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ABSTRACT

When the People’s Council of Latvia gathered in Riga on 18 November 1918 to proclaim Latvia's
independence, the Latvian Provisional Government did not yet have an army capable of defen-
ding it, and the entire territory claimed for the future Latvia was still under the control of German
troops. In late 1918 and early 1919, the subsequent building up of the first army formations of
the Republic of Latvia took place under extremely challenging circumstances. The government
lacked financial resources, weapons, equipment and ammunition, while the Red Army advanced
rapidly from the east. Initially, the armed forces were formed based on a compromise reached
with Germany and according to the principle of ethnic division. After the loss of Riga and the
withdrawal to Liepaja in January 1919, a new line of division emerged: Latvian military units
loyal to the Provisional Government were simultaneously formed in two distant regions, in the
Liepaja area and in Estonia. The article aims to analyse the impact of both these factors on the
development of the Latvian armed forces and the course of the Latvian War of Independence.
KEYWORDS: Latvian War of Independence, Latvian Provisional Government, Latvian armed
forces, Red Army, Baltic-German combat units.

ANOTACIJA

Kai 1918 m. lapkricio 18 d. Rygoje susirinkusi Latvijos Tautos Taryba paskelbé Latvijos nepriklauso-
mybe, Latvijos laikinoji vyriausybé dar neturéjo kariuomenes, galinCios jg apginti, o visa teritorija,
pretendavusi tapti bdsimaja Latvija, tebebuvo kontroliuojama vokieciy kariuomenes. Vélesnis pir-
mujy Latvijos Respublikos kariuomenés formuociy karimas 1918 m. pabaigoje ir 1919 m. pradzioje
vyko itin sudétingomis salygomis. Vyriausybei trako finansiniy iStekliy, ginkly, jrangos ir amunici-
jos, o Raudonoji armija sparciai verzési iS ryty. IS pradziy ginkluotosios pajegos kurtos remiantis
kompromisu, pasiektu su Vokietija, ir vadovaujantis etninio suskirstymo principu. 1919 m. sausio
men. praradus Rygg ir vyriausybei pasitraukus j Liepoja, atsirado nauja takoskyra - Laikinajai vy-
riausybei lojalds latviy kariniai daliniai vienu metu formavosi dviejuose vienas nuo kito nutolusiuose
regionuose - Liepojos srityje ir Estijoje. Siuo straipsniu siekiama i$analizuoti abiejy iy veiksniy jtakg
Latvijos ginkluotujy pajégy raidai ir Latvijos nepriklausomybeés karo eigai.

PAGRINDINIAI ZODZIAI: Latvijos nepriklausomybés karas, Latvijos laikinoji vyriausybé, Latvijos
ginkluotosios pajégos, Raudonoji armija, Baltijos vokieciy kariniai daliniai.
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On 6 July 1919, after the victory at the Battle of Césis, the Northern Latvian Brigade
commanded by Colonel Jorgis Zemitans (1873-1928) marched into Riga. It was cer-
emoniously greeted in the city centre by officers of the 1st Latvian Separate Brigade
(also called the Southern Latvian Brigade), led by Colonel Janis Balodis (1881-1965).
Four days later, on 10 July, both brigades were merged, forming the unified Latvian
army. The Southern Latvian Brigade became the 1st Division of the newly formed
army (the 1st Kurzeme Infantry Division), while the Northern Latvian Brigade was re-
named the 2nd Division (the 2nd Vidzeme Infantry Division). Both of these brigades
were formed under different political circumstances far apart from each other. They
had different uniforms, weaponry, equipment and organisational structures. The
purpose of this article is to examine ethnic and geographical factors in the process
of the formation of the Latvian armed forces from November 1918 to July 1919 when
the Latvian army was officially established.

Founded on 18 November 1918, the Republic of Latvia, like other newly established
countries in the region, was drawn into a series of military conflicts following the end
of the First World War in Central and Eastern Europe. The primary and most com-
plex task for the new states was the formation of their armed forces in the difficult
conditions of political chaos and amid the lack of resources. Latvia was no exception
in this regard, and the process of establishing the armed forces of the Republic of
Latvia has many similarities with other countries in the region. However, there were
also significant differences in Latvia's case, and special attention will be paid to them
in this article.

One of these aspects was the ethnic division within the armed forces. Estonia also
had a strong local German military formation (Baltenregiment) and was home to
substantial ‘white’ Russian forces, which were united in the Northern Corps (later
the Russian Northwestern Army). However, despite the mutual suspicion, and even
some conflicts, the situation did not escalate into open warfare, unlike in Latvia.

Another important aspect was the geographical division, as Latvia's armed forces
were being formed simultaneously in western and northern Latvia and Estonia. In
fact, two autonomous national armies were being established, although formally
coming under one government. This situation did not occur either in Estonia or
Lithuania, and it was determined by the political and military circumstances of the
time, which created unique conditions that were distinct from those of the neigh-
bouring countries. This culminated during the Battle of Césis in June 1919, when the
German and Estonian armies clashed in central Latvia. The German army actively
utilised units formed from local Latvian Germans (Baltic Germans), while the Latvian
and Russian formations established in western Latvia maintained neutrality. Mean-
while, on the Estonian side, an important role in these battles was played by the
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other part of the Latvian army, units formed in northern Latvia. As a result of the bat-
tle, Germany suffered a defeat, allowing the previously separate parts of the armed
forces of the Republic of Latvia to unite and create an integrated Latvian army.

Historiography

The time of the War of Independence (1918-1920) was one of the most chaotic in the
history of Latvia and the Baltic. A seemingly rich historiography has been devoted to
the mutual struggles between countless political actors and military formations, but
the multifaceted nature of the historical events provides researchers with opportu-
nities to enrich this with ever-new discoveries: both the exploration of lesser-known
episodes, and the reassessment of existing interpretations of the war.

The early phase of the Latvian War of Independence, the formation and operation
of political structures and military formations in the first months following the proc-
lamation of the Republic of Latvia, is the least-studied period. German and Baltic
German historians have produced significant studies concerning the operations of
the German army and the Baltic Landeswehr at the end of 1918 and the beginning
of 1919, complemented by many published memaoirs." During the Soviet period, con-
siderable attention was paid to the history of the Latvian Soviet Rifle Division, or the
Latvian Red Riflemen, and the fighting in Latvia.? British and Latvian historians have
examined the operations of the British navy in the Baltic Sea in late 1918 and early
1919.2 Russian, Estonian and Latvian historians have looked into the activities of the

' Die Baltische Landeswehr im Befreiungskampf gegen den Bolschewismus. Ein Gedenkbuch. [Hrsg. von Wil-
helm von FIRCKS, Eberhard von PANDER, Percy VOCKRODT, Reinhard WITTRAM.] Riga, 1929; Darstel-
lungen aus den Nachkriegskdmpfen deutscher Truppen und Freikorps. Bd. 2: Der Feldzug im Baltikum nach
der zweiten Einnahme von Riga. Berlin, 1937; GRIMM, Claus. Jahre deutscher Entscheidung im Baltikum,
1918/1919. Essen, 1939; GRIMM, Claus. Vor den Toren Europas 1918-1920: Geschichte der Baltischen Lan-
deswehr. Hamburg, 1963; BISCHOFF, Josef. Die letzte Front. Geschichte der Eisernen Division im Baltikum
1919. Berlin, 1935; GOLTZ, Rudiger von der. Meine Sendung in Finnland und im Baltikum. Leipzig, 1920.

2 Latvju revoluciondrais strélnieks. 1. s&j. Red. Roberts APINIS, Vilis STRAUSS, Kirils STUCKA, Pauls VIKSNE.
Maskava, 1934; Latwju strehlneeku wehsture. 2. s&j. 2. d.: Strehineeki Padomju Latwija. Red. Pauls WIHKS-
NE, Wilis STRAUSS, Kirils STUZKA. Maskawa, 1934; BERZINS Valdis. LatvieSu strélnieki cina par Padomju
Latviju 1919 gada. Riga, 1969; 1919. gads Latvija. Atb. red. Anatolijs BIRONS. Riga, 1969; DRAUDINS, Teo-
dors. Latviesu strélnieku cinu cefs, 1917-1920. Riga, 1961; LatvieSu strélnieku vésture (1915-1920). Red. Janis
KRASTINS. Riga, 1970.

3 BENETT, Geoffrey. Freeing the Baltic 1918-1920. Barnsley, 2017; DUNN, Steve R. Battle in the Baltic. The
Royal Navy and the Fight to Save Estonia & Latvia 1918-20. Barnsley, 2020; HOVI, Olavi. The Baltic Area in
British Policy 1918-1921. Helsinki, 1980; Latvijas Neatkaribas kars 1918.-1919. gada: Lielbritanijas kara
flotes zinojumi = Latvian War of Independence 1918-1919: Reports of British Royal Navy. Sast. Eriks JEKAB-
SONS, Klavs ZARIN§. Riga, 2019; ANDERSONS, Edgars. Anglu flote Baltijas jara. Universitas, 1958, Nr. 5,
30.-35. Ipp.; FLETCHER, William A. The British Navy in the Baltic, 1918-1920: Its Contribution to the
Independence of the Baltic Nations. Journal of Baltic Studies, 1976, Vol. 7, No 2, pp. 134-144; JEKABSONS,
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Russian Northern Corps, which operated briefly in eastern and northern regions of
Latvia.#

However, the establishment and initial activities of the armed formations of the Pro-
visional Government of the Republic of Latvia have only been incompletely studied.
This is largely due to a lack of sources: much of the documentation was destroyed
during the evacuation of Riga in the early days of January 1919. Additionally, Latvian
historians in exile after the Second World War did not have access to Latvian ar-
chives.® There is also a subjective aspect: historians preferred to study the victories
of the Latvian army rather than its initial failures. Moreover, for many contemporar-
ies, this was personally a quite sensitive period: many Latvian soldiers deserted from
the armed forces of Latvia to join the Red Army. Others, who deserted from the Red
Army in the summer of 1919 to join the Latvian army, were reluctant to highlight the
earlier period of their careers. For example, General Martin3 Penikis, the most active
researcher of the Latvian War of Independence during the interwar period, who was
appointed head of defence for the Kurzeme region, fled abroad at the most critical
moment for the Latvian state in January 1919 and only returned to Latvia after five
months.®

After the restoration of Latvia's independence, historians paid little attention to the
events of late 1918 and early 1919 and the War of Independence as a whole. Re-
searching the interwar period and the Second World War was much more attractive.
The situation changed radically as the centenary of the Latvian state approached,
bringing the events of the War of Independence to the public eye. The National Ar-
chives of Latvia published a series of collections of documents about these events,
including a large number of previously unpublished documents regarding the begin-
ning of the War of Independence.” There were also other significant source publica-
tions and studies concerning the examined period.®

Eriks. Riga 1918. gada beigas-1919. gada sakuma un Lielbritanijas karakugu eskadras vecaka virsnieka
liectba par situaciju. Latvijas Vestures Institata Zurnals, 2016, Nr. 3, 140.-172. Ipp.

4 CHAPENKO, Aleksandr. Istoriia russkogo antibol’shevistskogo dvizheniia na territorii Latvii v 1918-1919 gg.
Murmansk, 2006; ROZENTAL', Reigo. Severo-zapadnaia armiia. Khronika pobed i porazhenii. Tallin, 2012;
JEKABSONS, Eriks. Latvija un Krievu Zieme|u korpuss (Judeni¢a Ziemelrietumu armija), 1919-1920. Latvi-
jas Kara muzeja gadagramata, 2001, 2. s&j., 54.-84. Ipp.; JEKABSONS, Eriks. Latgale vacu okupacijas laika
un pulkve? M. Afanasjeva partizanu nodalas darbiba Latvija 1918 gada. Latvijas Veéstures Institita Zurndls,
1996, Nr. 1, 42.-50. Ipp.

> KRIPENS, Arvids. Kalpaka bataljons un BaloZa brigade. Sidneja, 1963.

6 Latvijas atbrivoSanas kara vésture. 1. s&j. Virsred. Martins PENIKIS. Riga, 1938; PENIKIS, Martins. Latvijas
armijas sakums un cinas Latvija lidz 1919. gada jalijom. Riga, 1932; PENIKIS, Martins. Cinas Baltijas valstis:
1918. g. beigas un 1919. g. sakuma. Militarais Apskats, 1932, Nr. 1, 17.-33. Ipp.

7 Cina par brivibu: Latvijas Neatkaribas kar$ (1918-1920) Latvijas Valsts véstures arhiva dokumentos. 1.-3. d.
Sast. Eriks JEKABSONS, Janis SILINS. Riga, 2019-2021; Cina par brivibu: Latvijas Neatkaribas kars (1918-
1920) Latvijas Valsts vestures arhiva dokumentos. 4. d. Sast. Eriks JEKABSONS. Riga, 2023.

8 Francu pulkveZleitnanta Emanuela Diparké atminas. Misija LatvijG, 1919-1920. Zin. red. Eriks JEKABSONS,
Kaspars ZELLIS. Riga, 2019; JEKABSONS, Eriks. Latvijas un Amerikas Savienoto Valstu attiecibas 1918.-1922.
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The origins of the Latvian armed forces

The independent Republic of Latvia was proclaimed in Riga on 18 November 1918.
The legislative body of the republic was the People’s Council of Latvia (PCL), and
the executive body was the Latvian Provisional Government, led by Karlis Ulma-
nis (1877-1942). The constitutional basis of the new state was formed by the main
Latvian political parties, which agreed on a common political platform, leading to
the establishment of the PCL. The platform'’s Article 6 stipulated that the defence of
the state would be ensured by an irregular force, the Militia (called also the Defence
Force, or Apsardzibas spéks).® At that time, the Latvian Social Democratic Workers'
Party, one of the most influential Latvian political parties, opposed the formation
of a regular army, fearing it could be used by anti-democratic forces. Pauls Kalnins
(1872-1945), the leader of the Social Democrats, suggested that an army could be
formed temporarily if it was decided by the Latvian Constitutional Assembly, elec-
tions to which were scheduled for the coming months.™

Initially, the formation of the Defence Force was entrusted to the Ministry of the Inte-
rior, led by Mikelis Valters (1874-1968). The Ministry of Defence was established on
22 November, but for almost two weeks it operated without a minister. The duties
of the minister were performed by two former Latvian riflemen officers, Lieutenant
Colonel Roberts Dambitis (1881-1957) and Captain Gustavs Grinbergs (1884-1981).
Only on 4 December was a suitable candidate for minister found, the lawyer Janis
Zalttis (1874-1919). He lacked a military education and experience, but he was one
of the founders of the famous Latvian rifle battalions in 1915.

At the end of 1918, the political situation was not favourable for the formation of the
Latvian Republic's armed forces. The Social Democrats believed that a regular army
was unnecessary, and even dangerous. Many politicians also believed that Latvia
on its own could not resist a Russian or German invasion. Therefore, high hopes in
the fight against the Red Army, which had begun its invasion of Latvia, were initially
placed on the German army and Great Britain.

On 22 November 1918, the Pskov Rifle Division of the Russian Red Army crossed
the modern-day border of Latvia near Zilupe. On 25 November the Russian anti-
Bolshevik Northern Corps and German units abandoned Pskov, opening the way for
an invasion into southern Estonia and northern Latvia. By early December, units of

gada. Riga, 2018; Liepdja Latvijas Neatkaribas kard 1918-1920. Sast. Inna GILE. Riga, 2019; Latvijas Neat-
karibas kars 1918.-1919. gada...

° Latwijas Tautas Padome. |. puse. Riga, 1920, 7. Ipp.

1 1zvilkums no politisko partiju 1918. gada 17. novembra sédes protokola, 17.11.1918. Latvijas Nacionala
arhiva Latvijas Valsts véstures arhivs (The State Historical Archive of Latvia of the National Archives of
Latvia, hereafter LNA LVWA), 1307-1-4, 8. Ip.; 327, 27. Ip.
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the Red Army had occupied all of Latgale except for Daugavpils, where a substantial
German army garrison was located. Despite the obligation imposed by the Armistice
at Compiegne to defend the eastern territories against Bolshevik invasion, the Ger-
man army sought to evacuate from the Baltic region as quickly as possible. This was
mostly done peacefully, even without clashes with the Red Army. Typically, German
soldier councils agreed to hand over territories to the attacking Bolsheviks.

At the same time, the Germans were very reluctant and even hostile to the formation
of Estonian, Latvian and Lithuanian national units in their rear. Even German-Baltic
military units found it difficult to obtain the necessary weapons and equipment from
the German army. For example, there were around 2,600 registered Baltic-German
volunteers in Riga in a few days from 11 to 16 November 1918."" Only a small portion
of them could be armed.

Great Britain, another geopolitical power in which the Latvian Provisional Govern-
ment placed its hopes, was distant, and its ability to assist the new governments of
the Baltic States was very limited. British warships arrived at the port of Liepaja on
1 December 1918, but initially the Latvian government failed to establish contact
with the British. Only on 18 December, after the arrival of British warships in Riga,
did ministers of the Latvian Provisional Government meet with British military rep-
resentatives.'

The main obstacle to cooperation with Britain was the vague instructions received
from his government by Admiral Edwyn Alexander-Sinclair (1865-1945), the com-
mander of the 6th Light Cruiser Squadron. The War Office and the Foreign Office sup-
ported active British action in the Baltic Sea, but Prime Minister David Lloyd George
(1863-1945) categorically objected to intervention and participation in battles against
the Red Army. In early January, British warships were withdrawn from Estonia and
Latvia. At the end of 1918, British officers participated in the training of Latvian mili-
tary units, patrolled the streets of Riga, issued several hundred rifles to Latvian units
in Liepaja, and supported the disarmament of two Latvian companies that mutinied
in Riga at the end of December with artillery fire.'* However, unlike the situation in
Estonia, the British fleet did not participate in battles against the Red Army.

Initially, Latvian military units had to be formed by their own efforts. This was a
very difficult task, in circumstances where the government catastrophically lacked
funds, weapons, equipment, food and clothing. Preparatory work for the creation of
the armed forces had already been done before 18 November 1918. The patriotic
organisation of former Latvian riflemen and officers, the Latvian Soldiers’ National

" GRIMM, C. Jahre deutscher Entscheidung..., S. 204.
2 Latvijas Neatkaribas kar$ 1918.-1919. gada..., 84. |pp.
3 1bid., 12. Ipp.
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Union (LSNU), secretly conducted the registration of Latvian soldiers. The Union’s of-
ficers actively participated in the formation of the PCL and the drafting of its political
platform. They also actively participated in establishing the Ministry of Defence and
the first military units. By 18 November 1918, the LSNU had registered 400 to 500
Latvian soldiers.’ By the end of November, the 1st and 2nd Riga Defence Companies
were formed from LSNU members and Latvian prisoners-of-war returning from Ger-
man camps.

Military units were also formed elsewhere in Latvia: in Liepaja, Tukums, Jelgava and
Césis. However, there was a shortage of weapons everywhere. As a result, it was
impossible to arm the absolute majority of volunteers, and the registration of indi-
viduals was limited, in the hope that they would return after finding weapons. For
example, approximately 300 volunteers were registered in Césis, but only 50 of them
could be armed.™

Ethnic divisions

In early December 1918, radical changes took place in the attitude of the Provisional
Government towards the armed forces and national defence. At that time, the military
situation had become critical: the Red Army had occupied almost all of Latgale without
resistance, and it became clear that Germany's 8th Army, which was stationed in Lat-
via and Estonia, was either unable or unwilling to stop the Soviet invasion.

Another significant aspect was the recognition of the Republic of Latvia as a de facto
independent state by Germany on 26 November 1918. August Winnig (1878-1956),
Germany's representative in the Baltic States, actively sought to cooperate with local
governments to bring them closer to Germany. The importance of this development
was twofold. First, it opened up opportunities to obtain military assistance from Ger-
many. Second, it eliminated the significance of the conservative Baltic German pro-
ject of the Baltic State (Baltenland in German), which the new revolutionary Germany
did not recognise. The Baltic State had obtained permission to form their armed
forces, the Baltische Landeswehr, but this was now endangered.

A unique situation had arisen where the Latvian Provisional Government, Germany's
representative Winnig, and the political leaders of the Baltic German community,
were interested in reaching mutual agreements to jointly organise the defence of
Latvian territory.

' Mdasu armijas 20 gadi. Latvijas Kareivis, 11.11.1939, Nr. 257, 3. Ipp.
> DAMBITIS, Karlis. Latvijas Pagaidu valdibas brunoto vientbu formésana 1919. gada pirmaja pusé. In
Liepadja Latvijas Neatkaribas kard 1918-1920. Sast. Inna GILE. Riga, 2019, 75. Ipp.
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On 7 December 1918, an agreement was concluded between the Latvian Provision-
al Government and Germany on the establishment of the Latvian Defence forces
(Apsardzibas spéki in Latvian, Landeswehr in German). The agreement envisaged
the formation of 18 Latvian, seven Baltic German and one Russian infantry company,
as well as three Latvian and two Baltic German artillery batteries. The units were to
be formed on a voluntary basis. Their maintenance was undertaken by the German
side, supplying weapons, clothing and equipment to Latvia on credit.'®

The most significant feature provided for in the concluded agreement was the re-
inforcement of ethnic divisions in the Defence Forces. This was also true for the
formation of the command structure: both at the Higher Staff (Virsstabs in Latvian,
Oberstab in German) and at local district headquarters, Latvians and Baltic Germans
were to be represented proportionally. On one hand, this approach simply legally
affirmed the existing situation, as Latvians and Baltic Germans had already begun
forming units on an ethnic basis. On the other hand, this principle was reinforced,
and it continued to exist, even after the establishment of the unified Latvian army in
July 1919, when it included the former Baltic Landeswehr, renamed the Latvian Ger-
man Home Guard (Latvijas Vacu zemessargi in Latvian).

Undoubtedly, the structuring of the armed forces along ethnic lines had far-reaching
political consequences. It laid the groundwork for several military power centres
which it was possible to manipulate politically. Baltic German units were oriented
towards Germany, and Latvians towards the Entente, but the Russians adopted an
ambiguous position.

The first attempt to use the dependency of the Provisional Government on Germa-
ny's security assistance to achieve political goals occurred already at the end of De-
cember when, with the help of blackmail, Winnig managed to impose an agreement
on the Provisional Government granting Latvian citizenship to German volunteers
fighting against the Bolsheviks on Latvian soil.

This so-called 29 December agreement, also sometimes referred to as the ‘sinister
alliance’,”” was later used by German propaganda as a pretext to carry out aggres-
sive actions against Latvia, accusing the Latvian side of not keeping to the agree-
ment. However, the agreement was not ratified by either the PCL or the German
parliament. The Latvian side did not consider it valid, but Winnig was dissatisfied
with the agreement because he hoped to gain even greater advantages for German
soldiers in Latvia, and demanded corrections in the text of the agreement. Ulmanis

6 Latvijas Pagaidu valdibas un Vacijas generalpilnvarota Baltija Augusta Vinniga ligums par Latvijas ze-
messardzes (Landesvéra) izveidoSanu, 07.12.1918. LNA LVVA, 1468-1-130, 10.-14. Ip.; 1515-1-1682, 152.-
156. Ip.

7 FELDMANIS, Inesis. Kad dzima Latvijas valsts? In Varas Latvija: no Kurzemes hercogistes lidz neatkarigai
valstij. Esejas. Zinatn. red. Juris GOLDMANIS. Riga, 2019, 542. Ipp.
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repeatedly ignored Winnig's attempts to blackmail the Latvian government by threat-
ening to withdraw the German troops from Latvia and leave it to the Bolsheviks.™

Returning to the 7 December agreement, it should be emphasised that it did not
solve the problem of defending Latvia, and it was broken soon after its signing. The
main shortcoming of the agreement was that the envisaged size of the armed forces
(6,000 soldiers) was far too small to stop the Red Army’s invasion, which at that
time could operate with approximately 20,000 soldiers."™ The plan to form Baltic Ger-
man units in northern and eastern Vidzeme failed because the areas of formation
were either already under occupation by the Red Army (Vecgulbene) or fell into its
hands after a few days (Aldksne). By the end of 1918, the Baltic Germans began to
form three instead of the two artillery batteries provided for in the agreement, while
the Latvians were not given artillery at all. The agreement also did not provide for
the formation of cavalry units, although both the Baltic Germans and the Latvians
formed them (see Table 1).

It should be noted that the Russian units included the Northern Corps detachment
formed in Latgale by Mikhail Afanasyev (1884-1941), which also included a large
number of Latvians, and which, after retreating to Riga in early December 1918,
concluded an agreement with the Latvian Provisional Government and became part
of its Defence Forces.®

By the end of 1918, the armed forces of the Latvian Provisional Government con-
sisted of approximately 4,000 soldiers (about 2,000 Latvians, 1,800 Baltic Germans,
and 200 Russians) in 22 infantry companies (14 Latvian, seven Baltic German, and
one Russian), four cavalry units (three Baltic German and one Latvian), three artil-
lery batteries (all Baltic German), and two separate detachments (both Russian). Of
all these units, only six infantry companies (three Baltic German, two Latvian, and
one Russian) and one artillery battery with a total of about 1,000 soldiers were fully
formed and relatively combat-ready.

These forces were completely inadequate to stop the Red Army’s advance and de-
fend Riga. On 31 December 1918 and 1 January 1919, a battle took place at Incukalns
near Riga, when Baltic German and Russian companies were defeated, followed by
the evacuation of Riga, and the retreat to Jelgava, and further to Liepaja. This was
a catastrophic period for the armed forces, as during the retreat it was plagued
by mass desertions: out of 1,400 Latvian soldiers in Riga loyal to the Provisional

'8 WINNIG, August. Am Ausgand der deutschen Ostpolitik: personliche Erlebnisse und Erinnerungen. Berlin,
1921, S. 94-96.

' TOMANIS, Bruno. Revolicijas déli. LatvieSu strélnieki un sarkangvardi pirmajé padomju varas gada. Riga,
1970, 115. Ipp.

20 Slepens ligums starp pulkvedi Mihailu Afanasjevu un Latvijas Pagaidu valdibu, 09.12.1918. LNA LVVA,
1468-1-134, 4.-4. Ip. op.
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Government, only 400 remained, the rest scattered or joined the side of the Red
Army. The Baltic German units also lost hundreds of deserters, most of whom fled
to Germany.

After retreating to the vicinity of Liepaja at the end of January 1919, the crisis in the
armed forces deepened. Most of the ministers, officials and senior officers left Latvia
to seek foreign assistance, or simply to save their lives. From the remnants of the
Latvian units, the 1st Latvian Separate Battalion was formed, commanded by Os-
kars Kalpaks (1882-1919). But the Provisional Government did not even fully control
Liepaja, the last remaining Latvian city, where the oppositional local government, the
German soldier council, and the German governor competed for the power.?’

Germany rushed to fill this power vacuum. On 17 January 1919, the command of the
Iron Brigade (later the Iron Division), which was formed from volunteers from the
German army, was taken over by the energetic Major Joseph Bischoff (1872-1948).
On 1 February in Liepaja, General Rudiger von der Goltz (1865-1946) of the German
army arrived from Finland. Alfred Fletcher (1875-1959), a major in the German army,
became the commander of what remained of the Landeswehr. It should be noted
that one of the articles of the 7 December agreement stipulated that a representa-
tive of a neutral state should be appointed as the commander of the defence forc-
es. It was initially considered that a potential candidate could be found in Sweden;
later the possibility of choosing a British army officer was considered.?? However,
throughout the period under consideration, the commanders of the Landeswehr
were officers of the German army.

On 4 February, the transfer of the 1st Guards Reserve Division (partly by ship through
Liepaja) from the Berlin area to northern Lithuania began. The restructuring of Baltic
German companies began in Liepaja and its surroundings, forming three combat bat-
talions and replacing most of the former Russian army officers with German person-
nel. In Baltic German units, an increasing number of volunteers recruited in Germany
were included, and later even entire German formations (Freikorps in German).

During this time, the armed forces of the Latvian Provisional Government essentially
split into two parts based on ethnic divisions. The Baltic German volunteer forma-
tions, supported and largely controlled by Germany, played a decisive role and again
referred to themselves as the Baltic Landeswehr. In parallel, Latvian units contin-
ued to develop. Local mobilisations and shipments of weapons from Great Britain®
helped to increase the number of soldiers. Of course, Germany was not interested in
the increasing role of the Latvian military forces and the British influence; therefore,
Wjanis?olitiské situacija Liepaja 1919. gada janvart. In Liepdja Latvijas Neatkaribas kara 1918-1920.
Sast. Inna GILE. Riga, 2019, 9.-12. Ipp.

2 Latvijas Neatkaribas kars 1918.-1919. gada..., 84.-85. Ipp.
3 In February 1919, Latvia received 5,320 rifles and 52 Madsen machine guns: DUNN, S. R., Op. cit., p. 77.
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all possible obstacles were put in place to hinder the mobilisation measures imple-
mented by the Provisional Government, the formation of new Latvian units, and
their armament. Despite all the obstacles, by mid-April 1919, the 1st Latvian Sepa-
rate Battalion had grown into a brigade of three battalions (more than 1,800 sol-
diers, with about 1,500 in combat units), with an additional 1,600 in various reserve
formations and rear garrisons.?* Thus, the numerical composition of the Latvian
formations was larger than that of the Baltic German units (around 3,000), and ap-
proached the composition of the Iron Division (4,000) and the 1st Guards Reserve
Division (5,000).2°> The Provisional Government awaited a large food shipment from
the USA, and in the event of receiving new supplies of weapons, the number and
capabilities of Latvian military units could increase even more rapidly. As a result, on
16 April 1919, with the help of Baltic German units, an armed coup was carried out
in Liepaja, the Provisional Government was overthrown, and the formation of new
Latvian units was halted.

The ethnic divisions in the Latvian armed forces began to diminish only at the end of
the summer of 1919 when the Baltic German units, after being defeated at the Battle
of Césis, were incorporated into the Latvian army. They fought successfully on the
Latgale front, and expressed loyalty to the Provisional Government, refusing to par-
ticipate in another German-inspired adventure: Pavel Bermondt-Avalov's Western
Russian Volunteer Army campaign against Latvia in October and November 1919.

Geographical divisions

In January 1919, when the territory controlled by the Provisional Government had
shrunk to the area around Liepaja, the question of a strategy for further resistance
became relevant. There were hopes of forming a volunteer expeditionary corps in
Sweden, but already in February it became clear that such a project was unpromising
and potentially dangerous, as it could strengthen conservative local Baltic German
circles. A much more productive path was an attempt to expand the struggle in the
territory controlled by Estonia. This was especially so because at the end of January
and the beginning of February 1919, the Estonian army liberated several settlements
and parishes in northern Latvia, culminating in the liberation of Valka on 1 February.

2 Zinas par | LatvieSu atsevisk. brigades sastavu un apbrunosanu uz 12. aprili 1919. g., 12.04.1919. LNA
LWVA, 1515-1-189, 35. Ip.

% Darstellungen aus den Nachkriegskdmpfen..., S. 31-32, 34. Wochenbedarf an Verpflegung fir die un-
ter deutschem Oberbefehl stehenden in Lettland befindlichen Formationen, 05.03.1919. LNA LWA,
1468-1-139, 54. Ip.; Bericht, Febr. 1919. LNA LVVA, 1468-1-131, 118. Ip. In March, the Landeswehr had
4,500 soldiers in total, including around 1,000 Latvians and 200 Russians. Of the remaining 3,300, se-
veral hundred were volunteer German citizens fighting alongside Baltic Germans.
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On 7 January 1919, Captain Jorgis Zemitans, who had previously commanded one
of the Latvian companies in Riga, left Liepaja for Tallinn. On 20 January, the Esto-
nian government allowed the Latvians to form six Latvian companies, consisting of
657 mobilised people.?® Further negotiations with Estonia followed, resulting in an
agreement between the two countries on 18 February to establish Latvian military
units under the command of the Estonians (while operating in Estonia and in north-
ern Latvia) and assist Latvia in liberating itself from the Bolsheviks. At the end of
February, a mobilisation was announced in the liberated territory of northern Latvia,
which yielded 1,521 people. Another 104 people volunteered.?’

In March 1919, the 1st Valmiera Infantry Regiment, a reserve battalion and an artil-
lery battery, were formed from the mobilised Latvians in the city of Tartu in Estonia.
At the end of March, the 1st Valmiera Infantry Regiment participated in battles near
Aloksne, and on 31 March the Northern Latvian Brigade was formed. Thus, at the
beginning of April there were approximately 5,500 Latvian soldiers in the armed
formations of the Provisional Government in western and northern Latvia (3,500 in
Kurzeme and Zemgale, 2,000 in northern Vidzeme and Estonia). The combat for-
mations (totalling about 3,000 soldiers) were structured into two brigades, the 1st
Latvian Separate Brigade (commanded by Colonel Janis Balodis), and the Northern
Latvian Brigade (commanded by Colonel Jorgis Zemitans).

The first formally came under the chief of the Latvian Defence Force, Alfred Fletcher.
Arms, ammunition and all kinds of supplies were received mainly from Germany. The
soldiers dressed in German uniforms. Since the Germans had still not allowed the
formation of Latvian artillery batteries, German batteries were attached to provide
support for the brigade. This almost total dependence on the German army placed
Balodis’ brigade in a very difficult situation after the coup on 16 April. Colonel Balodis
refused to participate in the coup, rejected the offer to become one of the members
of the military directorate planned by the mutineers, and later refused to recognise
the puppet government of Andrievs Niedra (1871-1942) established by the Germans.
On the other hand, the brigade did not get involved in the attempt to eliminate the
mutineers, which was initially planned by Zalitis, the minister of defence, and Colonel
Janis Apinis (1867-1925), the commander of the 4th Separate Battalion.?® Similarly, Ba-
lodis’ brigade continued to follow Fletcher's orders, participating in military operations
without any objections or political claims until the Battle of C&sis in June 1919.

The situation of the Northern Latvian Brigade was completely different. It spent most
of the spring of 1919 in battles on Estonian territory. Zemitans' brigade operationally

% Latvijas atbrivosanas kara vésture..., 152. Ipp.

27 5. Ceésu kajnieku pulka vésture, [no date]. LNA LVVA, 6033-1-202, 2.-3. Ip.

2 Pulkveza Jana Apina raksts Latvijas apsardzibas ministram Janim Zalitim, 18.04.1919. LNA LWVA,
1496-1-115, 20.-21. Ip. op.
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came under the command of the Estonian army. All kinds of supplies were also re-
ceived from Estonia. The soldiers were mostly dressed in Russian or British uniforms,
and armed with Russian, French and British weapons. Taking into account the rather
difficult situation in Estonia in terms of arms and supplies, the Northern Latvian
Brigade also experienced shortages in many areas. However, unlike the Southern
Latvian Brigade, the Estonians helped the Latvians to form their own artillery units.
The first Latvian artillery platoon was formed as early as 11 March 1919, from which
the 1st Valmiera Artillery Battery emerged. The formation of the 2nd Césis Artillery
Battery began on 23 March.

The organisational structure of the two brigades also differed significantly. The
Northern Latvian Brigade was formed like other units of the Estonian army, based
on a regimental structure. In contrast, the 1st Latvian Separate Brigade was formed
from separate battalions, excluding the regimental level. After the merger of the
two brigades in July 1919, this contradiction had to be resolved. The structure of
separate battalions seemed more flexible, but it was decided to follow the example
of Estonia and form not brigades but infantry divisions, with a structure of three
infantry and one artillery regiment.

Dependence on the Estonian army and the significant geographical distance that
separated Liepaja and northern Latvia also influenced the actions of Zemitans and
the forces under him after the coup of 16 April. The Northern Latvian Brigade ex-
pressed full loyalty to the Provisional Government, condemned the coup plotters
and the Niedra government, and showed its readiness to fight with weapons against
the Germans and their supporters. On 21 April the North Latvian Civil Administration
announced the sequestration of German manor property.? This decision was made
independently of the Provisional Government, because it had no direct communica-
tion with Liepaja. On 25 May the civil administration declared Niedra and his minis-
ter of education Jalijs Kup¢s (1882-1962) to be conspirators, confiscating their prop-
erty.® These steps contributed to a confrontation that soon culminated in the Battle
of Césis, where the Estonian army and the Northern Latvian Brigade fought against
the German Iron Division and the Baltic Landeswehr loyal to the Niedra government.

After the 16 April coup, the Provisional Government could no longer effectively con-
trol its armed forces. Initially, ministers hid in the premises of the British mission in
Liepaja, but later moved to the steamer the Saratov in the port of Liepaja. The Sara-
tov was under the protection of British warships. The government, which had very
limited communication with the mainland, could not carry out its functions. Officials
of the Ministry of Defence were mainly engaged in gathering and analysing infor-
mation, and planning. There were no Latvian military units left in Liepaja because

2% Rikojums. Tautas Balss, 22.04.1919, Nr. 1, 3. Ipp.
30 Rikojums. Tautas Balss, 27.05.1919, Nr. 25, 3.-4. Ipp.
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General Goltz had prohibited them from staying in the city. The Balodis Brigade was
stationed on the front not far from Riga, 150 kilometres away.

The situation changed after 22 May when the Bolsheviks were driven out of Riga. The
1st Latvian Brigade gained control of a significant part of the city, which allowed for
the partial restoration of Latvian political and social life, as well as the resumption of
the formation of extensive Latvian military units. Thousands of former Red Army sol-
diers who had deserted from the Soviet Latvian army were accepted into the Balodis
Brigade. The numerical composition of the brigade increased very rapidly during this
time, from 2,146 people on 18 May 1919, to 7,508 at the end of June.*" In addition to
the existing four combat battalions, four new battalions were formed.

Similar processes also occurred in the Northern Latvian Brigade, which, together
with the Estonian army, liberated Vidzeme from the Bolsheviks at the end of May
and the beginning of June 1919. The brigade accepted a large number of volunteers
and implemented mobilisation, attracting many former Red Army soldiers. On 18
May the 2nd Césis Infantry Regiment was formed from the Reserve Battalion, on 31
May the Northern Latvian Partisan Regiment was formed, and in the second half of
June the 3rd Jelgava Regiment and the 3rd Rajiena Artillery Battery were formed. On
28 June 1919 there were 9,803 people in the units of the Northern Latvian Brigade,
but there were over 10,000 including the rear garrisons.*?

The first direct contacts between the two brigades were established at the beginning
of the Battle of Césis in June 1919. On May 28, the cavalry squadron of the 1st Latvian
Separate Brigade, commanded by Eduards Plan-Dubrovskis (1891-1942), arrived in
LimbaZi, where it came into contact with the Estonian army. The squadron switched
sides and joined the Northern Latvian Brigade and participated in the Battle of Cé&sis
on its side. Fletcher, the Landeswehr commander, suspected Balodis of deliberate
sabotage. Also, Plan-Dubrovskis managed to inform the Balodis headquarters in
Riga about the overall situation in northern Latvia.

Immediately after the start of the Battle of Césis on 6 June, Balodis announced the
neutrality of his forces in the conflict. On the same day, he received a document
compiled by Colonel Zemitans in which Zemitans ordered Balodis to join the fight
against the Germans. To clarify the situation, a secret personal meeting took place
in Carnikava on the night of 8-9 June between Balodis and Voldemars Ozols (1884~
1949), the chief of staff of the Northern Latvian Brigade. Balodis managed to con-
vince Ozols of the validity of his position: he was worried that in the event of open
confrontation, the Germans would disarm the Latvian brigade. Contacts between

31 |. LatvieSu brigades cilvéku, zirgu un iero€u sastavs, 18.05.1919. LNA LVVA, 1515-1-189, 135. Ip.; Zinas par
I. Latv. atsev. Brigades sastavu, 28.06.1919. LNA LVVA, 1515-1-191, 150. Ip.
32 PENIKIS, M. Latvijas armijas sakums un cinas..., 181. lpp.
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the two brigades were maintained thereafter, and Balodis' neutrality became in-
creasingly hostile to the Germans every week.*

At the decisive moment of the Battle of C&sis, on 21 June, Balodis ordered his combat
units to advance to the eastern front to take over several sectors from the ‘northern-
ers’, which would allow them to release a significant part of their forces for the fight
against the Germans.® In fact, this was a violation of the neutrality declared by Ba-
lodis. On 23 June, Ligo Day, the national holiday of Latvia, was celebrated in Riga. In
honour of this, a concert was held where the band of the 1st Latvian Separate Brigade
played the Estonian national anthem. The audience reacted with loud applause.®

On the same evening in Riga, several clashes occurred between German and Lat-
vian soldiers. The situation escalated in the following days, with some minor skir-
mishes between Latvian and German garrisons resulting in casualties. On the night
of 26 June, Balodis’ soldiers arrested ministers of the Niedra government near Riga
who were trying to go to Liepaja. After the arrival of German troops and lengthy
negotiations, the prisoners were released on 28 June. Also on 28 June, one of the
detachments of the 4th separate battalion of the Balodis Brigade was handed over
to the ‘northerners’ to participate in the liberation of Riga. On 2 July, the 6th separate
battalion of the Balodis Brigade openly joined the Estonians.3®

On 3 July, the Strazdumuiza Armistice was concluded, ending hostilities between the
Estonian and German armies. The German army and the Baltic Landeswehr had to
leave Riga, where the maintenance of order was entrusted to the Balodis Brigade.
On 6 July, the Northern Latvian Brigade marched into Riga. The leadership of both
brigades met in the city centre, and this moment is immortalised in one of the most
famous photographs of the Latvian War of Independence.

Conclusion

The armed forces of the Republic of Latvia were formed in very difficult circum-
stances between November 1918 and June 1919. The Latvian Provisional Govern-
ment lacked weapons, money and resources. At the same time, the Red Army in-
vaded Latvia from the east. Obtaining the necessary military support from abroad

33 BALODIS, Janis. Atminu burtnicas, 1918.-1939. gads. PublicéSanai sagatav. Andris CAUNE. Riga, 2015,
86.-87. Ipp.; Ziemellatvijas brigades Staba priek3nieka vietas izpilditaja Voldemara Ozola véstule 1. la-
tvieSu atseviskas brigades komandierim Janim Balodim, 10.06.1919. LNA LVVA, 6033-1-159, 148. Ip.

34 1. latvieSu atseviskas brigades komandiera Jana BaloZa pavéle brigades apsardzibas rajona prieksnie-
kam Janim Purinam, 21.06.1919. LNA LWVA, 1515-1-693, 166; 1492-2-5, 49. Ip.

3 Baltijas Vestnesis, 26.06.1919, Nr. 24, 4. Ipp.; Tautas Balss, 01.07.1919, Nr. 53, 4. Ipp.

36 6. atseviSka bataljona komandiera Uldrika Tilles zinojums Ziemellatvijas armijas virspavélniekam Jorgim
Zemitanam, 02.07.1919. LNA LWVA, 1496-1-15, 76. Ip.

53



54

Janis Siling

was complicated: British policy was unclear and hesitant, while Germany was ready
to provide assistance only in exchange for political subjugation. In addition to these
difficulties, the Latvian armed forces had to overcome problems of ethnic fragmen-
tation and geographical separation.

Initially, the armed forces were formed based on an ethnic principle: Latvian, Baltic-
German and Russian companies (later battalions) were established. This approach
allowed for the rapid acquisition of cohesive and relatively combat-ready units, but it
created serious political complications, as the Germans sought to use Baltic-German
formations in their own interest. As a result, Baltic-German combat units carried
out a coup in the interest of Germany and laid the groundwork for the subsequent
Battle of Césis. The ethnic factor in the Latvian army existed until the end of the War
of Independence, but its significance diminished after the summer of 1919 due to
the cleansing of Baltic-German units of German citizens, their use in battles on the
Eastern Front against the Red Army, and the appointment of a British army officer,
Colonel Harold Alexander (1891-1969), as commander.

Another challenge, which was relevant from January 1919, was the simultaneous
formation of armed forces in two geographically distant regions of Latvia, Kurzeme
(western Latvia), and northern Vidzeme. There were no stable communications be-
tween the two regions. The military in each of them was formed according to differ-
ent principles, and armed, clothed and equipped very differently. The units formed
in Estonia and northern Vidzeme were part of the Estonian army.

In fact, there were two autonomous parts of the Latvian armed forces, which lost
their coordinating centre after the coup of 16 April, as the government could no
longer function properly. In these circumstances, the successful operation of the
parts loyal to the Provisional Government was hindered. Paradoxically, it was only
during the Battle of Césis, where the Northern Latvian Brigade actively fought against
the Germans while the Southern Latvian Brigade observed neutrality, that the op-
portunity arose to establish direct contacts between the two parts. The Southern
Latvian Brigade secretly supported the ‘northerners’ in the Battle of Césis, and took
an increasingly militant stance against the Germans. After the Strazdumuiza Armi-
stice, the necessary political conditions were created for the two parts of the armed
forces to merge and create a unified Latvian army.
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Table 1. The composition of the Latvian defence forces on 31 December 1918

Latvian formations Baltic German formations Russian formations
1 1st Riga Defence Company | 1st Riga Company Russian Company (Didorov)
2 | 2nd Riga Defence Com- 2nd Riga Company Afanasyev Detachment
pany
3 3rd Riga Defence Com- 3rd Riga Company Liepaja Volunteer Detachment
pany
4 | Officer and Instructor Officer Machine Gun Com-
Reserve Company pany
5 Student (Separate) Com- Assault Squadron (Stoss-
pany trupp)
Schoolboy Company Jelgava Company (Rahden)
Latgale Officer Company Liepaja Company (Kleist)
Latgale Instructor Com- Cavalry Detachment Hahn
pany
9 | Césis Company Cavalry Detachment
Drachenfels
10 | 1stJelgava Company Cavalry Detachment Engel-
hardt
11 | 2nd Jelgava Company Haubitz Battery (Zinnius)
12 | 1st Liepaja Company Artillery Battery (Pfeil)
13 | 2nd Liepaja Company Artillery Battery Siewert

14 | Tukums Company (later
Cavalry Detachment)

Sources: DAMBITIS, K. Op. cit., 73.-76. Ipp.; Latvijas atbrivosanas kara vésture..., 65.-68. |pp.;
BAUMANIS. Liktenigas dienas. Latvijas Ergli, 1925, Nr. 8, 12. Ipp.; M. B. Trakums Latvijas
atbrivo3anas cinu vésturé. Kurzemes Vards, 23.06.1939, 7. Ipp.; BERZINS, Andrejs. Vésturiski
notikumi valsts proklamésanas priek3vakara Liepaja. Kurzemes Vards, 18.11.1938, 4. Ipp.;
Die Baltische Landeswehr..., S. 210-213; GRIMM, C. Jahre deutscher Entscheidung..., S. 206-209.
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A DIVIDED ARMY: THE FIRST SIXMONTHS OF BUILDING THE LATVIAN ARMED FORCES (NOVEMBER 1918 TO APRIL 1919)

SUSISKALDZIUSI KARIUOMENE: PIRMIEJI SESI LATVIJOS GINKLUOTYJU PAJEGY
KURIMO MENESIAI (1918 M. LAPKRITIS - 1919 M. BALANDIS)

Janis Silin3

Santrauka

1919 m. liepos 10 d. Siaurés Latvijos brigada, kuriai vadovavo pulkininkas Jorgis Zemitans,
ir 1-0ji Latvijos atskiroji brigada (dar vadinta Piety Latvijos brigada), kuriai vadovavo pulki-
ninkas Janis Balodis, buvo sujungtos j bendra darinj, taip sukuriant Latvijos kariuomene.
Piety Latvijos brigada tapo naujai suformuotos kariuomenés 1-3ja divizija (1-0ji Kurze-
mes peéstininky divizija), o Siaurés Latvijos brigada pervadinta 2-gja divizija (2-oji VidZe-
mes pestininky divizija). Ankstesniais meénesiais abi Sios brigados atsirado skirtingomis
politinémis aplinkybémis, toli viena nuo kitos. Jos turéjo skirtingas uniformas, ginkluote,
ekipuote ir organizacine struktdrg. Straipsnio tikslas - iSnagrinéti Latvijos ginkluotyjy pa-
jégy formavimasi nuo 1918 m. lapkric¢io men. iki 1919 m. liepos, t. y. Siy brigady karimosi
laikotarpiu, pries tai, kai jy pagrindu atsirado viena Latvijos kariuomené.

Straipsnyje daugiausia démesio skiriama dviem pagrindiniams veiksniams - etniniam ir
geografiniam, mat tiriamuoju laikotarpiu Latvijos kariuomené buvo susiskaldZiusi tiek
etniniu, tiek geografiniu pozidriais.

Etninis susiskaldymas turéjo reikmés todél, kad ginkluotosios pajégos is pradziy formuo-
tos pagal etninj principg - kdrési atskiros latviy, Baltijos vokieciy ir rusy kuopos (véliau
batalionai). Toks principas leido greitai suformuoti darnius ir gana pajégius kovinius da-
linius, taCiau sukélé rimty politiniy komplikacijy, nes Vokietija sieké panaudoti Baltijos
vokieciy formuotes savo interesams. Dél to Baltijos vokieciy koviniai daliniai jvykdé per-
versma veikdami Vokietijos naudai ir uzprogramavo sekg, atvedusig j Césiy masj 1919 m.
birZelio pabaigoje. Etninis veiksnys Latvijos kariuomenéje egzistavo iki pat Nepriklauso-
mybés karo pabaigos, taciau po 1919 m. vasaros jo reikSmé émeé mazéti dél Baltijos vo-
kieciy daliniy valymo nuo Vokietijos pilieiu, ju panaudojimo masiuose Ryty fronte pries
Raudonaja armija ir brity kariuomenés karininko pulkininko Haroldo Alexanderio pasky-
rimo vadu.

Kitas isSakis, aktualus nuo 1919 m. sausio, buvo tai, kad ginkluotosios pajégos vienu metu
formuotos dviejuose vienas nuo kito geografiskai nutolusiuose regionuose - Kurzeméje
(Vakary Latvijoje) ir Siaurés Vidzeméje. Stabilaus ry3io tuo metu tarp 3iy dviejy regiony
nebadta. Kariuomené kiekviename jy formuota pagal skirtingus principus. Be to, Estijoje ir
Siaurés Vidzemeje suformuoti daliniai buvo pavaldas Estijos kariuomenei.

IS esmés tai buvo dvi autonominés Latvijos ginkluotyjy pajégy dalys, kurios po Karlio
Ulmanio laikingjg vyriausybe nuvertusio balandZio 16 d. perversmo neteko koordinaci-
nio centro, nes vyriausybeé nebegaléjo tinkamai veikti. Tokiomis aplinkybémis sékmin-
gas Laikinajai vyriausybei lojaliy kariniy daliy veikimas komplikavosi. Paradoksalu, bet tik
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per Césiy masj, kuriame Siaurés Latvijos brigada aktyviai kovési su vokieciy daliniais, o
Piety Latvijos brigada laikési neutralumo, atsirado galimybé uZmegzti tiesioginius rySius
tarp Siy dviejy basimosios Latvijos kariuomenés daliy. Piety Latvijos brigada slapta remé
LSiaurieCius” Césiy masyje ir émé uzimti vis karingesne pozicijg pries vokiecius. Bet tik po
Strazdumuizos paliauby (1919 m. liepos 3 d.) susidare reikiamos politinés salygos abiem
ginkluotyjy pajégy dalims susijungti ir sukurti bendrg Latvijos kariuomene.



