Introduction
European warfare and warriors in the Middle Ages have attracted and still attract the
attention of researchers, due to the demonstrative character of their military power
enforced on other groups of people and their specific way of living (military expeditions, permanent military readiness). Researchers have burdened the shoulders of
warriors with the creation of political (state) structures, the establishment of military / political unions from the tenth to the beginning of the 12th century in an area
starting from the River Elb and extending to the Daugava and even further to the
north, into territories inhabited by Slavic, Baltic and Finnish tribes.1 In historiography
about the differentiation of society, the classes of rich noblemen and warriors, who
were granted the epithet of military / political / social elite,2 have always been separated from the farmers and the poor. In other words, researchers tend to give too
much meaning (usually worthy) to the influence the warriors had on social and political, and sometimes even cultural, processes taking place in the geographical space
inhabited by the Slavs and the Balts. In order to better understand the processes
taking place in the areas inhabited by the Balts in the tenth to the beginning of the
13th centuries, we inevitably need to find support in analogies with neighbouring
countries (the West and East Slavs, and partly the Finns), even though the chronology, the events and the measurements have not always been identical. And, on the
contrary, in trying to solve the phenomenon of the tribal (?) society of Polabian Slavs
in the context of the Christianisation of the West Slavs, which began in the tenth and
11th centuries, researchers not accidentally look at the composition of Baltic society,
which was not significantly touched by the influences of Christianisation.3 The possibility for a comparison of these relationships determined the title of this collection of
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articles, realising that the living space of the Slavs and the Balts was not homogeneous, and there were other ethnic units communicating closely with each other in this
particular area. In the first lines of this contact, we can see the warriors taking part in
wars, which impacted the differentiation of property, social possibilities and power
with regard to other social groups, and military and cultural innovations.
Despite the great amount of research on different social groups in the society of the
Middle Ages living in the spaces inhabited by the Slavs and the Balts, a lot of questions still remain relating to the naming of the separate groups of society (including
warriors), and also the role of warriors in social life and in the creation of state structures, which are so far unanswered.4
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For example, all researchers are familiar with the short description of Prussian society left by the Anglo-Saxon traveller Wulfstan at the end of the ninth century. It shows
clearly that there were ‘kings’ in Prussia living in castles, a nobility, a class of poor,
and slaves (the latter used to drink mead, while the kings and the nobility would
drink the milk of mares).5 Undoubtedly, these four categories of people are rather
wide, but on the other hand, it is too abstract to say what kind of society existed in
Prussia in the ninth century, who these ‘kings’ and this nobility were, what is hidden
behind the name ‘the poor’, and who the slaves and where the warriors were.
Archaeologists trying to read the social differentiation from material from graveyards
can say how many and what kind of things (cerements) have been found in a particular grave, and, if possible, they can identify the sex of the deceased and its age, and
present other information, thus allowing us to distinguish the social differentiation of
the deceased in a particular graveyard. However, not even archaeologists, with support from archaeological material, can say, for example, who in the Prussian lands was
considered to be a warrior, or a person at the top of the social hierarchy in the ninth
to the 11th centuries. The reason for this is that the amount of cerements and their
character might have depended not on the deceased, but rather on the preferences of
the people who buried him, which might not always have matched the ‘real’ status of
the deceased in the particular community. Therefore, it is not surprising that researchers are still arguing how the cerements should be treated in trying to determine their
‘uniqueness’ and the ‘direct’ dependence on a particular group of people. Thus, the
above-mentioned enumeration of categories of society by Wulfstan is just a reference
to the fact that Prussian society at the end of the ninth century was not homogene4
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ous, that there existed a social elite (‘kings’, the nobility), and the rest of society, who
could not equal them in power and influence. A similar situation was presented by the
14th-century chronicler Peter of Duisburg, which allows researchers to relate the information from Wulfstan to information about the 13th and 14th centuries, and even
later.6 However, information about Prussian warriors is scarce. It is worth noting that
Wulfstan mentioned ‘kings’, but he did not mention warriors. This does not mean they
did not exist. That is the answer given by the absolute majority of researchers. Is it possible that these warriors were hiding under the name of the nobility? Could the poor
become warriors in Prussian society in the ninth century? Did the warrior belong to
the social elite? Could a warrior become a chief and a ‘king’? And who could be called
warriors in the ninth, and more so in the 11th and 12th centuries? Could there be any
differences between warriors of the ninth and the 11th and 12th centuries? What kind
of daily life did they live? What was the relationship between warriors and other social
groups, and how was it manifested? These are just some of the questions that have
not received unanimous answers. The Prussian example mentioned by Wulfstan is
symptomatic, because the same questions can be raised when speaking about Slav
warriors at the end of the ninth century. We cannot say that similar questions have not
been answered in historiography so far. However, each research discipline has looked
at the class of warriors from a different point of view. For example, archaeologists
are concerned, and still are concerned, with the issue of ‘warrior’ equipment, which
is based on graveyard material. Thus, the amount of weapons found, and partly their
specifics, has the greatest impact on the perception of professionalism in the works
of archaeologists. Meanwhile, Lithuanian historians are interested in military expeditions, going beyond the boundaries of the areas inhabited by the Balts. Similarly, issues about Slavic warriors and issues of the development of the political organisation
of Slavic tribes have been analysed from the point of view of the position of military
activity.7 The intensity and the size of these expeditions provided grounds to speak
of a military democracy and the formation of a warrior society, which, in the case of
Lithuania, led towards the formation of the Lithuanian state (while the Polabian Slavs
did not unfortunately secure the emerging roots of statehood, for various political and
social reasons).
Researchers into Baltic religion and mythology have tried to determine the rituals
devoted to the ‘warrior’ gods, to the bonds connecting warriors and priests, and
warriors and religion,8 as has been done with the Slavs.9 But here we encounter
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even bigger problems, which entangle researchers in arguments concerning the
‘right’ reading of historical sources and their criticism in the first place. Without perceiving the specifics of Medieval sources, the methodology of research into these
sources, the mythological information, taken out of context, and rather often relating it to other later sources, even to verbal information from the 19th and 20th
centuries, researchers can arrive at a deadlock in their research, or at ‘study room’
interpretations of something that did not take place at all. This has possibly happened together with the statement that has spread in historiography, and which
has no grounds, that Prussian society between the seventh and the 12th centuries
was allegedly theocratic, and that warriors only performed a role as guardians of the
power of the priests.10
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This publication is just one of numerous attempts to help understand the plentiful
historical and archaeological material about the formation of the Slavic and Baltic
warrior classes in society, as well as the further development of this class already in
the background, when the process of Christianisation was under way, when the epoch of the Crusades had begun, and when state structures had been established in
the Baltic region and Central Europe in the tenth to the 13th centuries. The collection
is not limited just to the formation of the Lithuanian class of warriors, even though
there is no shortage of works devoted to the Lithuanian warrior class and warfare in
the Middle Ages.11 There is no doubt that issues of the development of warriors in
the pre-Christian society of the Baltic tribes should be analysed in the wider context
of the Baltic and Central European region. It should be perceived that the specifics of
the development of the warrior class in each micro-region were influenced not only,
and not so much, by external factors, but rather by processes impacting the internal
composition of society. Factors influencing the formation of the warrior class of the
Polabian Slavs and Kyivan Rus’ cannot always be applied to an interpretation of the
formation of the Baltic or / and Finnish classes of warriors. And, on the contrary, if
we can speak about the influence of Variagian Christianity on Kyivan Rus’, the same
direct participation by the Variagian army in events taking place on the eastern and
southern shores of the Baltic Sea in the ninth to the 11th centuries did not always
КУЛАКОВ, Владимир. История Пруссии до 1283 года. Москва, 2003, c. 209, 211, 214, 218–219. Cf.
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have a crucial impact on the formation of the warrior class in these micro-regions.
However, if we include Christianity in the list of factors influencing the formation of
the warrior class,12 new opportunities open up for an analysis of the development of
the warrior class of the Balts (and Polabian Slavs as well13). These are the prospects
for future work, some guidelines to which are reflected in some articles in this publication.
The publication consists of two chapters. The aim of the first chapter is to present
actual issues and problems in the formation of the Slav and Baltic classes of warriors. Jan Tomašek analyses the formation of the political unions of Polabian Slavs in
the tenth to the 12th centuries, and the role of the warriors in this process. Marius
Ščavinskas deals with the role of property in the formation of the warrior class, the
transformation of a tribal society into a non-tribal society in the context of the beginning of Christianisation. Alicija Dobrosielska focuses her attention on the issue of the
survival of the Warmian class of warriors in Prussia in the 13th century (and partly
in the 14th century), and its adaptation to the new challenges under the rule of the
Teutonic Order. The article discusses not only the impact the conquerors had on the
old warriors of Warmia, but also how the new military structures (in Latin equites Prutheni) were established by applying the models of the old structures. Norbert Mika
describes how the conquerors of Livonia and the local people adopted the ritual
of kissing the cross, which came from the cultural space of Variagian Kyivan Rus’,
spreading first of all among the political and military elite of the tenth to the 11th
centuries. Undoubtedly, this and other similar rituals formed ways of living together
for the 13th-century political and military elites of Livonian lands and the duchies of
Rus’. Therefore, the ritual of kissing the cross in Livonia, and/or while signing contracts with Livonia, plays an important role in understanding the mentality of the
military aristocracy (and not only them), something that we often hide under the
heading of political anthropology.
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In the second chapter, there is a wider presentation of the historiography and the
sources devoted to issues of the use of armaments by Baltic warriors, and interpretations of the warriors in historiography. Vyacheslav Baranov and Vsevolod Ivakin
provide an analysis and interpretation of the graveyard material from the allegedly
Baltic warriors of the 11th century at Ostriv (in the Republic of Ukraine). The presentation of archaeological material from this graveyard allows us to understand better
the dynamics of the development of the class of Baltic warriors, and their contacts
in the wide space of Variagian Kyivan Rus’. We should understand that it is a publication of primary archaeological material, opening the way for further research. A
question which is still unanswered is whether the Balts buried by the River Rosa were
transported there by force after the already-completed military expeditions by Duke
Yaroslav the Wise against the Galinds, Yotvingians and Lithuanians in the 1030s and
1040s, or if they were Baltic warriors hired by the Kyivan duke to serve him. Paulius
Bugys and Ričardas Dediala analyse the ‘non-conversation’ between the archaeological material and the scarce historic information, one of the problems that needs
the solution of numerous issues arising while analysing the development of the class
of warriors among the Balts, the armament of warriors, and their tactics, before the
formation of the Lithuanian state and during the first decades after its formation in
the 13th century. The terminology, and its correct application in historiography, is a
rather important problem, which needs a special methodological approach.
The object of this collection is not to provide answers to all questions, or present all
possible answers in the wide area of activities of the warrior class on the southeast
shore of the Baltic Sea and in the space of Central Europe. It is just a small step
allowing us to reflect on the role of the warrior class in different micro-regions of
Central Europe, and to outline the present state of research into the warrior class in
historiography, at the same time as identifying further research.
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