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Anotation. The article covers the main directions of the activities by the Latvian émigrés in the
United States in 1918-1922 in the context of Latvian state proclamation. It is done by reviewing
the attitude demonstrated towards Latvian statehood as expressed through political activites,
including the activities opposing the Latvian statehood and the context of general USA attitude
towards the Baltic States. The example of the Latvian émigrés is noteworthy both as regards
the history of ethnic minorities in the USA, where under the circumstances Latvians formed a
distinctive group, and as regards the history of Latvia: different attitudes towards the statehood
in the homeland highlight the plurality of opinions among the Latvian émigrés.

Keywords: U.S. Latvians, Latvian state, Latvian War of Independence, ethnic minorites in
U.S., political radicalism, recognition of Baltic states.

Anotacija. Straipsnyje apzvelgiamos pagrindinés Latvijos emigranty Jungtinése Valstijose
veiklos kryptys 1918-1922 m. Latvijos valstybés paskelbimo kontekste. Tai daroma perzitrint
poziarj j Latvijos valstybinguma, i$reiks$ta per politine veikla, jskaitant veikla, priestaraujancia
Latvijos valstybingumui ir bendra JAV pozitrj j Baltijos $alis. Latvijos emigranty pavyzdys yra
pastebimas tiek kalbant apie etniniy mazumy istorija JAV, kai tokiomis aplinkybémis latviai
sudaré savitg grupe, tiek apie Latvijos istorijg: skirtingas pozitris j valstybinguma tévynéje
i§ryskina nuomoniy jvairove tarp Latvijos emigranty.

Esminiai Zodziai: JAV latviai, Latvijos valstybé, Latvijos nepriklausomybés karas, etninés
mazumos JAV, politinis radikalizmas, Baltijos valstybiy pripazZinimas.
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Introduction

At the moment of proclamation of the Republic of Latvia in 1918 and during the
following Latvian War of Independence a considerable amount of Latvians lived outside
Latvia. The greatest part of them were located in Russia, Ukraine and other parts
of the former Tsar Empire, which fact was determined among others by the refugee
movement during the First World War. Nevertheless, a number of Latvians lived in
Western European countries, and in Australia and Canada. By far the greatest number
of Latvians, who were living outside of the former empire territory, was situated in the
United States of America where 30 to 40 thousand people of Latvian descent lived. This
community was a specific group among the population of the United States not only
from the national viewpoint, but also from political characteristics. A considerable part
of them were left-minded people, who arrived in the USA in the late 19" and early 20™
century, especially many of them arrived after the revolution of 1905.

This article covers the time period from 1918, when the statehood of Latvia was
proclaimed, to July 1922, when with the recognition of the Baltic States by the USA a new
period in the mutual relations of these countries began. During the period in question
the attitude of the USA government towards the events in the Baltic States was mixed:
on the one hand it delayed the recognition of the Baltic States independence much more
noticeably than other Allies; on the other hand, American humanitarian work in Baltic
lands was the most extensive from all Allies.!

The aim of this article is to disclose the main directions of the activities by the Latvian
émigrés in the context of the Latvian state proclamation; this aim is to be achieved
by reviewing the attitude demonstrated towards the Latvian statehood as expressed
through political activites or different forms of mutual aid. The activities opposing the
Latvian statehood will be mentioned here only slightly, as this topic requires more proper
detalization in a separate article. Overall, the context of general USA attitude towards the
Baltic States is given. The example of the Latvian émigrés is noteworthy both as regards
the history of ethnic minorities in the USA, where under the circumstances Latvians
formed a distinctive group, and as regards the history of Latvia: it should be stated that

! See more: SKIRIUS, Juozas. U.S. Government Policy toward Lithuania 1920-1922: Recognition of Lithuanian
Independence. Chicago: Lithuanian Research and Studies Center, 2000; JEKABSONS, Eriks. Latvijas un
Amerikas Savienoto Valstu attiecibas 1918.-1922.gada. Riga: Latvijas Véstures institita apgads, 2017.
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different attitudes towards the statehood in the homeland highlight the plurality of
opinions among the Latvian émigrés.

Prehistory

The greatest numbers of people to emigrate from the Baltic region were the Lithuanians.
There also were the Latvian émigrés, who began to arrive during the 1880’s. By 1918,
their number had grown but is uncertain, various estimates have been made, ranging
from 30.000 to 70.000; the lower number, probably, is the more accurate. In some of the
larger cities, they founded organizations. In 1889, in Boston, they founded a Latvian
Society; however, in 1893, there was a dissension among its members, and the dissenters
established their Latvian Workers Society. In 1896, the first Latvian language newspaper
Amerikas Veéstnesis (American Messenger) appeared. Its editor, until 1919, was Jékabs
Zibergs, the most prominent and active American Latvian.

In 1896, there came a second wave of émigrés, a political one. A left wing movement
had emerged in Latvia, toward the end of the century, popularly known as the New
Current (Jauna Strava). Many, though not all of its followers, had entered fledgling Social
Democrat organizations, which were discovered and pursued by the Tsarist secret police.
Some members were arrested, imprisoned, or exiled; others fled abroad. Some left wing
émigrés found their way to America, among them Davids Bundza, who gathered his fellow
socialists and founded a Latvians Social Democratic Union in 1898. It also had its own
publications, a monthly Auseklis (The Dawn), issued from 1898 to 1901 and, thereafter, a
newspaper Proletarietis (The Proletarian), from 1902 to 1918, the official publication of
the Latvian social democrats.? Then there came the third wave of radical revolutionaries,
an exodus after the revolution of 1905. Many of whom had been the leaders and who
had fought, with arms, in the revolution which, in Latvia, had been furious and bloody,
suppressed by the Tsarist punitive forces with extreme ferocity and brutality. Some of
the émigrés never lost their enraged outlook and violent behavior, joining the radical
American The International Workers of the World (the “Wobblies”). As a result, the Latvian
workers were viewed, with suspicion, by American authorities as dangerous anarchists.’

Not all of the political émigrés were radicals. The most notable among them was Karlis
Ulmanis, later the first Minister President of Latvia. While in the United States, from the
University of Nebraska he received a Bachelor of Science degree and was a lecturer there,

2 For further details regarding Latvian and Lithuanian ethnic press, see: ANDERSON, Edgar; SLAVE-
NAS, M. G. The Latvian and Lithuanian Press. In: MILLER, Sally (Ed.). The Ethnic Press in the United
States. New York: Greenwood Press, 1987, pp. 229-246.

* JEKABSONS, Eriks. Latvie$u anarhisti terorizé Bostonu. Ilustréta Veésture. 2015, Decembris, 52.-59. Ipp.
See for example: Jan Pouren Case. The Independent. 1908, Sept. 17; Plaude Is in Riga, Russia. Friend of
Gutman, the Slain Bandit. Boston Daily Globe, 1908, Oct. 28; Dead Desperado Edmund Gutman. Boston
Daily Globe, 1908, July 25; Plaude, Jekapson, the Yeggs Sought. Boston Daily Globe, 1908, July 27, etc.
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and then he had own business, dairy, in Texas. However, in 1913, the political situation
was such that he could return to Latvia. Another notable émigré was Voldemars Salnais,
who, as a youthful Social Democrat had been an active revolutionary, then imprisoned
and exiled to Siberia, from where he escaped to the United States. Later, Salnais would
serve as Latvia’s Foreign Minister and Ambassador to Sweden.

In 1909, a number of the Latvian Social Democrat groups entered the American
Socialist Party, maintaining their distinct identity as an autonomous section of the larger
organization. From 1909 to 1919 they published the newspaper Stradnieks (The Worker).
According to some unverified data, there were some 11.000 Latvians in the United States,
of whom 1001 were members belonging to [left-wing] organizations, counting those in
Canada as well as the United States. By 1915, the organized membership had grown to
some 1600. There were, however, disagreements and divisions among them, and in 1911
a group, headed by Janis Ozols, another prominent Social Democrat and a former Duma
deputy, separated, and from 1916 to 1917 published their own journal Darba Balss (The
Voice of Labor).

When Russia’a autocracy collapsed in 1917, many of the political exiles from Russia,
including Latvians, left America for their homeland. It is estimated that some 3500
Latvians, many of them Social Democrats, did return to Latvia after 1917. The radical
extremists, in particular, hastened to depart. Some of them would later have prominent
roles in Soviet Russia, and in the short-lived government of Soviet Latvia in 1919. Fricis
Rozins$, one of the most prominent Social Democrats since the late 1890’s, who had been
imprisoned but had escaped to the United States, became the Commissar of Agriculture
in the Soviet Latvian Government. Davids Beika, the Commissar of Industry, was notable
for his narrow fanaticism. Janis Ozols, however, remained in the United States.*

The situation in Latvia at the time was difficult. Since 1915 half of the territory of
Latvia was under the German, occupation and the front line crossed Latvian territory
for several years. In August 1917 German forces enetered Riga, but in February, 1918,
all the territory of Latvia was already controlled by the German forces. Only after the
collapse of the German empire and the end of the war, it became possible to proclaim the
state independence of Latvia in November 1918. After the proclamation, the Temporary
Government commenced a military and political struggle with external (Soviet Russia,
Germany, anti-Bolshevistic white Russian forces) and internal (bolshevics, Baltic
Germans) foes for acual independence and borders, which lasted for two years. Only in
August 1920 a peace treaty was signed with Soviet Russia, but in January, 1921, Latvia
achieved international recognition.

4 See: AKMENTINg, Osvalds; BERZINA, Lidija. Latvijas ideja Amerika. Bostona: Amerikas latviesu tautiska
savieniba, 1968; DUMA, Lidija; PAEGLITE, Dzidra. Revolucionarie latviesu emigranti arzemés 1897-1919.
Riga: Liesma, 1976; AKMENTINS, Osvalds. Vestules no Maskavas. Amerikas latviesu repatriantu likteni
Padomju Krievija 1917-1940. Istlansinga, Mi¢igana: “Gaujas” apgads, 1987.
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Among those Latvians in the USA later supporting the cause of Latvia’s national
government, notably energetic was Karlis Ozols, an engineering expert, who had been
sent to the United States by the Russia’s Ministry of War in 1916.> After the revolution,
the Russian engineers founded a business enterprise to further their interests, with Ozols
as its executive officer. However, he was devoted to the cause of Latvia’s independence.
He wrote a number of articles on Latvia and the Latvians, which appeared in the New
York Times: no small achievement. He was aware that the American public knew little
about his country. His initial article was written to dispel convincingly the notion that
the Latvians were given to Bolshevik radicalism; on the contrary, Ozols argued, they
were a fully developed and well-educated nationality. Another article explained that the
German oppression of the Latvian people caused their radical temper. A subsequent article
explained that bolshevism was incompatible with the particular nature of the Latvian
agrarian society. Given his prominent office representing Russia’s engineers, Ozols met
the Russian Ambassador Boris Bakhmetev, who represented Kerensky’s Provisional
Government. Later, Ozols would recall that in the conversation with Bakhmetev: he
advised the Ambassador to take “a more far-sighted political course, to not reject the
aspirations of the small nations and, even with clenched teeth, publicly declare, at least,
the recognition of their autonomy.” Ozols pointed out, that only this approach would lead
to a victory over bolshevism. But to Bakhmetev, this was “difficult to comprehend and not
possible to accept politically.” Ozols then approached another Russian in the Embassy,
Korft, who previously had served as Russia’s Vice Governor of Finland and, hence, as
Ozols had assumed, would have some sympathy for the strivings of the smaller nations.
However, Korft had even “a more optimistic belief on Russia’s future political course of
events and regarded all national efforts toward separatism as a transitory phenomenon,
which did not deserve serious attention”.

The Latvian community was paying close attention to the events in their native
country. After the war had ended, the organizations began political activities. On June
30, 1918 the Latvians of Massachusetts convoked a meeting and voted on a resolution
addressed to President Wilson. At this time, it should be noted, Germany, victorious in
the East, had forced Soviet Russia to sign the Treaty of Brest Litovsk and, according to its
terms, Germany would have possession of the Baltic States. Appealing to the President,
the Address, said to represent the Latvians, loyal citizens of America, who still hold
their native land in cherished memory, and are devoted to its independence and self-
government, desire to express their grateful support to the cause of the United States as

* The personal data of K. Ozols see: Personal file, Ministry of Foreign Affaires, 1919-1940. Latvijas Nacionala
arhiva Latvijas Valsts vestures arhivs (National Archives of Latvia, State Historical Archives of Latvia, further:
LNA LVVA), 2570. 1., 14. apr., 1138.1., 2.-13.1p.; JEKABSONS, Eriks; SCERBINSKIS, Valters (sast.). Latvijas
arlietu dienesta darbinieki 1918-1991. Biografiska vardnica. Riga: Zinatne, 2003, 231.-232. Ipp.

¢ OZOLS, Karlis. Amerika Latvijas tap$anas sakuma. Jaunakas Zinas, 1922. 4. aug.; OZOLS, Karlis. Darbs
un atminas Latvijai topot. Latvijas Kareivis, 1934, 5., 10. aug.
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well as that of the Allies, and their intent to provide equal human rights and independent
self-rule for every nation, large or small. Therefore, we, the Latvians of America, do express
our sincere gratitude to the President of the United States, Woodrow Wilson, for his
dedication to the establishment of Latvian independence, and every one of us will support
the United States and its Allies in this arduous battle, financially, morally, and physically.
That said, the address stated a protest against Germany and its Allies, who oppress the
Latvians, intending “to deprive them of their independent self-government as well as to
any attempt made by Germany to bring a German ruler to our former native land. As we
have, during the three previous years, financially, physically and morally, supported the
Latvian Rifle Regiments, who, alongside the Allies, have fought for the independence of
our country. Moreover, we protest against the attempt of any European state or nation,
which interferes in the affairs of the Latvian nation... which today is wrongfully ruled by
the Central Powers.””

Lettish League of America

From Boston, Péteris Roze wrote to Zigfrids Meierovics, next foreign minister of
Latvian Provisional Government on November 8, 1918 telling him of the foundation of a
Lettish League of America. (Roze was employed by the Young Men’s Christian Association
in Boston.) He was happy, he said, that there were those in our fatherland who had not
converted to Bolshevism. He assured Meierovics that the purpose of the newly established
organization was “to support Latvian interests in the Baltic and help in every way possible.”
He was happy to hear that Meierovics intended to visit the United States, even assuming
that the Allies would do their best to defray his travel expenses. An approach to America
was to be encouraged, because “America is the best friend of our native land and America
wages war in order to secure democracy for the entire world.”®

The Boston newspaper Amerikas Véstnesis on December 15 published the news that
information had been received from Copenhagen: a Latvian Republic had been proclaimed
in Riga by a National Council and a great part of the Latvian people. The newspaper was
astonished and pleased: “To us, the Latvians in America,” it wrote, “the news comes as
a bolt of lightning from a clear sky.” Some Latvians do hope to see the so-called Lenin-
Trotsky system of government in Latvia at the head of the so-called dictatorship of the
proletariat. According to the editors, the declaration confirmed the fact that a majority
of the Latvians definitely wanted the creation of a democratic state. In January, the
newspaper published two important documents pertaining to the recognition of Latvia’s
Government: a letter sent by Zigfrids Meierovics, soon to be Latvia’s Foreign Minister, to

7 Bostonas Latviesu Rezoltcija. Amerikas Véstnesis, 1918, 15. jul.
8 P. Roze to Z. Meierovics, Nov. 8, 1918. LNA LVVA, 2575. ., 1. apr., 159.1, 27., 28. Ip.
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Britain’s Foreign Secretary Balfour, and the Secretary’s reply of November 11, extending
de facto recognition to a Provisional Government in Latvia. Meierovics had been in touch
with the newspaper’s editor Jékabs Zibergs; on October 27 he had sent a letter, relating his
talks with the Foreign Secretary. Shortly afterwards, from January 3 to 5, 1919 the first
conference of the Latvian National League, where the participants, some 30 in number,
decided to support Latvia’s de facto Provisional Government, although there seems to
have been some uncertainty among the [participants] whether Latvia would be entirely
an independent and sovereign state. Nonetheless, the conference sent a congratulating
telegram, congratulating Meierovics and, more importantly, a message to President
Wilson, asking the President to confirm his principle of self-determination for nations,
specifically when it came to the Baltic nations, and to raise “the Baltic question” at the
Peace Conference, which would decide it. There was a lesser, although bothersome matter.
The letter drew the President’s attention to Lithuanian demands of Latvia’s territory, in
the southwest to a part of Courland and in the East, parts of the province of Latgale.
Such demands had already been voiced in Lithuanian newspapers. Ozols would respond
to them in major newspapers.’

On February 22, 1919 Meierovics sent a request to the American Ambassador to
France to issue a diplomatic visa to Karlis Zarin$, who was to represent the Provisional
Government in the United States. Having received no reply, Meierovics repeated his
request on February 27. The principal purpose of the representative’s endeavors was
to secure the funds from Latvians in America, which would be used to buy military
supplies and food; request the American Government to permit solicitation for loans and
donations to help overcome the wartime destruction in Latvia and, most importantly,
permit summoning of volunteers among American Latvians for Latvia’s armed forces,
which were battling the Soviet invasion, primarily among those who had served in the
United States Army."* However, in such a case (unrecognized country) the Embassy would
only issue a visa to a private citizen; therefore, Zarin$ did not go.

Before an accredited representative of Latvia’s Government would be recognized by
the State Department, the American Lettish League strove to promote Latvia’s interests.
Already on December 26, 1918, it submitted a declaration to the State Department that it
would do its utmost to promote economic relations between the United States and “the
Baltic provinces”. A following message, sent on January 21, professed the same intention. "

® See: The correspondence of American Latvians with the governmental offices of Latvia, 1919. LNA LVVA,
2575.1, 1. apr., 202.1., 1.-62. Ip.; LatvieSu Republika. Amerikas Vestnesis, 1918, 15. dec.; Amerikas Latvie$u
pirmais nacionalais kongress. Amerikas Vestnesis, 1919, 15. janv.; OZOLS, Karlis. Darbs un atminas Latvijai
topot. Latvijas Kareivis, 1934, 19., 23. sept.; Sk. ari: OZOLS, Karlis. Latvijai topot. Darbs un atminas Amerika
un Eiropa Latvijas tapsanas sakuma. 1.dala. Riga: Erva, 1935, 60.-63. Ipp.

10°Z. Meierovis to US Embassy, Paris, Febr. 22, 1919. LNA LVVA, 1313. f, 1. apr., 5.1, 8., 9., 10. Ip.

" TARULIS, Albert. American-Baltic Relations 1918-1922: The Struggle Over Recognition. Washington D.C.:
The Catholic University of America Press, 1965, p. 168.
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On January 17, Ozols and two other representatives for the Latvian National League
called at the Department. No record exists of their talk. However, on January 21 the
League presented to the Department its aims in writing. The basic purpose was to
“employ all legal means available in order to assist the Baltic provinces in their struggle
for political freedom, and in their attempt to re-establish and develop their industries
and commerce.” They asked the State Department to reiterate the fact that the United
States government believes in the principle of self-determination, to allow the delegates
of the Latvian Provisional Government to present to the Peace Conference the facts in
regard to the Latvian inhabitants of the Baltic provinces at the time when the question
comes up, and to assist the authorized representative of the Latvian National League,
Mr. Charles Ozols, in securing proper interviews with the representative of the American
Commission in Paris. Furthermore, the United States should publicly oppose any attempt
of the Lithuanians to annex any territory inhabited by the Latvians. These successive
requests of the American Latvian National League would receive attention in the State
Department and, eventually, elicit a response. Early in 1919, Ozols departed for Paris, to
join the Latvian Mission there as a representative of the National League. On his way,
on February 21, while in London, he forwarded a lengthy communication to President
Wilson, as well as to Herbert, as the head of the American Relief Administration and
Latvia’s Minister president Karlis Ulmanis. (According to Ozols, the document was
drafted by Arveds Bergs, a member of Latvia’s mission in London.) Only upon his
arrival in Europe, Ozols declared, he came to comprehend the appalling destruction
and suffering of his native land."

During the spring of 1919, Kristaps Ravins, of Philadelphia, sent frequent
communications to the Paris Latvian delegation. He sent books to “the brave Latvian
soldiers”. These were given to the Latvian soldiers who were in France, hundreds of
them, the former German war prisoners and some others, who had served in a Russian
contingent that had been sent to France, and who were awaiting for the return to Latvia.
Ravins wrote that the Latvians in America “were ready to do everything they could do
to help, in any way, to help morally and materially our soldiers and our native land.” He
drew the Mission’s attention that in order to secure assistance, it was necessary to send a
representative to the United States, and asked the Mission to issue a “general address” to all
the Latvians in America. He reiterated this request, noting that otherwise a considerable
number of Latvians would be swayed by radical propaganda, which claimed that Russia,
and the areas of Latvia under Soviet control, were well off. Indeed, at the end of June,
the Mission did issue a declaration, which related Latvia’s distressing situation and
asked for donations of goods, to be forwarded to responsible American organizations,
and in funds, to be sent directly to the Mission in Paris. Furthermore, Ravins wrote to

12 Latvian League to State Department, Jan. 21, 1919. Hoover Institution Archives (further: HIA). American
National Red Cross, box 178-22; K. Ozols to W. Wilson, Febr, 21, 1919. LNA LVVA, 2575. f,, 1. apr., 31. 1,
57.-59.1p.; OZOLS, Karlis. Darbs un atminas Latvijai topot. Latvijas Kareivis, 1934, 19., 28. sept., 5., 12. okt.
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the delegation, that some enterprising Latvians had established an American Lettish
Commercial League, although the undertaking had not been particularly successful. The
Latvian Society for Assistance, on June 14, had an event, where 75 persons participated,
and 127 dollars were provided to poverty stricken in Latvia. The Philadelphia Free Latvian
Society disseminated copies of two Latvian newspapers, Latvijas Sargs and Stradnieku
Avize. Ravin$ informed the Latvian representative in Paris, Bergs, that the address had
been received, 500 copies printed, and distributed, and, in consequence, “it will dispel the
lies and rumors disseminated by the local Latvian Bolsheviks.” He sent clippings from
American newspapers that mentioned Latvia and the Latvians. He also was in touch
with the Latvian mission in London, the counselor Juris Kémanis, informing him about
the activities and forwarding clippings from American newspapers and some Russian
language ones."”

During the spring and summer of 1919, the Latvian National League supported the
Latvian delegation at the Peace Conference with funds. The sums were not large but,
particularly in the spring and summer, very welcome, as the delegation was desperately
short of funds. Meierovics sent a letter to Zibergs, on June 21, concerning the League’s
readiness to support the delegation, and advised Zibergs to forward the payments directly
to Paris, where it would be spent to support the delegation. Thereafter, until the end of
1919, the Latvian delegation received regular financial support, for which the delegation
expressed its sincere appreciation."

The League’s efforts reached in various directions. In America, it sought to support the
cause of Latvia’s independence; it provided support to the Paris delegation, and it collected
and sent money for the needs in Latvia. For example, for Christmas, the Latvian Red Cross
received 300 dollars; for children in need, 300 dollars, and for soldiers, 200 dollars.”” The
League informed Latvia’s Foreign Ministry it could help forward letters from Latvians to
their relatives in America, locating their addresses, if these were not known. Accordingly,
the Ministry Publisher spread information in Latvia’s newspapers that letters could be
sent to the organization in Philadelphia responsible for this undertaking.'* Celebrating
one year since Latvia’s independence had been declared, the Latvian organizations in
Chicago and Philadelphia gathered funds, sent to the Latvian mission in London a present,
a painting by a Latvian American artist Gustavs Abolting, a portrait of President Wilson
“in a frame with national ornaments”."”

¥ Correspondence of K. Ravin$ and Delegation in Paris, spring 1919. LNA LVVA, 1313.f,, 1. apr., 16. 1, 53,,
56.-58., 65.-68.,72., 83. Ip.; 2575. f,, 1. apr., 156.1., 1.-35. Ip.

4 Mission in Paris to G. Dancis, Sept. 2, 1919. LNA LVVA, 2575.f,, 7. apr., 10. 1, 87. Ip.; Latvijas Arlietu mi-
nistra véstule J. Ziebergam. Amerikas Vestnesis, 1919, 15. jul.; [14. oktobra] Véstule no Parizes. Amerikas
Vestnesis, 1919, 15. nov.; [26. novembra] Véstule no Francijas. Amerikas Vestnesis, 1920, 1. janv.

15 Latvian League to G. Bisenieks. Febr. 20, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2570. £, 2. apr., 63. 1, 10. Ip.

16 Vestulu satisana uz Ameriku. Jaunakas Zinas, 1920, 19. Febr. Par Tautisko savienibu un tas locekliem sk.
arl: Amerikas latvieSu patriots. Jaunakas Zinas, 1920, 16. marta.

7" Amerikas latviesu davana. Briva Zeme, 1919, 6. dec.; LNA LVVA, 1313. £, 1. apr,, 16. 1, 55., 74. Ip.
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In the summer of 1919 in the US parliament the grand struggle over that part of the
Versailles Treaty took place which proposed the establishment of a League of Nations,
bitterly opposed by Senator Lodge. The Senator, however, did not neglect his concern
for Baltic independence. He invited national representatives to testify before a hearing
of the Committee on August 29, 1919. It was the first time in the Senate’s history, it may
be noted, that such representatives of this kind were invited to appear before the Senate:
a Latvian, Estonian, Lithuanian, and a Ukrainian. Lutheran pastor from New York
Karlis Podin$ spoke for Latvia. He did note he was an American citizen and had lived
in America for many years; nonetheless, he told of Latvia’s social conditions, the Latvian
level of education, heartrending past, a promising economic future, as well as a summary
of the extant conditions. While noting that some 20 to 25 per cent of the Latvians had
veered toward Bolshevism, the reason, for that, was the suffering they had undergone
during the German occupation of their country. He concluded, saying, “Latvia deserves
the recognition of our great nation, because our forbearers have never suffered as much
as the Latvians have.” In all, Podin’s presentation, on the one hand, might have been
entirely accurate as to economic and social facts, but, on the other, was convincing in
its emotional presentation. It was noted that it moved his listeners, and some Senators
“warmly shook his hand and promised to support the cause of Latvia’s independence.”®

Since mid-1919, the League had sought to have a permanent Latvian representative
in the United States, to be appointed by the Latvian Government and was disappointed
when that did not take place. (The hesitation in the State Department as to the level of
recognition to be accorded to any such representative was one of the reasons for delay.) In
June 19, Gustavs Dancis, an active promoter of Latvia’s recognition, in New York, wrote
to Bisenieks in London: “All last year we waited for a Latvian representative with great
anticipation but, unfortunately, until now no one has arrived, there only is Mr. [Charles]
Ozols and there are some Latvians who do not wish to see him here.” Evidently, there
were disagreements, even disputes among the Latvian organizations and individuals,
and Ozols. The delay of an official representative was hindered by the attitude of the
State Department. Dancis went on to say that “lately everyone here had been encouraged,
having heard that [Gustavs] Zemgals would soon arrive, but now we are downcast, since
our hope was in vain. Considering that there is no full-fledged Latvian Representative
here, all efforts we have undertaken by the National League as well as other bodies, are
coming to a close, just because that we cannot expect a Latvian mission and there is no
one who can provide us with the correct information about the conditions in Latvia or its
needs.”” Bisenieks forwarded Dancis complaint to the Foreign Ministry, supporting his
views, adding that Estonia was preparing to send a representative to deal with economic
matters. “The need for similar Latvian representation in America is just as necessary,

18 K. Podins, speech, Aug. 29, 1919. LNA LVVA, 5969. f,, 1. apr., 15. 1, 1.-2. Ip.; TRUCE, Austra. Mdcitaja
Karla Podina dzives gajums 1872-1944. Nujorka: [-], 1944, 13.-14. Ipp.
¥ G. Dancis to G. Bisenieks, June 19, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2575. f,, 1. apr., 387. 1., 61. Ip.
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and even more so, because the number of the Latvians in America is much larger than
that of the Estonians.” %

The Latvian organizations, notably their officials, attentively observed the course
of events in Latvia. By this time, the American press followed the military situation in
the Baltic. Late in 1919, there was a fierce and prolonged battle in Latvia, against the so-
called Western Army, a German and Russian force commanded, nominally, by a Russian
commander Bermont. Pleased by the favorable news coverage, one of the Latvian activists,
Gustavs Dancis, in November sent a letter to the Latvian mission in London, happily
relating that before Bermont’s attack, the American newspapers “thought of the Latvians
as radicals, claiming that the Latvians were Bolsheviks, but they no longer write that,
having understood that the Germans are the aggressors, not the Latvians.”

Relief to Latvia

Some modest assistance was provided in cooperation with the American Red Cross.
Late in 1918, on December 14, the initial meeting of a “Latvian Assistance Society” to
America’s Red Cross in New York collected 2140 dollars in donations.?' Although the
assistance efforts were under way for some time, a Lettish Auxiliary of American Red
Cross was formally established on August 1, 1919.% Its purpose was to provide assistance
“to Latvia, our suffering country, within the provisions of the Red Cross”. The Auxiliary
was headed by Karlis Bukrots, the pastor of a Boston Latvian congregation, and later by
Pavils Roze. On August 12, Bukrots could notify the Latvian mission in London that the
work of the section was under way.” It engaged in various undertakings. On October
18, a concert was organized with the proceeds for orphanages in Latvia. Moreover, there
was a political aspect to these events. Bukrots could inform the London mission that the
“hall was decorated with flags, America’s, the flag of the new Latvian Republic, with the
Red Cross flag in the middle”. When the origin and the history of Latvia’s flag was related
to those present, it left a deep impression. Indeed, until now, the Americans knew little
about Latvia and her efforts. The Auxiliary continued to sponsor various events, public
concerts, in order to encourage support. Thus, on November 29, a successful major effort
in the fund gathering campaign was given a broad coverage in the Boston newspapers,
informing their readers about Latvia and the existant conditions there. There were other
activities as well. A group of women, most of them from Bukrots’s congregation, collected
clothing for children and adults, and sewed and knitted as well. The results of their labor

% G. Bisenieks to Ministry of Foreign Affairs, July 5, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2575. f, 1. apr., 378. 1., 110. Ip.

21 OZOLS, Karlis. Darbs un atminas Latvijai topot. Latvijas Kareivis, 1934, 2. sept.

22 K. Bukrots to Z. Meierovics, June 22, 1919. LNA LVVA, 1313. f,, 1. apr., 13. L, 22. Ip., etc.

# K. Bukrots to Mission in London, Aug. 12, 1919. LNA LVVA, 293. f, 1. apr,, 160. L, 16., 17. Ip.; See also:
BURNEVICA, E. Ko Latviesi darijusi prieks Sarkana Krusta. Amerikas Vestnesis, 1919, 15. aug., 1. sept.
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were given to the American Red Cross, so that it could be shipped to Latvia. Eventually,
the Latvian Auxiliary got directly in touch with Latvia’s Red Cross.?* Shipments were
under way. The Latvian newspapers would report in May of 1920, that a cargo of food
and clothing had arrived in Liepaja and another was under way.*

However, the small Boston organization was not in touch with Sé&ja, the Latvian
representative, which hampered its efforts, according to Séja. He sent a critical report
concerning the organization which, so he claimed, had only a handful of members and
its chairman, Roze, was a dubious background, suspected of communist leanings. Roze
even was said to have been sentenced in an armed attack.? Possibly, Séja was influenced
by the suspicions among the Latvian society, where allegations concerning Bolshevism
were not uncommon.

Organizations in Boston, New York, Philadelphia, in other cities, and individuals
as well, donated goods and money.”” In May of 1920, the Boston section of the Latvian
League forwarded to the Latvian delegation, still at work in Paris, 1.233 Francs for the
“Latvians suffering from deprivation”. In June, the Lettish Relief Society of Philadelphia
sent 1.655 Francs to Latvia’s Red Cross to aid wounded soldiers and needy children.?
A major undertaking was collecting sufficient money to buy a freight truck for the
Red Cross.” The head of the Latvia’s Red Cross had sought help from the Philadelphia
Latvians for this need. Already on December 20, 1919 Olgerds Grosvalds, the Latvian
representative in Paris, was told that the Philadelphia Latvians had already donated
800 dollars of the amount necessary, and the rest would soon be met.** In June, the
Latvian Red Cross got the freight truck. This help was appreciated. General Janis
Balodis, the Commander-in-Chief of Latvian Army, in December of 1919, would write
how happy he was “that our fellow countrymen, far across the sea, understand Latvia’s
desperate situation. Our native land will never forget the heartfelt compasion with
which the Latvians of Philadelphia have extended to [the cause] of Latvia’s freedom
and independence, helping the orphans, widows, and near relatives of tose soldiers who
died for it, and who, left without support, are in a hopeless situation.”

2 Correspondence of K. Bukrots with Z. Meierovics and Latvian Missions in London and Paris, autumn,
1919-April, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2570. f,, 2. apr., 63. 1., 2.-9. 1p.; 2575. f,, 7. apr., 1. 1., 440.-442. Ip.; K. Bukrots
to G. Bisenieks, Dec. 2, 1919. LNA LVVA, 2575. f,, 1. apr., 160. 1., 4.-7. lp.; K. Bukrots to Z. Meierovics,
July 10, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2574. f,, 4. apr., 19. 1, 31.-34. Ip.

» Amerikas latvju palidziba Latvijai. Jaunakas Zinas, 1920, 5. maija.

* L. Séja, Report, Aug. 19, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2574. £, 1. apr., 76. 1, 98. Ip.

¥ Correspondence of Latvian organizations and Latvian Mission in Paris, 1919. LNA LVVA, 4712.f,, 1. apr.,,
1392.1, 2. 1p; 2575. £, 1. apr., 369. 1., 99. Ip.

% Boston section, Latvian League to Mission in Paris, May, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2575.f., 7. apr., 41. 1, 80. Ip.

¥ Latvijas Sarkanam Krustam. Jaunakas Zinas, 1920, 11. jan.

0 Lettish Relief Society, Philadelphia to O. Grosvalds, Dec. 20, 1919. LNA LVVA, 2575.f,, 7. apr., 1. L,
345.-346. Ip.

*1 ]. Balodis, letter, Dec. 29, 1920. LNA LVVA, 3601. f,, 1. apr., 299. 1, 123. Ip.
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According to the League’s records, it sent to Latvia food, medical supplies, and clothing,
estimated to have the value of some 10.000 dollars. Most of it came from Philadelphia,
with Boston in the second place. Only a few hundred of some 30.000 Latvians residing
in the United States had participated. Later, in 1922, some assistance was given to the
Army’s Sports Club, 50 dollars, by the Boston Ladies section of the Lettish National
League.’® Latvia’s legation in Washington initiated some gathering efforts. In 1922, it
solicited donations to erect a monument near the city of Césis, where a decisive battle had
taken place during the War of Liberation.”> However, it must be recognized that, overall,
the support provided by America’s Latvians was not considerable, particularly when
compared to that given by the Latvians, and public opinion in Latvia thus appraised it.**

Herbert Hoover’s American Relief Administration intended to engage the Latvians
in its undertakings. The ARA overviewed various efforts, one of them named Children
Inc., and sought help for its assistance programs in Eastern Europe. Hoover received
a request from the ARA representatives in New York to find Latvian, Lithuanian, and
Estonian representatives, with whom the ARA could work together.” In August, 1920
ARA representatives in Riga suggested to Latvia’s Government to help establish in
America “a Latvian organization engaged in welfare”, which would provide assistance
to the Latvian population. Foreign Minister Meierovics wrote concerning this matter to
the Latvian mission in Paris, but without results.?*

Nonetheless, ARA did receive some support. In December 1920, the European
Assistance Council, also headed by Herbert Hoover, conducted its annual campaign, in
order to provide assistance to children in Europe. Shortly before Christmas, Congressman
Chandler took over the task of gathering funds for children in Latvia. On December 24,
Janis Ozols, the commercial representative of Latvia in New York, and brother of Karlis
Ozols, received Chandler’s request to travel to Washington, accompanied by Latvian
women “in their folk dress”, and participate in the fund collection action. Despite the
short notice, Ozols did manage to find four Latvian women who arrived in on time. In
the event, the Washington newspapers paid particular attention to them.”” The other
nationalities were little in evidence. The Poles showed up for one evening, the Czechs
and Slovaks had one representative, and there were no Lithuanians and Estonians at all.
Herbert Hoover was “greatly moved”; he could only wish that other nationalities would do

32 Sports armija. Latvijas Kareivis, 1922, 7. marta.

# Delegation in Washington to Latvian organizations, Jan., 1922. LNA LVVA, 293.f,, 1. apr., 760. 1., 1.-17. 1p.

** Sk. A.[leksandrs] G.[rins]. Amerikas latvie$i. Latvijas Kareivis, 1921, 15. nov.

* ARA administration to H. Hoover, July 10, 1919. HIA, American Relief Administration, European Unit,
box 332-34.

¢ Z. Meierovics to Mission in Paris, Aug. 1920. LNA LVVA, 2575. 1., 7. apr., 2. 1., 9. Ip.

%7 The Washington Times, 1920, Dec. 29; Ilustréts Zurnals, 1921, Nr. 3; Hopeful of Early Lettish Freedom. The
Washington Herald, 1921, Jan. 4. See: W. Chandler to J. Ozols, Dec. 24, 1921. LNA LVVA, 2574. f,, 4. apr.,
133.1,193., 194. 1p.
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the same. The Washington event was succesful, and the American Relief Administration
could continue support Children Inc. in Latvia.*

Leftist forces

Simultaneously the radically inclined Latvians went their separate and different way.
Some of them, confused by the course of events, such as the Lettonian Workingmen’s
Association of Boston, sought information from the Latvian mission in London, writing
to Georgs Bisenieks (Head of Mission). The correspondence reveals a blending of
revolutionary radicalism with nationalism, the legacy of 1905. Thus, one of the members
of the Association, notary Rudolfs Zalitis, queried Bisenieks:

“I do not understand your stand against the so-called Bolsheviks [Zalitis asked]
because, as I understand the Russian language, the word Bolshevik means majority
or the greater part of a nation. Personally, I believe that this means the workers, just
like all the workers in Latvia, and I do see why they should be fought with machine
guns and other deadly weapons, because our great enemy is the German nobility*,
from whose yoke every Latvian wants to cast off but, as I see, the so-called Latvian
Government has a friendlier attitude toward the Germans than the Bolsheviks. As
far as I know, the Bolsheviks are fighting for Latvia’s independence, that is, to liberate
it from every oppressor, whether Latvian or German overlords, who hope to exploit
the Latvian working people. Zalitis continued to query Bisenieks.”

In a following letter, he asked:

“Could you explain, to some extent, why the Latvian Government has German and
Jewish members? In my view, they have no concern with Latvia, because the Germans
have Germany and the Jews have Palestine. Moreover, I think that the inclusion of
such elements in the Government membership will end up with the estates in the
hands of the barons, as in the former times. I cannot understand why the Latvians
would want to remain under the boot of the German barons. If “the Bolsheviks” are
good in confiscating [their] land, then, I think, they should really be called to come
to the Baltic and ordered to cleanse the land of barons and other oppressors of the

# J. Ozols to K. Ulmanis, Jan. 3, 1921. LNA LVVA, 2574. f,, 4. apr., 133.1,,190., 191. Ip.

* The intricacies in relations between the two national groups — Germans and Latvians in the territory of
Latvia developed over the centuries. Since Middle Ages Germans were the economic, political and social
elite, while Latvians were mostly peasants. With the awakening of the Latvian national self-awareness in
second part of the 19 century, conflicts and rivalries between the two groups (distinct both socially and
by their national belonging) became more and more pronounced and reached their peak in the time period
discussed in this article.
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Latvian working people, and then Latvia will be free and clean and will be able to
stand, with pride, before other nations.™°

There was uncertainty among the radical left as to whom they could assist. During the
summer of the year, they collected some 1.600 dollars, and donated them to support the
Latvian Social Democratic Party in Liepaja, and the Party’s newspaper Stradnieku Avize
(Worker’s Newspaper).*' At this time, the American Communists were under way, and
the Party was formally established in a founding Congress in Chicago on September 1.
The Latvian comrades were a significant share of the membership; there were 1606 of
them; however, that includes membership in Canada and the United States. Indeed,
three members of the Central Committee were Latvians and, as the Party noted, the
“Internationale” at the Congress was played by a Latvian band. The band’s enthusiastic
rendition was not well timed: the Communist Party was outlawed in January 1920.*

The views of some Latvian groups is revealed in an extensive communication of the
Lettish Alliance of Chicago, sent to Latvia’s Constituent Assembly in July 10, 1920. The
communication related, in some detail, the Alliance’s efforts to secure money and clothing
to be sent to Latvia. The writers complained that more could be done, if there was an
appropriate response from the respective government offices and officials in Latvia. No
reports had been received as to how the money that had been spent. Unfortunately, that
helped the propaganda efforts of the Latvian Communists, who claimed that the funds
were embezzled by the civil servants in Latvia, or used in their fight against the proletariat.
Nor was there information concerning otherwise forwarded money to Latvia. The report
found fault with the consular representative Janis Kalnins, and with Karlis Ozols as well.
(Ozols had been appointed the official responsible for commercial affairs.) The Alliance
voiced a suspicion that Ozols had diverted the money meant to help the poverty stricken
in Latvia to some commercial projects in London. In all, in this communication, authored
by nationally inclined persons, the Government was criticized for neglecting democratic
norms and using oppressive measures. An excerpt from the wide-ranging letter will
indicate that some American Latvians, not in the least having Bolshevist sympathies, failed
to understand the extant Latvia’s conditions. “It is repeatedly stressed,” [they wrote] in every
announcement and proclamation, that Latvia enjoys freedom to its fullest extent. However,
to those of us, familiar with the American democracy, some of the Latvian practices appear
peculiar and hard to comprehend. News, arriving from various sources, are discouraging
news. Letters repeatedly claim that one cannot write about political matters. We cite
some of them: “We have much to write about, but we do not dare... Whoever would
write about political affairs best be ready to sit behind bars. The local Latvian Bolsheviks

0 R. Zalitis to G. Bisenieks, July 29, 1919. LNA LVVA, 2575. £, 1. apr., 159. 1, 4., 10. Ip.

1 Amerikas biedri — Latvijas Socialdemokratiskajai Stradnieku Partijai. Socialdemokrats, 1919, 15. sept.

2 DUMA, Lidija; PAEGLITE, Dzidra. Revoluciondrie latviesu emigranti arzemeés 1897-1919. Riga: Liesma,
1976, 284.-286., 296. Ipp.
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have repeatedly claimed that the Government has hired 10.000 spies in order to seize the
rebels. This army of spies is led by hangman Davuss, the bloodhound of 1905. Everyone,
who dares to speak about concluding peace with Russia, who criticizes the behavior of
governmental officials, who opposes the political program of the Agrarian Union, who
demands the expulsion of the Baltic nobles and the sequestration of their properties, is
accused of rebellion.” The letter also dealt with the political state of affairs in Latvia, which
its authors had some difficulty in understanding. And the letter pointed out that although
every proclamation and declaration issued by Latvia’s Government insisted that Latvia
enjoyed democratic liberties to the fullest extent, the American Latvians, familiar with
the American practice of democracy, found the Latvian approach deficient. It was written
there: “The more Latvia’s Government will attempt to subdue the people [so one writer
expounded], the higher the flames of unrest will rise. We believe that the Government’s
use of repressive measures only encourages bolshevism in Latvia. A [newspaper] article
that starts and ends with an assertion that Latvia is free, also states that in Riga all the
inhabitants must register where they reside. Such registration books were required during
the revolution of 1905, and then these registration books were regarded as an implement
of utterly reactionary Tsarism; now they are a part of Latvia’s liberties. We want to remind
you of a truism of long standing: “You answer to cannons with cannons, to arguments with
arguments. Replying to cannons with arguments is foolish. In 1917, Russia’s Bolsheviks
used arguments against cannons, and the German forces almost reached Moscow. If the
Allies had not defeated Germany in the West, Russia would now be under the German
fist. However, it is just as foolish to reply to arguments with cannons. The Tsar and other
oppressors and tyrants used cannons against reform demands and revolutionary slogans;
they could, for a brief time, smother the voices of opposition, but in the end they lost and
fell from their thrones. We advise Latvia’s Government to counter Bolshevik arguments
with theirs. Let them speak freely, and then reveal the foolhardiness of their theories and
excessive revolutionary recklessness. The letter then went on to criticize some current
decisions of Latvia’s Government: failure to divide the estates of the Baltic barons; keeping
their Landeswehr in Latvia, and “selling Latvia to foreigners”.*

Some of the radical Latvian leaders had left, excited by a Russian revolution and
enthused by the prospect of bringing it to Latvia. Others remained, and participated in
establishing the American Communist Party, which, as it happens, shortly afterwards
was suppressed. Overall a general anti-communist sentiment in the USA was prevalent
at the time.**

# Lettish Alliance of Chicago to Latvia’s Constituent Assembly, July 10, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2575. f, 1. apr.,
387.1,30.-47. Ip.

¢ More on the so called “Red Scare” and anti-communism in the USA see, for example: POWERS, Richard
Gid. Not without Honor. The History of American anti-Communism. New York: The Free Press, 1995;
HEALE, Michael. American anti-Communism. Combating the Enemy Within, 1830-1970. Baltimore,
London: The John Hopkins University Press, 1990.
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Nonetheless, the Latvian communists in the USA continued their endeavors in a
hope to influence the political situation in Latvia with publications, printed in America
and then sent to Latvia and there distributed. It should be mentioned that Latvia at this
time was negotiating a peace treaty with Soviet Russia; the negotiations were prolonged,
and lasted from February to August, 1920. The Latvian Government demanded a halt
to the dissemination of the Soviet propaganda. However, it could be smuggled in from
the West. Latvia’s Government detected the offenders and sought the help of American
authoritarians to suppress them. Foreign Minister Meierovics informed John Gade, the
American representative in Riga, that the newspaper Stradnieks (The Worker), published
in New York, a Bolshevik publication, was being sent to Latvia, as well as other Soviet
propaganda. Gade answered readily. Matters of this kind were of particular interest to the
American government, he replied. He would be very grateful if he would continue to be
informed about such occurrences. “I believe that no one can better serve our Governments
than to put a halt to the dissemination of Communist doctrines between Latvia and the
United States.” Shortly afterwards, Gade’s deputy, Major Edward Curtis, on April 8, could
inform the Foreign Minister that according to a telegram from the Secretary of State “The
newspaper Stradnieks is no longer published. Similar newspapers are closely examined
by the postal authorities.”* However, the efforts of the American Latvian Communists
were not easily subdued. In June, the Foreign Ministry had to notify Evans Young, who
had taken Gade’s place, that a Baltic Publishing Company in Boston was printing Lenin’s
writings, and those of his other Communists as well, and sending them illegally to Latvia.
Young was asked to inform American authorities so that they “could take the necessary
steps to stop the importation of Communist literature in Latvia from the United States.”
The necessary steps were readily taken. Young informed Latvia’s Foreign Ministry that
the American authorities had closed the publishing house.*¢

Nonetheless, the radical activities continued. The Intelligence section of the Latvian
Army reported, that a Latvian Communist weekly newspaper, Rits (The Dawn) published
in Boston printed openly hostile attitude toward an independent Latvia. Furthermore, the
Communist propaganda was being regularly sent from America. The Intelligence Section
directed that “until that segment of our fellow nationals in America continues to cling to
such views and have not undergone a salutary lesson in the Soviet Russia’s paradise, their
return here is entirely undesirable.” Thereupon, Foreign Ministry Meierovics informed
the American representative in Riga, John Gade, and, on a subsequent occasion, Young,
requesting them to take action against the troublemakers. It seems that the Latvian radicals
persisted. In July, Rits published an extremely defamatory article “The White Terror in
Latvia”, which exasperated the Latvian Government. Meierovics asked the American
representative Young to close down the publishing house. The Bolsheviks persisted. For

# E. Curtis to Z. Meierovics, Apr. 8, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2570. f,, 2. apr., 49. L., 51.-53. Ip.
* Correspondence of Z. Meierovics and E. Young, June 26-28, 1920. LNA LVVA, 2570. f, 4. apr., 6. 1,
40.-47. Ip.
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one more time, Meierovics had to notify America’s representative Young. Thereupon, the
offending publishing house in Boston was closed by American authorities.”’

The divided opinions among the nationally inclined and the left expressed when
the editor of Rits, R. Zalitis, invited Karlis Ozols to give a presentation on the extant
situation in Latvia, to be followed by a public discussion. (Ozols had been designated as
Latvia’s economic representative in the United States.) Ozols agreed, but requested that
any proceeds from the meeting would be given to Latvia’s Red Cross, for the support of
refugees or children. Zalitis refused the request. He claimed it had come to his attention
that Ozols did not represent Latvian working class but the petty bourgeoisie, the exploiters
of the working class, and a government, which, with few exceptions, continued to rely on
the laws of the bloodstained Tsar, according to which innocent young Latvians were slain
and murdered. It was, he wrote, utterly absurd to erect and strengthen a “free” Latvia on
the foundation of the laws of the Tsardom.

The participation of Latvians in achieving the recognition for
Latvia, 1921-1922

This participation continued, still, events in Latvia elicited certain disapproval from
some who were quite patriotically minded. One of them, writing to the newspaper
Kurzemes Vards, voiced his annoyance because some Latvian currency was inscribed
with German and Russian language, as well as in Latvian. (In fact, during the initial
years of the new Republic, various forms of currency, issued by Russian and German
were in circulation, and the government found it necessary to regulate it, until Latvia’s
own currency could be issued.) The writer found this practice offensive to many Latvians
in America, who, for the most part, had accepted an American outlook and hoped that
Latvia would be founded on the same basic principles. Therefore: “[We] again, state
the watchwords, well known here: ‘America for the Americans!” Money and postage
stamps must be inscribed with words solely in the Latvian language. All governmental
institutions should use only the Latvian language.” He also suggested that the names
of streets and public buildings in Liepaja, his native city, should be given names in the
Latvian language.*

Similar views were held by one Peteris Volmars, who had been active in Latvian
undertakings and visited Latvia in 1921, where he remained for some months. In an
interview to Kurzemes Vards Volmars found that, on the one hand, he had not anticipated
to see Latvia already so soundly recovered, nonetheless, he was somewhat astonished to
find little of Latvian presence. Among the better off in Liepaja he had encountered, well

7 Correspondence of Interior Ministry, Foreign Ministry and US Commission, March-August, 1920. LNA
LVVA, 2574. f, 4. apr., 19.1, 46., 127. Ip.; 2570. f,, 2. apr., 63. 1., 84. Ip.
# Vestule no Amerikas. Kurzemes Vards, 1921, 6. jul.
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dressed, in better establishments, had spoken in Russian or in German. He was astonished
by the great number of newspapers published in the Russian language because the number
of Russians in Latvia was very small. He thought that Latvia should free itself from this
“Russianness”, for it made an ill impression abroad. Volmars spoke of the Latvians in
America, telling the newspaper that “many Latvians, who had arrived in America before
the war, were well off. Those who love their native land speak in Latvian with their family
members, and their children know their mother tongue. But there are others as well, where
the children know only a few Latvian phrases and who, thereby, easily assimilate with the
local inhabitants. The first group is greatly interested in Latvia and cherishes the hope to
return there, sooner or later. However, as to the political attitudes, American Latvians
could be divided in two groups, i.e. moderates and socialists. The former made every
effort to have the United States Government recognize Latvia’s independence; however,
most of the socialists were inclined toward Communism, who dreamt of a Communist
Latvia. Volmars also believed that Latvian Government had not made a proper decision,
choosing Ludvigs Séja, a Social Democrat as the Latvian representative in the United
States, albeit he belonged to the Party’s moderates. Nonetheless, American government
representatives would be unwilling to enter official relations with Séja.”

A significant and politically effective undertaking, made as a joint effort of the
Lithuanians, Latvians and Estonians was a joint address (May 31, 1921) to President
Harding.* In fact, it was, largely, a Lithuanian undertaking. (Upon finding out the activity
was under way, the Latvians engaged intensive effort to join, and it was agreed to have
a number of them, at least some twenty, American citizens participate). The address, a
formal petition, reportedly, bore one million signatures. The President would not ignore
an undertaking of a huge number of constituents, particularly one who had a hard-fought
electoral campaign behind him. To the presenters, the President stated that ,,the question
of recognizing the Baltic States was ,,currently under consideration”,” so Séja reported
in a despatch to the Foreign Ministry, ,,but he noted that while the President would not
state anything that would [definitely] commit himself or the American Government,”
nonetheless, the overall impression of all the participants was very positive.*

Another undertaking was participation in the America’s Making Exposition in New
York from October 29 to November 12, 1921, which presented goods manufactured in
the United States. Members of various nationalities, émigrés, were responsible for the
affair. The New York Latvian Society, supported by other Latvian organizations, did

4 Saruna ar Amerikas latvie$u sabiedrisku darbinieku. Kurzemes Vards, 1921, 3. nov.

0 L. S¢ja, Reports, May 12, 17, 1921. LNA LVVA, 2574. 1, 4. apr., 19.1,, 30, 31. Ip.; R. Latviesi pie Hardinga.
Jaunakas Zinas, 1921, 28. jun.; TARULIS, Albert. American-Baltic Relations 1918-1922. Washington D.C.:
The Catholic University of America Press, 1965, pp. 334, 343-344; Amerikas Latvie$u, Igaunu un leisu
deputacija pie Prezidenta Hardinga. Amerikas Atbalss, 1921, 9. jun.

1 L. Séja, report, June 4, 1921. LNA LVVA, 293.1,, 1. apr., 453. L, 27.1Ip.; Latvijas prieksstavis Savienotas Valstis.
Valdibas Vestnesis, 1921, 4. jun.

52 L. S¢ja, Report, May 31, 1921. LNA LVVA, 293. 1, 1. apr., 454. 1, 1. Ip.; 460. 1., 1.-4. Ip.
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the work.” There was a Latvian Executive Committee with 25 members with Neimanis
and Podin$ the most active among them. An architect Albert de Leon arranged the
Latvian display. Ludvigs Séja was the honorary chair, the Latvian mission provided some
financial support, and Latvia’s consular representative J. Kalnin$ arranged a Latvian
choral concert.* A formal document, an address, was also designed by de Leon and was
presented to President Harding when representatives of the exhibition were received by
the President upon the formal opening of the exhibition, on October 16.%

The dedication of some of the more active Latvians and their sincere effort to advance
the cause of Latvia’s independence is witnessed in the correspondence between Ludvigs
Séja and a doctor, Janis Eihvalds in Philadelphia, and a pastor, Karlis Podins, in New York.
Eihvalds’s engagement is particularly noteworthy. He would write to S&ja, on June 2, 1921,
that he had discussed the case of an independent Latvia with George Orledy, a judge of
Pennsylvania’s Supreme Court, who was very favorably disposed toward the recognition of
an independent Latvia. Orledy was ready to arrange a meeting of Séja with some leading
Senators. Furthermore, Eihvalds could have Séja meet Senator Joshua Wolcott, a good
friend of Eihvalds’ father-in-law. Séja gladly accepted the offer. However, the meetings
did not take place; the Senators, it seems, did not evince much interest in having them.
However, it should be noted that some of those who had lived in the United States for
many years, and had no relationship with an organized Latvian community, displayed
interest and willingness to support it. Thus, one Grinvalds, who had lived in America
for some 40 years, in January 1922 wrote to Séja, noting that he was a railway engineer,
living in New York, expressing his interest and willingness to help.*®

Early in 1922, Augusts Savins$ of New York, prominent in Latvian social activities,
founded a company, naming it the Latvian Commercial Bureau, which was to engage
in commerce between Latvia and the United States. The name of the company caused a
problem. It could be assumed that it was a Latvian governmental undertaking (evidently,
it was); there had been a commercial representative in the Latvian mission, but that
position had been abolished, as there were no legal grounds to make Savins change the
name of his business, and he declined to do so.”” There, however, were words of warning

3 See: Latvie$u diena Amerika. Jaunakas Zinas, 1921, 11. aug.

* See: LVVA, 293.f, 1. apr., 1809.1,, 8.-11. Ip. See also: LNA LVVA, 293. f,, 1. apr., 3987. 1, 1.-34. Ip.

> Reports of Delegation in Washington, Oct.-Nov. 1921. LNA LVVA, 2574. {,, 4. apr., 143.1, 139.-143. Ip;
293.f, 1. apr., 3978.1., 1.-84. Ip.; Amerikas svétki. Briva Zeme, 1921, 30. jun.; America’s Making. Amerikas
Atbalss, 1921, 21. jul.; Latvija Making izstade. Jaunakas Zinas, 1921, 8. sept.; President Harding Receives
America’s Making Delegation. Amerikas Atbalss, 1921, 27. okt.; J. St. Latviesu diena Nujorka. Latvijas Sargs,
1921, 11. nov.; Americas Making izstade Nujorka. Amerikas Atbalss, 1921, 17. nov.; America’s Making
Nujorka. Jaunakas Zinas, 1921, 12. dec.

¢ Correspondence of L. S¢ja with J. Eihvalds, F. Grinvalds an other, 1921-1922. LNA LVVA, 293. {,, 1. apr.,
1291.1, 1.-5., 11.-12. Ip.

¥ OZOLS, Karlis. Darbs un atminas Latvijai topot. Latvijas Kareivis, 1934, 2. sept., etc.
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in Latvia’s newspapers, that Savin$ had little to do with commercial matters, and his
undertaking might be fraudulent. >

The Latvian mission had to devote some time to such matters as the inheritance of
properties of the deceased and their surviving relatives in Latvia. If the latter did not have
a legal representative for their affairs, the representative in Washington or the consular
representative in New York carried out that function.”

The great change in the policy toward the Baltic States came with Harding’s
administration in office, and formal recognition of Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia was
extended in July 1922. In his message to the Foreign Ministry, Séja mentioned the response
among the Latvian American community. Although Séja, like other Latvian Government
officials, tended to have a critical view toward them, as a whole, he did observe that many
of them evinced great satisfaction. In Boston, the Central Committee of the League
participated in a demonstration, sponsored by the Lithuanians, on August 6.

Conclusions

During the period described, those Latvians living in America had divergent attitudes
toward the decisive political events in Latvia. We may divide them in three groups.
To some extent, this separation arose from the reason of their coming to America,
dividing those who had emigrated in search for a better life, and those who had fled
to find a political refuge. The first group consisted of the economic émigrés, who had
come to America over the course of decades. A considerable number of them lived in
large cities, i.e. New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and Chicago, and had, before the war,
established their organizations and societies. When the sudden and enthusing prospect
of Latvia’s independence arose, this part of American Latvian community became active
in promoting it. The second, a radical one, largely consisting of political refugees, who
had taken precipitate flight after the revolution of 1905, generally, was hostile toward an
independent, national Latvian republic, although we find some instances where their
radicalism was tinged with national feelings. The later wave of radical political refugees,
with recent, hard memories of a revolutionary struggle, imbued with fervent radicalism,
was guided by rigid convictions. They were devoted to a cause, an international revolution.
They had established their own organizations, which frequently worked together with, or
domestic American radical ones. There also were other factors furthering the activities
of both groups. The presence of organizations was a distinct one. There needs to be a
certain number of persons in one place and one time to establish organizations, and

%% See: Latvie$u Centralbirojs Amerika. Jaunakas Zinas, 1920, 2. marta; Vel par Savinu. Jaunakas Zinas, 1922,
24. maija.

% Latvijas prieksstavis Amerikas Sav. Valstis. Latvis, 1921, 22. nov.

% L. S¢ja, Report, Aug. 19, 1922. LNA LVVA, 2574. £, 1. apr., 76. 1., 92.-100. Ip.
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these arose in the large urban centers. As to the third, numerically the largest group,
properly speaking it really was not a distinct group, with a structure or a set of beliefs.
It contained individuals indifferent to the events in their native land. There was the fact
that national identity was not necessarily the primary defining factor for an individual
in America, which was beginning to become a melting pot of nationalities. There was a
factor of education. Many of the economic émigrés possessed only an elementary one,
and an individual’s political national consciousness tends to have a relationship with
education. Finally, many Latvians — we do not know their number — lived beyond the
urban centers, dispersed throughout much of America, and could not join the established
organizations, if they had been inclined to do so.

In retrospect, many Latvians in America, notably the nationally inclined societies,
were devoted to the future of their native country, did what they could to assist it
becoming an independent state, and did so moved by patriotic feelings. They encountered
difficulties. There were the years spent away from their homeland, where history was
taking a sudden, unexpected, at times astonishing, direction. From late 1918 onwards,
the events in Latvia moved speedily, with unexpected twists and turns. News came from
Latvia in a fragmentary fashion, sometimes in letters from relatives and friends. In such
circumstances, there were difficulties in finding out what was really taking place and
agreeing on what action should be taken. There also was the unyielding opposition of
the revolutionary radicals, who were bent on furthering a great international revolution,
with Latvia only a part of it.
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Latviai JAV 1918-1922 m.: poziiris j Latvija
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Latvijos universitetas, Istorijos ir filosofijos fakultetas, Aspazijas bulvaras 5, LV-1050, Ryga, Latvija
El pastas: eriks.jekabsons@lu.lv

Santrauka

1918-1922 m. dauguma latviy, gyvenusiy uz buvusios imperijos teritorijos, jsiktiré JAV; ten
gyveno 30-40 tikst. latviy kilmés zmoniy. Si bendruomené buvo specifiné JAV gyventojy grupé
ne tik nacionaliniu, bet ir politiniu aspektu. Nemaza jy dalis buvo kairuoligkai nusiteike Zmonés,
atvyke j JAV XIX a. pabaigoje - XX a. pradzioje, ypa¢ po 1905 m. revoliucijos. Siame straipsnyje
apzvelgiamas laikotarpis nuo 1918 m., kai buvo paskelbtas Latvijos valstybingumas, iki 1922 m.
liepos, kai, JAV pripazinus Baltijos $alis, prasidéjo naujas $iy $aliy tarpusavio santykiy laikotarpis.
Tuo metu JAV vyriausybés pozitiris j jvykius Baltijos Salyse buvo jvairialypis: viena vertus, JAV
daug labiau uzdelsé pripazinti Baltijos valstybiy nepriklausomybe nei kitos sajungininkes, kita
vertus, amerikie¢iy humanitarinis darbas Baltijos $alyse buvo placiausias i$ visy sajungininkiy.

Straipsnio tikslas - atskleisti pagrindines Latvijos emigranty veiklos kryptis Latvijos valstybés
paskelbimo kontekste; sio tikslo reikia siekti jvertinus poziarj j Latvijos valstybinguma, iSreikstg
politine veikla ar jvairiais savitarpio pagalbos budais. Latvijos valstybingumui priestaraujancios
veiklos minimos tik fragmentiskai, nes $ia tema vertéty labiau pagvildenti atskirame straipsnyje.
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Apskritai Siame straipsnyje pateikiamas bendras JAV poziario j Baltijos $alis kontekstas. Latvijos
emigranty pavyzdys yra pastebimas kalbant apie etniniy mazumy istorija JAV. Latviai sudaré savitg
grupe, tiek apie Latvijos istorijg: skirtingas pozitiris j valstybinguma tévynéje iSrySkina nuomoniy
pliuralizmg ir Latvijos emigranty gretose.

Apibudinamu laikotarpiu latviai, gyvenantys Amerikoje, labai skirtingai vertino lemiamus
politinius jvykius Latvijoje. Galima juos suskirstyti j tris grupes; tam tikru mastu §j susiskirstyma
nulémé jy atvykimo j Amerikg priezastis: vieni emigravo ieSkodami geresnio gyvenimo, kiti pabégo
ie$kodami politinio prieglobscio.

Taigi, pirmaja latviy grupe sudaré ekonominiai emigrantai, per deSimtmecius atvyke j Amerika.
Nemaza jy dalis gyveno dideliuose miestuose: Niujorke, Bostone, Filadelfijoje ir Cikagoje, ir pries kara
buvo jkare savo organizacijy bei draugijy. Kai staiga atsivéré viliojanti Latvijos nepriklausomybés
perspektyva, §i Amerikos latviy bendruomenés dalis émé aktyviai ja propaguoti.

Antraja, radikaliajg, grupe sudaré daugiausia politiniai pabégéliai, kurie po 1905 m. revoliucijos
émeé pluste plasti j Amerika. Paprastai jie buvo priesiskai nusiteike nepriklausomos nacionalinés
Latvijos Respublikos atzvilgiu, nors biita atvejy, kai jy radikalumas buvo susijes su nacionaliniais
jausmais. Vélesné radikaliy politiniy pabégéliy banga, turinti naujausiy sunkiy prisiminimy
apie revoliucine kova, persmelktg karsto radikalizmo, pasizyméjo grieztais jsitikinimais. Sie
pabégéliai buvo atsidave tarptautinei revoliucijai: buvo jkire savo organizacijy, kurios daznai
bendradarbiaudavo su radikaliomis vietos organizacijomis Amerikoje. Abiejy grupiy veiklg skatino
ir kiti veiksniai. Pazymétina, kad organizacijy sukarimo salygos buvo savitos. Vienoje vietoje tam
tikru metu turéjo bati tam tikras skaicius asmeny, kad bty galima jkurti organizacija, o tokiy
atsirado dideliuose miestuose.

Trecioji, gausiausia, grupé, tiesa sakant, nebuvo atskira, turinti struktiirg ar aiskiai apibréztus
jsitikinimus. | ja jéjo asmenys, neabejingi jvykiams gimtajame kraste. Tautiné tapatybé nebttinai
buvo pagrindinis individg apibudinantis veiksnys Amerikoje, kuri émé virsti tauty katilu.
Reik$mingas buvo ir i$silavinimo veiksnys: daugelis ekonominiy emigranty turéjo tik pradinj
issilavinima, o individo politiné, tautiné samoné yra glaudziai susijusi su i$silavinimu. Be to, daugelis
latviy (nezinome jy skai¢iaus) gyveno toli nuo miesty centry, iSsiskirste po Amerikg ir negaléjo
isijungti i jkurtas organizacijas, net jei ir buity noréje.

Zvelgiant retrospektyviai, daugelis latviy Amerikoje, ypa¢ tautiskai nusiteikusios bendruomenés,
buvo atsidave savo gimtosios $alies ateiciai, i$ visy jégy, skatinami patriotiniy jausmy, stengési padéti
jai tapti nepriklausoma valstybe, nors ir patyré sunkumy. Per kelerius metus, praleistus toli nuo
tévynés, jos istorija staiga ir net nejtikétinai émé suktis kita kryptimi. Nuo 1918 m. pabaigos reikalai
Latvijoje vyko greitai, lydimi netikéty jvykiy. Naujienos i§ Latvijos atkeliaudavo fragmentiskos,
kartais — giminiy ir draugy laiSkais. Tokiomis aplinkybémis buvo sunku suZinoti tikraja padétj
ir susitarti, kokiy veiksmy reikéty imtis. Taip pat nebuvo pastebétas pasipriesinimas revoliuciniy
radikaly, linkusiy testi didele tarptautine revoliucija, kurioje Latvija atliko tik dalinj vaidmenj.
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