automobiles and trucks for the Latvian market.
            

            
            After Soviet occupation, the company was nationalized and reorganized. According to
               the central plan of the USSR, the factory was earmarked to produce electric-powered
               trains for intercity and commuter rail networks as well as urban trams. By the 1960s,
               the company was one of the leading producers of such trains in the USSR and also exported
               trains to other socialist states. After the reacquisition of independence, the factory
               lacked cheap, subsidized raw materials and struggled to find purchasers on a free
               market. Through the 1990s, the factory renovated and reconstructed existing Latvian
               rail stock, but it increasingly lost tenders to international competition. The company’s
               ownership has also been a tangle of privatization and bankruptcy proceedings and convoluted
               offshore ownership arrangements. The factory, a shell of its former self, continues
               to face a difficult future.
            

         

         
         	RINKĒVIČS, EDGARS (1973–)

         
         	
            Edgars Rinkēvičs is the current minister of foreign affairs of Latvia. Rinkēvičs studied
               at the University of Latvia, earning a master’s degree in political science in 1997. He has also studied in the
               United States and in the Netherlands. From 1995, Rinkēvičs worked in the Ministry of Defense and
               took part in negotiations for North Atlantic Treaty Organization accession. He led the Office of the State President from 2008 until 2011. In 2011,
               he became the minister of foreign affairs, a position he has maintained through three
               successive cabinets. In 2014, he publically declared that he was gay and became the
               first politician in Latvia’s history to publically declare his homosexuality, as well
               as being the most prominent gay political figure in the countries of the former Soviet
               bloc of east and central Europe.
            

         

         
         	ROCK MUSIC

         
         	
            Rock music in Soviet Latvia had two divergent currents, one that was antiestablishment,
               youthful, and rebellious, and another that was generated from within the Soviet cultural
               world and tried to incorporate musical elements of rock and co-opt its message. Soviet
               authorities were very suspicious of modern music (initially, modern classical music, later jazz, and finally rock music) for a host
               of reasons, including the conservative, 19th-century tastes of the highest elites,
               but mostly because they represented some vague, amorphous idea of western individual
               freedom and creativity. Rock music recordings were smuggled into the USSR, including
               Soviet Latvia, from the 1950s, and people listened to rock music on western radio
               stations (which the Soviets tried to disrupt). By the 1960s, however, western popular
               music had seeped into the creative process of Soviet cultural figures, regime sponsored
               and dissident alike. The tiny Riga hippie community followed western musical styles and even included an audio clip
               of the Jackson 5 in its underground short film. Musicians working within the approved
               Soviet musical world were influenced by and slowly incorporated rock elements into
               their creative production. Imants Kalniņš was indebted to the Beatles, and Raimonds Pauls from his official role directing much of the Soviet Latvian popular music scene borrowed
               heavily from the western aesthetic of rock music with popular bands such as Eolika.
               In the 1970s, a host of groups that enjoyed musical success across the Soviet Union
               came out of this mold. There was always, however, a carefully guarded limit to expression.
               When the film   Elpojiet dziļi (Breathe Deeply) exposed the process of Soviet censorship through the travails of a band trying to receive a permit to play, it was surpressed.
               Likewise, when Imants Kalniņš and musicians around him showed too much of a rebellious
               or antiauthority message in their music, they were denied the right to perform. Throughout,
               the Soviet security apparatus kept a vigilant eye on musical performers and audiences.
            

            
            In the 1980s, the antiregime attitude of rock music became more pronounced, and the
               music and performances of bands such as Pērkons are intertwined with the more general movement against Soviet rule. The documentary
               film Vai viegli būt jaunam (Is It Easy to Be Young?) portrayed the angst of Soviet Latvian young people and their music equally. As the
               popular front brought opposition to Soviet rule into the mainstream, the rebellious
               side of rock music joined it. The year-end televised music concerts (Mikrofons) moved
               from being a best-of Soviet music show to a musical version of a multiparty assembly.
               Protest songs quickly became popular anthems.
            

            
            After the reestablishment of independence, however, the market has become the largest
               determinant in the continued evolution of rock music. Private radio stations such
               as Radio SWH choose music in a similar manner as western commerical radio stations. Bands such
               as Prāta Vētra have had great success but struggle with the size of the Latvian market, and bands
               such as Inokentijs Mārpls continue to produce alternative music less driven by commercial forces. Rock music,
               however, has become a part of the mainstram cultural world in contemporary Latvia.
            

         

         
         	ROMAN CATHOLICISM

         
         	
            Although after the Protestant Reformation of the 16th century the majority of Latvians
               were Lutheran, Roman Catholicism continued to play a major role in Latvian history. This was partly
               because the Lutheran territories always continued to have a scattering of Roman Catholic
               congregations, and partly because the eastern districts—Latgale—of the Latvian territories that were not part of the Baltic provinces proper remained predominantly Roman Catholic due to their inclusion in the Polish–Lithuanian
               Commonwealth and their continuing association with Polish and Lithuanian cultural influences even during the Russian imperial period. When Latvia became independent
               in 1918, Latgale entered the new state with a predominantly Roman Catholic population. In the last (1935) census of the interwar period, Catholics were approximately 14.5
               percent of the total Latvian population. During the Soviet period, the Roman Catholic
               Church in Latvia was as restricted as other confessions but was able to maintain a
               link to the “outside world” through its organization, which continued to be headed
               by the Roman pontiff. Nonetheless, Julijans Vaivods managed to tightrope walk between serving his Catholic congregations and avoiding
               outright Soviet proscription (although he did serve two years in prison for his religious
               activities), ultimately translating such work into a bishop and cardinal position.
               In 2000, in the renewed Latvian republic the number of Roman Catholic congregations
               (247) was second only to the number of Lutheran congregations (302). See also .
            

         

         
         	ROMANI

         
         	
            The Romani (also known as gypsies, or čigāni in Latvian) likely entered the lands of modern Latvia in the 15th and 16th centuries.
               They lived in their traditional itinerant camps of an extended family. They claimed
               freedom of travel granted by the pope but were subject to persecution, particularly
               by the Roman Catholic Church, which saw them as pagans and fortune-tellers. During the 1897 imperial census,
               close to 2,000 Romani lived in the lands of modern-day Latvia. During the interwar
               years, although Romani continued to experience local discrimination and personal animosity,
               they were also afforded all the legal protections of Latvian statehood (for those
               that were citizens). Their cultural work included the foundation of a society, a choir,
               and the translation of the New Testament into the Romani language. Romani settlements
               were particularly focused in north and central Kurzeme. Most Romani citizens of Latvia
               had become sedentary and only engaged in travel during the summer months.
            

            
            During the Nazi occupation of Latvia (as with the rest of central and eastern Europe),
               Romani were targeted for extermination and subject to much of the same horrors and
               fates that befell Jews. Most Romani were killed in killing actions through 1941, while others continued
               to be killed in interspersed actions throughout occupation. In the killing of Romani,
               local Latvian decision making often played a key role as some ambiguity existed about
               the fate of sedentary Romani (the traveling Romani were most clearly marked for extermination).
               Just as individual Latvians were guilty for some of the deaths of Romani in the Holocaust, others were notably brave and courageous in saving Romani from execution. The chief
               of the Talsis District, Kārlis Krumiņš, refused to allow the execution of Romani,
               claiming that their labor was needed. The most celebrated case, however, involved
               the mayor of the small town of Sabile (often referred to as the Romani capital of
               Latvia), Mārtiņš Bērziņš, who personally intervened on multiple occasions to save
               Romani. The most spectacular involved his rush to the killing site where Romani had
               already dug their mass graves and were about to be shot; Bērziņš supposedly said to
               shoot him as well if they were to be shot. After Soviet occuaption returned, on one
               occassion Bērziņš was saved from deportation by the wife of a Jewish butcher that Bērziņs had saved, and on another deportation
               day, the Romani community physically intervened to save Bērziņš from deportation.
            

            
            The Soviet era allowed for Romani to register and work in cities, but many remained
               fairly unintegrated into Soviet Latvian society. Their population growth, however,
               exceeded general Soviet growth, and there were already more than 7,000 Romani in Soviet
               Latvia in 1959 and more than 8,000 in the 2000 census of independent Latvia. By 2010,
               this number had fallen to 6,489 as Romanis (as well as many of Latvia’s inhabitants)
               emigrated to other states in the European Union, particularly after the economic crisis. The contemporary Romani population of Latvia
               shows signs of integration with general Latvian society and continued obstacles. More
               than 90 percent of the community are citizens of Latvia, and their Latvian language
               skills are high, yet many Romani consider themselves excluded from society at large.
               There remains a significant education gap and far greater unemployment among the Romani, and although the cultural community
               is active and a Romani (Normunds Rudevičs) was a member of the Saeima, they have had limited success in accessing European Union funds for national minorities.
            

         

         
         	ROTHKO, MARK (1903–1970)

         
         	
            Mark Rothko was an American painter of modern art, particularly well known for abstract expressionism and large canvases
               with a few blocks of color. Rothko was born to the family of a Jewish pharmacist in
               Daugavpils (Dvinsk) in 1903. The family were well educated and comfortable in several languages,
               but distrustful of local and empirewide antisemitism and the possibility of conscription of the sons. Rothko’s father and eldest brother
               immigrated to Portland, Oregon, and soon brought the rest of the family to the United States. Mark Rothko lived in the United States from the age of 10. He moved to the East
               Coast to go to Yale but later moved to New York City, where he developed his artistic
               career. His first one-man show was in 1935. He moved in an artists’ circle with Willem
               de Kooning, Jackson Pollock, and others who would become the core of modern American
               art, particularly in abstract expressionism. By the 1950s, Rothko gained international
               acclaim and was commissioned for artwork across the United States and the world. He
               committed suicide in 1970, but his fame has continued to grow unabated. Some of his
               works have become the most sought after and expensive pieces of modern art at auction.
            

            
            Throughout his life, Rothko had little connection with Latvia or Latvians, and similarly
               Latvians (émigré or Soviet) did not identify or claim him as part of their cultural
               legacy. After regaining independence in 1991, however, and particularly starting in
               the 2000s, Latvia has attempted to appropriate some of the fame and accomplishments
               of some of its “forgotten sons” (such as Isaiah Berlin, Philippe Halsman, and others). The city of Daugavpils has embraced the legacy of Rothko, unveiling
               a monument to him in 2003 and an impressive Mark Rothko Art Center in 2013. The Rothko
               family and the New York Museum of Art have donated some works and lent others to the
               center, which has rapidly become an outstanding cultural center in Latvia (similar
               to the Andy Warhol Museum of Modern Art in his family’s native Slovakia). Despite
               all evidence that points to Rothko’s limited interest in Latvia, he did paint a red-white-red
               multiform titled White Center in 1957 that looks startlingly like the national flag of Latvia (exhibited at the
               Los Angeles County Museum of Art).
            

         

         
         	ROZIŅŠ, FRICIS (1870–1919)

         
         	
            From the 1890s onward, Fricis Roziņš was a Social Democratic activist and participant in the “new current” movement. Arrested by the authorities in 1897 and subjected for a while to internal
               exile, Roziņš immigrated to England in 1899, where he became an active organizer,
               writer, and publisher on behalf of the Latvian Social Democratic Movement. He returned
               periodically to Latvia after the Revolution of 1905 and was arrested and deported to Siberia in 1908. From 1912 to 1917, having escaped
               from Siberia, he immigrated to the United States, publishing a Latvian Social Democratic newspaper there. After 1917, Roziņš became
               a supporter of the Bolshevik wing of Latvian Social Democracy, and in 1919 he served as minister of agriculture
               in the short-lived Latvian Bolshevik government of Pēteris Stučka. See also .
            

         

         
         	RUBIKS, ALFREDS (1935–)

         
         	
            Alfreds Rubiks is one of the few Soviet-era Communist leaders to be jailed for his
               activities during 1989–1991, the years in which Latvia regained independence from
               the Soviet Union. An active member of the Latvian Communist Party from his youth, he received his university degree from the Riga Polytechnic Institute in 1963 and trained at the Higher Party School in Moscow thereafter. Having served
               from the early 1960s in various high positions in the Latvian Communist Party, the
               Latvian Soviet government, and the municipal government of Riga, Rubiks is associated with various successful and unsuccessful projects to modernize
               the city of Riga, for example, a system of refuse collection that is still actively
               used today and an effort to build a Riga subway, which in the 1980s generated the
               opposition of a nascent Green movement and was aborted, becoming one of the early
               instances of popular opinion thwarting the party’s will. Rubiks’s notoriety, however,
               comes from his activities in 1989–1991, when he became the leader of the “Moscow loyalists”
               of the divided Latvian Communist Party, called for a crackdown by Moscow on Latvian
               activism in January 1991, and fully supported the Moscow coup in August of that year.
               He and several others were subsequently arrested, tried for seeking the overthrow
               of the legitimate government of Latvia, and sentenced to eight years in prison. In
               later years, Rubiks has continued to be involved in Latvian politics in leadership
               positions of the Latvian Socialist Party, though by law he (and others with similar
               pasts) is barred from serving in the Latvian parliament.
            

         

         
         	RUDEVICS, ANSIS (1890–1974)

         
         	
            Ansis Rudevics was a Latvian Social Democratic activist from 1907 onward and retained
               his standing as a leader of the Social Democratic Party throughout the interwar independence period. He was a deputy to the Constitutional
               Convention as well as to all four Saeimas (parliaments). During the period of Kārlis Ulmanis’s authoritarian rule, Rudevics participated in underground left-wing party activity,
               urging closer cooperation with the Communists. Exiled from Latvia in 1938, he returned
               in 1940, joined the Latvian Communist Party, fled to the USSR during the German occupation, and returned to Soviet Latvia after
               World War II to work in various jobs in state publishing houses.
            

         

         
         	RUDZĪTIS, HELMĀRS (1903–2006)

         
         	
            Helmārs Rudzītis was an innovative publisher in interwar Latvia who in 1926 established
               the firm Grāmatu Draugs  (Friend of Books) with the intention of providing the reading public with inexpensive
               editions of world literature and the writings of Latvian authors. Instead of printing runs of about 2,000—the
               normal average for the time—Rudzītis printed around 18,000 copies. The idea caught
               on with readers, and by 1944 the firm had published some 1,500 titles in Latvian.
               Immigrating to Germany in 1944, Rudzītis reestablished his firm in Esslingen and continued to publish for
               the Latvian DP community, until immigrating to the United States in 1949. There, Grāmatu Draugs was reopened in New York, where between 1949 and 1985
               it published some 740 titles. In addition, the firm also published from 1949 onward
               the Latvian-language biweekly newspaper Laiks (Time), which with its editions of approximately 10,000 quickly became the principal newspaper
               for the Latvian émigrés in the western world. In the history of the Latvian printed
               word, Rudzītis’s role has been unique, in part because of his conviction (in independent
               Latvia) that Latvian-language publications had a mass market in Latvia and in part
               because of his efforts (after World War II) to establish an outlet for Latvian-language writings in the West. See also .
            

         

         
         	RUDZUTAKS, JĀNIS (1887–1938)

         
         	
            From 1905 onward, Jānis Rudzutaks was an active member of the Latvian Social Democratic Party, and he spent most of his time before World War I in jail because of illegal activities. In 1917, he joined the Bolshevik movement and, after the 1918 declaration of Latvian independence, took up residence
               in Soviet Russia, working at a series of midlevel Communist Party posts in Moscow and elsewhere. He
               was executed in 1938 in Josef Stalin’s purge of the “Old Bolsheviks” but was posthumously
               “rehabilitated” during the Khrushchev era.
            

         

         
         	RUMBULA

         
         	
            Rumbula is now the southeastern outskirts of the city of Riga but has historically been just beyond the city borders. The region has a long history,
               primarily centered on its location as a place where the Daugava   River was traditionally crossed and for the Jumpravmuiža Manor in its territory. Both the
               manor and the river-crossing site figured prominently in the long history of the region.
               Rumbula, however, has gained international notoriety as the site of a Nazi killing
               action that murdered most of the Jews of the Riga ghetto during the Holocaust.
            

            
            The initial phases of the Holocaust in Latvia revolved around the first months of
               occupation when einsatzgruppe units under the command of Franz Walter Stahlecker and Latvian auxiliaries in the
               Arājskommando killed most of the Jews of small-town and rural Latvia. The remaining Jewish population
               was herded into the urban ghettos in Riga, Daugavpils, and Liepāja, where they were exploited for labor through the fall of 1941. By November, Heinrich
               Himmler decided against the continued use of this labor and dispatched Friedrich Jeckeln,
               who had been busy killing Jews in Ukraine, to Riga to organize the killing of the
               Riga Jews. He chose Rumbula as the site of the planned action and organized his resources
               for mass killings on 30 November and 8 December. On the morning of 30 November, the
               Arājskommando, German units, and Latvian auxiliary police forcibly cleared the Riga
               ghetto and marched its inhabitants on a 10-kilometer trek to Rumbula. Roughly 800
               people were killed in the ghetto or on the march for resisting or moving too slowly.
               At Rumbula, Jews were forced to strip (their belongings sorted and stolen) and approach
               six massive trenches (dug previously by Soviet POWs). Here, Jeckeln employed his “sardine
               method” of extermination using a small crew of 10 to 12 handpicked German soldiers
               under Jeckeln’s command. The Jews were ordered to lie face down in the trench, after
               which the soldiers executed them. The next batch of victims would lie on top of the
               recently killed and so forth until the trench was filled. Some 25,000 Jews were murdered
               in this action, making the Rumbula massacre the single bloodiest event in Latvia’s
               history and one of the deadliest instances of the Holocaust across Europe (and the
               shooters among the most prolific mass murderers of all time). A smaller killing action
               occurred on 8 December. Afterward, the Jumpravmuiža Manor grounds became the sight
               of a concentration camp for Jewish labor (those not worked to death at the site were
               killed in the Biķernieki Forest).
            

            
            During the Soviet era, Rumbula was used as a military and civilian airport. More recently,
               it has become the site of a secondhand automobile parts bazaar as well as of a monument
               to the victims of the Rumbula massacres.
            

         

         
         	RUSSIA

         
         	
            There were contacts between the peoples living in the eastern littoral of the Baltic Sea and areas farther east as early as the 10th and 11th centuries, before organized nation-states
               existed in either area. Some of the tribal societies in the eastern littoral paid
               tribute to the principality of Pskov and were converted to Orthodox Christianity by
               missionaries from there. But further development of these early contacts was blocked
               by the 13th-century rise in the eastern littoral of medieval Livonia, a state dominated until the 16th century by a Christian church loyal to the Roman
               papacy, German crusading orders, and western merchants. In the 16th century, an expanding Russian state under Tsar
               Ivan the Terrible sought to overrun Livonia but was blocked by Russia’s regional rivals,
               the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth and Sweden. A series of wars during the next 150 years ended with the disappearance of medieval
               Livonia, control over the eastern littoral by Poland–Lithuania and Sweden, and the
               exclusion of Russia. Continuing warfare over many generations left among the common
               people of the eastern littoral a wholly negative image of “the Russians” as perennial outsiders and bloodthirsty invaders. The Russian Empire finally consolidated
               its hold over the eastern littoral during the 18th century, as Tsar Peter the Great
               defeated Sweden in the Great Northern War (1710–1721) and Catherine the Great absorbed fragments of the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth
               in the three partitions of that state in 1772, 1793, and 1795. The peoples of the
               eastern Baltic littoral entered the Russian Empire as residents of the three “Baltic provinces” (Estonia, Livonia, Courland), as well as of the provinces of Kovno and Vitebsk. Latvians lived primarily in Livonia,
               Courland, and Vitebsk.
            

            
            As the Russian Empire consolidated its control over the eastern Baltic littoral, the
               tsarist government found it convenient to leave in place the organs of provincial
               government that had been developed over the centuries by the locally dominant Baltic German landed aristocracy and urban patriciates. Consequently, most of the Latvian territories
               experienced Russians primarily as a thin layer of upper administrators. Exceptions
               to this rule were the in-migrants from the Russian provinces to the east, who settled
               in small numbers in the easternmost end of Courland, and Latvian Letgallians—see —who lived in the western districts of Vitebsk Province, where at the local level
               contact with Russian rural people was much more frequent. The ethnic Russian population of the Baltic provinces proper never exceeded 5–7 percent until the 1880s, after which
               the proportion began to rise during the decades of official Russification.
            

            
            During the 19th century, many Latvians developed a more instrumental view of their
               status as subjects of the tsar. Hundreds served in the Russian Army; during the 1840s,
               thousands of Latvian peasants sought conversion to Russian Orthodoxy in the belief
               that the “tsar’s religion” brought with it free land; many of the activists of the
               Latvian “national awakening” sought to ally themselves with Russian Slavophiles in the hopes that this would
               help diminish Baltic German control; and toward the end of the century, thousands
               of educated Latvians sought work throughout the empire because of limited opportunities
               in the Baltic provinces themselves. It is estimated that of the 1.4 million Latvians
               in the Russian Empire at the end of the 19th century, about 7 percent lived elsewhere
               in Russia, outside the Baltic provinces.
            

            
            The 20th century continued the ambivalent relationships between Latvians and Russians,
               after World War I in the form of state relationships between the Republic of Latvia and the USSR. The
               Latvian republic gained its independence after the breakup of the Russian Empire.
               In the period between the two world wars, the USSR dealt with Latvia as a sovereign
               state. But in 1940, fearing the foreign policy of Hitlerite Germany but also continuing the old Russian imperial policy of expanding to the shores of
               the Baltic Sea, the USSR annexed Latvia and the other Baltic states. From 1940 to
               1991, Latvia was the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic (SSR). During those decades,
               the population structure of the country changed substantially, as thousands of people
               from the Slavic republics of the USSR were recruited to the Latvian SSR by a Union-level
               industrial policy that developed large-scale industries in border republics where
               the local labor force was inadequate. As a result, by the 1980s, the ethnic Latvian
               population of the Latvian SSR had fallen to about 52 percent (from about 75 percent
               in 1935), with Russian speakers being the dominant ethnic group in all of the republic’s
               major cities.
            

            
            Fear of linguistic and ethnic extinction added fuel to the drive by Latvians to restore
               their independence when after 1987 the USSR, under the leadership of Mikhail Gorbachev,
               began to diminish the repressive government apparatus that held the USSR together.
               Latvians entered their newfound independence in 1991 having to cope with a “minority” population of Russian speakers of about 40 percent of the total population and with
               deep suspicions that the Russian Federation would use this “minority” to advance its
               foreign policy objectives. These fears were alleviated somewhat by Latvia’s acquiring membership
               in 2004 both in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and the European Union, thus firmly tying the country organizationally to “the West.” The Russian annexation
               of Crimea, however, and continuing military support of rebels in eastern Ukraine have
               again raised fears of Russian intentions in the Baltic generally, and in Latvia particularly.
            

         

         
         	RUSSIANS

         
         	
            In Latvian portrayals of their own history, Russians and Baltic Germans play equally ambivalent roles. On the one hand, because of their location, the Latvian
               territories served as a magnet for Russia’s westward expansion from the time of Ivan the Terrible (1530–1584), a process that
               was finally completed by the end of the 18th century, when Catherine the Great acquired
               the Duchy of Courland. Periodic Russian military incursions that were immensely destructive to the civilian
               population were then replaced by a permanent Russian military and administrative presence that
               lasted until World War I, was broken by the interwar independence, and returned, in the guise of the USSR,
               after World War II. From the mid-19th century on, the Russian presence has always been expected to be
               accompanied by efforts at Russification—administrative, cultural, and demographic. The current ethnic (nationality) composition
               of Latvia (about 62 percent Latvian and 38 percent non-Latvian, with about 24 percent
               Russian) is perceived to be the result of precisely such Russification policies during
               the Soviet period.
            

            
            On the other hand, the modern period of Latvian history contains many examples of
               Latvian readiness to adapt to the Russian presence, broadly interpreted. During the
               “national awakening” period, at least one prominent Latvian nationalist—Krišjānis Valdemārs—sought to play his connections in the Russian government against the Baltic German
               political and economic hegemony in the Baltic provinces. Numerous Latvians in the second half of the century sought and found employment
               in the major Russian cities of St. Petersburg and Moscow. And an equally large portion
               of Latvian political, economic, and cultural leaders received their education in Russian institutions and remained working in Russia until the advent of the independent
               Latvian state in 1918. The ambivalence of Latvian–Russian relations can be summed
               up as involving, on the Latvian side, extreme suspicion of Russian political and military
               intentions, combined with a receptivity to and enjoyment of Russian high culture,
               especially the literary culture of the pre-Soviet period of Russian history.
            

         

         
         	RUSSIFICATION

         
         	
            In Latvian history, the term signifies both the process by which individuals and groups
               changed their primary cultural identity to one associated with the Russian language
               and culture and the state policy designed to accomplish such a goal. Historically,
               Russification and Germanization were the two processes of assimilation that appeared to Latvians themselves to be
               the greatest threats to the survival of a Latvian-language population and culture. Germanization seemed threatening because German for centuries had been
               the language of the Baltic elites and therefore a necessity for socially and economically
               upwardly mobile Latvians.
            

            
            Russification, in contrast, when it became systematic, had behind it the power of
               the central government—the tsarist government in the 19th century and the government
               of the USSR in the 20th.
            

            
            Russification policy in the 19th century was promulgated in the period after 1885,
               as the conservative government of Tsar Alexander III decided to establish greater
               control over the non-Russian western borderlands of the empire. In a series of measures
               after the mid-1880s, the government required the use of Russian at virtually all levels
               of the education system and in the judicial system and decreed also that children of “mixed” marriages
               should be brought up in the Russian Orthodox faith. Because before the 1880s the Latvian
               “national awakening” movement had frequently looked to the tsarist government for assistance in the Latvian
               cultural struggle against the Baltic German elites, the Russification policy by the central government was both a disappointment
               and a new threat. Formally, russifying laws and edicts remained in force until World War I, but in reality they were counterproductive because the Latvian national consciousness
               continued to grow and expand. A second wave of policies with Russification as their
               goal is seen by Latvians to have started with the incorporation of Latvia into the
               USSR in 1940 and lasted until the beginning of the perestroika period in 1985. These policies are interpreted as having been embedded in efforts
               to promote industrialization in Latvia by widely expanding the non-Latvian labor force through recruiting Russian-speaking
               emigrants to the area and in expansion of the role of the Russian language in the
               educational system on the basis of the argument that Russian would be the language
               of Homo sovieticus—the new Soviet citizen who would appear when the national identities of constituent
               peoples diminished in importance and eventually merged. Though the proportion of Latvians
               in Latvia did indeed decrease substantially in the postwar decades (falling to 52
               percent in the 1989 census), the Russian-language policy proved once again (as in
               the late 19th century) to be counterproductive, in that it intensified both protectiveness
               of Latvians about their national culture and resentment toward Russians in general
               and the Russian-dominated central government in particular. These resentments played
               a major role in building the momentum that resulted in Latvia’s regaining its status
               as an independent sovereign national state in 1991. See also ; ; ; .
            

         

      

      
      
   
      S

      
      
      
         
         	SAEIMA

         
         	
            The official name for the Latvian parliament created by the Constitution of 1922—the basic law of independent Latvia during the interwar years and again after 1993.
               In the period from 1922 to 1934, there were altogether four 100-deputy Saeimas, elected
               in 1922, 1925, 1928, and 1931. In 1934, as a result of his successful coup, Kārlis Ulmanis suspended the activities of the Saeima and governed by personal rule until 1940, when
               all of the interwar political institutions were replaced by the structures of Soviet
               government. In the period from 1945 to 1993, the structural analogue to the old Saeima
               was the Supreme Soviet (Augstākā Padome), which, however, was a Communist single-party organ. In June 1993, after the 1991
               renewal of Latvian independence, a parliamentary election was held on the basis of
               the renewed Constitution of 1922 for a fifth Saeima, which began its work in July
               1993. The Saeima had (and continues to have) its own officers, including a president,
               and a series of legislative committees. Since the electoral system permitted multiparty
               competition for the Saeima, elections involved a large number of political parties (up to 100 in the interwar period), but the majority of these never obtained representation.
               Still, in the interwar period numerous parties did gain the right to have deputies,
               so that cabinets normally consisted of coalitions. This interwar tradition continued
               in the fifth Saeima (1993–1995), in which eight political parties were represented,
               two of which formed the first coalition cabinet. The sixth Saeima, elected in the
               fall of 1995, had nine parties represented in it, which failed to form a cabinet and
               required the president of the country to call upon a nonpartisan businessman—Andris Šķēle—to become prime minister and create a viable coalition cabinet. A seventh Saeima
               was elected in 1998 (six parties represented), an eighth in 2002 (six parties represented),
               a ninth in 2006 (six parties represented), and a 10th in 2010 (5 parties represented).
               In 2011, Latvia’s state president, Valdis Zatlers, became the first state president to exercise his constitutional right and call a
               referendum on whether the Saeima should be released early. The Saeima struck back
               and did not reelect Zatlers before the referendum took place, instead installing Andris Bērziņš as the new state president. The ensuing referendum dismissed the Saeima and set new
               elections for the fall of 2011. In these elections, the eleventh, five parties won
               seats. In 2014, six parties won representation in the 12th Saeima. This Saeima chose
               not to reelect Bērzinš as state president and opted for a fellow politican, Raimonds Vējonis.
            

            
            The second incarnation of the Republic of Latvia (which returned to de facto existence
               in 1991) has elected more parliaments and presidents democratically than did the interwar
               year, and recently marked its greater longevity as a de facto state as well. See also .
            

         

         
         	SALASPILS

         
         	
            A settlement near Riga, Salaspils was the site of an important battle during the Polish–Swedish War in 1605 and more recently, during the period of German occupation (1941–1945), the
               location of the largest concentration camp in the Baltic area. From 1941 to 1943,
               according to Soviet-period sources, an estimated 53,000 civilians were killed there,
               but insofar as recordkeeping for this camp was poor, subsequent research has suggested
               that that number has to be revised downward considerably. Current research suggests
               that the camp housed between 2,000 and 3,000 prisoners at any one time and may have
               totaled 12,000, of which roughly 2,000 may have died at the camp. Camp construction
               added to this total. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	SALNAIS, VOLDEMĀRS (1886–1948)

         
         	
            A Social Democratic activist before World War I, Salnais was imprisoned for illegal activities in 1905, served out his sentence,
               and in 1913 immigrated to the United States, returning to Russia in 1917 after the March Revolution. There, he worked for a while in the Latvian National
               Council in Vladivostok and returned to Latvia after the independence declaration of
               1918. From 1921, he served in a series of high-level posts in the Latvian government,
               including foreign minister from 1933 to 1934. He was a deputy in the Saeima from 1923 to 1925 in the splinter party (Progressive Alliance) headed by Mārģeris Skujenieks. From 1937 to 1940, he was Latvian ambassador to the Scandinavian countries. During
               the entire period of his governmental and diplomatic activities, Salnais continued
               to edit and publish collections of official economic and demographic statistics. Remaining
               in Sweden after Soviet occupation, Salnais refused to abandon his post and return
               to Soviet Latvia. Instead, he tried to maintain a diplomatic post, ferried classified
               intelligence to the Allied powers about conditions in occupied Latvia, and established
               and developed contacts with the opposition Latvian National Council in Nazi-occuppied
               Latvia. After the war, he continued to work on behalf of Latvian organizations until
               his death in 1948. See also .
            

         

         
         	ŠAPĪRO, ĀDOLFS (1939–)

         
         	
            Ādolfs Šapīro is an accomplished theater director who rose to fame during his tenure
               at the Jaunatnes Theater in Riga (Youth Theater). Šapīro was born in Ukraine and studied theater at the Harkhiv Theater
               Institute. From there he moved to Riga and began working as a director at the Jaunatnes
               Theater. He quickly became the theater’s lead director and remained in this position
               for nearly 30 years. The theater disbanded in 1992, and Šapīro returned to Ukraine.
               He is still considered a father of contemporary theater in Latvia and was awarded
               the Order of Three Stars (Triju Zvaigžņu Orderis), Latvia’s highest honor, in 2011.
            

         

         
         	ŠČERBATIHS, VIKTORS (1974–)

         
         	
            Viktors Ščerbatihs is Latvia’s most accomplished weightlifter. Born in Dobele, Latvia,
               Ščerbatihs won his first international accolades at the World Championships in 1997.
               Competing in the heavyweight category (more than 105 kg), he was world champion in
               2007 and five-time European champion. He has competed in four Olympic games, winning
               gold in 2004 and bronze in 2008. He was, however, suspended for two years for steroid
               use in 2001. Ščerbartihs translated his name recognition into a seat in Latvia’s ninth
               Saeima within the Green Farmers Union (Zalļo un Zemnieku Savienība, ZZS).
            

         

         
         	SCHEEL, HEINRICH KARL (HEINRIHS ŠĒLS) (1829–1909)

         
         	
            Heinrich Scheel was one of the late 19th-century architectural masters of the Riga cityscape. Born in 1829 in Hamburg, he studied architecture at the Art Academy of St. Petersburg. In 1853, he designed the new Large Guild Hall
               in the Old Town of Riga, and in 1860 he began his designs for Riga’s First (German)
               Theater, currently the National Opera. Scheel designed churches, factory facades,
               apartment blocks, and private homes—at least 40 of the best-known late 19th-century
               architectural gems in Riga. He designed in an eclectic style with attention to artistry
               and detail. Near the end of his career, Scheel also designed in the Jugendstil style dominant at the turn of the century.
            

         

         
         	SCHIEMANN, PAUL (PAULS ŠĪMANIS) (1876–1944)

         
         	
            Paul Schiemann was an accomplished Baltic German politician and newspaper editor in interwar Latvia. He was born in Jelgava with a lawyer for a father and followed in his footsteps at several German universities.
               He became the editor of the leading Baltic German newspaper in the Baltic   provinces, Rigasche Rundschau, in 1907. Schiemann followed a liberal democratic position and often criticized the
               actions of the Baltic German nobility. He fled to Germany after revolution in Petrograd and returned to Riga in 1919. Schiemann was a member of the National Council, the Constituent Assembly,
               and all four interwar Saeimas. The indefatigable Schiemann led the Baltic German bloc in parliament, rallied politicians
               for a minority bloc, and continued to edit Rigasche Rundschau. He also represented Baltic German interests at the European Nationalities Congress.
               Schiemann was forced to leave active, everyday politics because of poor health in
               1930. He was often in Austria recuperating and was unable to slow the rise of Latvian
               nationalism in the Saeima and Riga City Council or the slide toward National Socialism of Baltic
               Germans in Latvia, Estonia, or the Nationalities Congress. By 1935, living in Vienna, he was without an effective
               pulpit (newspaper, deputy’s position) but continued to write against the Nazis. In
               1938, after the Anschluss, Schiemann returned to Riga and refused to repatriate with
               most Baltic Germans to the Reich in 1939 and 1940. During German occupation, he was
               likely spared arrest because of his poor health but nevertheless sheltered several
               Jews while under veritable house arrest. He died in 1944.
            

         

         
         	SCHMAELING, REINHOLD GEORG (REINHOLDS GEORGS ŠMĒLINGS) (1840–1917)

         
         	SCHMAELING, REINHOLD GEORG (1840–1917)

         
         	
            Reinhold Schmaeling was another of the late 19th-century architectural masters of
               the Riga cityscape, serving as the chief Riga municipal architect for much of his career.
               Schmaeling was born in Riga in 1840 and studied architecture in St. Petersburg. He worked with Heinrich Karl Scheel on the Riga First Theater early in his career. Schmaeling designed about 100 buildings
               across Riga, particularly schools, theaters, asylums, apartment buildings, hospitals,
               and marketplaces. Schmaeling’s iconic work is particularly easy to distinguish with
               his fondness for redbrick facades. The red brickwork also sets Schmaeling’s work off
               from the crowded late 19th-century Jugendstil craze, although he also dabbled in this style. Schmaeling died in 1917 but is still
               regarded as part of Latvia’s architectural canon.
            

         

         
         	SCOUTING

         
         	
            The scouting movement was founded by General Robert Baden-Powell in England before
               World War I but spread rapidly around the globe. The first scout troops in the Baltic provinces were likely organized in 1917, and by 1920 Latvian scouts were internationally recognized.
               From the organizational beginning, General Kārlis Goppers was elected as the president
               of Latvia’s scout organization. He would remain president until Soviet occupation
               in 1940 (he would be arrested for anti-Soviet activity, chief of which was heading
               the scouts, and executed in 1941). Scouting quickly became popular across Latvia with
               more than 200 troops and nearly 10,000 scouts. Baden-Powell even visited Latvia in
               the 1930s. After the Ulmanis coup, state support was funneled into a rival youth organization, the mazpulki (youth regiments). Ulmanis, inspired by 4-H clubs he had seen in Nebraska, initiated
               the idea of a rurally based youth movement, although in the regime years its organization
               and teaching also borrowed heavily from European fascist youth organizations. With Soviet occupation, the scouts were banned, and Soviet alternatives,
               Young Pioneers and others, were offered in its place. Latvian scout organizations
               continued throughout the western world wherever there were sizeable Latvian émigré
               communities. In 1990, the scouts were resurrected in Latvia and combined with the
               Guide movement. In 2008, a more pronounced conservative, Christian scout movement
               was founded (part of an international trend) to compete with the more general world
               scout organization.
            

         

         
         	SEGODŅA

         
         	
            Segodņa (Russian for “today”) was the leading Russian-language newspaper in independent Latvia,
               and its run roughly corresponded to the era of interwar independence. Segodņa was particularly well known for its high quality of writing and vast stable of writers,
               commentators, and contributors. Much of the strength of the newspaper was built upon
               the work of its long-serving chief editor, Maksim Ganfman (Maksims Hanfmans) (1872–1934).
               The newspaper’s acclaim reached far beyond Latvia’s borders, and its readership included
               much of the post-Revolution Russian diaspora across Europe. At times, the newspaper
               was criticized for paying too much attention to a pan-European Russian readership
               and less to local concerns of Russians in Latvia, although overall this criticism
               appears too harsh. Nevertheless, the Soviet regime clearly recognized the danger of
               an independent Russian-language press and repressed its ranks quite severely during
               the first year of Soviet occupation. The chief editor, Mihails Miļruds, was arrested
               in 1941 and died in the Gulag in 1942. At least 10 other editors and contributors
               died in the Gulag or in close proximity to the NKVD. See also  .
            

         

         
         	SELF-GOVERNMENT

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	SELONIANS

         
         	
            The people of one of the tribal societies living on the territory of present-day Latvia
               from about the sixth to the 14th centuries, the Selonians’ language is presumed to
               have been Baltic, and their settlements were bordered on the south by Lithuanian lands, on the north by the Daugava River, and on the west by Semigallians and Livonians. The northern borderlands of Lithuanian territory contained a considerable mixture
               of Lithuanian and Selonian settlements as well. Archaeological evidence suggests that
               the Selonians were socially and politically stratified and had regional rulers (kings)
               but no political unity. They evidently were not able to offer much resistance to the
               German crusading orders, which subjugated them relatively early—in the first decades of the 13th century—by
               defeating their forces in the main Selonian center in Sēlpils. The Selonians did not
               play a major role in the continuing 13th- and 14th-century struggles by the Baltic
               tribal societies against the ever-growing power of the German crusading orders.
            

            
            Toward the end of the medieval era, the Selonians merged with other Baltic peoples
               to form the Latvians. Their presence in Latvian history is not memorialized in the
               surviving names of major Latvian administrative divisions, as is the case for the
               Couronians (Kurzeme), Semigallians (Zemgale), and Letgallians (Latgale). But their ancestral homeland—Sēlija—has retained an identity in Latvian
               popular imagination, in Latvian literature (as in the writings of Jānis Jaunsudrabiņš, for example), and in a regional dialect of the Latvian language.
            

         

         
         	SEMIGALLIANS

         
         	
            The people of one of the tribal societies living on the territory of present-day Latvia
               from about the sixth to the 14th centuries, the Semigallians’ language is presumed
               to have been Baltic, and their settlements extended in a fanlike pattern southward
               from the Gulf of Riga into the northern region of present-day Lithuania. Archaeological findings suggest that the Semigallians were socially stratified and
               had political leaders (kings) but were not politically unified. Some seven subdivisions
               of Semigallian territory have been identified, each with a fortified hill-castle,
               and at least two political leaders (Viestarts, Nameisis) are mentioned by name in
               13th-century written sources. The Semigallians were engaged in almost continual warfare
               against the German crusading orders, participating in an attack on Riga in 1228 and in the battle at Saule in 1236, which almost destroyed the Swordbrothers’
               contingents and forced them to unite with the German Order. In the second half of
               the 13th century, Nameisis appears to have tried to unify the Semigallians against
               the crusading orders, and in 1279 and 1287, he led his soldiers in major battles against
               the Germans. These efforts had come to naught by the end of the 13th century, however,
               and a significant portion of the Semigallians migrated southward into Lithuania, where
               the struggle against the crusading orders continued. The Semigallians who remained
               in their ancestral territory were eventually all Christianized and merged with the
               other tribal societies to form the Latvians. The presence of the Semigallians in Latvian
               history is memorialized in the name Zemgale—one of the four traditional divisions of present-day Latvian territory.
            

         

         
         	SEMJONOVA, UĻJANA (1952–)

         
         	
            Semjonova is the most accomplished basketball player in Latvia’s history. She moved to Riga to play basketball at a sports high school due to her exceptional height and almost
               immediately led the team to all-USSR accolades. By 15, Semjonova measured almost 6'10"
               and began playing for the Riga club team TTT. From 1967 until 1989, Semjonova led
               TTT to 15 Soviet championships and 10 European championships. Captaining the Soviet
               national team, she won gold medals in 1976 and 1980 and three world championships
               (1971, 1975, 1983). She did not lose a single game playing for the Soviet national
               team. After retiring, she served as a vice president of the Latvian Olympic Committee.
               Among her many awards and accolades are the Order of Lenin, the Three Star Order,
               fourth rank (Triju Zvaigznu Ordenis, Latvia’s highest award), and induction into the
               Basketball Hall of Fame as the first non-American female basketball star in 1993.
               See also  .
            

         

         
         	SEMULE, MARTA (1904–1985)

         
         	
            Marta Semule was born in the countryside of northeastern Livland, near Valka, in 1904.
               For most of her life, she worked in agriculture, primarily with livestock. From 1948 until 1961, she led the milking brigade at the
               Kopdarbība Collective Farm. Her shifts broke productivity records without fail year after year. As a result,
               she was recognized as a Hero of Socialist Labor in 1953 and 1958. She was also awarded
               two Orders of Lenin and various other accolades. She was elected to the Supreme Soviet of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic on four occasions. She was feted for her
               accomplishments (even with a monument) and held up as an example of a Soviet paragon
               for Latvians to emulate.
            

         

         
         	SERF EMANCIPATION (1816–1819)

         
         	
            In the Baltic provinces of Estonia (Estland), Livonia (Livland), and Courland (Kurland), serf emancipation took place some 40 years before the general emancipation
               of serfs in the Russian Empire in 1861. These reforms came after a decade and a half
               of lesser peasant reform laws in 1804 and 1809 and reflected the conclusion among
               some Baltic estate owners that personal emancipation of the peasants was an idea whose
               time had come. To protect themselves, however, they proposed—and Tsar Alexander I
               agreed—that personal freedom for the peasantry be granted in exchange for absolute
               rights of ownership by landowners of all land that had earlier been allocated for
               peasant use. The relevant decrees were promulgated on 23 May 1816, for Estonia, 25
               August 1817 for Courland, and 26 March 1819 for Livonia. The decrees envisaged emancipation
               as a process, however, so that it was not until around 1832 that all peasants in the
               Baltic provinces had their status changed from serfs to free persons. The new laws
               held that the peasantry had the right to acquire land but did not require landowners
               to sell it. Restriction on free movement across administrative boundaries remained
               in force. The relationship between peasant and lord was henceforth governed by free
               contracts, which, given the restrictions on movement, disadvantaged the peasantry.
               For the next 40 years, peasants “rented” the land they worked largely on the basis
               of labor rents, and outright ownership by peasants of rural land remained rare. Estate
               owners retained the right of corporal punishment, but everyday peasant life gradually
               became governed more by the local county (pagasts) authorities, who increasingly came from the ranks of the peasantry itself. Estate
               owners were allowed to withdraw from responsibilities they had had earlier as part
               of their “patriarchal” role vis-à-vis “their” peasant-serfs. Given the obstacles to
               peasant landownership, these reforms were said in popular rural parlance to have given
               the peasants “the freedom of birds” (putnu brīvība). On the other hand, they did create local rural institutions in which peasants were
               able to acquire some of the skills of self-government. It should be noted that these
               reforms did not affect the Latvian speakers in Latgale—now the eastern districts of Vitebsk Province—where serf emancipation came only in
               1861. See also .
            

         

         
         	SERFDOM

         
         	
            The term serfdom refers to a system of social and economic control that determined the legal status
               of many peasants during the medieval period in western Europe and from about the 16th
               to the 19th centuries in the European east. Though having wide variations, serf status
               meant at its core that the peasant farmer held (rather than owned) the land he worked,
               was in a legal sense forbidden to leave, had to deliver unpaid labor (corvée) and other payments to his lord, and was in all respects completely under the landowning
               lord’s jurisdiction. In the Latvian territories, the enserfment process of rural people
               began in the late 15th to early 16th centuries and lasted until the 19th century’s
               serf emancipation laws. In those centuries, because upward of 90 percent of all Latvians in the Baltic
               territories were rural, virtually the same proportion of the Latvian population was enserfed, so that the period of serfdom, emancipation, and the postemancipation
               decades form a very long stretch of Latvian history. Since the agricultural system
               in the Latvian territories took the form of landed estates, the typical Latvian serf
               was a resident of a private or crown estate, lived in an isolated farmstead settlement
               pattern (occasionally in hamlets), and dealt on a daily basis with local authorities
               such as the estate bailiff and other estate functionaries and the local clergyman.
               Because the elites in the Latvian territories in these centuries were non-Latvian
               (Baltic German, Polish, Swedish, Russian), the history of Latvian serfdom inescapably had an ethnic (or nationality) component
               that became an important part of the portrayals of Latvian history by writers of the
               “national awakening” period. See also .
            

         

         
         	ŠĶĒLE, ANDRIS (1958–)

         
         	
            In late December 1995, Andris Šķēle was asked by President Guntis Ulmanis to form a cabinet when it became obvious that the elections for the sixth Saeima had resulted in a deadlocked parliament in which the parties of neither the left nor
               the right could produce a cabinet coalition acceptable to the other side. Not a parliamentary
               deputy himself nor a member of any party, Šķēle formed a coalition cabinet that could
               count on 70 votes, a substantial majority. Before becoming prime minister, Šķēle had
               worked in the Ministry of Agriculture as deputy minister and in the Latvian Privatization
               Agency as acting director general, and since 1993 he had become a successful businessman
               and entrepreneur in Riga. After his prime ministership, Šķēle remained an important figure in the Latvian
               business and political worlds and occasionally was spoken of as a possible candidate
               for the presidency of Latvia. He was also implicated in several cases of using influence
               for personal gain, taking advantage of privatization processes, and became widely
               considered as one of Latvia’s three reigning oligarchs—wealthy businessmen who use
               their wealth for the wielding of political power and their political power to protect
               their wealth. See also .
            

         

         
         	SKUJENIEKS, MĀRĢERIS (1876–1941)

         
         	
            Mārģeris Skujenieks participated in the Revolution of 1905 in Latvia as an active member of the Latvian Social Democratic Party but afterward resumed his studies of commerce and statistics in Moscow. After the
               start of World War I, he continued to work in Russia but gradually moved into activities important to Latvians, such as refugee relief.
               By 1919, he had returned to Latvia to help create the basic institutions of the new
               state and served as a deputy in all four Saeimas (parliaments) as  amember of a Social Democratic–oriented splinter party, the Progressive
               Alliance. He served as prime minister, minister of interior, and minister of finance
               through the late 1920s and early 1930s. A supporter of the coup by Kārlis Ulmanis in 1934, Skujenieks remained part of Ulmanis’s cabinet until 1938, when he resigned
               as a result of fundamental disagreements. Virtually for the entire interwar period,
               he directed the National Statistical Office and published a series of works containing
               descriptive economic and demographic statistics of Latvia. In 1940, after the establishment
               of Soviet power, Skujenieks was imprisoned, transported to Moscow, and executed in
               Ljubjanka Prison in 1941.
            

         

         
         	SKULME FAMILY

         
         	
            The Skulme family is often referred to as the Skulme dynasty in the Latvian fine arts
               world. Otto (1889–1967) and Uga Skulme (1895–1963), two of 10 children, can be considered
               the roots of this dynasty. Otto and Uga both studied art in Riga, Moscow, and Petersburg, although Otto had more immediate acclaim. Uga was drafted
               into the army in World War I and after demobilization worked in Revolutionary Russia as an art teacher before returning to Latvia in 1920. He worked primarily as a painter
               and illustrator and published articles on art in the left-leaning press. Otto, on
               the other hand, worked more in theater design and created sets for the Latvian National
               Opera, the Latvian National Theater, and the Dailes Theater through the 1920s. Both
               brothers remained in Latvia after Soviet occupation and continued their creative careers.
               Otto became a cornerstone of the Soviet Latvian Academy of Art and was recognized
               as a People’s Artist of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic in 1957. He died in
               1967. Uga, on the other hand, who also worked in the Academy of Art and at the Art
               Museum, was less successful in following the party line, repeatedly persecuted, and
               denied the right to show his work on multiple occasions. His health suffered, and
               Uga died in 1963.
            

            
            Both Skulme brothers, however, contributed to an ever-growing family tree of artists.
               Uga married a prominent doctor and had two sons: the painter Jurģis Skulme (1928–2015)
               and the sculptor Uga Skulme (1954–). Otto Skulme married the sculptor Marta Liepiņa
               Skulme (1890–1962) and had a daughter, the painter Džemma Skulme (1925–). Each of
               these artists was equally accomplished, with Džemma Skulme, perhaps, most recognized.
               Džemma Skulme played an active part in the formation and campaigns of the Latvian Popular Front in the late 1980s. Džemma Skulme twice married (to a famous Latvian actor, Artūrs
               Dimiters, and a painter) and has two children as well, the artist Marta Skulme (1962–)
               and the poster artist Juris Dimiters (1942–).
            

            
            The extended Skulme family shows the potential for an almost incestuous castelike
               system to dominate a field in a small country like Latvia.
            

         

         
         	ŠLESERS, AINĀRS (1970–)

         
         	
            Ainārs Šlesers is one of the three popularly identified oligarchs of contemporary
               Latvian politics and business, perhaps the lesser of the three. He was born in Riga in 1970 and as a youth focussed particularly on sports and martial arts. From 1992
               to 1994, Šlesers lived in Norway, where he went to school and made contacts in Norway’s
               business world. In the mid-1990s, he arrived with their support in Latvia and established
               them in retail sales. Already in 1997, Šlesers cracked various popular lists of Latvia’s
               millionaires. In 1998, he was elected to the Saeima at the top of his founded party the New Party (Jaunā Partija) and became the minister
               of economics in the Krištopans government of 1998–1999. In 2002, he was reelected to the Saeima
               from a different party and served as vice minister president in the Einārs Repše government. He continued in this post in the following government and soon added
               the post of minister of transportation. He remained minister of transportation through
               several governments until 2009, weathering many political scandals about his use or
               abuse of power and wealth. In 2009, he successfully ran for the Riga City Council
               and became a vice mayor to Nils Ušakovs. He was again elected to the 10th Saeima in 2010, but his popularity had tarnished
               somewhat over the near constant barrage of oligarch-related stories, and he lost his
               seat in the 2011 elections. He has contested elections since but has failed to be
               reelected. He generally portrays a Christian conservative political candidacy, which
               seems at odds with his opulent, wealthy lifestyle.
            

         

         
         	SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC PARTY (SDP, LATVIEŠU SOCIĀLDEMOKRĀTISKĀ STRĀDNIEKU PARTIJA)

         
         	SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC PARTY (SDP)

         
         	
            The Social Democratic Party, the official name of which was the Latvian Social Democratic
               Workers Party, was founded in June 1904 and was therefore the oldest organized Latvian
               political party. The larger historical context of the SDP was the “new current” movement, many adherents to which became convinced Marxists, drawing their inspiration
               primarily from the philosophies of German and Austrian social democracy. More immediately,
               the SDP was the logical organizational conclusion of many of the legal and illegal
               Social Democratic “cells” that proliferated in the Baltic territories and among Latvian
               left-wing exiles in western Europe and the United States after the arrests, trials, and expulsion from Latvia of Social Democratic activists
               in 1897. In 1905, the SDP played a leading role in organizing and conducting the strikes
               and antigovernment demonstrations of that year and, as a consequence, witnessed the
               flight from Latvia of even larger numbers of its leaders (see ).
            

            
            The period between 1905 and 1917 for the SDP was one of rivalry within the party between
               those socialists who remained true to its original democratic principles and those
               who became supporters of Vladimir Lenin’s belief in the need for violent revolution
               and a vanguard party that would lead the masses to a proletarian dictatorship. Permanent
               division in the party’s ranks on this score occurred at the Fifth Party Congress in
               September 1917. The Bolshevik wing, now linked to the Russian Bolsheviks, continued to make efforts, especially
               after November 1917, to establish a Bolshevik government in Latvia and opposed the
               separation of the Latvian territories from what they expected to become a Bolshevik-governed
               Russia. The democratic wing cooperated with “bourgeois” parties in advancing the idea of
               an independent Latvian state and participated in the declaration of Latvian independence
               on 18 November 1918.
            

            
            After the end of the five-month Bolshevik government of Pēteris Stučka in Latvia, most Latvian Bolsheviks took up residence in Soviet Russia, whereas the
               Latvian Social Democrats participated in independent Latvia’s provisional government,
               Constituent Assembly, and all four Saeimas (parliaments) between 1922 and 1934. During the parliamentary period, the SDP was
               the largest Latvian political party in terms of parliamentary seats and membership,
               thus becoming the principal rival of the somewhat smaller Agrarian Union, which, however, headed more cabinets and supplied three of the four Latvian presidents
               of the interwar years. In large part because of its relatively inflexible ideological
               stance, the SDP remained out of cabinet coalitions almost all of the time between
               1922 and 1934, preferring the freedom that came with being the principal opposition
               party. One notable exception was the leftist cabinet of Mārģeris Skujenieks from 1926 to 1928, which saw, among other developments, an economic treaty with the
               Soviet Union. After the 1934 coup of Kārlis Ulmanis, the SDP was dissolved, and most of its leading members were imprisoned in the Liepāja Concentration Camp for a period between a few months to more than two years. Afterward, they mostly
               remained out of the active, public eye although some continued to harbor opposition
               sentiments.
            

            
            During the first year (1940–1941) of Soviet government in Latvia, some SDP leaders
               were placed in largely symbolic roles within the new Soviet Latvian state. Nevertheless,
               many of the SDP leaders, including some of those who initially worked with the Soviet
               regime, were deported to Siberia along with leaders of the “bourgeois” parties. In
               1944, most of the surviving SDP activists emigrated, and in 1949 in Sweden they renewed the SDP as an exile Latvian political organization, which listed among
               its goals the freeing of Latvia from Soviet occupation. In 1990–1993, the SDP renewed
               itself in Latvia as well and competed in the 1993 Saeima (parliamentary) election
               but did not receive a sufficiently large proportion of votes cast to have Saeima representation.
               During all the years of renewed Latvian independence since 1991, the SDP has remained
               a recognizable (because of its history) participant of the political party system
               in Latvia, but its appeal to the voters has been relatively weak.
            

         

         
         	SONG FESTIVALS (SONG AND DANCE FESTIVALS)

         
         	
            During the first period of “national awakening,” there was a strong emphasis among Latvians on the need to develop group activities
               of various kinds. Among other obstacles to a healthy Latvian national consciousness
               was the fact that the contiguous Latvian-speaking populations lived in separate provinces (Livland,  Courland, Vitebsk) and did not think in terms of common Latvian interests. The tsarist and
               Baltic German authorities, however, were wary of giving permission to large gatherings of any kind,
               fearing political consequences. Singing societies (Ger., Gesängvereine) tended to fall into an uncertain category: they had already become a staple of German-language
               culture in the 19th century and also seemed to be an aspect of peasant self-betterment,
               which the authorities encouraged. In the Latvian territories, the first regional song
               festival was held in Dikļi in 1864, with the participation of a choir of about 1,000
               persons. The most notable event of this kind, however, was the First General Song
               Festival in Riga in 1873, which was the largest peaceful gathering the Latvians had planned and had
               been permitted to have since becoming part of the Russian Empire. Though not overtly political, the first song festival could not help being
               a significant step in the development of a Latvian national consciousness. The first
               festival established a tradition that, by agreement, was to continue with a general
               Latvian festival to be held quintennially. This tradition has in fact been upheld,
               with interruptions during the two world wars. After 1944, with the development of
               a large émigré Latvian community in the West, parallel general song festivals were
               held in North America, Germany, and the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic.
            

            
            In 1965, the festival officially included folk dance in its title as the General Song
               and Dance Festival. The future of the North American festivals is somewhat in doubt
               because of the return of Latvian independence in 1991 and natural shrinking of the
               Latvian community living outside the country. Nonetheless, the tradition has continued
               among “western” Latvians, with a general festival slated for Baltimore in 2017. The
               20th Song Festival held in Riga in 1990 was an emotional connection between the national
               movement in Latvia and considerable émigré representation from the West. The idea
               of singing and the power derived from mass choral song and audience participation
               was a key component throughout the movement against the Soviet Union in the late 1980s,
               and in part why the movement across the Baltic is often referred to as the “singing
               revolution.” The 25th General Song and Dance Festival was held in Riga in 2013. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	SOUL REVISIONS

         
         	
            In the Latvian territories, the first soul revisions, introduced for the Russian Empire
               by Peter the Great in 1718 as a tax census, were carried out in Livonia (Livland) in 1782 and in Courland in 1797. In principle, the revisions were to be carried out every 15 years on an
               empirewide basis, but their timing in the Baltic provinces differed because of peculiar provincial historical conditions. After the first revisions,
               the next ones were carried out in 1795 (Livonia), 1811 (both provinces), 1816 (both),
               1826 (both), 1833 (both), 1850 (both), and 1857 (both). The 1816, 1826, and 1833 revisions
               were done in connection with the serf emancipation, and the 1857 imperial revision was the last.
            

         

         
         	SOVIET UNION

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	SPĀĢIS, ANDREJS (1820–1871)

         
         	
            Andrejs Spāģis was an activist during the “national awakening” period in the 19th century. As a result of an unsuccessful legal battle against
               a Baltic German landowner over local authority, Spāģis was forced to spend much of his life from the
               early 1850s onward outside the Latvian territories, in Germany, where he studied agricultural sciences, and in Russia, where he worked as supervisor of a landed estate and at other jobs in Moscow and
               St. Petersburg. His principal publications, in German, harshly criticized the conditions
               in which the emancipated peasantry of the Baltic area, especially Courland, were living
               in the 1850s and attacked the Baltic German monopoly over landholding. See also .
            

         

         
         	SPORTS

         
         	
            Although people in the lands of modern-day Latvia have engaged in sportlike contests
               for centuries (including feats of strength, precision, and intelligence), the beginning
               of modern sports is in the late 19th century and early 20th century, as the eastern
               littoral of the Baltic Sea transformed into a modern society. The likely first sports
               organization was that of the Riga Rowing Club (Rigaer Ruder Club), founded in 1852,
               although the first officially recognized sporting group was the Riga Gymnastics Society
               (Rigaer Turnverein) in 1862. Through the 1860s and 1870s, many other sports-themed
               societies were formed, from yachting, to shooting, to bicycle riding, but most were
               the preserve of Baltic Germans. An ethnic Latvian bicycle society was formed in 1891. During these early years,
               as in the rest of Europe, there emerged a divide between amateur sports (played by
               people—almost exclusively men—of means who did not need compensation) and professional
               sports that attracted workers and others. The Olympics were closely intertwined with
               the amateur sports movement, and three Baltic Germans and two Latvians traveled to
               Stockholm as part of the Russian Olympic team in 1912.
            

            
            After the acquisition of independence, modern sports developed quickly with the old
               division between amateur (often university student) leagues and professional ones.
               Spectator sports became increasingly popular, and newspapers (and specialized sports
               journals) reported on the outcomes of games, matches, seasons, and championships.
               During this era, most of the modern spectator sports established themselves (football
               or soccer, basketball, hockey), and Latvians tried their hand at most other Olympic sports categories, as well
               as at sports that have since receded (such as bandy and ice sailing). Sports often
               inspired bonding, and teams represented differing identities. Through the 1932 and
               1936 Olympics, Latvia won three medals. During the war, sports continued, although
               often regimented with military teams and contests. After World War II, sports became part of the all–Soviet Union sporting world, and athletes and teams
               played at a range of levels (locally, citywide, republic-wide, and on to the all-Union
               team). Again, the potential of using sport as a badge of identity was carefully monitored
               by Soviet security personnel, although not without incident.
            

            
            After the return of independence, sport in Latvia has gone through a transition to
               a market-based system as with the economy on a whole. Initially, with few financial
               resources, the state could not maintain the sports infrastructure built up by the
               Soviet Union. Analysts feared that Latvian success on the international level would
               wane as athletes trained in the Soviet system aged. With economic recovery, however,
               a new sports infrastructure has been re-created, often borrowing from multiple systems.
               Spectator sports in Latvia continue to tap into veins of identity. Latvian national
               teams are enthusiastically supported (particularly the ice hockey team). Similarly,
               accomplishments in individual sports are adopted by the nation at large. There can,
               however, be an ethnic dimension to some sports fans—stereotypically, ice hockey is
               seen as more ethnically Latvian, while football (soccer) is seen as more ethnically
               Russian. This stereotype likely breaks down, however, when either team (or basketball)
               enjoys success. Likewise, the true fans of the sports likely outnumber those that
               follow an ethnic mantra.
            

         

         
         	SPROĢIS, ARTURS (1904–1980)

         
         	
            Arturs Sproģis was born in Riga in 1904 and as a teenager in 1919 joined the Latvian Rifles (Strēlnieki). He found a home in the Bolsehvik Party and in the Red Army for most of his career. He fought for the Red Army in the
               Russian Civil War. Following the Civil War, Sproģis served primarily in the border
               guards, mostly in Belarus, and usually as a political officer. In 1936, he was dispatched
               to Spain to serve as a major on the Republican side in the Spanish Civil War. For
               his service in Spain (including in the purge of European leftists fighting for the
               Republicans), Sproģis was awarded the Order of the Red Flag. He continued to rise
               through the hierarchy of the Red Army General Staff. During World War II, Sproģis led the military unit that trained and dispatched partisans and saboteurs
               who infiltrated behind German lines. Zoya Kosmodemyanska, the famed World War II Soviet martyr, was one of his trainees. Later in the war, Sproģis led the Soviet
               partisans within German-occupied Latvia. He was wounded twice. After the war, Sproģis taught
               foreign languages in Moscow. Sproģis became a symbol of Latvians who devoted their
               entire career, and served successfully, to the cause of the Soviet Union.
            

         

         
         	STĀRASTE, MARGARITA (1914–2014)

         
         	
            Margarita Stāraste was a popular author and illustrator of children’s literature. Stāraste studied at Latvia’s Academy of Art through the 1930s under some of the
               Latvian masters but did not finish her degree until well after World War II, in 1952. Altogether, Stāraste wrote at least 20 books beginning in the 1940s into
               the 1990s. Her best-known books were White, Clean Snowmen (Balti, tīri sniega vīri, 1943), Christmas Stories (Ziemassvētku pasakas, 1943), and Zīļuks (Little Acorn, 1961). In 1994, she coauthored a childrens book in the Liv language, Urū! Rūru!, as a nod to her Liv heritage. She was equally known for her illustrations of more than 40 other children’s
               books. She was decorated for her work throughout her life, but particularly with a
               postage stamp series in the early 1990s and the Trīs Zvaigžņu Order in 1999. She lived
               to be more than 100 years old and passed away in 2014. Her works have been published
               in many languages and share a common theme with many other Latvian authors who have
               reached the zenith of their creative work in the field of children’s literature.
            

         

         
         	STATE FARMS

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	STENDER, GOTHARD FRIEDRICH (VECAIS STENDERS, OLD STENDERS) (1714–1796)

         
         	
            Stender was among the best-known Baltic German clergymen and writers in the 18th century who worked assiduously at developing the
               Latvian language into a literary vehicle. His philosophical starting point was the Enlightenment proposition
               that education was desirable for all, including peasants; politically, however, he backed away from
               any “enlightened” criticism of the distribution of power in the Baltic provinces. In his voluminous writings—which included grammars, sermon books, hymnals, secular
               songbooks, natural histories, geographical descriptions, and various kinds of didactic
               literature—he urged Latvian peasants to accept the socioeconomic upper orders in the
               Baltic area as their natural superiors. But his literary products played a major role
               in expanding the consciousness of his Latvian readers of their immediate world as
               well as of the world outside the Baltic region. Stender’s publications continued to
               be reprinted well after his death, into the 19th century, and remained at the core
               of the Baltic German effort to raise the cultural level of the Latvian peasantry until
               the beginnings of the Latvian “national awakening.” See also ; .
            

         

         
         	STRADIŅŠ, JĀNIS (1933–)

         
         	
            The son of accomplished surgeon Pauls Stradiņš, Jānis Stradiņš charted a successful career as a scientist and historian of science.
               An accomplished specialist in physical chemistry by education and training but with
               a strong interest in the history of science, Stradiņš wrote frequently and extensively
               on cultural and political matters for the periodical press during the glasnost and perestroika periods in Latvia and was granted a mentorlike role in the process that led to the
               reestablishment of Latvian independence in 1991. He popularized the idea that the
               events of 1988 and later—especially during the period of the Popular Front—were a third “national awakening,” analogous to the self-assertive national activism in the 19th century (the first
               awakening) and the interwar independence period (the second). His writings on the
               meaning of Latvian national symbols—the flag and coat of arms—and on street and place-names played a role in guiding restoration
               decisions in these domains. Stradiņš was also influential in the reforms that converted
               the Latvian Academy of Sciences from a Soviet-style research institution into an organization that awarded honors
               in the form of membership for personal accomplishment in research, writing, and other
               fields. He remains one of the best-known public intellectuals in Latvia.
            

         

         
         	STRADIŅŠ, PAULS (1896–1958)

         
         	
            Pauls Stradiņš was an accomplished medical doctor and can be considered the father
               of much of modern medicine in Latvia today. Born in 1896, Stradiņš studied at the
               Petrograd Academy of Military Medicine during World War I. In 1923, he returned to Latvia and worked at the Faculty of Medicine at the University of Latvia. After research stints at the Mayo Clinic (U.S.) and in London, he was elected head
               of the Department of General Surgery in 1928. Stradiņš led the Riga City Hospital
               No. 2 (now the Pauls Stradiņš Clinical University Hospital) from 1931 until 1947 and
               introduced many of the hallmarks of modern surgery to Latvia, including oncology,
               blood transfusions, anesthesiology, chemotherapy, and cardiovascular surgery. During
               World War II, Stradiņš refused to evacuate with retreating German troops as he was often the only
               remaining surgeon in his hospital. Stradiņš tried to continue his work during the
               Soviet era but was dismissed from his positions for bourgeois nationalism. He devoted his energy to the establishment of a museum of medicine, now the Museum of the History of Medicine in Riga. He died in 1958.
            

         

         
         	STRAUBERGS, JĀNIS (1886–1952)

         
         	
            After finishing his primary and secondary education in Livonia (Vidzeme), Straubergs spent most of the pre–World War I years as a schoolteacher in various parts of the Russian Empire and returned to Latvia
               only after the declaration of independence in 1918. During the interwar years, he
               became one of the most widely read popularizers of Latvian history, particularly of
               the history of Riga and a number of rural localities (Sīpele, Berzmuiža, etc.). Though not having a professional
               education as a historian, Straubergs was skilled in archival use and, given the fact
               that professionally trained Latvian historians were scarce, filled a niche at a time
               when the hunger of Latvians for history written by Latvians was at its peak. In the
               Soviet period after 1945, he worked as an instructor at the University of Latvia and on the governing board of the Latvian National Archives. See also .
            

         

         
         	STRAUBERGS, KĀRLIS (1890–1962)

         
         	
            A philologist specializing in classical languages and a folklorist, Straubergs received
               his education at the University of Moscow and the Archaeological Institute in Moscow
               in the pre–World War I years, and during the war he fought in the Latvian Rifle Regiments (see ). After 1918, he held a variety of high-level posts in the educational and cultural
               institutions of the Latvian state, including that of minister of education in 1924
               and director of the Folklore Archive from 1929 to 1944. Immensely prolific, Straubergs
               published widely in all his specialties, but his most lasting studies were in the
               Latvian folklore field, about which he continued to write even after immigration to Sweden in 1944.
            

         

         
         	STRAUJUMA, LAIMDOTA (1951–)

         
         	
            Laimdota Straujuma is a recent minister president of Latvia and the first female to
               hold the post. Born in 1951, Straujuma studied physics and mathematics before specializing
               in agricultural economics. From 1973, Straujuma has worked at the Latvian Academy of Sciences. She began her political career by participating in the founding of the People’s
               Party in 1998. Afterward, she took on various positions in the Ministry of Agriculture
               and the Ministry of Environmental Protections and Regional Development. In 2011, she
               became the minister of agriculture in the Valdis Dambrovskis government (she was Latvia’s first female minister of agriculture). After the fall
               of Dambrovskis’s government, Straujuma was the Unity Party’s candidate to replace
               him. She became Latvia’s first female minister president on 22 January 2014, a post
               she continued to hold after the elections to the 12th Saeima in the fall of 2014.
               Her government fell in December 2015 as a result of multiple divisions among the coalition
               parties.
            

         

         
         	STREIPS, KĀRLIS (1960–)

         
         	
            Kārlis Streips is a contemporary Latvian radio and television journalist and personality.
               Born in Chicago, United States, to an émigré Latvian family, he moved permanently to Latvia in 1991. He has worked
               for several television stations, the University of Latvia, and Latvian Radio. He has been the lead journalist for several news interview shows
               and has been suspended by both Latvian Radio and Latvian Television for referring
               to various politicians as “goats” and “prostitutes.” His greatest impact on contemporary
               Latvia, however, has been his principled defense of his homosexuality. In Latvia in
               the early 1990s, homosexuality was a clear taboo (and for many continues to be) and
               was little discussed in public. Streips was one of the first public figures to publically
               affirm his sexual orientation. The movement for LGBT rights in Latvia is an ongoing, difficult battle, but Streips set a precedent followed
               by other public figures such as Latvia’s current minister of foreign affairs, Edgars Rinkēvičs.
            

         

         
         	STRĒLNIEKI (STRELTSI)
         

         
         	
            Narrowly defined, the Latvian term Strēlnieki refers to the eight battalions (1,200 soldiers each) of Latvians formed in the tsarist
               army in 1915 during World War I. In the broader sense, the term is frequently used by Latvians to refer to all the
               Latvian soldiers who fought in both of the world wars, regardless of which side they
               were fighting on. In some ways, the history of these military units symbolizes the
               complex history in which their geographic location involved the Latvians during the
               20th century. In the first years of World War I, the Russian Army refused to allow the formation of nationality-based military units, but manpower
               needs forced the issue. The Latvian Strēlnieki fought against the German Army mostly
               in the Baltic region. By the end of 1916, however, an inept higher (Russian) command,
               high casualties, and a seeming stalemate on the front had created among the Latvian
               troops substantial resentment. During the period from 1917 to 1918, the Strēlnieki
               gradually divided—one segment growing more supportive of the Bolshevik movement, another of the newly proclaimed Latvian republic and its beleaguered and
               virtually powerless new government. This division persisted into 1919–1920, when the
               Baltic—and especially Latvian—area continued to be a battlefield among military units
               led by postwar German adventurers, supporters of the Whites in the Russian Civil War,
               units of the new Latvian national army, and the Latvian units of the newly formed
               Red Army. Fighting on Latvian soil did not cease until 1920, but the Strēlnieki who
               had remained in the Red Army continued in the battles against the Whites elsewhere
               in Russia.
            

            
            A similar bifurcation of Latvian army units occurred in World War II, when Latvian contingents—estimated at some 100,000 members—recruited into the Soviet
               Army (which had occupied Latvia in 1940 but had withdrawn in 1941 as the German Wehrmacht advanced into the Baltic) fought in 1944–1945 in Latvia against the Latvian units
               of the German Army—the so-called Latvian Legion. After World War II, Western émigré Latvians celebrated largely the exploits of the
               Strēlnieki who had defended the new Latvian state in the 1918–1920 period, while official
               ceremonies in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic commemorated only those Strēlnieki
               who had supported the Bolsheviks and Vladimir Lenin. Current popular attitudes in
               Latvia appear to be interested in celebrating the exploits of both simultaneously.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	ŠTROMBERGS, MĀRIS (1987–)

         
         	
            Māris Štrombergs is the two-time and defending gold medal champion in men’s Olympic
               BMX bike racing. Born in 1987, Štrombergs began his BMX career in 1996 by winning
               a youth title. From 2001 to 2008, Štrombergs rose through the ranks of European youth
               BMX riders, claiming second place at the European championships in 2007. BMX races
               debuted at the Beijing Olympics in 2008, and Štrombergs won gold, Latvia’s best result
               at those Olympics and second gold medal since regaining independence. He followed
               this triumph with European and world championships. From 2009, Štrombergs primarily
               competed at events in the United   States but successfully defended his Olympic title with gold at the London 2012 games. He
               remains competitive in BMX, is one of Latvia’s most accomplished Olympic athletes,
               and is a popular face of a young generation of Latvian athletes involved in “extreme
               sports.”
            

         

         
         	STRUNKE, NIKLĀVS (1894–1966)

         
         	
            Niklāvs Strunke was a Latvian modern artist who worked in painting, drawing, and set design. Strunke learned his trade from a number of artists, small
               schools, and classes before volunteering for the Strēlnieki in 1916. After the war, he returned to Riga and began graphic design, particularly drawing book covers and set designs. Through
               the 1920s, Strunke traveled extensively in Europe, and his exposure to different art
               currents was transferred to Latvia through his graphic design. He designed the book
               covers for many of the iconic books of the 1920s and for the Valters & Rapa series.
               In 1944, he fled to Sweden, where his artistic career continued as an émigré. He died in 1966 in Rome.
            

         

         
         	STUČKA, PĒTERIS (1865–1932)

         
         	
            Pēteris Stučka was born in Livonia (Vidzeme) of relatively well-to-do farming parents and in 1888 finished his education
               in law and jurisprudence in St. Petersburg, subsequently becoming a lawyer in Riga. He participated in the “new current” movement and was arrested in 1897 and exiled to Siberia until 1903, by which time
               he was a convinced Social Democrat. In 1907, he moved to St. Petersburg, eventually
               joined the Bolshevik wing of Russian Social Democracy, and from that point onward remained dedicated to
               the Bolshevik cause. The principal venue of his organizational and conspiratorial
               work remained Russia, but after the March Revolution of 1917 and the Latvian declaration of independence
               in 1918, Stučka became involved in trying to establish a Soviet Latvia and succeeded
               in doing so for a period of five months in 1919. He chaired the Council of Commissars
               that governed that part of the Latvian territory that was not occupied by the German
               Army, but the Bolshevik government, its civilian supporters, and its armed force were
               driven out of Latvian territory by the end of summer 1919 by the army of the new Latvian
               national government.
            

            
            Subsequently, Stučka returned to Russia and continued to work in high positions in
               the Communist Party and the Soviet government and to concern himself with the codification
               of Soviet law. In the post-1945 period in Latvia, Stučka was an officially revered
               figure, with his name being used for a new city built at the end of the 1960s (currently
               Aizkraukle) and also for a while in the formal designation of the University of Latvia.
               From 1989 to 1991, his name was dropped from all the designations in which it had
               figured for decades, and his statue was removed from the square in front of the Presidential
               Palace in Riga.
            

         

         
         	SUDMALIS, IMANTS (1916–1944)

         
         	
            Imants Sudmalis was born in Cēsis to a schoolteacher, Jānis Sudmalis, during World War I. With independence, the Sudmalis family moved to Liepāja, where the elder Sudmalis became a driving figure in the city’s cultural and artistic
               life. Imants Sudmalis joined the underground Komsomol of the Latvian   Communist Party while still young. In 1933, Sudmalis was arrested for Communist Party agitation and
               sentenced to four years of labor. In 1940, Sudmalis was again arrested, this time
               for publishing an underground Communist newspaper. With Soviet occupation in June
               1940, Sudmalis was released from prison, joined the Latvian Communist Party, and worked
               in the Soviet administration of Liepāja. He organized and rallied Soviet forces against
               the German invasion of June 1941 before secretly traveling across the front to Belarus
               and joining local Red partisans. In the summer of 1943, Sudmalis snuck back into German-occupied Riga and planned with like-minded associates to carry out a series of terrorist acts against
               the Germans. On 19 October 1943, one of his explosives detonated prematurely in the
               Doms Square, killing three. Sudmalis was arrested in the spring of 1944 and executed
               on 25 May 1944. Later, Sudmalis would become a symbol of Latvian loyalty to the Soviet
               Union and the Communist cause. He was posthumously named a Hero of the Soviet Union
               in 1957, and many streets and schools were named in his honor. A statue was dedicated
               to him in Liepāja, although it was removed after the reacquisition of independence.
            

         

         
         	SUDRABKALNS, JĀNIS (1894–1975)

         
         	
            Jānis Sudrabkalns was a very prolific writer whose literary career began before World War I, spanned the entire interwar period of Latvian independence, and lasted well into
               the Soviet period, during which he placed his considerable talents increasingly at
               the service of the propaganda apparatus of the Soviet Latvian state and of Marxist–Leninist
               ideology. Mixing romanticism with realism, Sudrabkalns’s literary work covered virtually
               all genres of writing, including literary criticism. See also .
            

         

         
         	SUGAR FACTORIES

         
         	
            Beginning in the 1920s, a series of sugar factories that processed sugar beets into
               raw sugar were built in Latvia as a means of subsidizing farmers, creating factory
               jobs, and appealing to import substitution impulses in national economic thinking.
               The first of these factories began as a private enterprise in Jelgava in 1925. The state took over the Jelgava factory in 1926 and heavily subsidized a
               factory in Jēkabpils in 1932, and in Liepāja in 1933. All three were celebrated nationally as a sign of self-sufficiency and industry,
               although the entire industry was also scathingly attacked for its short-sighted business
               acumen. Critics pointed out that the cost of sugarcane sugar on the world market was
               considerably cheaper than these sugar beet factories and that farmers could only survive
               with government subsidies (ultimately supported by taxpayers and consumers). Still,
               Latvia’s authoritarian ruler, Kārlis Ulmanis, famously drank his tea or coffee with three spoons of sugar, one from each of Latvia’s
               sugar factories.
            

            
            All three factories were devastated by World War II, and all three were rebuilt during Soviet occupation. Although the factories processed
               sugarcane from Cuba as well as sugar beets, they remained a symbol of import substitution
               and national self-sufficiency. After independence was regained in 1991, all three
               factories became private joint-stock companies, and all three failed to address the
               economic reality that the cost of producing sugar in Latvia was more than the cost
               of sugar on the world market. The Jēkabpils factory closed in 1999; the Liepāja and
               Jelgava factories closed in 2007.
            

         

         
         	SUPREME SOVIET (AUGSTĀKĀ PADOME, AP)

         
         	
            Until the June 1993 election of the fifth Saeima, the AP was in principle the highest lawmaking body in Latvia. It was a single-chamber
               legislature consisting of deputies representing districts and institutions and consisting
               mostly of members of the Latvian Communist Party. The last AP, elected in the spring of 1990, became in effect the transition government
               of Latvia because structurally it was a holdover from the Soviet period, but with
               a majority of deputies now from the Popular Front and the Latvian National Independence Movement. By voting in 1990 to renew the Constitution of 1922, the AP was actually participating in its own demise as an institution, because that
               document called for a multiparty election in the near future for the pre-Soviet Saeima.
               Approximately one-third of the deputies elected to the 1993 Saeima from various parties
               and electoral coalitions had also served in the last AP.
            

         

         
         	SŪTA, ROMANS (1896–1944)

         
         	
            Romans Sūta was an early Latvian modernist painter. He studied art at many different
               schools and with different masters until volunteering for the Strēlnieki in 1917. He lived in revolutionary Petrograd before returning to Latvia in 1917.
               After independence, Sūta and his artist wife, Aleksandra Beļcova, toured Europe, as
               well as kept in touch with artist friends in Petrograd. As a result, Sūta was particularly
               well placed to follow trends in western European art and in the Soviet Union. He was
               instrumental in the creation of the Baltars porcelain studio. Sūta was particularly interested in combining decorative and commercial
               arts with “high art.” At the outbreak of World War II, Sūta was evacuated to the Caucasus, where he was executed in 1944 on false charges.
               He was rehabilitated in 1959. See also  .
            

         

         
         	ŠVĀBE, ARVĒDS (1888–1959)

         
         	
            Though he received his university training in history in Moscow, Švābe made his debut
               in Latvian intellectual history as a poet in the pre–World War I years. After 1918, his earlier literary efforts were eclipsed by his stature as a
               historian, which he developed as an instructor and then professor at the University of Latvia and as a leading participant in a wide variety of Latvian cultural institutions. From
               1936 to 1941, he chaired the Department of Latvian History at the University of Latvia.
               His 50 published books included fundamental studies in Latvian agrarian history, legal
               history, and medieval history and a well-known basic survey of Latvian history in
               the 19th century. During the latter part of the interwar independence period, Švābe
               was chief editor of the 21-volume Latviešu Konversācijas Vārdnīca (Latvian Encyclopedia), the foremost general reference work on things Latvian produced during the interwar
               period. After immigrating to Sweden in 1944, he also edited a shorter three-volume Latvian Encyclopedia (Latvju enciklopēdija). See also .
            

         

         
         	SWEDEN

         
         	
            Relations between the people in the western and eastern littorals of the Baltic Sea have been persistent but discontinuous over the past millennium. The first contacts
               took place in the Viking age (ninth to 11th centuries), and they were both peaceful
               (trade) as well as warlike (Viking raids). On the eastern side, the Couronians, whose territories adjoined the Baltic Sea, developed quite a reputation as raiders,
               periodically attacking the island of Gotland and places on the Swedish mainland. As
               medieval Livonia became a state, the violent side of the contacts diminished while trade relations
               continued into the later medieval era through the commercial networks of the Hanseatic League, which connected towns throughout the Baltic Sea area. The next set of connections
               developed at the end of the 16th and the early 17th centuries when Sweden, having
               become a major regional power and working with a mercantilist philosophy of statecraft,
               decided to expand permanently into the eastern Baltic area. By that time, however,
               Sweden’s interest in the eastern Baltic was shared by both the Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth and the expansionist Russian Empire. The rivalry among these powerful states manifested itself in a series of wars,
               during which Russia was kept out of the region and which concluded with the Treaty
               of Altmark (1629) between Poland–Lithuania and Sweden. The treaty allocated a part
               of the Livonian territories (including a substantial portion of the Estonian population)
               to Sweden, which area until the end of the 17th century was known as Swedish Livonia.
               The southwestern part of old Livonia—henceforth known as Polish Livonia or Inflantia
               (modern-day Latgale)—went to Poland. The southernmost territory containing a Latvian population—the Duchy of Courland and Semigallia—retained its status as an independent duchy, though the Polish monarchs remained
               the sovereign lords of the Courlandic ducal dynasty.
            

            
            The next century (1629–1721) has entered Latvian collective memory as the “good Swedish
               times” because it is contrasted positively with both the continuing local hegemony
               of the Baltic German landed nobility as well as the later control over the Latvian territories by the Russian
               Empire (1721). The Swedish Crown governed its Livonian territory through a series
               of governors-general, who were directed to refashion the socioeconomic and political
               life of Swedish Livonia to resemble that of Sweden proper. This meant, among other
               things, a continuing power struggle between the entrenched Baltic German landed aristocracy
               and the crown’s representatives. On balance, the crown won these struggles, which
               meant for the Latvian and Estonian peasantry some alleviation of the obligations of
               their serf status, the introduction of some aspects of Swedish law, and continuing efforts by
               the crown to “reduce” landed estates—see —that is, to wrest their ownership away from local aristocratic dynasties and lodge
               it with the Swedish crown. The impact of these policies was very uneven over the Swedish
               Livonian territories; moreover, by definition they had no significance either for
               Polish Livonia (Inflantia, Latgale) or for the Duchy of Courland. Nonetheless, for
               three or four generations of Latvian peasants who were living in Swedish Livonia,
               life was made easier. But Swedish control did not last, and by 1721, as a result of
               the Great Northern War between the Swedish and Russian Empires (1700–1721), Sweden was expelled from the
               eastern Baltic littoral and the whole region came under the sovereignty of the Russian
               tsars.
            

            
            Sweden entered Latvian thinking in a major way again in the middle of the 20th century,
               both as a friendly refuge and, for a brief time, as an untrustworthy friend. In the
               last months of World War II when the German Army was retreating and withdrawing from Latvia and Estonia and the Soviet Army was reentering, Sweden became one of the destinations of Latvian
               and Estonian refugees, who left the Courland and Estonian seacoasts in fishing boats
               and ships and landed on the island of Gotland or on mainland Sweden. It is estimated
               that some 38,000 persons left Estonia and Latvia in this manner (among them about 5,000 Latvians), and most found permanent
               refuge in Sweden and settled there for the next four decades. The Swedish record as
               a neutral country during World War II and as a strong adherent to an early version
               of the “human rights” doctrine was marred when in November 1945 the Swedish government,
               acting on Soviet demands, decided to repatriate to their homelands 167 Baltic-area
               soldiers, 151 Latvians among them. This became a cause célèbre in Swedish society
               as well as among the Baltic-area refugees, because the ultimate fate of the repatriated
               soldiers was assumed to be either execution or the Gulag. Moreover, the Swedish government
               also signed several agreements with the USSR that seemed to imply Swedish recognition
               of the 1940 annexation of the Baltic states. After the renewal of Latvian independence
               in 1991, the Swedish government officially expressed regret for the forced repatriation
               of the Baltic soldiers.
            

            
            From 1945 onward, the Latvian “colony” of émigrés in Sweden, in spite of its relatively
               small numbers, proved to be one of the strongest of the various émigré centers in
               the western world. It had become attractive to a large number of Latvian intellectuals
               and political leaders who did not want to live in exile very far from their homeland.
               The Soviet Latvian regime always pictured the Swedish Latvians as a particularly vicious
               “nest” of bourgeois nationalists, fascist collaborators, and enemies of “Soviet power,”
               and frequently focused its efforts on “turning” the émigrés living in Sweden and especially
               in Stockholm. After the renewal of independence in 1991, Swedish business interests
               saw opportunities for investment in both Estonia and Latvia, and by 2005 Sweden had
               become the largest foreign investor in Latvian economic development. In 1994, 44 surviving
               members of those Latvians repatriated in November 1945 returned to an official event
               in Stockholm attended by the king of Sweden and including a note of regret from the
               Swedish government.
            

         

         
         	SWORDBROTHERS

         
         	
            See .
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         	TABAKA, MAIJA (1939–)

         
         	
            Born in Jelgava in 1939, Maija Tabaka moved to Riga with her family after World War II. Tabaka received some of her early artistic education from Auseklis Baušķenieks before graduating from the Art Academy in 1969. She was an accomplished artist in
               the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic through the 1960s and 1970s with several awards
               and solo exhibitions. As with many artists of the Soviet 1960s and 1970s, however,
               Tabaka straddled the acceptable line between Soviet dictates for the arts and her
               own personal vision—in this case an injection of modernism into socialist realist
               portraiture. Tabaka has continued to work in the contemporary independence period
               and has been similarly awarded state recognition for her career with a Trīju Zvaigžņu
               Order in 2000.
            

         

         
         	TAL, MIKHAIL (MIHAILS TĀLS) (1936–1992)

         
         	
            Tal was born in Riga in 1936 into a doctor’s family. He had learned to play chess by the age of seven,
               and after World War II he played frequently in junior tournaments in Riga, including those of the Young
               Pioneer organization. In 1953, at the age of 16, he won the national chess championship
               of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic. In 1954, he began attending the University of Latvia to study Russian language and literature but continued to play tournament chess as
               well. In 1957, he became the chess champion of the USSR and was awarded the title
               of grandmaster by the World Chess Federation. Continuing tournament chess during the
               next three years, Tal won a match in 1960 against the world champion, Mikhail Botvinnik,
               in Moscow, thus becoming at age 23 the youngest world champion to date. During the
               next decade, while continuing to play in international and USSR tournaments, Tal also
               edited the Latvian chess magazine Šahs. During this period, however, his health began to fail, and he had one kidney removed
               in 1969, but he remained active on the international tournament circuit. Altogether,
               during his lifetime, he played almost 3,000 tournament games, winning some 65 percent
               of the time. Tal died in Moscow on 28 June 1992 of kidney failure.
            

         

         
         	TAUTAS FRONTE

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	TEMPERANCE SOCIETIES

         
         	
            Temperance societies frst began in Livonia in the 1830s as small-scale parish movements with a few dozen or hundred members
               that swore to forego alcohol. The movement was always multifaceted as it contained
               a public health concern (against public drunkenness, alcoholism, and its associated
               vices) and a potential protest against the existing political order as distilleries
               were state monopolies and taverns brought profits to the Baltic German nobility. Perhaps because of these reasons, officials encouraged temperate living
               but did not legalize any of the first organizations. In the 1890s, the movement took
               on a larger public face as some journalists used mass media to encourage the idea. In 1891, the temperance society Auskelis was founded; the organization conducted many public lectures and inspired similar
               societies across Livonia and Courland. During the Revolution of 1905, temperance societies became more aggressive, and the movement included the forcible
               closure of some taverns and the destruction of some alcoholic stores. Again there
               was considerable crossover between the stated goals of the temperance societies and
               revolutionaries’ goals to strike at financial supports of the manor and tsarist system
               (and to keep protestors sober and on task). After the revolution, in 1908, the Vidzeme
               Anti-Alcohol Society was founded with 120 chapters and 5,000 members. The movement
               had frequent congresses to coordinate activity and included activists who became more
               generally active in Latvian politics. The temperance movement continued into the independence
               era but struggled with state acceptance as the state continued a monopoly on spirits.
               Throughout the movement’s history, however, there have been two strands of activism:
               one concerned with limiting the destructive consequences of alcohol abuse, and the
               other using the cover of the movement to gain organizational skills and contacts but
               ultimately focused on other, larger issues.
            

         

         
         	TOBAGO

         
         	
            Tobago is an island near the northern coast of Venezuela, directly north of the larger
               island of Trinidad. In 1640, Tobago was purchased from the duke of Warwick by Duke
               Jacob Kettler of Courland, who was determined to have overseas colonies (cf. Gambia). Though economically beneficial to Courland in the early decades, this colonization
               effort in the New World came to an end in 1690, by which time the Duchy of Courland had demonstrated that it was incapable of governing, protecting, and further exploiting
               the colony over such a long distance. By the end of the 17th century, European activities
               on the island had almost ceased, but it did remain a bone of contention between England
               and France during the 18th century. Later, with the application of sugar cultivation,
               the colony took on a new life. As with the short-lived colony in Gambia, the memory
               of colonial enterprises is occasionally referenced by contemporary Latvian nationalists as an example of past glories.
            

         

         
         	TOURISM

         
         	
            Tourism as an aspect of everyday life in the Latvian territories has not been documented
               with any precision in the period before Latvia became independent in 1918, but anecdotal
               evidence suggests that holiday excursions of various kinds did take place, both leaving
               the Baltic area and coming to it. Understandably, such travel was mostly for those
               citizens who had leisure time and could afford the costs, which probably excluded
               most of the Latvians in the area except for the small Latvian-speaking urban patriciate
               in Riga and other larger cities. Trips were taken to various holiday sites in the interior
               of Russia, in the Scandinavian counties, and in western Europe; attractions in the Latvian
               territories included the well-known beaches of the Gulf of Riga (now the city of Jūrmala)
               as well as the hunting sites in the dense Latvian forests in Courland and Livland. Most such travel was arranged privately on the basis of personal invitations from
               hosts in the Baltic region and abroad. Hotels and other places of public accommodation
               were built primarily for internal travel relating to business.
            

            
            Tourism as a seriously organized set of economic activities in Latvia began in 1929
               with the creation of a Central Tourist Bureau as a joint venture of the Latvian Interior
               Ministry, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and Latvian Railroad Council. The bureau had two goals: to persuade Latvians to travel more both internally
               and externally and to work systematically to create public accommodations in Latvia
               to receive guests from abroad. These efforts had some results: in 1931, some 85,700
               foreign travelers (perhaps not all tourists) visited Latvia, and it is estimated that
               during the second half of the 1930s some 43,000–50,000 Latvians traveled to foreign
               countries (again, not all as tourists). A special surtax on Latvian passports meant
               for foreign travel created a fund not only for advertising but also for improving
               or creating anew tourist accommodations throughout the country. By 1937, in addition
               to 185 hotels and 68 boarding houses, Latvia also had some 441 special overnight houses
               meant explicitly for tourists. Though the numbers suggest increased activity from
               pre–World War I levels, further development of tourism in the interwar years in Latvia was hampered
               by the near absence of a system of long-distance buses and the generally bad conditions
               of roads outside urban areas. Nonetheless, the interwar years did create a fund of
               experience about the practical aspects of the promotion of tourism: appropriate publications,
               especially maps; price reductions of every kind; organized group tours to skiing and
               beach resorts; the training of guides; and the establishment of permanent relationships
               with travel agencies in other countries. Unfortunately, this knowledge atrophied quickly,
               because with the incorporation of Latvia into the USSR in 1940 came an official xenophobic
               attitude toward the “capitalist countries” that did not abate until the death of Josef
               Stalin in 1953.
            

            
            In the post-Stalinist Soviet phase of Latvia’s history, tourism to and from the Latvian
               Soviet Socialist Republic began to be encouraged within the USSR itself and to the
               so-called fraternal republics (i.e., Communist satellite states) of eastern Europe.
               As with so much else in the USSR, tourism was directed and supervised from “the center”
               (Moscow) by Intourist, a large bureaucratic organization with branches in all the
               Union-level republics. Holiday travel was for the most part group travel organized
               by one’s place of employment or an officially approved institution such as the Komsomol.
               Individual travel was generally frowned upon, and hotels and other lodgings were usually
               not prepared to deal with individuals. Moreover, official permission to participate
               in such excursions (especially outside the USSR) depended on having a “clean” biography
               from the Communist Party’s viewpoint, which constituted an absolute prohibition for
               many Latvians whose relatives in 1944 had fled to and were living in “capitalists
               states.” In spite of all these hindrances, the participation of the general population in touristlike activities grew apace in the USSR; conversely, the USSR government,
               recognizing the role of western tourists in enhancing state revenues, began to advertise
               in western countries and, within the USSR, created the well-known “valūta stores” in which westerners could purchase, with western currencies, Soviet-made goods
               not available to normal USSR citizens. For Soviet travelers, the Baltic republics—being
               perceived by them as “our west”—became a favored site for holidays, and special hotels
               in Jūrmala were created for the pleasure and relaxation of only the party nomenklatura.
            

            
            Since the 1991 reestablishment of independence, tourism in Latvia has become a major
               industry and continues to expand its contribution to the GDP with every year. Surveys
               suggest that about 20 percent of Latvian travelers and about 24 percent of foreign
               travelers report crossing the Latvian boundary for the purpose of “holidays,” which
               translates into hundreds of thousands of persons annually. Most of them travel from
               or to countries in the European Union, while travel eastward to the lands of the former USSR was initially stunted but
               after the mid-2000s picked up considerably. The number of tourist accommodations in
               Latvia has risen rapidly, from 209 in 1995 to 343 in 2004, with occupancy rates being
               the highest during the months from June to September (the “tourist season”). It is
               estimated that expenditures in Latvian lats by foreign tourists in Latvia rose from
               74.4 million in 2000 to 141.9 million in 2004. With the continuing displacement in
               Latvia of Russian by English as the common language of travelers, this trend is very
               likely to continue. By 2015, Latvia has become a part of the Baltic Sea tourist cycle and, thanks to the frequent low prices of discount airlines such as
               Ryanair, the destination of English bachelor parties. Sex tourism has increased considerably
               in Latvia, as have many other niche tourist markets. Still, Latvia competes with vacation
               destinations that are warmer and sunnier through most of the calendar year, and therefore
               likely has a ceiling to its tourism potential.
            

         

         
         	TRADE

         
         	
            The history of trade across the territory of modern-day Latvia is difficult to delineate
               across the many states and authorities that have ruled the region. Nevertheless, gross
               generalizations about the more distant past coupled with a more detailed sketch of
               the independent Republic of Latvia is possible. For the bulk of history, economic
               activity on the territory of Latvia has primarily been devoted to agriculture. A system of general serfdom exemplified most of this history. Trade was an important component of this agricultural
               system but perhaps not its most salient feature. Nevertheless, the river systems and
               relatively navigable Baltic Sea encouraged a degree of long-distance trade. This trade existed long before written
               history and ebbed and flowed largely due to political circumstances; periods of peace
               and prosperity led to a greater involvement in trade of surplus goods and the safety
               of trade networks, whereas periods of want and destruction or warfare severely restricted
               trade. In the middle ages, as politics revolved around conflicts of interest between
               nobility, the church, and towns, in periods of the ascendancy of towns and merchants,
               long-distance trade could be quite developed. The Hanseatic charters of several Latvian towns attest to this vibrant trade world. The eastern
               Baltic littoral mostly provided agricultural and animal husbandry products (honey,
               furs, grains) and raw materials (timber and linen) to this trade. Although degrees
               of manufactures almost always existed in these urban settings, vast quantities of
               manufactured goods did not enter into the trade until the imperial Russian industrialization drive of the late 19th century.
            

            
            The industrialization of imperial Russia transformed the lands of modern-day Latvia; agriculture remained the primary economic
               activity, but increasing amounts of agricultural produce were destined for trade through
               the developing railroad and modern port systems. Likewise, rapid population growth in urban centers and developing modern industrial factories produced industrial
               goods and urban goods and services for trade. The benefits of these radical changes
               (as well as the social strife unleashed by such radical transformation) only became
               pronounced in the last two decades before World War I. The war, however, caused massive population displacement, infrastructural destruction,
               and capacity dislocation. Essentially, independent Latvia began trade from zero.
            

            
            Economists generally agree that consistency and predictability are two strong foundations
               of economic growth, particularly in trade, and Latvia has enjoyed neither. In the
               last 100 years, the territory of Latvia has twice been a main battleground of a world
               war for a prolonged period of time and has also hosted wars for independence with
               multiple contending states and armies, partisan warfare, and prolonged foreign occupations.
               Occupations during wartime produced economic activity most interested in aiding the
               war effort, and the long Soviet occupation forced the Latvian economy into the centrally
               (from Moscow) controlled, command economy of the Soviet Union. Furthermore, economic
               statistics during these prolonged occupations are difficult to analyze due to their
               inflated character and use as propaganda. Sandwiched between these wars and occupations,
               two short periods of independent rule (1918–1940 and 1991–) break from these other
               patterns by creating a Latvian economic model onto itself.
            

            
            The second sliver of independent Latvian economic activity began in 1991 with the
               end of Soviet occupation. Although the state did not need to rebuild from the immense
               material destruction of a war, the collapse of a centrally planned command economy
               required similar massive transformation. In a decade, Latvia mostly managed to re-create
               its economy as an open, market-based one through privatization, economic reform, and reorientation. Furthermore, the reorientation led into the
               European Union, which provided considerable aid in funds and expertise. Initially, many people returned
               to family farms with the end of collectivized agriculture, but agriculture’s position
               within the state has slumped severely. If, in the interwar years, Latvia was predominantly
               an agricultural country, by 2015 less than 10 percent of the labor force works in
               agriculture producing goods worth less than 5 percent of GDP. Latvia’s economy relies
               primarily on services (67 percent) and industry (24 percent). Timber and wood products
               are once again a cornerstone of Latvia’s export trade and together with textiles,
               machinery, metals, and foodstuffs accounts for more than $13 billion in export trade.
               Latvia’s most important export partners are: Lithuania (17.7 percent), Russia (14.7 percent), Estonia (11.2 percent), and Germany (6.6 percent). The importance of Russia has consistently dropped from 1989, and interestingly
               the importance of Estonia and Lithuania has risen in the same time period. Latvia
               still imports more goods (valued at $16 billion a year) than exports, and thus runs
               a trade deficit. Latvia primarily imports machinery, consumer goods (including foodstuffs),
               chemicals, fuels, and vehicles. Lithuania (17 percent) and Estonia (7.7 percent) account
               for more than a quarter of all imports, with Germany and Poland accounting for almost
               another quarter.
            

            
            Generally speaking, Latvia’s macroeconomic indicators in terms of trade and the economy
               are currently quite strong, and the country has emerged from the deep depression of
               2008–2011. Still, the ever-present danger of external consequences beyond Latvia’s
               control can quickly derail economic growth, and serious demographic weaknesses pose
               long-term problems.
            

         

         
         	TRADE UNIONS

         
         	
            The first trade unions in the Latvian-language territory of the Baltic provinces were organized by the Latvian Social Democratic Workers Party (SDWP) in the fall of 1905, but these were closed by the tsarist government. From 1906 to
               1914, union organizers continued to play a cat-and-mouse game with the government
               because a new law did permit organizations of the union type but with limited rights
               (no right to strike, for example, and no centralized leadership). Some unions, attempting
               to skirt the limitations, came into being, were shut down, and reorganized under a
               different name. Some 14 unions were active in this period, and their activities did
               not stabilize until the founding of the Latvian state after World War I in 1919, when a central trade union bureau was established in Riga still under the leadership of the SDWP. There was a continuing internal struggle in
               the union movement between those members who had fully or partially adopted a Bolshevik ideology and those who wanted to continue their operations in concert with the laws
               of the newly established Latvian state. This caused a split in the union movement
               between the so-called Communist unions (largely dock and transportation workers) and
               others. Both continued operations during the 1920s, but membership in the Communist
               unions continued to shrink and in the others to grow. By 1934, the union movement
               in Latvia had 30,200 members organized in 29 unions, the largest of which were the
               unions of railway workers, printing trades unions, and teachers’ unions. Also by 1934,
               union activity, using strikes and work stoppages, had succeeded in obtaining 22 agreements
               with different enterprises over a broad range of questions such as working hours,
               wages, and health insurance. Representatives of the unions’ central bureau participated
               in the international congresses of trade unions in 1924, 1927, 1930, and 1933. Precise
               statistics on total membership are lacking, but it is estimated that only about 25–33
               percent of all wage laborers in Latvia were members of a union.
            

            
            In 1934, the union movement in Latvia entered a long period of dependency during which
               their existence and activities were strictly controlled by the government. During
               the authoritarian rule of Kārlis Ulmanis (1934–1940), the central bureau of the Latvian union movement was closed, strikes
               were forbidden, and unions—which did remain in existence as identifiable entities
               with about 77,000 members—were run by officials appointed by the Ministry of Interior.
               Following the massive disruptions of the Latvian economy during World War II (1940–1945), union activity resumed in what was now the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic
               (SSR), but from 1945 to 1991 unions were simply dependent components of the command
               economy of the USSR and its constituent republics. In 1949, there were in the Latvian
               SSR some 22 so-called unions with an estimated 180,000 members, but these organizations
               had no rights to act independently, and their activities were guided by Latvian Communist Party supervisors. Insofar as the party saw itself as the “vanguard of the proletariat,”
               the possibility of independent activities on the part of the “workers” was not countenanced.
            

            
            The return of Latvian independence in 1991 meant also the return of independent trade
               union activity. By law, all workers, except those in the military, have the right
               to form and join unions, which in turn have the right to elect their own leadership
               and to affiliate internationally. By 2002, the Latvians Free Trade Union Federation
               had in it 38 unions, with a total membership of about 250,000. This represents an
               estimated 30 percent of all wage and salaried employees. The federation is a member
               of the International Labour Organization and the Nordic Trade Union Council, and individual
               unions have established working relationships with unions in Sweden, Finland, Germany, and other countries. Although unions have the right to strike, this right has been
               exercised sparingly. Laws dealing with labor conditions in Latvia mandate a minimum
               employment age of 15 and a maximum workweek of 40 hours. By law, Latvian workers receive
               four weeks of paid vacation annually. Workplace conditions are regulated, but the
               enforcement of workplace rules remains uneven. Unions initially began their existence
               in a newly independent Latvia hesitantly; labor activism was popularly seen as too
               close to the politics of the USSR. After more than two decades, however, unions, particularly
               of public service employees (teachers and health care professionals), have slowly
               found their voice and have begun to press for issues important to their memberships.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	TRASŪNS, FRANCIS (1864–1926)

         
         	
            Francis Trasūns was one of the leading political activists and journalists before
               World War I in Latgale, those districts that before the formation of the Latvian state were administratively
               part of Vitebsk Province and not of the Baltic provinces (Livland, Courland), where most Latvians lived. Trasūns received his theological education in St. Petersburg,
               but after 1891 the Russian authorities kept him under surveillance and in 1896 exiled
               him to the interior of Russia. Trasūns argued for cooperation of all Latvians regardless of where they were living
               and through his publications became one of the leaders of the so-called Letgallian awakening. After 1905, he was an elected representative to the Russian Duma from Vitebsk. After 1918, he lived in Riga and participated in the work of the National Council, the Constitutional Assembly,
               and the first two Saeimas (parliaments). He also worked for a while as a minister for Letgallian affairs in
               a cabinet headed by Kārlis Ulmanis.
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         	ŪDRE, INGRĪDA (1958–)

         
         	
            Ingrīda Ūdre was born in Riga and received a master’s degree in economics from the University of Latvia in 1996. She first won a seat in the Saeima in 1998 representing the New Party (Jaunå Partija) and served as minister of the
               economy in the short-lived Krištopāns government (1999). She was elected to the following
               Saeima from the Green Farmers Union (Zaļo Zemnieku Savienība) and from this mandate was elected speaker of the Saeima
               in 2002. She served in this capacity until 2006. She failed to retain her post in
               the 2006 Saeima elections. She was the second woman to serve as speaker.
            

         

         
         	ULMANIS, GUNTIS (1939–)

         
         	
            On 7 July 1993, Guntis Ulmanis was chosen by the newly elected fifth Saeima to be president of Latvia, which renewed the institution of the national presidency
               that had been discontinued with the beginning of the Soviet period in 1940. The last
               occupant of the presidency had been Guntis Ulmanis’s paternal grandfather’s brother
               Kārlis Ulmanis. Guntis Ulmanis had been deported to Siberia in 1941 but returned to Latvia in 1946,
               finished his primary and secondary education, and graduated from the Economics Faculty
               of the University of Latvia in 1964. From 1965 to 1989 he was a member of the Latvian Communist Party, in which several efforts were made to expel him because of his kinship with the
               last president of the independent interwar state. Before election to the presidency,
               Guntis Ulmanis worked as the director of social services in the Riga district and was on the board of the Latvian State Bank. He was and continues to be
               a member of the (renewed) Agrarian Union, which received the second highest plurality of deputies in the fifth Saeima in 1993.
               In June 1996, Ulmanis was reelected to the presidency for his second term, receiving
               53 votes in the parliament. After stepping down as president in 1999, Ulmanis continued
               to work in Riga as a businessman and remained involved in Latvian politics.
            

         

         
         	ULMANIS, KĀRLIS (1877–1942)

         
         	
            Kārlis Ulmanis was the most prominent and controversial political leader of the first
               period of Latvian independence (1918–1940). Born into a farm family and completing
               his secondary education in 1896, he then pursued more specialized training in agriculture, especially dairy sciences in Germany and Switzerland. During this time, he continued to write for the Latvian press; in
               1905, he was arrested by the tsarist police for an article thought to be a threat
               to public order. Ulmanis was freed in 1906, but in 1907, fearing further harassment,
               he went into exile in the United States. In 1909, he graduated with a degree in agricultural science from the University
               of Nebraska and in 1913 returned to Latvia. There, Ulmanis continued his work as an
               agricultural journalist, becoming active as well in various quasi-political agriculturalist
               organizations. In 1917, he was instrumental in forming the Agrarian Union political party, which was to become one of the principal parties during the first
               independence period. Together with other Latvian political parties, the Union joined in proclaiming an independent Republic of Latvia on 18 November
               1918. From that date until the end of the parliamentary era in 1934, Ulmanis served
               in leadership positions—mostly as prime minister—in many governments. On 14–15 May
               1934, Ulmanis and a small group of trusted friends carried out a coup, suspending
               the Saeima and all political parties (including the Agrarian Union) and introducing his personal
               rule at the head of a personally appointed cabinet of ministers. He justified his
               coup by arguing that Latvian political life had become virtually paralyzed because
               of parliamentary inactivity and corruption. From 1936 to 1940, Ulmanis was both head
               of government (prime minister) and chief of state (president). Though continuing to
               promise a new reformed constitution, he instead reorganized the Latvian economy along corporatist lines and introduced dozens of other reforms stressing national
               unity and emphasizing the agrarian sector above others. In 1939, the Ulmanis government
               agreed to the stationing of Soviet troops on Latvian soil, and in 1940 he remained
               in office as essentially a captive figurehead for about a month after the Soviet Army
               occupied the country in June and Soviet officials engineered the election of a pro-Soviet
               Saeima that was to request annexation of Latvia to the USSR in August. Before annexation,
               however, Ulmanis was deported to the interior of Russia, where he died in 1942.
            

         

         
         	UMBRELLA REVOLUTION

         
         	
            The umbrella revolution is the popular nickname given to public demonstrations against
               the government of Aigars Kalvītis in the fall of 2007. Kalvītis had led one of the longest-standing governments in
               Latvia’s relatively short democratic history, but a few years of economic prosperity
               were near their end. Kalvītis, to many, came to represent an era of corrupt politics
               subservient to Latvia’s oligarchs. Kalvītis sought to dismiss Aleksejs Loskutovs,
               the independent head of the government office tasked with rooting out corruption,
               but Loskutovs fought his termination in court. These actions galvanized growing public
               dissatifaction and led to protest meetings outside of the Saeima in October 2007. Due to bad weather, most protestors brought umbrellas, and media coverage centered on a sea of umbrellas. In the short term, the umbrella revolution
               had little effect. Still, coupled with a sudden economic downturn, the Kalvītis government
               fell. The Godmanis government that followed did not stop antigovernmental feelings but muted public
               protests. Eventually, the Godmanis government fell as well, and the eventual successor
               to the umbrella revolution, the political party Unity, formed a new government with
               Valdis Dambrovskis at its head (followed by Unity-led governments led by Laimdota Straujuma). The Unity Party includes a strand closely linked to the umbrella revolution. The
               umbrella revolution’s significance lies more with being a popular protest movement
               that effected governmental change (something unique in the post-1991 period) than
               with being a movement that achieved its stated aims. An unrelated umbrella revolution
               in 2014 in Hong Kong has superseded the Latvian example’s use of the term.
            

         

         
         	UNITED NATIONS (UN)

         
         	
            Latvia has had representation in the United Nations since 17 September 1991, shortly
               after regaining independence from the USSR. It maintains a permanent mission in the
               New York headquarters, consisting of the ambassador and currently five counselors
               and staff. Since 1991, delegates from Latvia have been involved in the work of the
               UN in a variety of ways. Representatives of the country have sat on most UN commissions,
               and Latvia’s armed forces have participated in multiple UN peacekeeping missions,
               including in Bosnia-Herzegovina from 1996 to 2009, in Albania in 1999, in Macedonia
               in 2003, in Kosovo from 2000 to 2009, in Iraq from 2003 to 2008, and continuing in
               Afghanistan from 2003, in Somalia from 2011, in Mali from 2013, and in the Central
               African Republic from 2014. At various times since 1991, Latvian representatives have
               also been elected to a number of juridical and problem-focused structures of the UN:
               the International Criminal Court, the International Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia,
               the General Assembly of the World Intellectual Property Organization, the World Meteorological
               Organization, the Preparatory Commission for the World Summit on the Information Society,
               and the Bureau of the Commission on Human Rights. The UN has representation in Riga for a wide variety of its organizations as well. These include the International Organization
               for Migration, the UN International Drug Control Program, the UN Population Fund,
               and the UN High Commissioner for Refugees. In addition, the UN Development Programme’s
               representatives work to implement a large number of initiatives that are focused on
               some of the problems Latvia continues to face: social and political integration, eradication
               of poverty, promotion of gender equality, equalization of regional development, controlling
               of HIV/AIDS, improvement of a lagging agricultural sector, legal reform, improvement
               of public administration, strengthening of the domain on nongovernmental organizations
               (NGOs), and implementation of environmental protection measures.
            

            
            Since 1992, the Bretton Woods organizations—the International Monetary Fund (IMF)
               and the World Bank—have also had representation in Riga. The IMF has helped Latvia
               to implement various economic policies and has provided technical assistance and training
               for government and central bank officials. During the economic crisis of 2008, the
               IMF provided a massive bailout of the Latvian state, ensuring revenues yet demanding
               severe austerity in future budgets. This would become a blueprint for other international
               bailouts as the crisis extended across Europe. Latvia repaid its bailout by 2013,
               the first state to do so in full. The World Bank worked to help Latvia achieve and
               continue microeconomic and financial stability and structural reforms and has also
               financed economic growth.
            

         

         
         	UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

         
         	
            Interaction between the United States and Latvians began in the 1860s in a minor way
               when Latvians, reading the new literature being provided for them by the figures of the “national awakening,” read translations of Harriet Beecher Stowe’s Uncle Tom’s Cabin and some of the short stories of O. Henry. There may also have been a few Latvians
               immigrating to the “New World,” including the Jewish tailor Jakob Davis (Youphes),
               who is credited with inventing modern jeans, but little is known about most of them.
               That number rose to several thousand by the 1890s (still small when compared to Lithuanians,
               for example), and the end of the 1890s saw the appearance of Latvian organizations
               in such larger eastern seaboard cities as Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. The
               numbers rose again just after the Revolution of 1905 when thousands of Latvians fled tsarist Russia fearing persecution for “revolutionary” activities or sympathies. This number included
               as well Kārlis Ulmanis, who was to become the principal political figure in Latvia after the new Latvian
               state was founded in 1918. Ulmanis stayed in the United States from 1907 to 1913,
               settling down in the Midwest and eventually earning a degree in agricultural science
               at the University of Nebraska. Others of this “1905 generation” of emigrants settled
               in the larger eastern cities, joining the Latvian “colonies” there, or went to other
               parts of the United States. The political coloration of this generation of emigrants
               included liberals like Ulmanis but on balance was far more to the left, including
               moderate socialists as well as adherents of the Bolshevik cause. A number of these Latvians became actively involved in American left-wing activities
               and causes. Still, when compared to the millions of emigrants coming from eastern
               Europe to the United States during this period, the number of Latvians remained small.
               The U.S. government was forced to reckon officially with Latvia after World War I, as the new Republic of Latvia (proclaimed in 1918) sought international recognition
               of its independence from Russia.
            

            
            U.S. foreign policy initially took a wait-and-see attitude, preferring an “undivided Russia.” Official
               recognition did not come until 1923, when the emergence of new nations in eastern
               Europe had become an undeniable fact; also, U.S. foreign policy tended to view Latvia
               as part of a set of “Baltic states” that included Estonia and Lithuania as well. The amount of U.S.–Latvian interaction expanded in the decades between the
               two world wars, as immigration to the United States continued in small numbers, popular
               culture influences from the United States began to stream into Latvia, and trade relations
               developed, though at a slow pace. In serious literature, the number of translations
               of American writers grew apace, even though the Latvian intellectual world continued
               to be most heavily influenced by the authors of western Europe (e.g., French symbolists)
               and Scandinavian Europe (e.g., Knut Hamsun).
            

            
            Interaction between the two countries took a quantum leap immediately after World War II. The United States, now becoming a superpower and entering the long-lived cold war
               with the USSR, took a benign stance toward all refugees from eastern European communism.
               The policy of not recognizing the Soviet takeover of the Baltic countries (see ) remained in force for the next 40 years. Also, in 1949–1951, the United States absorbed
               several million so-called displaced persons—see —from eastern Europe, some 120,000 Latvians among them. The postwar Latvian refugees
               soon created lively “colonies” in most of the major American cities and sought in
               many ways to resist quick assimilation. By contrast with the “1905 generation” of
               Latvian emigrants, whose numbers by this time had diminished substantially, the DPs
               were staunch anti-Communists and developed a wide array of organizations to seek continuous
               influence with the U.S. political leadership as well as at the United Nations. Inevitably, the Latvians who were children when they came to the United States in
               1949–1951, as well as those who were born soon thereafter in the United States, began
               to assimilate linguistically and culturally, causing generational rifts within the
               U.S. Latvian communities. In spite of this, interest among them in the homeland of
               their parents and grandparents remained strong; correspondingly, among Latvians growing
               up in the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic (SSR), interest in things American was
               strong even though official Soviet policy kept such interest well under control and,
               in the Latvian SSR, developed repressive policies to diminish contacts between Latvians
               there and those in the United States.
            

            
            This configuration changed completely with the collapse of the USSR and the renewal
               of Latvia’s independence in 1991. The Latvian communities in the United States no
               longer needed to think of themselves as being in “exile” because return was now possible.
               Only a few thousand, many of them retirees, have in fact returned to live out their
               lives in the land of their birth. A small number of politically and culturally engaged
               younger Latvian Americans have also returned to Latvia, bringing with them American
               attitudes, work habits, cultural proclivities, and English-language skills. Official
               U.S. foreign policy had hesitated to recognize the 1991 reestablishment of Latvian
               independence but did so after some five or six other countries (including the Russian
               Federation) had officially recognized the fact. Thereafter, relations between the
               two countries have been completely open and friendly. The United States supported
               the extension of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) to include the Baltic states, and they, including Latvia, became members in March
               2004. On its side, Latvian society has been absorbing all western influences rapidly,
               to the extent that a segment of Latvian intellectuals, especially linguists, are now
               expressing worry about the “Americanization” of Latvian language and popular culture in the same way Latvians of earlier generations worried about
               Germanization (second half of the 19th century) and Russification (end of the 19th century and the Soviet period). Following Russia’s aggressive foreign
               policy under Putin in Georgia, Crimea, and the Ukraine, the United States has bolstered
               its military support of Latvia through an expansion of the NATO presence in the Baltic
               states. See also .
            

         

         
         	UNIVERSITY OF LATVIA

         
         	
            Until the fall of 1919, the principal institution of higher learning in the Latvian
               territories was the Riga Polytechnic Institute (RPI), founded in 1862. During World War I, however, the faculty and staff of the RPI relocated to Moscow to escape the threat
               of occupation of Riga by the German Army. The RPI continued to function in Moscow in straitened circumstances
               until May 1918, when its personnel returned to Riga. By that time, however, Latvia
               had declared its independence and the new government had begun to make plans for creating
               a university reflective of the new circumstances. The University of Latvia officially
               opened on 28 September 1919, with nine faculties (subject areas), 110 instructors
               in various categories, and 940 students. The university underwent almost continual
               expansion during the interwar years, having by the end of the 1930s a much more differentiated
               structure of faculties, 946 instructors of various kinds, and approximately 7,200
               students. Initially, in 1919, the university operated from two locations, including
               its main building (No. 19 Raina Boulevard in Riga), which before World War I had housed
               the RPI; by the end of the 1930s, its activities were taking place in some 17 buildings
               in various locations in Riga and its environs.
            

            
            The university continued to operate during World War II under the restrictions and changes imposed on it by the Soviet (1940–1941) and German occupations (1941–1944). In 1944, many of the erstwhile faculty of the university
               became refugees in postwar Germany, Sweden, and eventually North America and Australia (see ). When the university resumed its work in the postwar period in the Latvian Soviet
               Socialist Republic, it was with a fully reconstituted faculty and teaching program,
               following the university model imposed everywhere in the Soviet Union. During the
               next 45 years, the university experienced its renaming as the Pēteris Stučka State University, the transfer of many of its research activities to the Latvian Academy of Sciences, repression of many faculty members for insufficient fulfillment of the Communist
               Party–controlled teaching program created in Moscow, and the growing weight of Russian
               as the language of instruction and scientific work of all kinds. At the same time, a considerable
               amount of creative research was accomplished, especially in the exact sciences. At
               the end of the Soviet period, the university had 13 faculties, about 670 instructors
               in various categories, and about 6,700 students.
            

            
            During the post-1991 period of renewed independence, the university has remained the
               flagship institution of the education system of Latvia, though the list of institutions of higher education has been expanded
               by other, smaller universities (some private) of various kinds. The reduced education
               budgets of the post-1991 period have led many university teachers to hold second and
               third jobs paralleling their university duties. The introduction of tuition payments
               (on the western model) has replaced the allegedly “free” university education of the
               Soviet period. But the increased embeddedness of the university in the Europe-wide
               higher education system (especially after Latvia joined the European Union in 2004) is likely to transform the university still further and eventually stabilize
               both its research and teaching activities.
            

         

         
         	UPELNIEKS, KRISTAPS (1891–1944)

         
         	
            Kristaps Upelnieks organized Latvian armed forces for Latvian independence during
               World War I and World War II. He was most responsible for the formation of the Kurelieši group that led to the only organized military oppsotion to German rule in World War
               II.
            

            
            Upelnieks was born in 1891 and initially studied to be a teacher. He was mobilized
               into the Russian imperial army in the summer of 1914 and served in Galicia. He rose
               through the ranks as a noncommissioned officer and served in the Latvian Rifles (Strēlnieki). He traveled through Vladivostok in 1918, where Jānis Kurelis was also active in organizing local Latvian refugees and soldiers, before returning
               to fight in Latvia’s Independence   Wars in 1919 and 1920. He continued to serve in the army and in government through the
               1920s and 1930s, supplementing his skills with studies at the University of Latvia. After the outbreak of World War II, Upelnieks helped General Kurelis form irregular
               troops, first near Riga, later near Talsi while acting as the head of the military commission of the underground
               Latvian Central Council.
            

            
            In the fall of 1944, the forces under Kurelis (the superior) and Upelnieks (the acting
               leader) mushroomed in the outskirts of Talsi and eventually garnered German suspicion.
               German forces caused the surrender of most of the Kurelieši and arrested its leading
               officers, including Upelnieks. Upelnieks (and seven other officers) was tried by a
               military court on 14 November and sentenced to death. He was executed on 20 November
               1944. A few units, led by Roberts Rubenis, that did not surrender fought German encirclement
               through November and December 1944. These actions were the only organized Latvian
               military resistance to German occupation during World War II.
            

         

         
         	UPĪTS, ANDREJS (1877–1970)

         
         	
            Upīts was possibly the most prolific Latvian author in the 20th century, since his
               literary career as a journalist began before World War I and ended well into the Soviet period of Latvian history. Always an exponent of literary
               realism and deeply sympathetic to various left-wing political causes before World War II, Upīts had little trouble fitting into the post-1945 Latvian literary establishment,
               in which he quickly became the most lionized figure. Although a popular and well-rewarded
               author during the interwar period, Upīts later insisted that his life in the interwar
               years was one of uninterrupted oppression. In his literary criticism, he was a staunch
               defender of socialist realism and viewed the history of Latvian literature in terms of authors’ contributions to the “progressive” movement of history. In the
               later decades of his life, Upīts participated in the Latvian Communist Party’s frequent attacks on Latvian émigré authors and the cultural world they had created
               outside Latvia after World War II.
            

         

         
         	URBANIZATION

         
         	
            The balance between people living in cities and in rural areas in the Latvian territories
               of the eastern Baltic littoral has not had an unbroken history. The proportion of
               the total urban population rose steadily throughout the 19th century, starting at about 7.3 percent in 1800,
               doubling to about 14.8 percent in 1863, then doubling yet again to about 28.3 percent
               in 1897. By the time World War I started in 1914, the urban proportion had risen to 40.3 percent. But the destructiveness
               of the war ended this pattern. Courland (Kurzeme) was occupied and administered by the German Army for most of the war, triggering an exodus of about 600,000 refugees who fled
               to Livonia (Vidzeme) and to the interior of the Russian Empire. Fearing further German advances, the Russian government dismantled many of
               the factories of Riga and transported this equipment to the interior. The human destructiveness of the world
               war and of the subsequent Independence Wars (lasting until 1920) reversed the prewar population trends. The total population of
               the Latvian territories of the Baltic provinces in 1914 stood at about 2.5 million
               persons, but the independent state of Latvia in 1922 had only 1.8 million persons.
               The proportion living in urban areas in 1914 (40.3 percent) had fallen to 23.8 percent
               in 1920.
            

            
            The urban proportion of the population recovered its pattern of upward movement fairly
               quickly during the first independence period, so that the proportion stood at 37.2
               percent in the final census of independent Latvia in 1935. In spite of the population
               losses and dislocations associated with World War II, Latvia’s urban population continued to increase during the Soviet period and stood
               at 51.7 percent in 1959, 61.0 percent in 1970, and 66.5 percent in 1979. During the
               past quarter century, however, the rate of increase slowed considerably and remained
               within 67–69 percent. In the 2005 census, the proportion of urban dwellers in Latvia
               stood at 68 percent, just a shade above where it had been in 1986 (67.8 percent).
               The post-1991 period of renewed independence has not witnessed an increase in the
               urban population, and the country appears to have stabilized at a balance of 68 percent
               urban and 32 percent rural.
            

            
            Though not a smooth curve, the trend line of urbanization in the Latvian territories
               historically has pointed upward, suggesting that in this respect Latvians during the
               past two centuries were no different than other Europeans. But among Latvians, the
               “push” factors (the alleged dreariness of rural life) are not always easy to disentangle
               from the “pull” factors (the attractiveness of city life). Before the 20th century,
               the largest cities (Riga, Daugavpils, Jelgava, Liepāja) in the Latvian territories were not receptive to population growth of any kind,
               let alone a large influx from the countryside. The proportion of Latvians in Riga
               stood at only about 30 percent in 1881 and did not reach majority status (54.9 percent)
               until 1920. By 1897, in only a handful of the smaller cities did the proportion of
               Latvians stand above 50 percent, and only in the first independence period did that
               proportion climb to above 50 percent in most of the cities and towns outside Riga.
               This trend was reversed during the Soviet period, when the proportion of Latvians
               in Riga began to drop (63 percent in 1935; 46 percent in 2014), with trends in the
               cities and towns outside of Riga, with some exceptions, showing the same direction.
               By the time independence was reachieved in 1991, statistically at least Latvians could
               be said to have at least partially deurbanized, with most of the populations of the
               largest cities and towns having majority Russian and other Slavic-language populations.
               The Latvian portion of the Riga population has grown over the past half decade (41
               percent in 2000, 42.3 percent in 2005, 45.7 percent in 2014), and in 2006 Latvians
               made up the plurality. Over the last decade, the populations of most of Latvia’s towns
               and cities have dropped (Riga included) as the general population has fallen.
            

            
            These long- and short-term population trends suggest the reason Latvians have had
               difficulties with incorporating the urban component into their national identity.
               Until the early 20th century, cities and towns, though admired for their wealth and
               opportunities and celebrated in Latvian folklore, were also thought by many if not most Latvians to be primarily the venue of non-Latvians
               (Germans, Jews, Russians). This attitude began to change during the first period of independence, which ironically
               also contained a half decade of authoritarianism under Kārlis Ulmanis, who firmly believed that Latvian strength and character had been and should be rooted
               in agriculture and rural ways. In his view, Latvian virtue was associated with the traditional stand-alone
               farmstead. The Soviet period once again reestablished urbanization trends in which
               the proportion of Latvians in cities and towns diminished, and the government of the
               Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic in fact sought to eliminate the stand-alone farmstead
               through collectivization and the creation of “agrotowns.” Post-1991 Latvians have
               inherited these anomalies and are seeking a self-image in which the rural past and
               urban present are reconciled.
            

         

         
         	UŠAKOVS, NILS (1976–)

         
         	
            Nils Ušakovs is the charismatic current mayor of Riga. He was born in Riga and studied economics at the University of Latvia and in Denmark. He taught at the University of Latvia and worked as a journalist
               before moving into politics. In 2005, he began an active career in politics, quickly
               moving into a leadership position within the Harmony Party. He was elected to the
               Saeima in 2006 and in 2009 was elected to the Riga City Council. He rode the 2009 electoral
               victory to assuming the post of mayor on 1 July 2009. In 2011, Ušakovs supported the
               referendum to recognize Russian as an official language, which lost substantially nationwide. Still, popular in Riga and as a spokesman for
               the Russian-speaking community, Ušakovs was easily reelected in 2013. Although Ušakovs
               draws strong rebukes from ethnic Latvian politicians and activists, he remains one
               of contemporary Latvia’s most popular politicians.
            

         

         
         	UZVARAS PIEMINEKLIS (VICTORY MONUMENT)

         
         	
            The Uzvaras Piemineklis is a monument in Riga to the “Liberators of Soviet Latvia and Riga” who drove out the Fascist German invaders.
               The monument acts as a Soviet and more recently ethnic Russian counterpoint to the
               Freedom Monument (Brīvības Piemineklis). The monument is on the grounds of the Victory Park where Kārlis Ulmanis planned to build an elaborate stadium for the spectacles of his authoritarian regime.
               This stadium was not completed before the outbreak of World War II, and in 1979 the Soviet regime began building a monument to World War II liberators
               on the site. The Soviet sculptor Ļevs Bukovskis, who had fought in the Latvian   Legion, and Aivars Gulbis designed the monument’s composition. A 79-meter-tall, five-faceted
               obelisk is capped with a five-pointed gold star. At the obelisk’s base are the dates
               1941–1945 (the years of war for the Soviet Union), and on the opposing side are several
               massive sculptural figures: a woman greeting a group of soldiers/liberators. The monument
               was unveiled in 1985.
            

            
            As the movement to reestablish independent Latvia frequently used the site of the
               Freedom Monument, the opposing campaigns of the Interfront often used the site of the Victory Monument. This dichotomy has become cemented in
               public consciousness, as many ethnic Latvians see the Victory Monument as a symbol
               of Soviet occupation while many ethnic Slavic peoples see it as a symbol of victory
               in World War II and for their current political demands. In 1997, radical Latvian
               nationalists unsuccessfully tried to blow up the monument (two died in the explosion),
               and its importance and meaning has grown exponentially to Latvia’s Russians as a result. The Victory Monument is the center of annual pro-Soviet commemorations
               of the end of World War II in May.
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         	VĀCIETIS, JUKUMS (1873–1938)

         
         	
            Jukums Vācietis was born in Courland and in 1909 graduated from the Military Academy in St. Petersburg. He commanded one
               of the regiments of the Latvian Rifles (Streēlnieki) during World War I but after the March 1917 Revolution joined the Bolsheviks. After the Bolshevik coup in 1917, he achieved high rank in the Red Army, serving
               as its commander-in-chief from 1918 to 1919 and organizing the Red Army’s invasion
               of the Baltic area in support of the short-lived Soviet Latvian government in 1919.
               Removed from his post in 1919, Vācietis became an instructor in the Red Army’s Military
               Academy and was executed in 1938 in Josef Stalin’s purge of the “Old Bolsheviks.”
               He was “rehabilitated” posthumously in the era of Nikita Khrushchev.
            

         

         
         	VĀCIETIS, OJĀRS (1933–1983)

         
         	
            Ojārs Vācietis finished his higher education at the University of Latvia in 1957, worked thereafter for a series of newspapers, and starting in the late 1950s
               began to emerge as a leading poet of his generation. Though published widely during
               his lifetime, Vācietis was nonetheless straining against the limits of the permissible,
               and many of his poems, which could not be published during his lifetime because of
               censorship, appeared posthumously. Vācietis also translated numerous Russian authors into Latvian.
               See also .
            

         

         
         	VADONIS

         
         	
            Vadonis is the Latvian word for leader and became a central tenet of the Ulmanis regime in the 1930s. Borrowing heavily from Mussolini’s Italy, where Mussolini was
               il Duce (Italian for leader); Nazi Germany, where Adolph Hitler was the fuehrer (German for leader); and the Soviet Union, where Josef Stalin was the vozhd, the Ulmanis regime began to reference Ulmanis as Latvia’s vadonis. In regime propaganda, the idea of a leader principle (vad oņa princips) mirrored closely the fascist idea of a leader who demanded unquestioning loyalty and obedience from his nation.
               In each of these cases (the Latvian as well), the leader was attributed with quasi-mythical,
               messianic powers of leading the country through troubled times. In the letter of the
               developed ideology and in the aesthetics of state power during the Ulmanis regime
               (if less so in the actual execution), Ulmanis as vadonis mirrored closely the fascist regimes in interwar Europe.
            

         

         
         	VAGRIS, JĀNIS (1930–)

         
         	
            Jānis Vagris was a functionary in the Latvian Communist Party until 1988, when he was chosen for the position of first secretary. He thus presided
               over the party during the period when it had started to dissolve and when its role
               in the governing of Latvia was facing virtually total public condemnation. When in
               1990 the Latvian Communist Party divided on the question of whether or not to support
               the forces of reform, the centrist Vagris was replaced as first secretary by Alfreds Rubiks, a Moscow loyalist.
            

         

         
         	VAIVODS, JULIJANS (1895–1990)

         
         	
            Julijans Vaivods was a Catholic priest through much of the Soviet era and became Latvia’s
               first cardinal in the Roman Catholic Church. Born near Daugavpils in 1895, Vaivods graduated from the Catholic Seminary in St. Petersburg in 1918.
               He led congregations in Kurzeme during the 1920s and 1930s and continued his studies
               at the Faculty of Catholic Theology at the University of Latvia. Vaivods stayed with his congregations through World War II and for his overseeing of the Liepāja bishopric was made a Prelate of Honor to His Holiness Pope Pious XII in 1949. He
               did not learn of this position until 1963. In 1958, Vaivods was arrested by Soviet
               authorities for antistate activity and sentenced to two years in Mordovia. From 1961,
               he served the Catholic community in Riga. In 1964, Vaivods was named bishop of Riga, one of the highest posts for the Cathoic
               clergy in the Soviet Union. The key Latvian bishops in exile attended this service
               in Rome. In 1983, Pope John Paul II appointed Vaivods a cardinal for his work for
               the Catholic Church despite Soviet persecution. He became the first Latvian cardinal
               and stayed in this post until his death in 1990. He is buried at the pilgrimage church
               of Aglona.
            

         

         
         	VALDEMĀRS, KRIŠJĀNIS (1825–1891)

         
         	
            Krišjānis Valdemārs was one of the principal activists of the 19th-century Latvian
               “national awakening,” having decided in his youth that he would seek to retain his Latvian ethnic identity
               instead of assimilating either to the German- or Russian-language communities, as
               was still being done by many talented Latvians of his generation. He was born into
               a family of well-to-do farmers in Livonia (Vidzeme) (his father was a farmstead head) and received his entire primary and secondary
               education in the Baltic provinces. In 1854, Valdemārs began to study economics at Dorpat (Tartu) University, and there,
               together with Krišjānis Barons and Juris Alunāns, he began to develop what was to become the ideology of the Latvian nationalist movement.
               Even before Dorpat, he had started to publish (in Latvian and German) on a wide variety
               of subjects, and this activity now became increasingly confrontational (aimed against
               Baltic German cultural hegemony) and didactic (intending to instruct Latvians on how
               to improve their economic lot). Valdemārs caught the attention and earned the goodwill
               of the tsarist government with a series of writings on maritime affairs in the Baltic
               provinces, and this helped to prevent serious difficulties arising from his defense
               of Latvians as a nation oppressed by Baltic Germans. He helped to found the nationalist newspaper Pēterburgas Avīzes and by the late 1860s had become well known in the Baltic area as an uncompromising
               defender of Latvian national aspirations. Valdemārs then moved to Moscow and developed
               connections with the Slavophile movement there, while at the same time urging Latvian
               students living in Moscow to write and work in the interests of their co-nationals
               in the Baltic provinces. He remained in Moscow for the rest of his life, continuing
               his journalistic and organizational activities on behalf of Latvian causes. His closeness
               to the Slavophiles, however, forced him to take an ambivalent stance on the Russification policies the central government began to direct against the nationalities of the western
               borderlands after the mid-1880s. As a Latvian nationalist, Valdemārs emphasized economic
               development as the principal Latvian concern, in contrast to other members of the
               Latvian national movement such as Atis Kronvalds, who emphasized the preservation of the Latvian language and the expansion of Latvian cultural endeavors. See also .
            

         

         
         	VALDMANIS, ALFRĒDS (1908–1970)

         
         	
            Alfrēds Valdmanis was a notable economist and politician in the interwar period of
               Latvian independence who during the 1930s worked largely within the Ministry of Finance,
               becoming minister in 1938–1939 during the regime of Kārlis Ulmanis. Afterward, he held a variety of posts in state enterprises and, from 1941 to 1943,
               during the German occupation of the country, worked as the head of the Directorate
               of Legal Affairs in the Latvian self-government—see . Valdmanis was one of the only high-ranking Latvian officials to clash with German
               demands and was turfed from office as a result. He immigrated to Germany in 1944 and after 1945 worked in various jobs in the administration of refugee affairs
               (including for the International Refugee Organization from 1947 to 1948). In 1948,
               Valdmanis immigrated to Canada, where he ultimately found work as a consultant for
               economic development in the province of Newfoundland before an arrest and conviction
               for embezzlement. After a shortened prison term, Valdmanis worked in private firms
               until his death in 1970.
            

         

         
         	VALMIERA (WOLMAR)

         
         	
            Valmiera, located in the center of Livonia (Vidzeme), is Latvia’s ninth largest city, with a 2015 population of 25,344 persons. Valmiera was first mentioned in medieval chronicles in 1213, and a castle was built there by the Swordbrothers in 1224. Like many of the cities of central Livonia, Valmiera was destroyed completely
               several times over the centuries because it lay in the path of armies moving from
               east to west (toward Riga). Unlike many provincial towns, contemporary Valmiera is fairly prosperous with a
               vibrant university (Vidzeme University College, Vidzemes Augstskola) and a successful
               fiberglass factory (Valmiera Fiberglass, Valmieras Stikla Šķiedra).
            

         

         
         	VALSTS ELEKTROTEHNISKĀ FABRIKA (VEF, STATE ELECTRONICS FACTORY)

         
         	
            The beginnings of the State Electronics Factory lie in the first years of independence
               with the repair workshops of Latvia’s Post and Telegraph Agency. Through the 1920s,
               the workshop moved to several different locations and also began the manufacture of
               telephones and radios. In 1928, the workshop moved to the empty “Union” factory at
               Brīvībasiela 214, which would become its iconic location. In 1933, the workshop was
               officially reorganized and named the Valsts Elektotechniskā Fabrika (State Electonics
               Factory) and began the maufacture of most consumer electronics of the day, including
               telephones, radios, cameras, irons, flashlights, and more. The factory even produced
               a few hobby airplanes and automobiles. In the late 1930s, VEF began to produce the
               miniature camera Minox—see  . VEF was reorganized and used for the war effort through both the Soviet and Nazi
               occupations. At the end of the war, much of the factory was dismantled or destroyed.
               VEF was rebuilt in the Soviet era and expanded rapidly in the 1960s, but also concentrated
               production on telephones and radios. At its height, two of every three telephones
               produced in the Soviet Union were built at VEF. Similarly, the VEF-produced Spīdola
               radio became the iconic private radio of the USSR. The factory employed tens of thousands
               and like most Soviet industrial enterprises also housed a host of tangential organizations,
               such as the VEF House of Culture. After independence was restored in 1991, VEF was
               unable to adapt to market economic reforms and the loss of supply chains and markets
               for finished products. The Latvian government’s inability to negotiate a place for
               VEF in the modernization of the telecommunication system was seen as a symbol of the
               state’s industrial collapse and weakness relative to western states and businesses.
               Although VEF followed a tortured path of privatization and reorganization, by 1999 it had ceased any meaningful industrial production. See also  .
            

         

         
         	VALTERS, MIĶELIS (1874–1968)

         
         	
            Miķelis Valters received his primary education in Liepāja (Libau) and then moved to Riga, where he became active in the “new current” movement. Like many of these activists, he was arrested in 1897 and sentenced to
               internal exile in Daugavpils. But he chose to emigrate instead and lived abroad—mostly in Switzerland—for the
               next 15 years, becoming during this time a well-known author of prose, poetry, and
               political commentary. Valters returned to Latvia in 1915 and from that time onward
               worked actively in Latvian politics, occupying a centrist (democratic bloc) position.
               In 1918–1919, he served as minister of the interior and afterward filled a series
               of diplomatic posts, including those of Latvian ambassador to Rome, Paris, Warsaw,
               and Brussels. In Belgium in 1940 when the Soviet Union occupied Latvia, he remained there and for the next three decades continued to write
               and publish on questions of Latvian politics and loss of independence. Many historians
               of Latvian political thought credit Valters with the first systematic defense (before
               World War I) of the idea of total separation of Latvia from the Russian Empire.
            

         

         
         	VANAGS, JĀNIS (1958–)

         
         	
            Jānis Vanags is the current Archbishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Latvia.
               Vanags was born in Liepāja and originally studied chemistry at the University of Latvia. He later studied theology and became an ordained Lutheran minister in 1985. After
               Archbishop Kārlis Gailītis died in an automobile crash in 1993, Vanags was elected by the church synod as its
               new leader. Vanags has moved the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Latvia into a strict,
               conservative reading of the bible and organization of the church. He has frequently
               spoken out against LGBT rights and abortion rights and has reintroduced greater pomp and ceremony to religious
               services and offices. From the time of his election as archbishop, Vanags has curtailed
               the ordination of women as preachers. In June 2016, Vanags presided over a church
               synod that rescinded this right from the church constitution and forbade women as
               preachers. This has aligned his church with the most reactionary of international
               Lutheran churches and strained relations with most international mainstream Lutheran
               organizations. The move may also presage a split within the Evangelical Lutheran Church
               of Latvia, as some congregations have withdrawn from this umbrella organization and
               looked to join the more mainstream Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church outside of
               Latvia, headed by Archbishop Lauma Zusēviča.
            

         

         
         	VASKS, PĒTERIS (1946–)

         
         	
            Pēteris Vasks is perhaps contemporary Latvia’s most accomplished classical music composer.
               Vasks was born into a Baptist family in Kurzeme and due to Soviet restrictions and censorship began his musical career in instrumental music. Vasks began to receive international
               recognition in the 1990s and has become renowned for clear, direct compositions that
               draw inspiration from Latvian folk songs and nature. He has also interspersed vocal
               and choral elements within his compositions. He has received multiple musical awards
               in Latvia, Estonia, Sweden, and Wales. He has also set an international precedent for a new generation of Latvian
               composers, such as the young Ēriks Ešenvalds. See also .
            

         

         
         	VECLATVIEŠI

         
         	
            Meaning “old Latvians” in English, this term has been used in two specific historical
               contexts to juxtapose earlier and later adjacent Latvian generational groups and their
               typical attitudes and behaviors. First, in the mid-19th century, veclatvieši was used to describe those Latvians who had received their professional training before
               the “national awakening” (i.e., before the 1850s) and therefore shied away from confrontations with Baltic German and tsarist authorities, in contrast to the jaunlatvieši (“young Latvians”), who tended to be intensely nationalistic and confrontational.
               Second, in the North American setting in the 20th century, the term veclatvieši was used to describe those Latvians who had emigrated before World War I, to contrast them with the much larger numbers of Latvians who came to North America
               during 1949–1951 (largely as DPs). Among the pre–World War II emigrants, the assimilation process had diminished their attachments to the ancestral
               homeland and the Latvian language. By contrast, the DPs remained highly nationalistic, sought to resist assimilation,
               and 40 years later supported in many ways the return of Latvian independence in 1990–1991.
               These popular classifications, of course, allowed for many exceptions to the typical
               attitudes they were meant to characterize.
            

         

         
         	VEINBERGS, FRIEDRICHS (1844–1942)

         
         	
            After finishing his education in law at the University of Moscow, Veinbergs returned
               to Riga in 1869 and worked as an attorney, participating actively in the expanding organizational
               life of Riga Latvians. He held numerous offices in the Riga Latvian Association, founded several newspapers for which he wrote extensively, and with each decade
               became increasingly more conservative about Latvian political and social problems.
               Despising any form of socialism, Veinbergs welcomed the punitive expeditions the tsarist
               government sent to the Baltic provinces to deal with the participants of the Revolution of 1905. Upon the declaration of independence, he remained skeptical of the possibility of
               Latvian independence; defended, for as long as it was realistic to do so, the rights
               of the tsarist government in the Baltic; and remained partial to the continuing Baltic German presence in the area, supporting the idea that the Baltic provinces should become a duchy affiliated with Germany.
            

         

         
         	VĒJONIS, RAIMONDS (1966–)

         
         	
            Raimonds Vējonis is the current president of Latvia, having been elected to the position
               by the Saeima in June 2015. Vējonis trained as a biologist before moving into local politics in
               the 1990s. In 2002, he was the minister of environmental protection and regional development
               in the Einars Repše government. He remained the minister of the environment through several successive
               governments. In 2014, Vējonis was named the minister of defense in the first and second
               Straujuma governments. When it became clear that President Bērziņš would not have enough votes
               for reelection, Vējonis became the candidate of the leading party of government. In
               January 2016, Vejonis was admitted to hospital with serious heart health complications.
               Although his exact issue was not released, he underwent open-heart surgery, a valve
               replacement, and a medically induced coma. This has reopened the legal debate about
               political authority when the president is incapacitated, particularly as Vējonis’s
               health issues were coterminous with the fall of the Straujuma government and ascension
               of Māris Kučinskis as the new prime minister.
            

         

         
         	VIDZEME

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	VĪĶE-FREIBERGA, VAIRA (1937–)

         
         	
            Vīķe-Freiberga was the second president of the renewed post-Soviet Latvian state,
               elected in 1999 to succeed the first post-Soviet president, Guntis Ulmanis. Born in Riga, Vīķe-Freiberga left Latvia in October 1944, together with her parents and some 200,000
               other refugees, just ahead of the returning Soviet Army. After the next five years
               in DP camps in Germany, Vīķe-Freiberga’s life took a different turn than that of most other refugee Latvians.
               While most of the others immigrated to North America, England, or Sweden, or stayed in Germany, Vīķe-Freiberga’s father in 1949 received a job offer in Morocco, and the family
               lived there until 1954, when they immigrated to Canada. Vīķe-Freiberga continued her
               education in Canadian schools, receiving her Ph.D. in experimental psychology from
               McGill University in Montreal. Eventually, she became professor of psychology at the
               University of Montreal, while at the same time pursuing study of and publication on
               Latvian folklore, particularly the dainas.
            

            
            Although she had been very active and successful in Canadian academic politics, her
               entry into the Latvian political arena was rather sudden and, as it turned out, fortunate.
               She was chosen for the presidency in 1999, according to the Constitution of 1922, by a vote of the Saeima, which found itself unable to back a candidate from any of the existing political parties and thus turned “to the outside.” This relatively independent political position,
               as well as her considerable foreign-language abilities, proved to be extremely useful
               in a time during which Latvia was seeking to finalize integration into international organizations such as the United Nations, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, and the European Union and needed a particularly persuasive spokesperson on the world scene. Reelected for
               a second term in 2003, Vīķe-Freiberga remained an unusually but deservedly popular
               president until the end of her presidency in 2007, with only minor scandals centered
               on travel expenses and dismissive comments on the political role of nongovernmental
               organizations marring her tenure. In her retirement, she has lectured internationally
               and, on occasion, been a suggested, but not nominated, candidate for high-profile
               international posts.
            

         

         
         	VĪTOLS, JĀZEPS (1863–1948)

         
         	
            Vītols received his primary and secondary education in Vidzeme (Livonia), where he was born. In 1881, he entered the St. Petersburg Conservatory and remained
               there as a member of faculty after his graduation. He worked actively in the St. Petersburg
               Latvian community and maintained strong ties with Latvians in the Baltic provinces. Following Latvia’s declaration of independence in 1918, he returned to Riga and helped establish the Latvian Conservatory of Music and worked as its rector and
               faculty member throughout almost the entire interwar period. From these positions,
               he shaped the musical education of virtually all professional Latvian musicians in
               the interwar period. In 1944, he immigrated to Germany, where for a while he directed a music school for Baltic DPs in Detmold. Vītols was not only a successful administrator and instructor but also
               a composer, and his compositions in many genres of Latvian music proved to be models
               for later generations of Latvian musicians to follow.
            

         

         
         	VOSS, AUGUSTS (1919–1994)

         
         	
            Of Latvian ancestry, Voss grew up in the Soviet Union and worked there in a number
               of Communist Party and government posts until coming to the Latvian Soviet Socialist
               Republic in the early 1960s to work in the Latvian Communist Party, of which he was the first secretary from 1966 to 1984. As a loyal member of the
               party apparatus, Voss endorsed and implemented all policy directives from Moscow (e.g.,
               Russification) and thus presided over the Latvian Party during most of Leonid Brezhnev’s period
               of rule, the so-called stagnation era. In 1984, Voss continued his career as a dedicated
               party functionary in Moscow, moving to such higher party posts as chairman of the
               Council of Nationalities of the USSR Supreme Soviet (1984–1989) and member of the
               party’s Central Committee (to 1990). He died in February 1994 at the age of 77. In
               the meantime, the accumulated resentments of the Voss years in the Latvian population played an important role in the rapid collapse of the Latvian Communist Party after
               1988, when the new policies of perestroika and glasnost were enunciated by Mikhail Gorbachev.
            

         

      

      
      
   
      W

      
      
      
         
         	WARM LANDS MOVEMENT (SILTĀS ZEMES KUSTĪBA)

         
         	
            This is the name for a short-lived emigration of Latvian peasants from southern Livland to the Crimea in the early 1840s, shortly before the Crimean War. The movement was
               the result of rural desperation and a series of misunderstandings when, after several
               years of bad harvests in the Baltic area, rumors began that free crown land was being
               distributed in the Crimean region to peasants who were willing to convert to Russian
               Orthodoxy. After a great deal of confusion, during which numerous peasants made the
               trek successfully while others were stopped by the Russian authorities, some 15 Latvian
               rural “colonies” were established in the Crimea, but they lasted for only about a
               generation. See also ; .
            

         

         
         	WHITE STOCKINGS (WHITE TIGHTS, BALTĀS ZEĶBIKSES)
         

         
         	
            The White Stockings are an apocryphal phenomenon associated with Latvian (and occassionally
               Estonian and Lithuanian) female snipers in times of armed conflict. The most recent
               examples come from unsubstantiated reports of sightings in armed conflict in Chechnya,
               Georgia, and Ukraine. Earlier reports linked the presence of White Stocking snipers
               in anti-Soviet campaigns in Afghanistan and Nagorno-Karabakh. The Latvian female snipers
               are frequently reported to originate in Baltic biathlon competitions (cross-country
               skiing and rifle sharpshooting), thus their white winter-wear uniforms and shooting
               prowess. Although mostly gossip and wild rumor, reports have at times appeared in
               the media. Nevertheless, there have been no verified incidents. They have also appeared in
               popular culture in several Russian-language films. Although female combatants have a long history in the Baltic region (both serving
               openly as women or masking their identities), the essence of the White Stocking myth
               is an attempt to put Latvian female behavior beyond the pale of accepted gender norms
               as rabid, Amazon-like, anti-Russian nationalist extremists. Similar descriptions of
               women in combat also appeared in the lore of World War II, the Russian Civil War, World War I, and before.
            

         

         
         	WOMEN

         
         	
            The status of women and the historical relationships between men and women in the
               territory of Latvia have not been researched extensively by Latvian historians. What
               we know comes from historical research on particular institutional and structural
               settings—the farmstead, the family, the law—and those findings in turn have not addressed
               how male–female relationships might have differed among the various economic, ethnic,
               and religious groupings that made up the population of the eastern Baltic littoral. Structural studies of the Latvian farmstead as well
               as folklore research suggest that in the rural world where most Latvians lived until the 20th
               century there existed a general gender division of labor, with men being primarily
               responsible for such daily agricultural activities as plowing, harvesting, marketing,
               supervising of farmhands, and taking care of horses, while women organized the running
               of the residential quarters of the farm, prepared food, and tended to cows and smaller
               farm animals. These were not hard-and-fast delineations of “spheres of labor,” however.
               In the moments in the annual agricultural cycle when labor was at a premium—harvesting,
               for example—both men and women would work side by side in the fields. That the farmstead
               as a successful economic entity was necessarily a joint male–female enterprise was
               recognized by the owner of the estate who controlled the land the peasants worked
               and who had the final say about farmstead headships: In the soul revisions (the censuslike population surveys of the 18th and 19th centuries), unmarried farmstead
               heads were a rarity because an efficient farmstead required both a male head (saimnieks) and his wife (saimniece). Widowed heads (male or female) were a detriment to the farmstead, which accounted
               for the high rates of rural remarriage. Unmarried people (male or female) tended to
               be farmhands, that is, persons responsible only for the work for which they were hired
               and not for supervisory duties.
            

            
            This microworld of work, however, traditionally operated within a larger social system
               in which males had a distinct advantage. Headships generally were bequeathed to a
               son (preferably an older son); in the absence of sons, a daughter needed to marry
               quickly because her husband (called in Latvian an iegātnis) could then take over the headship. When in the 19th century peasants were allowed
               to assume positions in local government (in the county [pagasts] council, for example), it was invariably men who were chosen for or elected to these
               tasks. The underlying values of this rural system of gender relations continued to
               inform the Latvian population until the end of the 19th century, by which time the
               larger cities—especially Riga—had developed a sizeable Latvian bourgeoisie. Only in these later decades and among
               the wealthier Latvian urban dwellers does there appear the notion that female roles
               should ideally be restricted to those of wife and mother and caretaker of the “private”
               dimension of family life, while most male roles would be deployed primarily in the
               “public” sphere: breadwinner, organizational activist, political representative. That
               many Latvian women found these later roles too restrictive was marked by the resonance
               of the “women’s rights” component of the so-called literary and political new current, which in Latvia (in line with attitudinal changes elsewhere in Europe) in the 1890s
               began to challenge a host of social attitudes governing male–female relationships.
               Of particular significance in this regard were the plays of Aspāzija (pseudonym of Elza Rozenberga), which were simultaneously very popular among Latvian
               theatergoers and upsetting to the more conservative segments of Latvian society.
            

            
            When Latvia became independent (1918) and began to function under the Constitution of 1922, women found themselves with a full panoply of political rights, including the right
               to vote in national elections. Examination of the Latvian political world of the first
               independence period, however, shows virtually no women active in national politics
               (parliament members, leaders of political parties, cabinet ministers). A few women were elected to the Constituent Assembly, but Berta Pīpiņa was the only elected female member of parliament. This contrasts sharply with the
               Latvian cultural world of this same period; here, following in the footsteps of such
               authors as Aspāzija and her older contemporary, Anna Brigadere, women authors occupied a significant position. The prominence of women writers was,
               in a sense, a continuation of the older Latvian oral tradition, since the voluminous
               daina (folk song) component of this tradition clearly showed the dominant voice in the dainas to be female. The evolution of gender relationships of the interwar period was cut
               short by the annexation in 1940 of Latvia by the USSR and the formal imposition of
               an official Communist ideology in which gender equality had a significant role.
            

            
            The institutionalization of gender equality during the Soviet period in Latvia (1940–1991)
               remains to be analyzed, though one has to note for the entire period (as in the first
               independence decades) the near absence of women in the higher reaches of party hierarchy
               and in governmental positions. Some assistance to women in their roles as mothers
               was provided by state-run systems of maternal care, subsidies of various kinds, and
               state-operated child-care centers. Labor force participation rates among women were
               probably high, but Soviet-era statistics are notoriously unreliable because they often
               reflected the party’s ideological position rather than reality. The economic changes
               associated with newly acquired independence (1988–1991) probably depressed labor force
               participation rates more for women than for men. By the end of the 1990s, however,
               it appears that approximately 57 percent of men over the age of 15 were employed,
               as compared to 44 percent of women over 15. Some 69 percent of women who were employed
               worked in the service sector (as compared to 49 percent of men). By 2004, the female
               proportion of the labor force in the age range 25–55 fell between 65 and 78 percent.
            

            
            A short history of gender relations in post-1991 Latvia does not offer clear trends.
               The distribution of men and women in the labor force by sector has not changed radically
               from the Soviet period, but the service sector—where women are concentrated—is still
               the fastest-growing part of the total economy, suggesting greater opportunities. State-subsidized
               infant and child care are not a high priority in national budgets; at the same time,
               the proportion of women who do not marry (or who do not have children while cohabiting
               with a male) is growing and is reflected in the below-replacement fertility statistics.
               The proportion of women in the total population for the entire post-1991 period has
               favored women by about 7 percent in all age categories, and life expectancy at birth
               for women in 2004 exceeded that of men by 10 years (women 77.2 years; men 67.1 years).
               If greater insistence on gender equality can be associated with younger cohorts of
               women, then it is clear that in Latvia the size of these cohorts is shrinking (along
               with their political weight and influence), while “carriers” of more traditional attitudes
               (older cohorts of women) are remaining longer in the population. This trend may be
               balanced by the insistence by the European Union (which Latvia joined in 2004) on more visible implementation of gender equality across
               the board. The generational implications of Latvia’s election (and reelection) of
               a woman president (Vaira Vīķe-Freiberga, 1999–2007) are hard to gauge at this time, but she did set a precedent followed
               by the election of Laimdota Straujuma as minister president. See also ; ; ; ; ; ; .
            

         

         
         	WORLD FEDERATION OF FREE LATVIANS (PASAULES BRĪVO LATVIEŠU APVIENĪBA, PBLA)

         
         	WORLD FEDERATION OF FREE LATVIANS

         
         	
            Formed in 1968, the PBLA was a linear successor of the Latvian Central Council (Latviešu Nacionālā Padome), which from 1945 on had been the main organization of
               the Latvian refugees while they had “displaced person” (DP) status in postwar Germany. After its founding, the PBLA sought to unite and focus
               the cultural and political efforts of the various Latvian organizations (such as the
               American Latvian Association [ALA]) that had since the late 1940s appeared in the
               countries to which the DPs had immigrated. In 1993, some of the PBLA leaders joined
               with political leaders in Latvia to form the Latvia’s Way (Latvijas Ceļš) political party to compete in the Saeima elections in June. See also .
            

         

         
         	WORLD WAR I (1914–1918)

         
         	
            Latvia declared itself an independent state on 18 November 1918, by which time the
               wartime hostilities on the western front had already ended with the 11 November 1918
               armistice between Germany and the Allies. But on the eastern front, and especially in the eastern Baltic area,
               regional hostilities continued beyond the armistice date so that the involvement in
               military conflicts of the residents of what was to become the territory of the Latvian
               state did not end until 1920—see . In sum, the ultimate effect of World War I on the people in the Latvian territories
               had both a dark and a light side. The region was devastated economically and the population decimated, but by the end of all hostilities the eastern Baltic region had three newly
               independent states, Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania (as well as Finland and Poland). At the start of the war, the population of what
               was to become Latvia lived in three distinct provinces of tsarist Russia: Livonia, which they shared with Estonians; Courland, which was almost entirely Latvian; and Vitebsk, the westernmost districts of which
               were to enter the new Latvian state as the region of Latgale. These provincial boundaries had existed since the absorption of the eastern Baltic
               region into the Russian Empire during the 18th century. When the war began on 1 August
               1914, amid the mobilization of the Russian Army, the people of these territories responded
               as loyal subjects of the tsar, the men joining the army enthusiastically by the tens
               of thousands and the women becoming engaged in various home-front activities in support of the troops. The expectation
               in the east, as in the west, was for a short war, but that was not to be. After a
               series of battles in the second summer of the war (1915), in most of which the Russian
               Army suffered substantial losses, the German Army had moved into the Baltic province of Courland, and this part of the eastern front had stabilized on this province’s
               northern border. There it would stay until 1917, which means that the territory of
               Latvia had in fact become part of the front.
            

            
            These early failures by the Russian military understandably had major effects on the
               population of the Latvian territories. First, it is estimated that some 20,000 soldiers
               from this population died in the conflicts in eastern Prussia and Poland, and this
               contributed to growing dissatisfaction in the general population with the tsarist
               government. Second, the German occupation of Courland triggered a massive flood of
               refugees north to Livonia and east to the interior of the empire. The usual estimate
               is about 600,000 refugees, but the number is probably higher. In Courland itself,
               the population dropped from a prewar figure of about 812,000 to about 235,000 by the
               spring months of 1915. Third, the flood of refugees necessitated organizations for
               their care, and, in addition to those created by the Russian government, the Latvian
               population itself organized some 260 such groups, mainly in the large urban centers
               where the refugees had ended up. These met regularly and created a far-flung network,
               and the organizational and practical experience gained from working with refugees
               helped to lay the groundwork for the new post-1918 state. Fourth, the Russian government,
               fearing the eventual German occupation of Riga, the main city of the region, began to dismantle the industrial infrastructure of
               the city (and other cities in Livonia) and to transport it to the interior of the
               empire.
            

            
            Fifth, the Russian military failures at the onset of the war strengthened the desire
               among Latvian soldiers for nationality-based army contingents defending, so to speak,
               home territory. Russian military leaders and the tsarist government had generally
               opposed the idea and, fearing the arming of borderland non-Russian populations, scattered
               the soldiers from any particular region as widely as possible throughout the army.
               By May 1915, however, the Russian military leadership no longer opposed such requests,
               and this led to the formation of two brigades of Latvian riflemen, with a total of
               about 25,000 active members and some 15,000 reserves (see ). Latvians serving in other army units were permitted to transfer to these “Latvian
               brigades,” and, in addition, the new recruitment drive brought into these units thousands
               of new fighters.
            

            
            The next two years of the war unfolded in the Latvian territories within this configuration
               of forces, affected by major events outside the Baltic area. By the end of 1917, the
               German Army eventually occupied Riga and the rest of Livonia, bringing its harsh occupational
               rule to these territories, as it had implemented in Courland. The flow of refugees
               out of Latvian territories continued, as did the flow of resources. In the meantime,
               thoughts of Latvian autonomy within a democratic Russia, and even complete Latvian
               independence, became more pronounced among Latvian political leaders. The Latvian
               riflemen units came increasingly under the influence of Bolshevik thinking as the leadership of the Russian Army continued to demonstrate its ineptitude.
               The March 1917 revolution in Russia, the abdication of Tsar Nicholas II, and the ineffectual
               work of the provisional Russian government during the summer months of 1917 continued
               to erode the morale of the civilian population of the Latvian territories as well
               as the Latvians in the Russian military. When the November 1917 coup by Vladimir Lenin
               and his followers brought a Bolshevik government to Russia, which took Russia out
               of the war through the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk with Germany (3 March 1918), Latvian
               political leaders were prepared to find their own way into the future.
            

            
            It is estimated that after World War I and the Latvian Independence Wars, there were
               700,000 fewer ethnic Latvians than there had been before the war, a loss of about
               27 percent. But there now existed an independent Republic of Latvia.
            

         

         
         	WORLD WAR II (1939–1945)

         
         	
            Participation in World War II changed the history of Latvia in fundamental ways. In
               spite of the neutralist foreign policy of the regime of President Kārlis Ulmanis (1934–1940), it was the policies of the European great powers that drove relations
               between the European states in the latter part of the 1930s. Encountering no resistance
               from western European governments, Adolf Hitler’s Germany was eminently successful in its drive to enlarge its “living space” (Lebensraum) from 1936 onward, and by mid-1939 Hitler had begun to contemplate further expansion
               to the east. There his main obstacle was the USSR. On 23 August 1939, however, Germany
               and the USSR signed a nonaggression treaty (the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact) that would bring Latvia (as well as Estonia, Lithuania, and other parts of the European east) into the conflict through secret protocols
               attached to the treaty. The protocols spelled out future “spheres of influence” in
               eastern Europe, allocating the Baltic states to the USSR. The treaty was a green light
               for Hitler to invade Poland on 1 September 1939, which was the opening act of World
               War II.
            

            
            Now that Hitler was assured of having an ally in the east and the USSR saw itself
               as having a free hand in certain eastern European territories, further events followed
               quickly. At the end of September, Hitler issued a call for Germans in eastern Europe
               to “return” to Greater Germany, and this call involved the Baltic Germans of both Estonia (20,000) and Latvia (60,000). The departure of the Baltic Germans
               from Latvia (in two stages) ended their 700-year presence in the Baltic area. On 5
               October, the USSR manipulated Latvia (as well as Estonia and Lithuania) into signing
               a pact of mutual assistance, which included Latvia’s agreement to the stationing of
               about 25,000 USSR troops on its soil in clearly defined bases. The presence of these
               soldiers from October onward signaled to Latvians that the noose was tightening, and
               the USSR’s Winter War against Finland was another reminder. Ulmanis, however, continued
               to call for a neutralist foreign policy, hoping that would permit Latvia to stay uninvolved.
            

            
            That attitude was illusory, however. In June 1940, as Nazi Germany was in the process
               of defeating France, the army of the USSR moved into the Baltic states on the pretext
               that these countries were not observing the terms of the mutual assistance pacts and
               in fact were conspiring against the USSR. In Latvia, President Ulmanis was permitted
               to stay in office so that his signature would be on the documents forming a new government;
               soon thereafter, he was deported to the interior of the Soviet Union. A rigged election
               was held for a new Saeima in July 1940; only one slate of candidates—compiled and endorsed by the embassy of
               the USSR in Latvia—was permitted. The new Saeima requested that Latvia be admitted
               to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, and that request was acceded to by the
               USSR on 5 August. Similarly staged elections were carried out in Estonia and Lithuania,
               both of which were also admitted into the USSR in early August. Thus the Republic
               of Latvia, proclaimed on 18 November 1918, disappeared from the map of Europe, replaced
               by the Soviet Socialist Republic of Latvia. This incorporation was not officially
               recognized by many western governments, including that of the United States (see ).
            

            
            The year between July 1940 and June 1941 witnessed various processes of Sovietization
               of the country. The prewar political and social elites were imprisoned, deported,
               executed, or sidelined. The economy was changed to resemble the Soviet “model.” Wide-ranging
               censorship was imposed on the media and the educational system. The Latvian Communist Party became the dominant political force. Numerous Latvians loyal to the party and residents
               of the USSR since the 1920s were brought from the USSR into Latvia to help staff the
               institutions of the new government. This enterprise, however, was cut short by the
               invasion of the USSR by Nazi Germany on 22 June 1941. The German Wehrmacht quickly rolled into the Baltic area, and the Soviet Latvian government and many of
               its sympathizers fled eastward. For the next four years, Latvia (as well as Estonia
               and Lithuania) was part of the Third Reich, now merged (together with Belarus) into
               a new administrative unit called Ostland. Everyday life in Latvia during these four years was under the control of German
               military and civilian authorities, depending on where the front was located. A Latvian
               “self-administration” was formed, but this operated entirely under German control—see . As a first order of business, the German occupants organized the liquidation of
               the Jewish population of Latvia, which actions were concluded by December 1941, with
               an estimated 70,000–83,000 Latvian Jews murdered (see ). Occupation authorities did not reverse the nationalizing of resources and enterprises
               of the Soviet year, finding that the centralization of control of the Soviet policies
               was useful to German administration. In February 1943, the Germans allowed the creation
               of the Latvian Legion, an armed force of about 100,000 men designated as “volunteers” but in reality drafted.
               The two legion divisions fought on the German side of the conflict until the end of
               the war. Correspondingly, some 110,000 Latvians fought in the Soviet Army.
            

            
            After its failure to take Leningrad, the German Army began to retreat by the end of
               the summer of 1944, and the Baltic area again became the front until the capitulation
               of Germany on 8 May 1945. Not wanting to experience the return of Soviet power, some
               200,000 Latvians fled westward. As a result of its unwilling involvement in the conflicts
               of World War II, Latvia had lost an estimated one-third of its population by the time the USSR reestablished the status of Latvia as a Soviet republic in May
               1945. The economy of the country was in shambles, the civilian population demoralized. The hope that
               somehow the western Allies would turn on their Soviet wartime ally and rescue the
               Baltic states sustained partisan activity in Latvia until the mid-1950s, by which time that hope had disappeared.
            

         

      

      
      
   
      Z

      
      
      
         
         	ZĀLE, KĀRLIS (1888–1942)

         
         	
            During the interwar independence period, Zāle became the most noted sculptor of public
               monuments in Latvia, creating, among other pieces, the Freedom Monument (Brīvības Piemineklis) and the Cemetery of the Brethren, both in Riga. He received his education as a sculptor in Kazan, Moscow, and St. Petersburg before
               World War I, as well as in Berlin from 1920 to 1923. In the latter part of the 1930s, he headed
               the Masters Workshop in the Latvian Academy of Arts and from that position influenced
               the subsequent work of several generations of Latvian sculptors, some of whom continued
               their mature work in the Soviet period of Latvian history.
            

         

         
         	ZAĻKALNS, TEODORS (TEODORS GRĪNBERGS) (1876–1972)

         
         	
            Zaļkalns initially trained as a painter, but while traveling in Europe in 1899, he
               was deeply affected by the sculptures of Auguste Rodin and decided to become a sculptor.
               He continued his studies in Russia and Italy, ultimately returning to Latvia in 1920.
               His submissions for the Freedom Monument (Brīvības Piemineklis) and the Cemetery of the Brethren lost to Kārlis Zāle’s submissions, but he steadily built a reputation for cemetery monuments to famous
               literary figures. His plan for a massive, simple stone sculpture of a pig was to adorn
               the Riga Central Market, but World War II stopped this plan’s realization. Nevertheless, a small-scale version of this project,
               Cūka, is in Latvia’s Museum of Art and is one of its most popular pieces. After World
               War II, Zaļkalns was a celebrated Soviet Latvian sculptor, recognized as a Soviet
               Socialist Republic People’s Artist (1945, 1957) on two occasions and as a Hero of
               Socialist Labor (1971). He unsuccessfully lobbied for the Freedom Monument to be demolished
               as unrepresentative of Soviet values. The Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic Academy
               of Art was named in his honor from 1973 to 1988.
            

         

         
         	ZAPP, WALTER (VALTERS CAPS) (1905–2003)

         
         	
            Zapp was born in Riga to a Baltic German family of merchants. In the 1920s, Zapp and his family lived in Estonia, and he worked in a photographer’s studio, where he became experienced in camera
               construction and film development. In the 1930s, Zapp began work on a subminiature
               camera and began its manufacture at the Valsts Elektrothehniskā Fabrika (State Electronic Factory) in Riga in 1938. In all, 17,000 Minox cameras were produced
               at VEF and became popular internationally. Zapp repatriated to Germany in 1941. He worked on electronic microscopes and founded the German company Minox
               to continue producing his subminiature cameras. He visited Riga in 2001 and was feted
               as an accomplished inventor. The Latvian Academy of Sciences established a prize for inventions in his name.
            

         

         
         	ZARIŅŠ, KĀRLIS (1879–1963)

         
         	
            Like so many others of his generation, Zariņš received his primary and secondary education
               in the Latvian area of the Baltic but higher education in Russia, in his case St. Petersburg. Before World War I, he worked in Latvian organizations in the Russian capital, including for the Latvian
               Refugee Relief Committee during World War I. He returned to Latvia in 1919 and entered
               the diplomatic corps of the new Latvian state. Thereafter, he filled a string of diplomatic
               posts, including those of chargé in Stockholm, ambassador to several of the Scandinavian
               countries, ambassador to Estonia, and from 1933 onward ambassador to Great Britain. In May 1940, the government of
               Kārlis Ulmanis granted Zariņš full authority to continue acting in the name of the Latvian government
               if the government in Riga was unable to do so because of foreign occupation. Using this authority in the post-1940
               period, Zariņš appointed altogether 18 consuls to serve as representatives of the
               de jure Latvian state in those countries that did not recognize the incorporation
               of Latvia into the Soviet Union. Zariņš himself remained in his post in London until
               his death in 1963.
            

         

         
         	ZATLERS, VALDIS (1955–)

         
         	
            Valdis Zatlers was the president of Latvia from 2007 to 2011. Prior to his presidency,
               Zatlers was a physician specializing in orthopedic trauma. He began his medical career
               in 1979 and was sent to Chernobyl in the aftermath of the nuclear accident in 1986.
               In 1990 and 1991, Zatlers studied at Yale University and Syracuse University in the
               United States. After returning to Latvia, Zatlers was a notable and accomplished physician. In
               2007, when the Saeima was unable to elect a president (after the tenure of Vaira Vīķe-Freiberga), Zatlers was proposed as a compromise candidate. The decision, however, was the
               result of a secret meeting of party and business elites at the Riga Zoo, and thus influenced his initial popularity negatively as he was seen as a potential
               pawn of the political status quo. Nevertheless, with time and experience Zatlers developed
               into a storng, independent president. In 2011, as his term was nearing its end, Zatlers
               addressed the nation on live television and declared that the Saeima had lost the
               confidence of the nation. He further accused parliamentary deputies of being beholden
               to Latvia’s three most prominent oligarchs, Aivars Lembergs, Andris  Šķēle, and Ainārs Šlesers. He became the first president (and only) to use his constitutional right to call
               a referendum on whether the Saeima should be dismissed. In the interim, the Saeima
               chose to not reelect its new antagonist, Valdis Zatlers, and instead elected Andris
               Bērziņš. As a result of the referendum, the nation voted to dismiss parliament, and
               Zatlers formed a political party (initially the Zatlers Reform Party, later just the Reform Party) to contest the
               ensuing elections. Zatlers’s party did well and helped form the next government but
               has splintered since. Zatlers himself has withdrawn from daily active politics while
               recuperating from prostate cancer.
            

         

         
         	ŽDANOKA, TATJANA (1950–)

         
         	
            Tatjana Ždanoka is a Russian Latvian politician who has chaired the Equal Rights Party
               in Latvia and served in the European Parliament. She studied physics and mathematics
               and was an accomplished mathematician before embarking on a political career. She
               joined the Tautas Fronte (Popular Front) briefly in 1988 before leaving it for its rival Interfront in 1989. She has been an outspoken politician and organizer for the Russian-speaking
               minority in Latvia. She was elected to the Riga City Council in 1997, but she lost her mandate in 1999 as a result of lustration—a court found her ineligible to serve as she had belonged to the Communist Party
               after 1991. Nevertheless, this ban did not apply to elections to the European Parliament,
               and Ždanoka was elected to this position in 2004. At the European Parliament, Ždanoka
               has been a controversial adversary to the Latvian government and supporter of Russian
               communities in the European Union. She has also spoken out forcefully for her support of Putin’s Russia.
            

         

         
         	ZEIFERTS, TEODORS (1865–1929)

         
         	
            An active participant in Latvian literary circles from the late 1880s onward, Teodors
               Zeiferts became, during his lifetime, the most erudite and accomplished literary critic
               writing in Latvian and is usually thought of as the “father” of this genre of Latvian
               literary activity. Through his voluminous publications (which included a three-volume
               history of literature in Latvia [1922–1925]), he participated in shaping the development of Latvian literature
               during the crucial decades from 1890 to 1930. Zeifert’s own strongly expressed views
               were close to those of the literary realism of the western critics Hippolyte Taine
               and George Brandes, and this introduced in his criticism and evaluation a note of
               impatience with other styles of expression.
            

         

         
         	ZEMGALE

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	ZEMGALS, GUSTAVS (1871–1939)

         
         	
            After taking his law degree at Moscow University, Gustavs Zemgals worked as an attorney
               in Riga, becoming active in a number of Latvian trade and craft organizations and editing
               several daily newspapers. From 1917 to 1919, he served as the mayor of Riga, and after
               the proclamation of Latvian independence he entered the new government in various
               capacities as a deputy in the first and the fourth Saeimas (parliaments), as minister of finance, as minister of defense, and, most notably,
               as president of Latvia. He was elected after the death of Jāņis Čakste in office and the Saeima’s repeated inability to elect a candidate from the Agrarian Union or the Social Democrats. Zemgals was the compromise candidate (a precedent that would become commonplace
               in contemporary Latvia). He stayed in office for one term, from 1927 to 1930, and
               categorically refused to stand for a second term. In 1933, Zemgals was elected the
               president of the Baltic Union.
            

         

         
         	ZEMNIEKU SAVIENĪBA

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	ZIEDONIS, IMANTS (1933–2013)

         
         	
            Possibly the most revered post–World War II poet in Soviet Latvia, Imants Ziedonis received the title of People’s Poet (Tautas dzejnieks) in 1977 and from 1987 onward worked as the presiding officer of the Latvian Cultural
               Foundation. Ziedonis was a member of the post-Stalin generation of Latvian writers
               who were inspired by the brief intellectual thaw under Nikita Khrushchev but came
               to intellectual maturity during the Leonid Brezhnev “stagnation era.” Therefore, his
               poetry and prose had to express themselves in guarded language and ambiguity so as
               not to offend party censors and other political authorities and to avoid the charge
               of “bourgeois nationalism.” Ziedonis’s poetry concerned itself with universal processes but also contained
               disguised polemical attacks on the Soviet Latvian political status quo. His prose,
               on the other hand, tended to be more openly celebratory of specifically Latvian uniqueness
               and condemnatory of the condition in which Latvians found themselves. His children’s
               stories, particularly the Color Stories (Krasainās pasakas), are emblematic of Ziedonis’s genius and success; they are loved by children but
               are equally thought provoking to parents. After 1991 and the arrival of a new period
               of independence, Ziedonis, as an “elder statesman” of Latvian literary culture, wrote
               widely on the need for a Latvian cultural renewal and a supportive governmental cultural
               policy. His funeral in 2013 was a national event. See also .
            

         

         
         	ZINĀTŅU AKADEMIJA

         
         	
            See .
            

         

         
         	ZĪVERTS, MĀRTIŅŠ (1903–1990)

         
         	
            Possibly the second most important Latvian playwright (after Jānis Rainis) of the 20th century, Mārtiņš Zīverts began to write for the Latvian stage in the
               late 1930s and, having immigrated to Sweden in 1944, continued his work there until his death. In Sweden, he founded his own
               theater company. After 1988, a number of his plays were performed in Latvia when it
               became permissible there to read and show the work of émigré Latvian authors. Since
               the renewal of independence in 1991, his plays have been produced regularly on the
               Latvian stage. See also .
            

         

         
         	ZUSĒVIČA, LAUMA (LAGZDIŅA) (1954–)

         
         	
            Lauma Zusēviča was born Lauma Lagzdiņa in Cleveland, Ohio, in 1954 to post–World War II displaced person (DP) Latvian émigrés. She studied religion and became the first woman ordained a pastor in the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran
               Church in America in 1978. She married Ivars Zušēvics in 1980, moved to the Chicago
               area, and worked with the youth branch of the church. In 1985, Zusēviča moved to and
               began work with the Milwaukee, Wisconsin, branch of the church. In 2014, Zusēviča
               was ordained as the church’s first female bishop and in 2015 as its first female archbishop
               and head of the church. Her ascent has contrasted sharply with the Evangelical Lutheran
               Church of Latvia headed from 1993 by Archbishop Jānis Vanags. Vanags has steered his church to the most conservative and traditional wing of the
               international evangelical church. He has refused to ordain women and officially ended
               this right to women in the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Latvia in June 2016. A schism
               within the church may develop in the near future as some congregations leave the Vanags
               organization and join the Zusēviča alternative.
            

         

      

      
      
   
      Appendix 1

      
         
         Past Governments of the Territory of 
Contemporary Latvia
         

         
      

      
      
         
         	
            ca. 1200–1561. Medieval Livionia (territorial authority shared by Archbishopric of Riga, Livonian
               Order, and City of Riga).
            

         

         
         	
            1561–1629. Polish–Lithuanian Commonwealth. Livonia under Swedish rule; Courland autonomous duchy
               with Polish–Lithuanian monarch as sovereign; Latgale ruled directly by Poland–Lithuania.
               Livonia under Russian rule.
            

         

         
         	
            1772–1918. Latgale under Russian rule. Courland under Russian rule. Courland occupied by army
               of German Reich, under direct military rule.
            

         

         
         	
            1922–1940. Republic of Latvia.
            

         

      

      
      Presidents

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Jānis Čakste

               
               
               	
                  1922–1927

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Gustavs Zemgals

               
               
               	
                  1927–1930

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Alberts Kviesis

               
               
               	
                  1930–1936

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Kārlis Ulmanis

               
               
               	
                  1936–1940

               
            

         
      

      

       

      
         
         	
            1940–1941. Republic of Latvia annexed by the Soviet Union and becomes Latvian Soviet Socialist
               Republic.
            

         

         
         	
            1941–1945. Latvia becomes component of Ostland, a new administrative unit created by the Third
               Reich under the authority of Alfred Rosenberg, Reichsminister of the Eastern Occupied Territories.
            

         

         
         	
            1945–1991. Latvia resumes status as Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic.
            

         

      

      
      
   
      Appendix 2

      
         
         Government Institutions, Heads of State, and Government, 1991–

         
      

      
      
         
         	
            1990. Partially democratic elections bring Latvia’s Popular Front to a majority in the Latvian
               Soviet Socialist Republic’s Supreme Soviet. The Supreme Soviet renames itself the
               Supreme Council and on 4 May 1990 declares its intent to restore independence.
            

         

         
         	
            1991. Anatolijs Gorbunovs, as chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Council, is the titular
               head of state. Ivars Godmanis, as chairman of the Council of Ministers, is the acting
               head of government.
            

         

         
         	
            August 1991. Independence restored and internationally recognized; Gorbunovs and Godmanis remain
               in their posts pending parliamentary (Saeima) elections scheduled for 1993.
            

         

      

      
      1993: Fifth Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Anatolijs Gorbunovs, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  July 1993–November 1995

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Guntis Ulmanis elected state president of Latvia (two terms)

               
               
               	
                  1993–1999

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Valdis Birkavs, prime minister (minister president)

               
               
               	
                  August 1993–September 1994

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Māris Gailis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  September 1994–December 1995

               
            

         
      

      

      
      1995: Sixth Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Ilga Kreituse, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  November 1995–September 1996

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Alfrēds Čepānis, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  September 1996–November 1998

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Andris Šķēle, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  December 1995–February 1997

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                   

               
               
               	
                  February 1997–August 1997

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Guntars Krasts, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  August 1997–November 1998

               
            

         
      

      

      
      1998: Seventh Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Jānis Straume, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  November 1998–November 2002

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Vaira Vīķe-Freiberga, elected state president (two terms)

               
               
               	
                  July 1999–July 2007

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Vilis Krištopans, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  November 1998–July 1999

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Andris Šķēle, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  July 1999–May 2000

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Andris Bērziņš, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  May 2000–November 2002

               
            

         
      

      

      
      2002: Eighth Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Ingrīda Ūdre, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  November 2002–November 2006

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Einārs Repše, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  November 2002–March 2004

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Indulis Emsis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  March 2004–December 2004

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Aigars Kalvītis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  December 2004–November 2006

               
            

         
      

      

      
      2006: Ninth Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Indulis Emsis, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  November 2006–September 2007

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Gundars Daudze, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  September 2007–November 2010

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Valdis Zatlers, elected state president (one term)

               
               
               	
                  July 2007–July 2011

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Aigars Kalvītis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  November 2006–December 2007

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Ivars Godmanis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  December 2007–March 2009

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Valdis Dambrovskis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  March 2009–November 2010

               
            

         
      

      

      
      2010: 10th Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Solvita Āboltiņa, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  November 2010–November 2014

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Andris Bērziņš, elected state president (one term)

               
               
               	
                  July 2011–July 2015

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Valdis Dambrovskis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  November 2010–October 2011

               
            

         
      

      

      
      2011: 11th Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Valdis Dambrovskis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  October 2011–January 2014

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Laimdota Straujuma, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  January 2014–November 2014

               
            

         
      

      

      
      2014: 12th Saeima Elected

      
      
         
            
         
         
            
         
         
            
            
               	
                  
                  Ināra Mūrniece, speaker of the Saeima

               
               
               	
                  November 2014–

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Raimonds Vējonis, elected state president

               
               
               	
                  July 2015–

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Laimdota Straujuma, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  November 2014–February 2016

               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Māris Kučinskis, prime minister

               
               
               	
                  February 2016–
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                  Latvians

                  
               
               
               	
                  1,318,112

                  
               
               
               	
                  68.3

                  
               
               
               	
                  1,354,126

                  
               
               
               	
                  73.4

                  
               
               
               	
                  1,472,612

                  
               
               
               	
                  75.5

                  
               
               
               	
                  1,297,881

                  
               
               
               	
                  62.0

                  
               
               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Russians

                  
               
               
               	
                  152,681

                  
               
               
               	
                  7.9

                  
               
               
               	
                  193,648

                  
               
               
               	
                  10.5

                  
               
               
               	
                  206,449

                  
               
               
               	
                  10.6

                  
               
               
               	
                  556,448

                  
               
               
               	
                  26.6

                  
               
               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Baltic Germans

                  
               
               
               	
                  120,191

                  
               
               
               	
                  6.2

                  
               
               
               	
                  70,964

                  
               
               
               	
                  3.8

                  
               
               
               	
                  62,144
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                  0.1

                  
               
               
            

            
            
               	
                  
                  Jews

                  
               
               
               	
                  142,315

                  
               
               
               	
                  7.4

                  
               
               
               	
                  95,675
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                  93,479
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                  Belarusians

                  
               
               
               	
                  79,523
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                  38,010
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                  Ukrainians
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                  65,056

                  
               
               
               	
                  3.4
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                  26,033
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                  1.2
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                  Romani
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                  17,990
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                  Livs

                  
               
               
               	
                  n.a.
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      Source: “Latvijas iedzīvotāju sadalījums pēc nacionālā sastāva un valstiskās piederības
         (Datums=01.01.2016),” Latvijas Republikas Iekšlietu Ministrijas Pilsonības un Migrācijas
         Pārvalde, http://www.pmlp.gov.lv (accessed 20 May 2016).
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         below contain the term Baltic rather than Latvia or Latvian. These Baltic titles were selected, however, only if a substantial proportion of
         their contents dealt with Latvia. On the other hand, Latvians in Latvia and in the
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         present bibliography has been compiled primarily for an audience in the English-speaking
         world. Only a selection of Latvian-language titles have been included, especially
         if they can serve as guides to additional Latvian-language titles or if they contain
         abstracts or summaries of their contents in the major western languages. There does
         not exist at this time anywhere in the world—Latvia included—a complete printed “union
         bibliography” listing all published material in Latvian or about Latvia and Latvians
         (for electronic access to libraries, see the last section below). The most complete
         listing of a portion of Latvian-related titles (both in Latvian or about Latvia and
         Latvians) is the four-volume Latviešu trimdas izdevumu bibliogrāfija 1940–1980 (Bibliography of Latvian Publications Published outside Latvia 1940–1980). Its coverage, of course, does not include anything published in Latvia.
      

      
      For continuous coverage of historical research dealing with Latvia or Latvians, the
         reader is directed to two types of sources. The first source is the bibliographies,
         articles, abstracts, and reviews appearing in the Journal of Baltic Studies of the Association for the Advancement of Baltic Studies (for electronic access to
         the Journal and the AABS, see the final section below). The second is the regular publications
         in present-day Latvia: Latvijas vēsture (History of Latvia), a semipopular publication of the University of Latvia in Riga; the Latvijas Vē stures Institū ta Žurnāls (Journal of the Latvian Institute of History); and Latvijas Arhīvi (Latvian Archives). Since 1990, these publications have vastly expanded their notice of books and articles
         about Latvia published outside Latvia, as well as the number of summaries and abstracts
         in western languages (especially English) of books and articles published in Latvia.
         In the years from 1945 to 1990, summaries and abstracts in these publications appeared
         almost always in Russian or, infrequently, in German.
      

      
      A fruitful source of information for entries in the present historical dictionary
         was the several encyclopedias in Latvian. During the past 50 years, these have appeared
         in two parallel series—those of the diaspora Latvians and those of what until 1991
         was Soviet Latvia. The first in the diaspora series—Latvju Enciklopēdija (3 vols., 1950–1951)—was published in Sweden and was edited by Arvēds Švābe, one of
         the most important Latvian historians of the interwar period and editor also of the
         22-volume unfinished Latviešu konversācijas vārdnīca (Latvian Encyclopedia), published in Latvia in the 1930s. The second in the diaspora series—Latvju Enciklopēdija 1962–1982—was published in five volumes in the United States and was edited until his death
         by Edgar Anderson, one of the most prolific Latvian diaspora historians. In Soviet
         Latvia, the 10-volume Latvijas padomju enciklopēdija (Encyclopedia of Latvian Soviets) appeared from 1981 to 1987 and reflected the restrictive selection principles of
         that period. When these had changed appreciably, a shorter, two-volume Enciklopēdiskā vārdnīca (Encyclopedic Dictionary) was published in 1991, drawing for its entries on the totality of the Latvian experience,
         including the interwar years and the diaspora. Similar principles were used in the
         one-volume Latviešu rakstniecības biogrāfijas (Biographies from Latvian Literature), published in 1992 by the Institute of Literature, Folklore, and Art of the Latvian
         Academy of Sciences. This volume resembles the very useful compilation of the interwar
         period Es viņu pazīstu: Latviešu biogrāfiskā vārdnīca (I Know Him: Latvian Biographical Dictionary), the first edition of which was published in Latvia in 1939 and the second in the
         United States in 1975. A full Latvian-language encyclopedia (of subject matter beyond
         Latvia as well) is under way in contemporary Latvia, but its completion date is still
         years in advance. Titles are listed in the languages in which they were published.
         Latvian titles are followed by an English translation. Since Latvia regained independence
         in 1991, Latvian-diaspora publishing efforts have almost ceased, and publications
         in the Latvian language about Latvia or Latvians now appear from publishers in Latvia.
         These, however, are all very conscious of the importance of the English language in
         the globalized book world of the 21st century.
      

      
      For the nonspecialist, a good starting point for the general history of the Baltic
         Sea area is Alan Warwick Palmer, Northern Shores: A History of the Baltic Sea and Its Peoples (London: John Murray, 2005). A similar volume for the three Baltic states is the informative
         and engagingly written work by Kevin O’Connor, The History of the Baltic States (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 2003). Still the best and most comprehensive account
         of the history of countries of the entire Baltic Sea rim is the masterful two-volume
         history by David Kirby, Northern Europe in the Early Modern Period: The Baltic World 1492–1772 (London: Longman, 1990) and The Baltic World 1772–1993: Europe’s Northern Periphery in an Age of Change (London: Longman, 1995). Still very useful are the chronologically more restricted
         works by Georg von Rauch, The Baltic States: The Years of Independence; Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, 1917–1940
            (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1974), and R. J. Misiunas and Rein Taagepera,
         The Baltic States: Years of Dependence, 1940–1980 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1983; expanded and updated edition, 1993).
         Useful relatively recent works covering only Latvia include Andrejs Plakans, The Latvians: A Short History (Stanford, CA: Hoover Institution Press, 1995), which deals with the entire range
         of Latvian history until the most recent times; Daina Bleiere, Ilgvars Butulis, Inesis
         Feldmanis, Aivars Stranga, and Antonijs Zunda, History of Latvia: 20th Century (Riga: Jumava, 2006), which exemplifies the best of contemporary Latvian historical
         scholarship; Valdis Lumans, Latvia in World War II (New York: Fordham University Press, 2006), the most comprehensive and scholarly treatment
         of the topic in any language; and Juris Dreifelds, Latvia in Transition (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1996), which is one of the best of a host of
         books dealing with Latvia’s regaining of national independence in the late 1980s and
         early 1990s. Also of note are three relatively recent surveys of the history of all
         three Baltic States. They are Andres Kasekamp, A History of the Baltic States (New York: Palgrave MacMillan, 2010); Andrejs Plakans, A Concise History of the Baltic States (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2011); and Aldis Purs, Baltic Facades: Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania since 1945 (London: Reaktionbooks, 2012). Plakans’s recent work and Kasekamp’s have been translated
         into multiple languages. Beyond these general surveys, Daunis Auers’s Comparative Politics and Government of the Baltic States: Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania
            in the 21st Century (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2015) is the first survey to dissect the interworking
         of the political system of contemporary Latvia (and Estonia and Lithuania too), from
         the specific electoral systems to party financing to the influence of oligarchs. If
         the abovementioned surveys give excellent overviews and place Latvia in its historical
         context, Auers best describes the interworkings of current politics.
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