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SOME ASPECTS OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT
OF TWO MANOR-BOROUGHS IN ZAGARE
IN THE 13TH-16TH CENTURIES

ROMAS JAROCKIS

INTRODUCTION

Hillforts, manors and boroughs

While studying the cultural landscape and urban
development it is notable that there are places which
due to their functions of economical, political, legal
and ideological nature clearly distinguish themselves
from the surrounding vicinity. In terms of cultural
geography such places are called central. The central
importance of a certain site might be presented by
archacological find material: evidence of long trade
and crafts, luxury imports, hoards, etc. Central place
may also include objects of cultural landscape:
strongholds, manors, market places, cult sites and
churches. All of that taken together very frequently
are interpreted as an expression of padwer (Lundquist,
1997, p. 179, 180).

Looking from this perspective, numerous late
prehistoric hiliforts in Lithuania can be considered as
still visible remnants of central places or main
components of the power landscape in the past. With
the end of wooden fortifications on the hillforts in the
carly 15th century (Zabicla, 1995, p. 182) many places
of former castles continue throughout Middle Ages
and post-medieval period as settlement sites with more
and less expressed urban features (Miskinis, Seselgis,
1965, p. 218, pav. 2).

Manors were a medicval phenomenon, which in
the 14th and 15th centuries appear ed firstly in central
and some decades later in peripheral areas of
medicval Lithuanian state. Generally it is considered
that soil quality and human resources were most
important when choosing to establish a new manor.
Manor, church and market place were primary
components for manor-boroughs to appear. It is

stated that the origin of 72% of so called small towns,
located in the territory of present Lithuania, in one
or another way are connected with medieval and post-
medieval manors (Migkinis, Seselgis, 1965, p. 220~
222).

Previous research

A systematic research on urbanisation in Lithuania
appeared in 1960, and from the beginning was mainly
based on historical source material. Origin, economy
and urban development of small boroughs in nowadays
Belarus and Lithuania (former Grand Duchy of
Lithuania) in 13th-16th centuries was the main study
object taken for analysis by Polish urban historian
S. Alexandrowicz. According to their location and
ownership, they were divided into six groups.
Boroughs, originated from the market places, belong
to the most numerous group. They started to appear
in manors, which belong both to the king and local
noblemen in the end of the 15th century (Alexand-
rowicz, 1970, p. 52-57).

Some ideas of S. Alexandrowicz were further
developed by the Lithuanian architects A. Miskinis and
K. Seselgis. In their common works much attention
was paid to the origin of medieval and post-medieval
boroughs and their development in the context of
regional settlement (Miskinis, Se3elgis, 1965) and
analysis of spatial forms of urban structures (Seselgis,
Miskinis, 1966). Talking on the problem of urba-
nisation and rural periphery a couple of monographs
are worth to be mentioned where economical relations
(Meilus, 1997) and legal status (KryZevicius, 1981) of
the boroughs in the 17th and 18th centuries are taken
under the detailed study.

Archaeologists, historians and architects were the
main participants in the discussion on urban begin-
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Fig. 1. Map of study area. Castles mentioned in the text: 1 —
Zagaré; 2 — Rakté; 3 — Sidabré; 4 - Silene; 5 — Térvete; 6 —
Dobele. O — Iron Age hillforts ... — modern Latvian—
Lithuanian border. Drawing made by the author.

nings in Lithuania which rose in the mid of 1970’s.
Since that time archaeological source material for the
first time was involved into the discussion (Jurginis,
1977; Tautavi¢ius, 1977; Miskinis, 1977), where most
attention was given to the main centres and central
regions, where medieval Lithuanian state was started
in the 13th and 14th centuries (Gudaviéius, 1991).
West Lithuania is only one peripheral region, where
some aspect of urbanisation process in periphery in
transition period from late prehistory and through the
Middle Ages was studied (Zulkus, 1994; Zulkus,
Klimka, 1989; Genys, 1989, 1994).
Study object, methods and aims

. Urban development of two manor-boroughs in
Zagaré locality in North Lithuania is here chosen
as research object in the presented study (Fig. 1, 2).
Five pairs of indications which may be used to
describe a central place: two hillforts, two castles,
two manors, two churches and two territories
situated on opposite banks of the river are taken
for analysis and comparison. Comparison results are
given using the theoretical concept of resistance and
power.

Fig. 2. Ortophoto of Zagaré borough in 1997. Printed under permission of GIS-Centras.
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The principle aim of my study is to present the
f)rigin and urban development of two manor-boroughs
In the context of the medieval changes which took
place in this part of East Baltic in the 13th-16th
centuries. Demonstration of how two central places
and two powers standing in front of each other were
manifested in cultural landscape is another purpose
of the present rescarch. The river Svété is dividing
study into two parts. To prove that long continuity of
river boundary was the main axis, along which the local

urbanised landscape was formed, is the third aim of
this article.

TWO HILLFORTS: LOCATION
AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL DATA

There are two hillforts in W-SW part of a small
town Zagaré situated on opposite banks of the Svété
river (Fig. 3.).

Zagaré

Zagaré Hillfort also called Aukstadvaris, Zvelgaicio
Kalnas hill of Zvelgaitis is located on the elevated left
bank of the river. And NW slopes are steep, 18-20 m
high. Other slopes are much more lower reaching
height of just 1,5 m in SW and 9 m in NE where it goes
down to a 1,5 m deep and 16 m wide ditch. Area is
approximately 55x65 m and has a shape of an irregular
quadrangle. Along the edges of the hillfort plateau the
remains of the earth wall still can be seen (Lietuvos,
1975, p. 186, 187). Some of 50 m? was investigated in
NW part of the hillfort area in 1956. The remnants of
a wooden constructions and some finds dating back
to the 13th—17th centurics were found during archaeo-

logical excavations. The excavation data have not yet
been published and were differently dated: 11th-14th,
11th-17th, 13th-17th centuries (Nauduzas, 1959;
Sliavas, 1967, p. 56, 57; Kulikauskas, 1965, p. 237;
Lietuvos, 1975, p. 187).

In order to specify the date and stratigraphy of
the cultural layer, a small archaeological exca-
vations took place in NE part of the area in 1999.
According to archaeological data there is 150-200
year difference between two settlement horizons
recovered during the excavations (Fig. 4). The first
stage is presented by up to 30 cm thick, dark
cultural layer. According to wheel made pottery it
could be dated back to 13th, or even 14th century
(Fig. 5:5, 6). The second one, 40-60 cm thick layer
contains stones, pieces of broken clay bricks and
numerous fragments of tiles that dates back to
16th-18th centuries (Jarockis, 2000, p. 95, 96)
(Fig. 6:1-5).

A thin cultural layer is spread over the whole
territory of the river bank elevation to NE from the
hillfort. The total area covers some 1800 m2 The date
of this layer is not yet clear, but it may be that this is
the remain of the 16th-18th century buildings, we
know from historical documents (Jarockis, 1998a, p. 66,
67). Four coins-pendants dated to the 13th century
were found as strait finds in the Zvelgaiiai village N-
NW from Zagaré hillfort (Ivanauskas, 2000, p. 10). It
could be that late prehistoric-early medieval cemetery
was situated there.

Rakté

Rakté Hillfort, called Raktuveés kalnas, is located
in the distance of 700 m to E from the Zagaré Hillfort,

Fig. 3. Zagaré and Rakt¢ hillforts: 1 - Zagaré; 2 — Rakté. Drawing by G. Gajauskaite.
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Fig. 4. Archaeological excavations in Zagaré hillfort in 1999, Trench Nr. 1. West and north profiles: 1 - hilifort cultural

layer; 2 ~ manor cultural layer, Drawing by the author.

on opposite (right) side of the river. The hill is appro-
ximately 6-7 m high, surrounded by marshy meadows
of a river valley. Hillfort area has an oval shape and is
70 m long from NE to SW and 30 m wide. In NE part
of the area it used to be a rampart, which is badly
damaged by modern cemetery, situated on the hill.
While digging pits for the graves several archaeological
finds, dated to the Iron Age and early Middle Ages,
were found. Numerous pieces of wheel and hand made
ceramics and iron slag were found at the SE foot and
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Fig. 5. Archacological excavations in Zagaré hillfort in 1999.
Archaeological finds: ceramics. Drawing by R. Butvilicné.
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in the area between the hillfort and river (gliavas, 1969,
p. 92; Lietuvos, 1975, p. 186).

A small archaeological excavations were con-
ducted in the hillfort at the N and E foot in 1996 and
NW part of the area in 1999. According to.recent
archaeological data, a 2.3 m thick cultural layer
consisting of five occupation layers is dated from the
Late Bronze Age until the 13th century. A large, up
to 2 ha settlement, which surrounded the hillfort,
existed throughout the entire Iron Age (Jarockis,
1998b, p. 72-74; Vasiliauskas, 2000).

Comparing archaeological data from both of
hillforts most visible difference is of chronology. Rakté
was inhabited already in the Late Bronze Age and it
continued until the Middle Ages. While Zagaré hillfort
is much younger, but there is no doubt that both
hillforts existed simultaneously for a short period of
time in the 13th century.

TWO CASTLES: WRITTEN SOURCES
AND PLACE NAMES

Zagaré

The name of Zagaré land (Sagera) in written
sources for the first time appeared in 1254. In land
sharing agreement between Riga archbishop and the
Livonian Order it is stated that Silene and Zagaré,
“Silene et Sagera cum suis terminis”, was transmitted
to archbishop (LUB I, Nr. 264; Mugurévics, 2000,
p. 68). In historiography there is a formed view, that
Zagar¢ hillfort located on the left bank of the river
was probably the same place mentioned in historical
sources ~ the centre of Sagera land (Ozols, 1971, p. 129).



Fig. 6. Archaeological excavations in Zagaré hillfort in 1999.
Archaeological finds: tiles. Drawing by R. Butviliené.

According to the 13th century historical sources there
were 7 such lands in Semigallia, the main centres of
which were both castles and their land, with several
exceptions, were described under the same name
(Biiga, 1961, p. 254-256).

The name of Zagaré (Sagare) appeared in written
sources for the second time in 1271. In one of the
documents of the Livonian Order it is stated that in
order to cover the expenses of the building of Térvete
castle, the archbishop to the benefit of the Order had
to refuse one of his castles — Syrene or Zagaré “unum
de castris suis Syrene scilicet aut Sagare” (LUB I, Nr. 425;
Mugurévids, 2000, p. 68). It is not clear yet, whether
one of the mentioned castles or any other location
belonging to the bishop was transmitted to the Order
(Mugurévis, 2000, p. 68).

Zagaré, which at that time was located on the
border of Riga archbishopric, was again mentioned in
the document dating back to the year of 1333
(Miskinis, 1984, p. 58). In similar circumstances the
name of Zagaré was mentioned once more in 1475
(Miskinis, 1984, p. 58).

Rakté

The name of Rakt¢ (Ratten) for the first time was
mentioned in 1271. At that time the army led by the
Master of the Livonian Order Walter von Nortecken
occupied the following Semigallian castles: McZotne,

Térvete and Rakté (LR, 1998, 8035-8060). In 1286
this castle was mentioned for the second time, when
the Semigallians under the pressure of the army of
the Order burned down themselves Térvete castle,
which is 20 km to NE from nowadays Zagaré and
moved to Rakté (Racken) (LR, 1998, 10123-10125).
In the winter of 1288-89 the army of the Master of
the Livonian Order Kune von Hatzigenstein attacked
Rakté (Racketen) again; consequently the vicinity of
the hillfort was ruined, however, the castle was not
captured (LR, 1998, 11041-11075). In 1289 the name
of Rakté castle (Rakel, Racketen, Racken) was
mentioned for the last time, when resisting Semi-
gallians left Dobele castle, which is situated 30 km to
NW, and moved to Rakté. However, in the approaches
of Rakté the Livonian army overtook with troops of
the locals and beat them; consequently the castle and
the nearby located settlement were burned down (LR,
1998, 11357-11430).

In 1426, after the peace treaty of Meln, while the
border negotiations were still going on, the name of
Rakté (berg Rattow, Ratowsher bergh) was mentioned
as the landmark establishing border between the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania and Livonia. The border
at that time was 1 mile to S from the hill where more
than one hundred years ago Rakté castle was located
(LUB 11, Nr. 472).

Comparing the context of historical sources of the
13th century, where the two castles were mentioned,
two major differences could be noticed. First of all,
the name Rakté in all cases is related to war conflict
between locals and the Order. While both the Zagaré
locality and the castle itself were mentioned exceptio-
nally as the object of the negotiations between the
Order and Riga archbishop.

It is necessary to note that in agreements of the
15th century establishing borders between the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania and Livonia, both the above
mentioned place names have a different meaning, The
mentioning of Rakté hill can be understood as
geographical landmark only. Additionally, the place-
name of neighbouring Sidabré castle (Sydobren,
Sydobre), which was also destroyed by the Livonian
army in 1290, is another analogical landmark,
mentioned as Sidabré hill (ein geberg Sydobber,
Suddoberschen bergh) in one of border agreements
between Livonia and Grand Duchy in the 15th century
(LUB VII, Nr. 472, 473). On the ground of the fact
that the former sites of castles which some 150 years
after their destruction are mentioned in the written
sources as geographical landmarks only, the conclusion
was drawn that after their destruction the habitation
of the ancicnt centres of southern Semigallia was
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interrupted until the middle of the 15th century (Sena-
viCius, 19953, p. 59, 60).

Concerning Zagaré, which in border division
documents of the 14th-15th century only is mentioned
as a place-name, and there is no notifications related
to a specific settlement or manor. Probably the nature
of the documents mentioned above did not require
these specifications, and there was a tendency to use a
well known settled locality as a landmark establishing
border between two states (Miskinis, 1984, p. 58).

TWO MANOR-BOROUGHS: LOCATION
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Old Zagaré

The manor of Zagaré for the first time was
mentioned in historical sources in 1490. It is
considered that foundation of the manor-borough is
related to the document which permits to establish a
market place in the manor of Zagaré on the condition
that it will not give negative impact on king’s manors
and on the neighbouring boroughs. This privilege
issued by the king Alexander in 16 July, 1495 granted
not only the right to organise markets but also open a
public house to sell beer and set up workshops of
craftsmen (Miskinis, 1984, p. 58; Baliulis, 1995, p. 134)

The location of the first Zagaré manor house is
still not clear. J. Sliavas raised a hypothesis that Syrene
castle mentioned in the land division documents of
the 13th century together with Sagare was located on
a small hill on the left side of the river just 1,5 km NE
from Zagaré hillfort. Further he suggested that even
first manor house in Zagare was set in the place of the
former Syrene castle (Sliavas, 1975, p. 94, 101) (Fig. 7:1).
A. MiSkinis raises a logical question why this place as
a manor or borough was never mentioned in the later
documents under the name of Silene or Syrene; every
time it had the name of Zagaré¢ (Miskinis, 1984, p. 60).
However, despite his doubts, he used the above
mentioned act concerning the location of the first

Fig. 7. Map of Old and New Zagaré manor-boroughs in the
second half of the 16th c. Compiled after: Mi8kinis 1984
Fig. 37-40. + - New and OId Zagare churches; 01 - Old
Zagaré manor; 02 - New Zagaré manor; 03 - Old Zagaré
High manor; — — main roads/streets.
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manor while reconstructing urban development of
Zagaré manor-borough, even though there were no
archaeological or historical prove of above mentioned
hypothesis. According to him Zagaré hillfort is located
too far from the church, and the reside of the manor
on the former hillfort had neither economical nor
strategic reason (Miskinis, 1984, p. 60, 61).

Manor on the hillfort

It is believed that after great fire in the middle of
the1580’s the plan of Zagare borough was changed.
At the same time a manor house was moved out of
the borough and built on the hillfort on the left bank
of the river (Fig. 7:3). Since then the manor in the
historical sources is mentioned under the name Wyscki
dwor (High manor) (Miskinis, 1984, p. 64, 65; Baliulis,
1995, p. 135). As it was mentioned above, the upper
cultural layer found in the hillfort area dated to the
16th-18th century proves the documented fact that
the manor was located here.

A lot of valuable informative to study fortified
manor houses could be found in Zagaré High manor
inventory compiled in 1647. From this document it
is known that the entrance to the manor was built
from borough’s side. Passing through the gatesin the
right side a two floor wooden living house (palace)
was situated. Further to the right there was a kitchen
to the left of which there were three granaries and a
barn, the walls of which were made of tree branches.
Further to the left behind the barn there were stables
the one side of which reached the gate. The manor
house and its premises were surrounded by high
paling. Outside the paling several buildings belonged
to the manor: another living house, threshing-floor,
a barn for corn keeping and granary. A bathhouse
was at the foot of the hill down to the river (Baliulis,
1995, p. 136, 137).

Until now there are only a few hillforts in
Lithuania where prehistoric castles in medieval or
post-medieval periods were replaced by fortified
manors. Besides their similarity in defence const-
ruction (Zabiela, 1995, p. 182) it should be noted
another characteristic feature — to collect and store
cercals. According to archaeological data the amount
of ccreals found in the Iron Age hillforts considerably
increases in upper cultural layers dated to 1000-1300
(Rasins, Taurina, 1983, tab.1-8; Zabicla, 1995, p. 131,
132). An archacological evidence from Térvete hillfort
wherc remains of tones of burned grain were found in
the cultural layer dated to the 12th-13th century
(Bpusxanue, 1959, c. 266) show that late wooden
castles beside the military function had also a function
of large scale proccssing of agricultural surpluscs.
Another cxample is Maisiagala hillfort where during



archaeological excavations in the cultural layer dated
to the 14th and the carly 15th century a large collection
of agricultural tools consisting of 3 ploughshares, 4
scythes, 6 sickles and 1 hoe together with a big amount
of cereals was found in within remains of burned barn
(Volkaité-Kulikauskiene, 1974).

Turning back to Zagaré High manor it might be
so that the fear of being attacked and robbed was the
reason why the hillfort was chosen as a place for
building an fortified manor. From historical docu-
ments it is known that Zagaré manor was robbed once
by the Livonians in 1582 (Miskinis, 1984, p. 64).
According to statistics of courts it used to be very often
when manors were attacked and robbed at that time
(Vansevicius, 1981, p. 81).

According to historical documents, in 1580 Zagaré
manor was transferred to another noble family
(Baliulis 1995, p. 135). This could be also the reason
why a new manor house was built on the hillfort. On
the other hand, moving of the manor house out of the
area of settlement and fortification can be interpreted
as local nobleman’s manifestation of his economical
and political power (Andersson, 1989, p. 287).

New Zagaré ~

In 1530 a new manor together with a market was
established on the right bank of the river in front of
an already existing manor-borough. According to the
rules before a new market in private manor was

opened it was necessary
P,
- - -
M
.
=>

to keep a distance of 3
(R}
thyory

miles from the towns
and manor-boroughs
which belong to the
state (Alexandrowicz,
Fig. 8. Zagaré borough. Frag-
ment from map of Grand
Duchy of Lithuania 1613.
After: Mi3kinis 1984 Fig. 42.

1970, p. 51). But a new
manor in Zagaré was
established by the king.
From the beginning it
belonged to Vilnius
bishop who was the son
of king Sigismund
(1506-1548) and ruler
of the local rural district (Baliulis, 1995, p. 133, 134;
Senavigius, 1995b, p. 67). Even though on this side of
the river Rakté hillfort is located, neither the new
manor nor later the borough was called after the
previous name of this locality. It was chosen to call
the new manor-borough New Zagaré. The new name
appear in 1547 in the documents concerning border
between Lithuania and Livonia. The proper manor
and borough of Zagaré on the left side of the river
for the first time was called Old or Noble (Senavicius,
1995b, p. 67).

While studying historical documents it is notable from
the middle of 16th century that the name of New Zagaré
started gradually to replace the name Old Zagaré. In 1595
the Zagaré was for the first time marked on the map of
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. In the map of 1613 Zagaré
was marked only on the right bank of the river where a
local administration centre was already established at that
time (Fig. 8). All this shows that in turn of the 16th-17th
centuries New Zagaré became more important than the
Old one (Miskinis, 1984, p. 66).

TWO CHURCHES: CHRISTIANISATION,
REFORMATION AND CONTRAREFORMATION

The first Christianization phase of Lithuanian state
and society started in East Lithuania (Vilnius bishopric
was founded here in 1387) and ended in western part
of country by establishing Samogitian bishopric in 1417.
Until the beginning of the 16th century the number of
parish churches in Vilnius bishopric increased up to 130.
While in Samogitian bishopric, to which Zagaré used
to belong, the process of parish and church building
was much more slower and at the end of the 15th century
their number reached only 26. The first churches were
established by the king and bishop mainly. The number
of rural churches funded by local noblemen was not
numerous (Kiaupa, Kiaupiené, Kuncevi¢ius, 1998,
p- 139, 141, 174). Situation changed during the Refor-
mation and Contrareformation. Starting with second
half of the 16th century and through the whole 17th
century, 65 new churches where established in
Samogitia. Some 1/3 of them was funded by king, the
rest-by local noblemen (Valandius, 1974, p. 201-224;
Kiaupieng, 1988, p. 50).

Old Zagaré

It is believed that the church in Old Zagaré was
built in the end of the 15th century. From a document,
which dates back to 1499, it was found that inhabitants
attending church would be granted 40 day indulgence
(Baliulis, 1995, p. 144). However, the official day of
the establishment of the church is generally considered
to be 4 March, 1523 when Marina Sirowycz, the owner
of Zagaré manor, funded maintenance of the local
church. She awarded it with the right the ownership
of the land, granting it with 1/3 of the market tax profit
and 4 peasants. She as the provider of the church was
the one to chose a priest (Baliulis, 1995, p. 144). The
paper written in Latin states the following: “that is why,
I Marina the widow of Stanislai Sirowycz, desiring to
keep up to the will of the former predecessors and my
husband, and wish to fulfil it. Then the church in Zagaré
was funded but there were no privileges granted”
(Simaitis, 1995, p. 189).
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According to written sources, in the 16th-17th
centuries the church of Old Zagaré was on fire a
number of times, but the location of the church
remained the same. The stone church was built by the
owner of the manor in 1712 (Miskinis, 1984, p. 60, 61;
Baliulis, 1995, p. 144, 145).

New Zagaré

The opening of the church of New Zagaré is
connected with activity of Vilnius bishop. In the early
16th century visiting areas bordering with the Livonia
he admitted that there were almost no churches and
stated the fact that people living here are still heathens.
This is the reason why in literature quite frequently can
be found the statement that the church funded by him
on the right bank of the river was build in 1520, at the
same time as the manor was established (Kviklys,
1983, p. 48, 49; §liavas, 1967, p. 87). However, A. Mis-
kinis noted that there were hardly so many inhabitants
at that time on both banks of the river that it was
necessary to build the second church. Even though the
manors had different owners, it could not be an obstacle
for not numerous local Christians forbidding to attend
the same church (Miskinis, 1984, p. 62).

In written sources the church of New Zagaré was
mentioned for the first time in 1609 when royal
inspectors measured the land on the right bank of the
river and allotted some to the “old wooden church”.
A. Miskinis doubted about the age of the church and
proposed that the building of the church on the right
bank of the river might be predetermined by the Refor-
mation (MiSkinis, 1984, p. 62). Facts found in the
documents of general visitation of New Zagaré church
proves the existence of the conflict between Catholics
and Reformers. The above mentioned acts state that
in the land located on the left bank of the river and
which belongs to Noble Zagaré, was a parish church
which “...territory was partly occupied by heretics in the
former times...”. This is the reason why “...obedient
servants of the his majesty left without God’s word and
church service <...> built a wooden church in the land
of the king (i.e. on the right bank of the river) and this
church even though in a very bad shape (27 November,
1609) still stands” (Simaitis, 1995, p. 192).

" A new Catholic parish of New Zagaré was
established in 1618. It is notable that the northern
boundary of new parish was sct along the Svété river.
Short after that, around the year of 1630 in New
Zagaré in the place of the old wooden church a stone
church was built funded by king Sigismund IIT Vasa
(1587-1632) (Senavitius, 1995b, p. 68).
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TWO TERRITORIES: OWNERSHIP
AND ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION

“Yet much of the historic landscape, and one very
important element in particular, is not visible, thought
its influence is enormous. This is ownership” (Aston,
1997, p. 32). The name of Mikolaus Sirowycz who was
the owner of Zagaré¢ manor for the first time is
mentioned in the king’s market privilege given to him
in 1495. As already mentioned the manor was owned
by this family until the late 1580’s. There is a thought
that, Sirowycz family roots can be related with the
above mentioned land division documents of the year
1254 and 1271 in which Silene land and Syrene castle
are mentioned (Sliavas, 1975, p. 94, 101). These two
place names are a bit different however they have the
same meaning-forest/wood (Biiga, 1961, p. 257;
Mugurévics, 2000, p. 69). The site of Syrene castle is
localised in the Augstkalnes Silakalns hillfort just some
10 km to NE from Zagaré, in territory of modern
Latvia (Latvijas, 1974, p. 340). After Sirowycz family,
the manor of Old Zagaré had many owners in the
course of 300 years, while the manor of New Zagaré
belonged to the king up to the collapse of Polish-
Lithuanian state in 1795 (Miskinis, 1984, p. 88; Baliulis,
1998, p.134-144).

While studying the formation process of cultural
landscape it was noticed that river and stream courses
functioned as landmarks of territory in late pre-
historic times, very frequently were used to mark
boundaries in the Middle Ages (Aston, 1989, p. 39~
43). All three Lithuanian statute-books issued in
1529, 1566 and 1588 states that if the border of two
private territories goes along a river, both landowners
should use only his side of the river up to its middle.
In case of the change of a river course, the old river
bed was still the landmark dividing two territories
(Vansevicius, 1981, p. 66).

The environs of Zagaré, divided by the river into
two parts, in 1530 were considered as two separate
locations, which belonged to two different admi-
nistrative districts. As it was already mentioned after
establishment of the bishop’s manor on the right
bank of the river in historical documents appeared
the names of Old (Noble) and New Zagaré. In the
sensc of administrative dependence the left side
of the river belonged to BirZénai rural district, the
right - to Siauliai one. The border of the two
districts was set along the river Svété (Miskinis,
1984, p. 61).



CONCLUSIONS

Chronological sequence from the 13th up to 16th
century was kept in present study. Concluding I would
like to start the other way round.

Starting with the 30’s of the 16th century it is clear
tendency notable to take control over an important
trade route to Livonia by the king. A new manor and
market were established on the right bank in front of
the already existing private Zagaré manor-borough on
the left bank. It grew up rapidly and until the end of
the 16th century an economical and administrative
centre was moved over the river. Simultaneously an
administrative border between two rural districts was
set along the river,

River became a frontier between to confessions
during the time of the Reformation and the Contra-
reformation period, which took place here in the
second half of the 16th and beginning of the 17th
century. Reformants for a short period established
themselves in a private owned land on the left bank of
the river, while Catholics on the right one which
belonged to the king. It has resulted that a new border
between two parishes which remained here for a long
time. The stone church built on the right side of the
river in the beginning of the 17th century is a result of
king’s official support to Contrareformation, but on
the other hand it could be explained as some kind of
victorious manifestation of prosperity of New Zagaré
manor-borough over the Old one.

Fortified manor established in the late 16th
century in the former hillfort might be caused by the
necessity to protect property. Nevertheless, having in

mind economical competition and confessional
confrontation which took place here at that time, it
could be that it was some kind of resisting reaction
against the king’s pressure. The fact of Zagare High
manor is very important looking for the relation between
late prehistoric wooden castles and medieval and post-
medieval fortified manors. It seems that in traditional
agricultural areas one of the binding ties between late
hillforts and early manors was an economic function to
collect and redistribute cereal surplus.

The river boundary between two territories in
Zagaré is rather well recorded in the documents of the
16th century. How far into prehistory it can be traced?
The question whether Rakté and Zagaré castles in the
13th century belonged to the same territorial unit still
need to be discussed. It is known that at least before
the late 1250’s most of Semigallian nobility differently
from the other conquered territories in Livonia were
not driven away from their lands if they recognised the
rule of the Order (Gudaviius, 1989, p. 99). In the 13th
century's written sources Zagaré land and castle twice
in 1254 and 1271 was mentioned as object of land and
property division, while the Rakté in the period between
1271 and 1289 - always in the context of military
conflicts. This let us suggest that above mentioned
castles with their immediate vicinity most probably were
under the control of different rulers. It could be that
different rulers or communities of these two castles were
chosen different strategies during the conquest. It has
resulted that resisting Rakté was totally destroyed and
lost its population. While Zagaré situated on the
opposite bank of the river, it has survived and continued
its further settlement development.
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KAI KURIE SENOSIOS IR NAUJOSIOS ZAGARES
URBANISTINES RAIDOS BRUOZAI XIII-XVI AMZIUOSE

Romas Jarockis

Santrauka

Tiriant kultiirinio krastovaizdZio formavimgsi pa-
stebéta, kad tam tikros vietos dél savo ekonominés,
politinés, teisinés ar ideologinés reik§més gerokai isiskiria
1§ jas supancios per visg istorija susiformavusios aplinkos.
Jeigu kalbésime geografijos terminais, tokios vietos
vadinamos centrinémis. Centriné vieta gali biiti nustatoma
remiantis archeologine medziaga — tokiose vietose
aptinkama radiniy, susijusiy su prekyba bei amatais,
importuoty prabangos reikmeny, lobiy ir kt. Centring vieta
tai pat gali reiksti priesistorinio ir istorinio laiko kultiirinio
kraStovaizdzio elementy koncentracija bei kombinacija ~
jtvirtinimy, gyvenvieciy ir kapinyny kompleksai, egzistavusj
pagoniska tikéjima liudijantys objektai, pirmosios
kriks&ioniy baznycios, dvarai ir miesteliai.

Taigi prieSistoriniai piliakalniai gali biiti vertinami
kaip miisy dienas pasicke senoves centriniy viety reliktai.
XIV-XV a. galutinai i$nykus Simtmecius piliakalniuose
egzistavusiom medinéms pilims, centrinés vietos funkcija
pamazu perima kitas, jau viduramziy reiSkinys — dvarai.
Priimta manyti, kad naujy dvary steigimosi vietg
daugiausia Iémé derlingos Zemés. Tacdiau, kaip rodo
tyrimai, daugelis vietoviy, kuriose stovéjo prieSistorinés
pilys, t. y. apgyvendintos vietos su daugiau ar maZiau
ryskiais urbanizacijos poZymiais, ir istoriniais laikais toliau
liko centrine vieta.

Dvaras, baZny¢ia ir turgaus aiksté buvo pirminiai
komponentai dvarams ar miesteliams atsirasti. Mazdaug
XV a. pabaigoje jie pradéjo masiskai kurtis Salia karaliaus
irvietos didiky dvary. Nustatyta, kad daugumos dabartinés
Lietuvos teritorijoje esanéiy maZy miesteliy iStakos
vienaip ar kitaip susijusios su viduramziy ir naujyjy laiky
dvarais.

Zagarés miestelio (istoriné Senoji ir Naujoji Zagaré)
urbanistiné raida — pagrindin¢ $io straipsnio tema.
Penkios poros tyrimo objekty, atlickanciy centrinés
vietos funkcijas — du piliakalniai, dvi pilys, du dvarai, dvi
baznycios ir dvi teritorijos, iSsidéstg priedingosc Svétés
upés pusese, pasirinkti siekiant analizuoti bei palyginti
(pav. 1-3). Lyginamosios analizés i§vados pateikiamos
ispraustos j postprocesualinés pasipriesinimo ir jégos
tecorinés koncepcijos rémus,

Pagrindinis straipsnio tikslas — remiantis archeo-
logine medZiaga (pav. 4-6) ir raSytiniais §altiniais
nustatyti salygas, apimancias beveik 400 mety, kurios
Iémé dviejy priefingose upés pusese jsikiirusiy dvary-
miesteliy istoring urbanisting raida (pav. 7-8). Kaip
dviejy centriniy viety ir dviejy jégy prieSpriesa lémé
vietos kultiirinio kra$tovaizdZio formavimasi — kita Sios
studijos uzduotis. Svétés upé Zagarés vietove dalija j dvi
dalis. Kad upé, kaip riba, jau nuo XIII a. atliko skiriamaja
funkcija ir buvo pagrindiné aiis, palei kurig formavosi
vietos urbanizuotas krastovaizdis, — trecia §jo straipsnio
autoriaus uZsibrézta uzduotis.

ILIUSTRACIJU SARASAS

1 pav. Tyrimo vietos Zemélapis. Pilys, paminétos
tekste: 1 Zagaré; 2 — Rakté; 3 — Sidabré; 4 — Silené; 5 —
Terveté; 6 ~ Dobelé. O - GeleZies amziaus piliakal-
niai...dabartiné Latvijos-Lietuvos siena.

2 pav. 1997 m. Zagarés miestelio ortofotonuotrauka.

3 pav. Zagarés ir Raktés piliakalniai: 1 - Zagaré; 2 —
Rakté.

4 pav. Archeologiniai kasinéjimai Zagarés piliakalnyje
1999 m. Perkasos Nr. 1 vakarinis ir $iaurinis profiliai: 1 —
piliakalnio kultiirinis sluoksnis; 2 — dvaro kultiirinis
sluoksnis.

5 pav. Archeologiniai kasinéjimai Zagarés piliakalnyje
1999 m. Archeologiniai radiniai: keramika.

6 pav. Archeologiniai kasinéjimai Zagarés piliakalnyje
1999 m. Archeologiniai radiniai: kokliai.

7 pav. Senosios ir Naujosios Zagarés dvaro-gyven-
vietés zemelapls antrojoje XVI a. puséje. + — Naujosios
ir Senosios Zagarés baznyc1os 1 - Senosios Zagares
gyvenvieté; 2 — Naujosios Zagares gyvenvieté; 3 -
Senosios Zagarés aukstutiné gyvenvieté; — — pagrindiniai
keliai/gatveés.

8 pav. Didziosios Zagarés miestelis. Fragmentas i
Lietuvos Kunigaikstystés 1613 m. Zemélapio.

Is angly k. verté
Rasa Tolvaisaité
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HEKOTOPBIE YEPTBI YPBAHUCTUIECKOI'O PA3SBUTUA
CTAPOM 1 HOBOU ZKATAPE B XIII-XVI BB.

Pomac fpoukuc

Pe3iome

B pesynprare uccaenosaHuii GopMHpOBaHUS
KYJIBTYPHOTO JaHmuadTa 3aMe4yeHo, YTO ONpeneIeHHEE
MECTa M3-3a CBOEI0 3KOHOMMYECKOrO, ITOJIMTHYECKOTO,
NPaBOBOIO M MIEOJOTMYECKOrO 3HAYECHHS 3HAYMTEIBHO
BBUIEIIIOTCS M3 OKpyXalwolleil cpeubl, cOpMHpOBaB-
meicss B x0fe UCTOpUYECKOro mnpouecca. Onepupys
TepMUHAMU KYIbTYpDHOI reorpacduu, Takue Mmecra
HA3BIBAIOT LeHTpaMu. LleHTp MoXeT OHLITH YCTaHOBJIEH,
OCHOBBIBasICh Ha apXEOIOTMYECKOM MAaTepUaNe: HAXOAKH,
CBSI3aHHEIE C TOPTOBJIE M pEMECIaMH, UMIIOPTHEIE
TIpEAMETHI pOCKOM, Xianst K ap. KoHuenrpauma u
KOMOMHAIUs 2JIeMeHTOB KyJbTYpHOro naxamacra
JOHCTOPMYECKUX H UCTOPHYECKUX BPEMEH — KOMIUIEKCOB
YKpeIUIeHHH, ropolulll ¥ MOTHIBHHKOB, OOBEKTOB
SI3BMECKMX BEPOBaHMIA, NEPBBIX XPUCTHAHCKUX LIEPKBEIt,
TOMECTHIT U MecTedyeK, — TAKKE MOXET YKA3hBaTh Ha
LEHTPAIBHYIO POJIb.

B koHTeKcTe TeOpUM UEHTPANbHBIX MECT, HOMCTO-
pHYeCcKHME TOpoAullla MOLYT pacCMaTpPUBATBCA Kak
(u3MecKye PENTUKTHl APEBHUX LIEHTPOB, COXPAHUBILHMECS
o Hawero BpeMeHU. Ha cMeHy NepeBsIHHBEIM 3aMKaM,
CTOJIETUAMH CYIIECTBOBAaBUIMM B TOPOJUUIAX M OKOH-
yaTesbHO UcuesHyBumM B XIV-XV BB., pyHKII0 LIEHTpa
TIOCTENEHHO MEPEHSIO CNIEAYIOUIEE, YKE CPEIHEBEKOBOE
ABNEHHE — UMeHUe. [IPUHITO CUMTATE, YUTO VIS 3ATOXKEHHS
HOBBIX HMEHMIA IVIABHYIO POJIb MIPAJH IVIONOPOIHbIE 3EMITH.,
OnHako, KaK MOKa3bIBaIOT KCCHEN0BaHM, B OOIBILIMHCTBE
MECTHOCTEI, rae 6bU1H JOUCTOPHYECKHE 3aMKU ¢ 6oee i
MEHee BLIPAXEHHBIMHM TIDU3HAKAMM ypOaHM3alUM, U B
HMCTOPHYECKOE BPEMS TPAINLIMH LEHTPA MMPONOIKATHCE.

TlepBUYHBIMH KOMIIOHEHTAMHM IS IOSBAEHMSA
MIOMECTHH-MecTeyeK OBUIM NOMECThE, IEPKOBb U PBIHOY-
Hag 1utowtans. ITpubnausurensHo B Hayane XV B. ro-
POICKYE MOCENEHU Hayall MACCOBO KOHIEHTPUPOBATHCSH
BOKPYT KOPOJIEBCKOTO IBOpa U IIOMECTHI{ MECTHOMH apuc-
TOKPATUM. YCTAHOBNEHO, YTO GOMbIIAs YacTh MaieHbKUX
TOpPOAOB Ha TEPPUTOPUHM COBPEMEHHOMH JIMTBLI CBOMMH
KOPHAIMM TaK WIH MHAYe CBA3aHA C HMEHMSMH CpelHe-
BEKOBbSL M HOBOT'O BPEMEHH.

T'napHoit TeMoit MaHHO# CTAaTBU SBNAETCS yPOAHUCTH-
Yyeckoe passutHe ropoaka 2Karape (ucropuyecku Crapas
1 Hosast XKarape). [ns aHanusa U cpasHeHUs: BLIGPaHO
IAATh NMap OOBEKTOB HCCIENOBAHHS, BBUTOMHSIOUIMX
(YHKUMM LeHTpa: ABAa rOPOMILA, ABA 3AMKA, 1Ba HMEHHS,
IBE UECPKBH M ABE TEPPUTOPUM, PACNONOXEHHLIE Ha
MPOTHBOMONOXHEIX Geperax peku Ulsere (puc. 1-3).

Romas Jarockis
Lictuvos istorijos institutas,
Kraziy g. 5, LT-2001, Vilnius, tel. 61 49 35,
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PeayneTaTel CpaBHUTENBLHOIO AHAIH32 MPEACTaBNEHE! B
paMKax IOCT-IPOLECCYaNbHOM TEOPEeTHYECKOW KOH-
LENIMH NPOTUBOGOPCTBA U CHIIBL,

OcHoBHasa uenb paGoTH, OCHOBAHHOM Ha apXxeoJo-
rMYECKUX MaTepranax (puc. 4-6) H MMCbMEHHBIX UCTOY~
HHUKaX, ONPEIENuTh YeIoBUs, B TeueHnH 400 net dopMupo-
BaBlUIME YPGAaHUCTUYECKOE PA3BUTHE ABYX [MOMECTHIA-
MECTeYEK, PACIIONIOKEHHBIX HA IPOTHBOIIONIOXKHEIX Gepe-~
rax peku (puc. 7-8). dpyras sazaya JaHHOTO MCCae~
JOBaHUS — BEIAACHUTD BIMSTHUE IIPOTHBOOOPCTBA ABYX CHJT
U LIEHTPOB Ha (POPMUPOBAHHE MECTHOTO KYALTYPHOTO
nagmuadta. Pexa [1lBete pasgensier 2Karape Ha [Be YacTH.
Tperbst 3anaya, HaMeueHHasi ABTOPOM AAaHHOM CTAaTbH —
ZIOKa3aThb, YTO PEKA BBITOMHMIIA CBOKO PONb PA3feIIsIoLIei
rpanuust yxe B XIII B., u Ob1a rnaBHOIt OCBIO, BOKPYT
KoTopoii ¢gopMmuposaicss ypbaHucTMaeckui nagmuadpt
MECTHOCTH.

CITHCOK MJLTIOCTPALINIA

Puc. 1. Kapra uccienyeMoit MECTHOCTH. 3aMKH, yITO-
MsIHyThIe B TekcTe: 1 — XKarape; 2 — Pakre; 3 - Cuna6pe;
4 — Cunene; 5 - Tepsere; 6 — JoGene. O - YKperieHus
JKEJIE3HOTO BeKa. ... CoBpeMeHHast INTOBCKO-NATHILICKAS
TpaHMLA.

Puc. 2. Oprodorocunmox XKarape B 1997 r.

Puc. 3. Topomuie Karape u Pakre: 1 - XKarape; 2 -
Pakre.

Puc. 4, Apxeonormieckye pacKOIKH Ha YKPEIUICHHAX
Karape B 1999 r. 3ananHblit U ceBepHulil npodumy
packona Ne 1; 1 — KyJbTYpHBUA CI0i ropoauma; 2 -
KYNIBTYPHEII CJI0i HMEHHSA,

Puc. 5. Apxeonoruyeckue pacKONKH Ha IOPORMILE
“Karape B 1999 r. Apxeonoruueckue HaxofKu: KepaMuka,

Puc. 6. ApxeoJjioruuecKue pacKOIIKY Ha ropoaHLIe
Xarape B 1999 r. Apxeonorpueckue Haxomku:
H3pasibl,

Puc. 7. Kapra noMectesi-Mecreuka Crapast 1 Hosast
XKarape Bo Bropoii nonosuHe XVI 8. 1 - xoctenst Crapoit
U Hosoit Xarape; 2 — nomectoe Crapoit XKarape; 3 -
nomecTtbe Hopoit 2Karape; 4 — riaBHbie YIHIIBL.

Puc. 8. Mecreuxo XKarape. @parmeHT Kaptet Benn-
Koro kuspxectsa Jlurosckoro 1613 r.

Ilepepon ¢ smroscxoro
Onsrir Anrrotiosort
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