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Introduction
The deportations of Lithuanian inhabitants of 14-lifhe 1941 have become one of the most
popular research subjects of contemporary Lithuarsstory. Soon after the operation of
deportation the first newspaper publications apmxbavhich actually referred to some authentic
NKVD-NKGB documents. In 1942 —1943 the work “Lithuanian Archive. Theeafs of
Bolshevism”. (“Lietuviy archyvas. BolSevizmo metd)” with an overview article by Merkelis
“Mass Lithuanian deportation to the USSR” was ph#id. In 1941-1942 the conclusions defining
the scale of deportation were published. The sizdisdata of these conclusions has been used for
more than fifty years in different works (meanwhie could notice it only in publications in
English’.

The first to write about the Soviet deportation amdompile the first deportation map was
R. Conquesdt M. Gilberg in his “Atlas of Russian Historysummarised the data on deportation in
the Soviet Union. Actually, the study focused oa #thnic deportation of people from Caucasus
and Crimea. However, the lack of archive sourckslbright mark in these works.

The memories of witnesses and articles of one muther episode of terror were
accumulated during the years. However, the cormhgsion the scope and consequences of
detention did not change substantialijhe last study was published by Damusis in 1988tims
and losses of Lithuania during the years of WorldrW and after the war (1940-1959)1t tried to
refer to various sources, however, the author it attempt to question the number of the
deportees in other sources, and therefore thatstaticonclusions did not change.

The new period of research started in 1991 wherddtuments on the deportation of 1941
were being collected from the former secret archivEhe first were the studies of Russian

historians, which reflected the data from NKVD-NK@&@Bcuments on the number of deportees and
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their life condition&. In Russian historiography deportations are seemmanifestation of imposed
migration. If the violence was direct and peopleawmoved using a form of repression, only then it
was referred to as deportatiofRussian authors, such as N. Bdgah. Gurjanov?, V. Zemskov?,
S. Alijeva® and others were interested and analysed the probfedeportation. Their ample
empirical material is referred to in this study wsell. Works that focus on the character and
statistics of June 1941 deportations fall into ecil category of publicatioffs

The first lists with the names of deportees by algtical order were compiled. Actually, in
this field the Red Cross of Lithuania, which begasrking in 1941, had the priority. After a couple
of decades in 1941 Kerulis compiled and publishesl d@lphabetical list of names of political
prisoners and deportees with 19 285 ndmelince 1988 the compilation of alphabetical lists
names has been continuing in LithudhidZhe first volume of such a list registered 27 8@€ained,
exiled and killed persons, the revised and supphtedeedition in 1988 contained 30 461 people.
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There were attempts to correct the method andssitatiof 1941 deportation having regard
to new archive sourcEs Memoirs (Look: Bibliography) mainly helped in dealing with the
circumstances of deportation and life conditionghefexiled®,

The study refers to NKVD-NKGB documents of Lithuami and Russian archives:
Lithuanian Special archive KGB, VRM (Ministry ofdéhnterior) and LKP (Lithuanian Communist
Party) document section funds, funds of nationehiae of Russian Federation No 9401 (USSR
NKVD rulings), 9414 (SSRS MVD GULAG), 9479 (SSRS M\" special section).

Geography and character of deportation

Exiles or deportations (lat. “deportatio”- the aétforcing somebody to leave the country,
exile) — is a specific type of repression. Politiegpression (lat. “repressio” — a punitive measare
punishment, which is intended to control sometlongomebody) is defined as “measures, which
the state was applying on political consideratioRalitical repression could manifest in depriving
smb of life or freedom, placing for imposed treatti@to psychiatric hospitals, deporting from the
country as well as depriving of citizenship by deimg groups of people from their places of
residence, sending them to exile and forced resettht, employing for forced labour under limited
conditions of freedom as well as violating or limg the rights of individuals who are considered
socially dangerous for the state or political systan the basis of class, nationality, religion threv
characteristics. The decisions for political reggsien were made by courts or other institutions,
which exercised judicial rights, government indtdos or officials, which acted under the
administrative procedure, as well as public orgatioss or their structures with administrative
powers.™®,

A distinctive feature of deportations as a typeepiression — their administrative (non legal)
manner and the fact that they were directed noatdsvthe particular person but towards the group
of people defined by some prejudged criteria. Teeisions on exile were made by the leaders of
the Soviet Union communist party on the initiatofeNKVD-MVD and NKGB-MGB institutions.

The mass deportation of big groups of people wagechout in May-June 1941 from the
territories, which had been occupied by the Savigibn. These territories were annexed under the
pact of the Soviet Union-Germany on 23 August 1886 later agreements with Germany. That

was already the fourth deportation to the deptthefUSSR since the beginning of World War II.
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The first three were launched in 1940 in the eadieritories of pre-war Poland. In 1941 Estonia,
Latvia, Lithuania, Besarabia with Northern Bukovias well as the western parts of Belarus and
Ukraine were the zones of deportation.

Preparation for deportation

The preparations on mass annihilation of Lithuamation under the communist ideology started in
1939. Under the calculation of national securigutenant Zaidenvurm 320 thousand members of
national parties and organisations had to be mgdtin Lithuania as suspects. Therefore, together
with their family members some 50% of the Lithuanmation was meant to be deported to Siberia.

The finishing stage for deportations started orM2ly 1941. On that day the preparation of
mass deportation and arrests was discussed durengNiKGB called meeting together with the
NKGB county principals and their deputies, as wadl with the governors of road transport
divisions and ¥ frontier divisiong’. Immediately after two days (on 23 May) Lithuani@SR
national security commissar Gladkov issued a sedesree No 0037 on the preparation of
deportation operation.

On 4 June 1941 Serov, the deputy of Merkulov, idsimstructions for NKGB county
principals on the organisation of the final recafddeportees and the deportation process itself.
Only those, whose record files contained some fdditable material”, on the participation in the
fight for Independence, occupation of high pubkecvice position, belonging to the union of rifles,
etc had to be deported.

The number of people who had to be detained deedelaom 19 610 (their records were not
compiled by 12 May) to 8598 (their records were pied), whereas the number of the detained
family members increased from 2954 to 13 652. usuch changes the overall number did not
change a lot — from 22 564 to 22 252. NKGB wasaesy registering women, children, which had
to be deported together with their husbands anenpsuduring the whole month. The shift was clear
— now the focus was on the annihilation of familred particular people. By annihilating whole
families, their years of accumulated experiencejas@ultural influence had to vanish. The most
educated part of officers, policemen, teacherspplists etc of the two decades was had to vanish.

Categories and qualitative differences of the detaed

The qualitative difference in the works which ret@ SSRS NKVD documents occur mostly due to
the inner contradiction and discrepancies of dtesisdata — the qualities which are organically
typical to the primary archive sources. The workblighed in Russia on the deportation of 1941 do

not practically take that into consideration.
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The deportation of 1941 was very different from amalogous operation in 1940, which was
carried out in the territories of Molotov - Ribempr pact. In 1941 the inhabitants of different
categories had to be deported. They experiencee thifferent types of repression, whereas in each
operation of 1940 all the deportees were of theesstatus. The deportees from the western parts of
the USSR and BSSR were settled in special isokgtitements supervised by NKVD, whereas the
family members of the repressed, as deported omadh@nistrative basis under the supervision of
NKVD, were settled in the farms of Kazakhstan, 8ovarms and worker settlements. In 1941 the
deportee categories were bigger and more variede tivere the members of anti-Soviet nationalist
organisations, the category of “the formers”: ferrgendarmes, policemen, prison guards, soldiers,
landlords, manufacturers, traders and former @eilvants. All of them were being detained and
taken to the NKVD war-prisoners’ camps: Kozelskar8belsk and Juchnov. They were all called
“the detained” or “A group” or “the detained of Aayip” in the convoy documents. Their family
members, as well as family members of those “catnetenlutionists” who were detained earlier
(including the ones sentenced to death) or traresdteo illegal status, fell into another categofy o
the detained in 1941. The exiled, who were senKaaakhstan, ASSR, the regions of Altai,
Krasnojarsk, Kirov, Novosibirsk and Omsk, were redd to as “group B” or “the detained of group
B”. Repatriates from Germany and Germans, whastegad to leave for Germany but had not left
were in “group A”, whereas the refugees from th@rtier Poland”, the ones who refused the Soviet
citizenship belonged to “group B”. The former prges were deported under the former police
records. Criminals were in a separate category, liael to be deported to GULAG labour camps.
All these categories and types of repression wiendag in the sense that none of the exiled was
formally sentenced. NKVD documents call the procedef deportation “the expulsion of socially
alien elements”.

So, three types of repression were designed far ¢éicategories of the deportees: residence
in the area by the NKVD supervision, residenceriagn camps and in the GULAG system labour
camps. However, the second and the third typeegpfession practically merged just after
Germany'’s invasion into the USSR — the deportegsigpbn camps or people in echelons on the
way to those camps were transferred to forced lalbamps. There was no evidence found in
archive documents that the transition from wargress’ camps to forced labour camps was
planned ahead. It seems as if the reason was #hgected attack of Germany and the desire to
deport the detained as far from the approachingtieo as possible or to free the camps for the

future German captives.



It is important to mention that these few normaf\i€VD document§', which were referred
to in this study and other studies on the categarie¢he people who had to be deported in 1941, are
only departmental documents, which regulated tloequture of the Soviet government directive
unknown to us. However, the ruling of VKP (b) CKlifoal bureau and the council of national
commissioners of the USSR stipulated the decisiorihe form of repression, which had to be
applied to the mentioned categories. These ledallaven’t been found yet. The only exception is
a common ruling of 14 May 1941 of VKP (b) CK andRSS LKT No 1299-526ss “On the
elimination of counter-revolutionary organisatidnsthe Western parts of the USSR"However,
this ruling concerns only the western part of Ukeailt also provided with the main measures for
fighting against the OUN — the Organisation of UkeaNationalists (only one source mentions
Polish organisations).

Up till then deportation operations were carrietl inder the rulings of VKP (b) CK political
bureau and the council of national commissionerthefUSSR. Indeed, the record of the USSR
KGB central archive, issued in 1980mentions VKP (b) CK and the USSR LKT ruling of W&y
1941 under which the deportation operation hadeccérried out. However, the number of the
ruling and its name are not indicated and the cavas not retold.

Deportation process. The characteristic feature of deportation was Waaious categories of the
people deported under all the three types of remeswere represented by the exiled from the
Baltic States only. In the cases where under to itiséructiof* found in the convoy army
documents family members had to be separated ejp@rtion operation in 1941was carried out in
two stages. During the first stage of deportatiom éxiled were taken to the collection points and
convoyed to echelons. Also, they or their belongidgl not have to undergo any checks; they were
distributed to the carriages in families. At teeend stage in the places of gathering, the degorte
were divided into two groups: “A group” (“the heatithe family”) and “B group” (“the members
of the family”). “A group” was placed into carriagenarked with letter A and sent further into a
separate echelon. “Group B” was going in an “indelemt echelon”. “Group B” had to be placed
into echelon without being searched, whereas “grAtjpad to be convoyed like the detained —
each of them was searched and then put on thexgarat the collection point. Also, the echelon

documents coming from Latvia and Lithuania, guardigd RNWA prove that sometimes the
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detained where placed into separate carriageseanitmal collection stations, not at the places of
gathering.

Deportation started on 14 June at 3 a.m. Sincentigerity of deportees lived in rural areas,
the deportation operation groups would get in towith the local activists and would determine the
place of residence of the families who had to heoded. After that the group would break into the
house, the head of the group would check the datisth of the family and then would start the
search “for guns”. After the search, the deportwese explained that under the ruling of the
government they would be taken to “other partshef $oviet Union”. If anyone tried to escape,
they were shot. One of the main objectives of digion was to provide the regions of Siberia and
northern USSR with free labour force. Thereforejarmthe instruction of Serov, the deported were
allowed to take no more than 100 kilos of theirspaal belongings: clothes, footwear, utensils,
bedding, food, for the inhabitants of rural areaaxes, saws and other small things. Everything
depended on the favour of the deportation operagimup and local collaborators. Although
according to the deportees the details differ a thié NKVD people and collaborators were
inhuman everywhere.

The archive documents of the convoy army prove basy were the gathering points (such
as the station of Naujoji Vilnia) where the echalamere coming from primary collection stations
from all Lithuania. There the head of the convoyuldo“swap the special contingent” and would
form the “homogeneous” echelons of “A group” anddBup”. The reformed echelons were sent
to the depth of the USSR, to the points of destinat
Number of deportees.The number of the deportees of the operation @fll@®as established
comparing the data of two independent types of iaesh which will be called “echelon” and
“distribution”. The alphabetical list of the depees was also based on these documents, however
the precision of the alphabetical list is only atb®80%. The “echelon” number of deportees from
each deportation region and the number of the dep®brought to each region of distribution were
calculated by adding the numbers of the deportedtingent” from respective echelons. That was
possible to do as the catalogue of almost all ectselwhich came from the “deportation zone”
during the operation of 1941, was compiled. Theadat “distribution” was taken from the
territorial NKVD and UNKVD reports on the distribab and accommodation of the arriving
deportees. The reports, which date back to Septeatavell as September-October 1941 report
with referenc& prepared by the central OTSP of NKVD GULAG invakion local reports, were

relied on most of all. Both of these documents aion& lot of mistakes, which later occurred in the
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OTSP summaries and in the contemporary works dfaasit All this happened due to the fact that
NKVD qualitative data was not evaluated criticadlyough.

The number of the deportees of all echelons istigedly known, convoy documentation was
found in some echelons with the names of depdfte@here were 17 echelons deported from
Lithuania: 11 echelons with deportees (“B groug’gchelons with the detained (“A group”) and 2
echelons with criminal convicts. Out of 11 “B gpd echelons 8 were deported to the region of
Altai, 1 — to the region of Novosibirsk, 1 — to K@mASSR and 1 — to the region of Gurjec in
Kazakhstan. Out of 4 “A group” echelons 3 were serthe war-prisoners’ camp in Starobelsk (2 of
them were later transferred to Kraslag), 1 — tovilae-prisoners’ camp of Juchnov. Both echelons
with criminal convicts were sent to the stationM#dvezja Gora in Karelia—Finland ASSR - to the
concentration camp of the White and Baltic Sea obk(Belbaltlag). There are lists of names of 4
out of 11 echelons with the exiled and 2 out otHetons with the detained from “A group” in the
fond archives of 240 and 260 convoy squads.

Among echelons, sent from war-prisoners’ campsotoeld labour camps of GULAG, an
important echelon was sent from the camp of Juchnothe dock of Dudinka (Norillag). The
prisoners of this echelon were the officers of Badtic country armies. 256 of them were the
officers of the Lithuanian army. The list of offceames deported by this echelon was found in the
archive fond of 236 convoy squdd

Analysing the regional squad “echelon” and “diaitibn” data differences it is important to
take into consideration that only the distributjpoint and regions are known of many echelons
recorded in the catalogue, whereas factual plataetestination could have been different when
transferring the echelons on their way to anotleentpof destination. It could have happened that
some echelons could have been recorded in theasydidistribution summaries of the department
only “by force of habit”, since they were sent ¢mly intended to be sent) but did not make it ® th
point of destination in reality (for example duethe 22 May 1941 was actions). On the other hand,
it could have happened that the NKVD/UNKVD of thistdbution place correctly indicated the
number of the deportees who arrived in their repdnbwever, they could have made a mistake
indicating the deportation regions of one or otlteportee groups.

Most people from Lithuanian SSR were deported ¢ordgion of Altai, fewer to the region of
Novosibirsk, Kazakhstan and Komia ASSR. Besides,“d@thelon” and “distribution” data of the
latter regions is the same. Also, under the 11 eéfeper 1941 report of Kazakh SSR NKVD the
indicated region of deportation, from which 488 gitnites were deported to the region of Gurjev,
is not Lithuania but all the Baltic Republics. Latén October 1941 report of OTSP all the

% A, E. Gur'janov, “Masstaby deportacii naselenijglub’ SSR v mae-ijune 1941 gl4toriceskie sborniki “Memoria-
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deportees from the Baltic States in Kazakhstan weeehanically added to the deportees from
Latvia, therefore the total number of deporteesnfrbithuania reduced by 488 people. The
deportation region of this group is known from #ohelon documents, which are in the fond of 226
convoy squatt.

The difference in the “echelon” and “distributiotiata on deportees from Lithuania to the
region of Altai and Novosibirsk is almost the saf@@me 2 thousand people), just with the different
symbol. Maybe a part of echelons from Lithuaniaevat first sent to the region of Altai but in
reality the deported were detrained earlier, inrdggon of Novosibirsk.

There isn't a single person from Lithuania depotiedhe region of Krasnojarsk or the one

who crossed it according to the record of echeld6d. deportees are mentioned in the report of

Krasnojarsk region UNKVD repozrzt they could have arrived there with those “heatighe
families” who were transferred from Starobelsk wwasoners’ camp to Krasnojarsk camp
(Kraslag), or as a part of one echelon (a few ages), appointed to the region of Novosibirsk or
Altai but were presumably transferred to the regibKrasnojarsk.

The *“distribution” number of Lithuanian deportees- 13 170 people — more or less
corresponds to the “echelon” number — 12 832 pefyaleing in mind that people would die on the
way). The number of detained is added together thighones who were sent to war-prison camps
and criminals who were taken to forced labour cam@@125 + 1238 = 4663 people. Our total
“echelon” number of all the categories of the repegl after the deportation operation in Lithuania
is 17501 people (Gladkov’s report indicated thpattation of 17 485 people). The total number of
people deported from Lithuania on 14-18 June wairtbunt to at least 18 500 people if we
consider the fact that a part of echelons did eath the points of destination and a big group of
prisoners was taken at the same time to the prisb@®rkij and Sol-lleck.

Some 23 thousand Lithuanian inhabitants were exitetkported to camps during the period of
1939-194%°. The deportees were not distributed accordingatimnality; all were attributed to the
category of “deportees from Lithuania”. As soontls war started the national composition of
deportees was corrected a bit.

Most deportees were farmers - 29,8% and people ingrit home (family members of
different social standing and of the working agéx;3%, then teachers - 5,2% civil servants —

27 f. 18444, ap. 2, b. 420, |. 2, 102-129, 130-143.
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®There were some 4 thousand Poles among them (otiteaf 573 were prisoners), some 1.3 thousand Jeéags (
number or prisoners is unknown. But it was likety ie some 300 prisoners), some 500 Russians, Bslans,
Germans, Latvians (115 prisoners). According toddie of the mutual help news office, some 332&wRalish people
among the detainees of 1941. However, one mightggtiat due to the conditions of occupation of tina¢ some Jews
happened to appear on the record as Poles (edpeaalrefugees).



5,0%, workers - 3,1%. The social standing of mgrasged from their families and deported is

as follows: civil servants — 15,8%, farmers — 14,@H4lice officials - 11,1%, officers - 10,5%,

workers — 7,5%.
Destiny of deportees.On 30 July 1941 Polish government (in London) #mel Soviet Union
concluded a treaty under which the amnesty of Rdliszens was declared on 12 August. 389 041
former citizen of Poland were released from thegdaof imprisonment or deportatiSnRefugees
from former Poland (Poles and Jews) who were dethand deported together with Lithuanians
were also releaséd When the number of Jewish and Polish prisonatsaed, since September
1941 Lithuanians made a bigger part of deporteas ftithuania than during the first days of
deportation.

The biggest group of deportees was in the regidtai — 7 232 people, or 58,6% of all the
deportees. People deported to the region of Ale&evalmost from all the regions of Lithuania but
mainly from Kaunas, Siauliai, Rokiskis. In 1942 957deportees, mostly women with small
children were taken to the north of Jakutia, tHands of the river Lena mouth. People from
Lithuania were deported to the woods of Komia (dtgms from Samogitia — Raseiniai, Telsiali,
Taurage and Kretinga Counties were taken to Koifiidp8 people or 11.9%). In the winter and
spring of 1940 people from the eastern regions itffuania annexed by the Soviet Union were
taken to Kazakh, whereas women once registerelioeprecords as prostitutes were deported
there on 14 June 1941. The further destiny of 74%hese deportees is unknown. Individual
families were deported to the regions of Krasnéjamed Novosibirsk, whereas the places of
deportation of 1596 people remained unidentified.

After the war, exhausted with hunger and wearingkwinying to save themselves and their
relatives from death, the deportees were tryingsitape to Lithuania by any possible means. There
were special refugee hunting groups waiting onwtag home, in Lithuania they were persecuted by
Soviet security structures. More than a third eagekes were caught and imprisoned for three years,
and later brought back to the place of deportathmwe might see from the chart, the majority of
refugees were from Komia — 27.9%, however the peage of the caught refugees there is also the
biggest — 43.5%.

The alphabetical list shows the data on the deshof deportees according to the age. The
highest death rate was recorded among the eldedyple, infants and children up to 5 years. It
should be emphasized that the death rate of degsoaiethe age of 40-45 was higher than among
other age groups. That happened maybe due to¢héht people of that age had children and old
parents, who they had to support sacrificing tloein health. Local NKVD groups robbed the

%K okurin A.l. Evakuacija zakljgennych... S. 6.



deportees of the region of Altai one more time. yrtv@uld collect the money, cameras and other
luxury items. Some 7.5 thousand Lithuanian deper&eBijsk and Barnaule were distributed to the
construction sites and factories. The deportee mem@bout the life there vary a lot. Even the
documents of NKVD note, “the living conditions gbexial deportees in each region were very
different™2 The majority of deportees were accommodated imncon barracks and summer
houses which were meant only for living in the susnnA lot of children were ill and died due to
unsanitary conditions, measles epidemic, and fanfgeording to deportee Vedergit'dysentery
and malaria began spreading [...] Half of the peajid [....]. A lot of small children died. Almost
every day we were burying someofie’lt couldn’t have been otherwise. Deportees webbed a
couple of times, left with no property, they haddio with a meagre bread ration which was not
always given (it was baked from flour and chaffpdAthat was not the end of suffering. In June
1942 half of Lithuanians from Altai were broughtlakutia ASSR for a real death. 2785 names of
Lithuanians deported there are known. After 15ryeand later only 1157 people returned to
Lithuanie”.

Lithuanian deportees were distributed to the wlah Tit Arai (at the mouth of the river
Lena), the Bykov peninsula (near the Laptev séa&)mouth of the river Jana and elsewhere. It was
very difficult to survive in tundra for LithuanianBeportee Svitkauskas remembers, “We could not
afford to buy these food products which were gieenthe ration card. We did not earn anything.
We would get our bread ration but it wasn’'t evekdabeveryday. [...] The famine started. Not only
the old but also the young started dyiriy.”

Almost 4 thousand deportees were settled in th@meof Novosibirsk; about 40% of them
were children. They had to face all the same diffies of deportation as the adults did. One tenth
of the deportees were men, the majority of themewadderly people. Women had to carry the
burden of keeping the family.

The majority of deportees did not live for a lotige in one place of residence.
NKVD people not only were moving them to other pla@a thousand kilometres away (for
example from Altai to Jakutia) but also would mdtiem in the district or region itself. That
would make the life of deportees even more diffiand there were many graves in all the
places of deportation. Meanwhile the labour anctispeleportee department of GULAG did
not register the fluctuation in number of deportées to their death, also due to the fact that the

%This could confirm that more people were deportehtthe documents recorded. According to NKVD, dag on
prisoner distribution was compiled in Septemberll@den the number of deportees could have changmd a
*’Report of the head of USSR NKVD Altai region countloSenka on 15 September 1941, Deportation thfuznian
inhabitants 1941, 1945-1952. P. 77.

#\/ederait A. Kaip jie mus veé... P. 103.

347r.: Lietuvos gyventaj genocidas. T. 1. P. 1 —781.

#Svitkauskas K. Lairs vaikai... P. 41 —42.



number of deportees increased since 863 childrere wern and 24 people came to their

relatives voluntarily. At the places of deportatithrey were registered. Also, the same rules

applied to those who came voluntarily as to theodees. On 14-19 June 1941 under the lists of

NKVD 1274 people were deported to Bellag (Karel@a)d Oneglad (the region of

Archangelsk) from Lithuania. Little is known aboulhat happened to these people after that.
After the war began many camps (and the above oreedi ones) were removed, whereas the
prisoners were forced to go by foot for a coupléafdred kilometres to other camps. Hundreds of
them did not make it to the point of destinationl amed on the way.

More is known about the men who were separateu fiteir families. At first they were
taken to war-prisoners’ camps of Starobelsk anddox (Lithuanian soldiers were imprisoned
there). After the war began Lithuanians from Stetsk were distributed to different camps -
Carlag, Vorkutlag (the region of Komia), Siblaggthegion of Kemerov), Sevurallag (the former
Sverdlovsk region) and Kraslag (the region of Kmygrsk, Resiotai town).

The destiny of soldiers who were deported to Jnolicamp on 19 June 1941 was slightly
different. According to NKVD documents, the echeleas driving 256 people to the station of
Babynin (near the camp of Juchnov), however, thteesses claim (the record of the imprisoned
soldiers is being referred to) that about 340 sofdiwere imprisoned (14 more were added at
Kraslag). The mutual assistance news office estaddi that 426 soldiers were deported (some of
them could have been placed on other echelons laru¥iprison at first). When the war began
Lithuanian, Latvian and Estonian soldiers (abouiQl8oldiers) imprisoned at Juchonov camp were
deported to Siberia. On 15 July 1941 Lithuaniardiso$ were taken to Kraslag. From that place
Lithuanian officers on 28 June were crammed int@éand deported to Dudnik. On 10 August
they were deported to Norilsk camp (7th sectiontted camp). The new prisoners received
“deportee clothing, a mattress sheet, a cover, @@ spoon and a wooden bo¥{I'The prisoners
worked in the district of Norilsk factories. Wornthuanian soldiers started dying soon. Senior
officers: 14 Lithuanians, 13 Latvians and 15 Esdaasiwere imprisoned for “improvement courses”
further north ear Norilsk, at the lake of Lama. eTénnihilation of the Lithuanian army, which
started in 1940, was completed at the camps ofi$¥kori

Imprisoned Lithuanians were annihilated more rigpi the winter of 1942. The majority
of Lithuanians imprisoned at the camps or prisohghe Soviet Union in 1941 were still under
formal investigation, no article of the Soviet RasBK was applied to them. These formalities

%Under the project of 14 June 1941 Lithuanians tabet deported to Usollag, Latvians to Bellag anédday (ref:
Deportation of the inhabitants of Lithuania in 194945-1952 p.36). The record of 20 October 194/& samething
different: Latvians had to be deported to Ussoldfpuanians — to Bellag and Oneglag (ref: the s&éng®).

¥'Navaitis A. Lietuvos kariai Norilsko lageriuoseP.. 282.



were carried out in the winter of 1941 — 1942. Bhéfering of Lithuanians imprisoned far away
increased when examinations began.

The files were sent to the special meeting of USSB®/D. All the prisoners were accused under
the chapters of Article 58 and sentenced in ahistémt 5-25 years of imprisonment; some of them
received a death penalty and were shot.

The results of physical annihilation of prisonessre evident already in 1942. According to
NKVD in 1940 35.6% of the prisoners were fit forrthavork, 25.2% for medium, 15.6% were fit
for easy work and 23.6% were handicapped. In 1942ptisoners of all these categories were
respectively 19.2 %, 17 %, 38.2 % and 2538.%

Most often healthy people were deported to capsy would fall into all the categories in
a year or two and only a few survived in campsmpufi941 — 1944, During the 3 years more than 4
million people were imprisoned in camps (2.3 milliat the beginning of the war, on 1 July 1944 —
1,2 million prisonersy, however more than a fourth rests in a hundredgafeyards of camps and
colonies of GULAG®. NKVD documents do not indicate how many of thessme Lithuanians.
Although the exiled were fed like the prisonersingirthe war, there were seldom cases of death
from pellagra. They could eat nettles, mushroores;ids, whereas the prisoners did not have such
a possibility™.

Also, it should be mentioned that camp and prisamtary units would write fictitious death
certificates. In this way the real reasons of deatine being hidden (for example the prisoners
tortured by NKVD). Also, the camp or a prison triedt to exceed the established average death
rate a lot. For example, in 1941 the average dedéhin prisons was 0,21 %, in 1942 — 1 %, in
1943 — 0,8 %, however the percentage means that thousandsopfepevere killed and at firstly
these were Lithuanians (as well as Latvians andritzms). According to the NKVD established
formulas of human resistance, almost one fifth leé people who died in prisons had been
imprisoned for less than a mofithThe majority would die in less than a year in NK¥risons.
Lithuanians would be taken to the prisons with Hashest conditions. In 1942 the recorded
prisoner death rate in official NKVD documents v@s times bigger than in 1940. The majority of
prisoners taken to camps on 14-18 June 1941 wqrertee to the camps of Krasnojarsk (33.5%),

out of this number 425 officers were deported toilNg, 1990 men separated from their families -

%The same reference. L. 16.

3The same reference. P. 8.

““There were 56 big camps and 69 colonies, whichistats of 910 smaller camps (camp points) and 42dnies.
Look: The same reference. L. 3.

“Manuscript of .Seinas memoirs. T. 2. P. 3 // look: Archive of Lithismresearch center.

“’Prisoner morbidity and death rate survey of 194045 compiled by the head of the USSR NKVD prisar@mcil
Nikolskij, ARFG. F. 9413. Ap. 1. B. 73. L. 55, 100.

3 Report of the USSR MVD medical colonel of prisoneuncil sanitary department Dostovalov on 17 Magél, the
same reference. L. 130.



to Resiotai camp, mostly civil servants, teachpddice officers, etc. The death rate of Lithuanians
in these camps amounted to 58,5% (in Norillag 0%®,in Resiotai - 61,7%.). Higher death rate
was recorded in the Molotov region camp Usollag1;6 %. The death rate of people deported
before the USSR-German war from Lithuania to themsin the regions of Archangelsk, Cikalov,

Gorkij, Vologda, Kazakh and Komia was lower — 27.58e burial places of Lithuanian prisoners

who died in 1941-1944 still remain unknown.

When USSR NKVD region and district councils weaarging out the search plans for
nationalist, files for Lithuanian deportees werenpded. In 1944 they made up 40% of all the
Lithuanians who were imprisoned. After the impriswnt period was over, very few came back to
Lithuania. In 1941 the prisoners who remained alxge forced to join the deportees. Mostly men
separated from their families were in the grouf3 &5 people deported to camps, 54.5% of them
died in camps. In 1941-1945 about 30% of all Lithaa prisoners deported in 1940-1941 or 70%

died at the places of imprisonment.



