Opinion of the VDU Professor Liudas Truska on Holocaust in Lithuania’s Province in 1941
an essay by Dr. Ariinas Bubnys

The author reasonably claims that the Holocaukttiruania’s province is actually a “white spot”,
as so far most of the essays have dealt with mafdé&e Jews in the large cities of Lithuania.

On the grounds of the summer-fall 1941 investigatiwaterial of Lithuanian and to some extent
German administration institutions and persons plaaticipated in killings of Jews in the soviet
period, as well as research and accounts by othieois, even essays on local lore of 1990 — 2000,
Artna Bubnys has provided a picture of Jewish existeartd demise in six out of twenty-two
Lithuanian districts. The research done by the@uthhuge and adds a lot to our knowledge about
the Holocaust in Lithuania. In my opinion, the gssaquestion is the start of a monograph and
habilitation of A.Bubnys.

One of the problems that A.Bubnys incurred wasntfagerial (resources) on the existence of the
Jews during the last days of June and in July éi.19

Another dubious aspect is how the author has choiwg his research — by analysing 6 districts
representing different regions of Lithuania.

The commission needs answers to the following quest

1. How many Jews (approximately) were killed at diéfer localities and in the province as a
whole?

2. When and where did the killings take place?
3. Had there been any killings of the Jews beforectiming of the German troops?

4. Had there been any instance of persecution (digtaiinon) of the Jews before the killings
that started at the close of July? If so, whatipar Lithuanian or German — were involved
in it? The role of the Lithuanian administratiordaarmed formations.

5. The role of the German and Lithuanian institutiaml armed formations in the mass
killings of the Jews.

The essay of A.Bubnys does not provide answerdl td these questions. It is first of all because
the material restricted to only 6 districts is eobugh to do that. In my opinion, it takes material
on all of the districtshat was available to A.Bubnys to answer the gorestof the commission.
Instead of describing individual districts, | shdwuggest drawing a work plan based on different
subjects and certain chronology, as well as refraim illustrating the existence of the Jews before
June 22, 1941 and the sharing of the killed Jewsperty. All this lies beyond the topic of his
essay and is the subject of another research.

The conclusions presented at the end (pages 96f3fg essay in question are inadequate. | had
great doubts about certain principal statemeris, the assertion that “the initiative to persecute
(not to kill = L.T.) the Jews was shown by the Gannoccupation authorities /.../”. Data on Alytus
and Joniskis districts that the author is well &vairbear no reference as to the role of the German
authorities, and describe the activities of thehli#nian establishments only. Of course, the
Germans might have been operating in the backgroOné third of the districts into which the
author has directed his research were locatedégtdrman border, where the EdZzGestapo was
active since the very beginning of the war. Heme ihle of the German authorities at the end of
June and in July is evident.

| do not accept the schedule of stages as employe&dl Bubnys, whereby stage one lasted from
the close of June until mid-July and was “dominatgdolitical reasons of persecution”. What is
then the reason of the letter by Governor of thgtud District A.Audronis to the Minister of



Internal Affairs dated July 17: “the (national TL). minority issue has been resolved in a way that
all of the Jewsre forced to wear the sign of the David’s staf Besides, we have schedule a time
and place for walking and marketing” (Uprising oh& 1941. Selection of documents, page 202).
Does this imply persecution for political reasorlR@ports by chiefs of rural district police
precincts to the Chief of the Alytus District P@ias of June 16 evidence that the Jewish issue is
“settled” almost completely (“settled” by June 16%ettled in a sense that the Jews are “bearing
their marks”, are forced to work, there are “Jewdbcks” set up (Ibid., pages 212, 213). “The
Jewish blocks” are actually ghettos establishedobgl governments following the resolution by
the Lithuanian Government to isolate Kaunas Jewdgilifampolé. Ghetto-isation of Jews is most
definitely the beginning of the Holocaust, its ialitstage. Therefore | do not accept the statement
A.Bubnys makes in his conclusions that “the prodetsge — L.T.) of resistance to mass killings
/.../'in the province started approximately at thd ef June and lasted until mid-August”.

A.Bubnys has established that at the eve of thes kiisigs the Jews would be locked in one or
several buildings, typically at the town synagogne several of the surrounding buildings, which
he considers ghetto-isation. In my opinion, thigngprisonment, and ghetto-isation took place
earlier in June.

| think that the Holocaust in the province shouddsegmented as follows:

1. The stage of persecution of the Jews (on racisspasd preparation for their destruction —
until the ent of June;

2. The stage of total destruction of the Jews — froenlast days of June (see Jager’s list).
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