PRECONDITIONSOF THE HOLOCAUST
The Upsurge of Anti-Semitism in Lithuaniain the years of the Soviet Occupation
(1940-1941)
By prof. Liudas Truska

After the Sovietls occupied Lithuania in 15 June 1940, the LithuanianJewish
relations entered a new stage, dangerous for the Jews. Alongside the former images of the
Jews as murderers of Chridt, exploiters of Lithuanians, swindlers, paradites, new images
gopeared, more tenacious than the origind ones, depicting the Jews as ‘gravediggers of
Lithuanian independence zedous collaborators of the occupants, informants, crud NKVD
interrogators, torturers of Lithuanians and active paticipants in the deportations. Many
Lithuenians identified the Jews with the haeful Communigs The Lithuanian Activig
Front (the LAF), established in autumn 1940, made a mgor contribution to the creation of
the image In the summer and autumn 1940, the Lithuanian periodicd press darted
following the anti-Semitic line of the LAF! and later the ‘Lithuanian Archive and the rest
of the press did the ssme® The myth of a specid role played by the Jews in the
establishing of the Soviet regime in the country took root not only in the consciousness of
common Lithuanians but in that of politicdans prominent intelectuds and the leeders of
the Church aswdll.

In his paliticd memairs Vincas Kreve writes that in the afternoon of 15 June, when
the Red Army units marched the dreets of Kaunas, “a crowd of sorrowful Lithuanians
were crying, only the Jews were joyous, and theér women would smother the Red Army
sldiers with flowers™  Povilas Slas a Christian Democrat activist, deputy justice
minider of the Provisond Government of 1941, member of the Lithuanian anti-Nazi
ressance and prisoner of the gulags in the post-war period writes in his memoairs that in
19401941, “the Jews were the firgt active collaborators [of the occupants — L.T.] in
edablishing the Bolshevik power. They would occupy the most important pods in the
date inditutions and adminidration. They took control of the State Security and Public
Police, occupied dl the mgor podts in the nationdised industry and trade, they were the
leeders of nearly dl of our culturd life.  Lithuanian Jews collaborated very actively with
the Bolsheviks in compiling the ligs of the thousands of Lithuanians areted and to be



deported from Lithuania, the Jews took an active part in the annihiletion of the Lithuanian
nation. During the firg Bolshevik period, the Jews snned heavily agang the Lithuanian
nation [...], from the very firsd day they followed the occupants with rare exceptions, and
were their active collaborators in the genocide of the Lithuanian nation.”* In the words of
Mykolas Birzika, the Lithuanians logt ther petience due to the role of the Jews in the
compiling of the ligs of Lithuanians to be areded and deported, and “the frequent
participation of the Jews in the interrogations and their tretment of the arested, often
more violent than that of the NKVD officids”>

Our cdéeuaed higorian Zenones lvinskis, the only member of the Provisond
Government who proposed that the Government dissociae itsdf from the Nazi-incted
killings of the Jews®, daims “Lithuanians fdt deeply disgppointed with and even betrayed
by the Jews who lived in the independent Lithuania since they [...] Started collaborating
with the occupants in various ways [...]. The older generation of the Jews and ther
Zionid movement were agang the Communism [...] but did nothing to dissociae
themsdves from the arocities of the “dendiondised” Jews, thus [...] drawing the
reponshility upon al the Jews’’. Lithuanian Envoy in London Bronius Bautis wrote in
the summer of 1941: “we have recaived terrible ingrditude and unbeievable treason in
turn for our tolerance and liberd treatment,” as “now it gppeared that even the best of
them are just the paradtes of the country a bedt, or the daughterers of the nation a
worst... Lithuania will have to revise its postion regarding some groups of its ditizens”®
The Metropalitan of Kaunas, Archbishop Juozgpas Kvireckas, wrote in his diay a the
end of June 1941: the Jews are being executed. “All family members, young and old, are
killed. But the crimes committed by them ae goparently brutd too: ligs were being
drafted and compiled of Lithuanians who would have been shot deed or killed in other
ways [if the war had not broken out— L.T.]. The Jews are rather sadistic”®.

The quintessence of the accusations of treachery cast a the Jews is represented in
the atide “Lithuanians and Jews” published under the pseudonym of Zwintss in the
underground Lithuanian anti-Soviet newspaper Ausra in 1977 tha says “They [the Jews —
L.T] did not cesse committing ther misdeeds with the Communigts until they achieved
what they were aming a: with the hdp of tanks the Communig rule was established n
Lithuania and the date was incorporated into the Soviet Union [...]. After the Soviet rule



was edablished in Lithuania the influence of the Jews grew remakably. In many
inditutions, the Jews occupied dl the podtions [...]. And wha about the informing on the
Lithuanians, the deportations of June 1941, the mass killings in Pravieniskes, in the
Rania Grove, the savege torturing of the three surgeons [...] in the Panevezys hospitd?
The Jews took nearly the mogt active pat in these actions [...]. Thus, why should it
surprise us that the pogroms of the Jews started after the war broke out?'

Nether the hdf-century long Soviet occupation nor the years of independence
were aile to obliterate from the consciousness of many Lithuanians the derectype of the
Jews who dlegedy committed a crime agang the Lithuanian nation in 1940 — 1941
Adolfas Damuss (1997): “It is a fact that a consderable number of the Jewish-nationdity
dtizens zedoudy collaborated with the Soviets by compiling the lists of the deportees and
taking an active pat in the deportaion of innocent people (children, women, old people)
to a certain death in the taiga of Siberia’!’ The Chairman of the Christian Democrats
Union, MP Kazys Bobdis (1997): “But you, gentlemen, [Jews and therr supporters — L.T.]
must remember that 85 percent of the prosecutors who tortured Lithuanians in 1940 —
1941 were Jews™?  Writer Jonas Mikelinskas wrote in 1996 and 1999 about “the
dissgrous role the Jews played” in 1940 — 1941, “the extreordinary activities of the Jews
in deporting Lithuanians to Sberia” and the traditiond ingratitude of the Jews “the Jews
only love and regpect the enemies of Lithuanians while on fird occason disdaning and
betraying those next to whom they had pescefully and safdy lived for 600 years™'® At
the end of 1998, a group of Lithuanian politicians and academicians (Deputy Spesker of
the Samas Romuddas Ozolas, MP Rimantas Smetona, former Miniger of Education and
Science, academician Zigmas Zinkevicius, Director of the Lithuanian Higtory Inditute,
Professor Antanas Tyla, member of the Academy of Sciences, expet Romuadas Griges
lavyer, Professor Mindaugas Maksmaitis and Presdent of the Culturd Vydunas Society
Dr. Vacys Bagdonavicius) issued a daement in relation to the trids of Aleksandras
Lilekis and Kazys Ginvzauskas daming tha “in the genodde of the Lithuanian nation,
hundreds, or maybe even thousands of not only Lithuanians, Russans Poles but of Jews
as wdl, have taken pat.”'* The implications are dear enough. Severd years ago, Jones
Morkus quoted an unknown Church leader as saying that the Lithuanian Caholic Church



may not ask for the Jews forgiveness yet in tha way as the Vaican did it dnce in
Lithuania, “too many people remember the faces of the Jews who tortured them.”*®

Generdly, the modern Lithuanian antrSemitism is basng itsdf on  higoricd
gpeculaions. It should be noted that the great mgority of atides on the LithuanianJewish
rdaions and the role of Jews in 19401941 ae of a journdidic levd, while the
accusations cadt a the Jews are declaraive throughout, based smply on emctions or, a
bet, on memoairs that are of little vaue as a higoricd source.  From the middle of the
1970s, emigrant writer and disident Tomas Vendova®® and the leader of the Lithuanian
Freedom Lesgue Antanas Terleckas'’ sarted expressing a new atitude towards the
Lithuanian —Jewish rdaions  Although they manly wrote on the killings of the Jews
ther articles sarved as an encouragement for the higtorians for carying out a more
extensve and a deeper research into the reations of both nations and the aleged quilt of
the Jews on the eve of the Holocaust.

Salius Swieddis drew dtention to the “pitiless geopoliticd podtion of our
naion” that had an impact on nealy every event of certan sgnificance in the life of
Lithuania, the Lithuanian — Jewish rdaions in 1940 — 1941 induding; the Jews, forming a
disoroportionatdly large number of the Soviet inditutions gaff, made up only a minor part
of dl the Lithuanian Jews  SuzZieddis dso reveded the anti-Jewish character of the
“Orders for the Liberating of Lithuanid® and other documents of the Lithuanian Activigt
Front (LAF)!® Vdenttinas Brandiduskes has dso discussed the  Lithuanian-Jewish
reations in the firda Soviet peiod and the anti-Semitic character of some of the LAF
documents'® Works by Arvydas AnuSauskas on the Soviet authorities repressons carried
out in Lithuania in 1940 — 1941, showing that Russanspesking officids sent by Moscow
were the main executors of the repressons, dso added to the digpdling of the myth of the
Jawish quilt® My own works pressnt an andyss of the nationd compostion of the
Lithuanian Communig Paty (LCP) in 1939 —1941, ds0 edablishing the number of Jewish
staff in the firs Soviet peiod and in the inditutions of the Soviet Lithuanian Republic,
locd inditutions, and in the repressve inditutions (the NKVD, NKBG, Offices of the
Prosecutor).?!  Further research by Nijole Madauskiene extended my andysis of the
national composition of the LCPin 1939 — 1941 2



Isadi higorians had darted researching the life of the Jews in Lithuania in 1940 —
1941 dill ealier than the Lithuanian researchers. Dov Levin has mgor achievements in
the fidld. He has presented an extensve daa on the role of the Lithuanian Jews in 1940 —
1941, basng himsdf mainly on the Jewish periodicd press and memoirs  Solomonas
Atamukas, resding in Igad dnce 1992, dedicated a rather extensve chapter to the firgt
Sovig period in ‘The Hidory of the Lithuanian Jews published in 1998, Basng himsdf
on a copious factud materid, he produced an andyds of the atitude to the Soviet power
of the various socid layers of the Jews, as wdl as of the role of the Jews in the Soviet
authorities, and the achievements made and losses suffered by the Jews**

In generd, research conducted by higtorians demondrates that the Jews did not
play ay specid roe in the Sovietisation of Lithuania and the repressng of its people,
while the losses suffered by the Jews themsdves in 1940 —1941 were even bigger than
those of Lithuanians

The purpose of this work is as fdlows 1) to andyse the Studion of the Lithuanian
Jaws in the fird Soviet period and their role in the Soviet governing system; 2) to andyse
the Lithuanian — Jewish reations i.e. the evolution of ant-Semitigm in 1940 — 1941; 3) to
disclose the causes of the credtion of the myth of the “Jewish guilt.” The main sources of
the ressarch are the works by the above-mentioned authors, archive materids (firdly
reports by the State Security Police, county governors and the NKVD on the date of the
public and the events), publicised and archive documents of the LAF, periodicd press and
other materid.

The title of one of Levin' works is ‘The Lesser of Two Evils.?® The Soviet Union,
dthough limiting the nationd — rdigious life of the Jews did not thresten their physicd
exigence as Gamany did. As it was becoming increesngly dear from autumn 1939 that
dather Germany or the USSR would occupy Lithuania, the latter was more accepteble for
the Jews. A bullein of the Panevezys Didrict State Security of 2 June 1940 says that the
recent German victories in the West are having a very negative impact on the moods of
the Jews since they are aware of what awaits them if the Germans win the war?® The same
source dams that the note the USSR presented to the Lithuanian Government on 30 May
due to an dleged capture of the Red Army soldiers has lifted the spirits of the Jews. They
do not fear the occupation of Lithuania in the least, however, pat of the Lithuanians do



not ether. The mgority of the pessants, the intdligentsa and conscious workers are
dlegedly fearing the Russan occupation, but “the proCommunit and pat of the non-
conscious workers [Lithuanians — L.T.] are happy, saying that now the Soviet Union will
definitdy occupy Lithuaniaa  They make remarks tha if Lithuania ressted the Sovids,
they would not fight and go over to the Soviet Union”?’ However, the mgority of
Lithuanians were generdly dispirited in the period between late May and early June®® The
perspective of the occupation of Lithuania gpparently did not frighten the mgority of the
Lithuanian Russans dther. The Russan craftamen and pessants of the Rokiskis didrict,
ealier loyd to Lithuania, “were waiting for the coming of the Bolsheviks to Lithuania and
for the joining of the ldater to the Soviet Union as for some sdvation” in winter 1940, the
Panevelys Didrict State Security Police stated on 12 February 1940.% At the start of June,
Russans of the Rokiskis and Obdia areas and smdl Lithuanian peasants were saying that
“soon Molatov would come and free them.” 30

However, the dtitude of both the Jews and Lithuanians to the possble coming of
the Red Army and the Sovietisation of Lithuania varied. After the Soviet Union declared
war on Poland and occupied Vilnius in September 1939, the State Security Department
(SSD) daed: “The wel-off Jews are fearing the invason of the Soviet Army to Vilnius.
The leftis Jews ae, on the contrary, living in hope that the Red Army would march to
Lithuania as well.”*' A the end of May 1940, the Chief Rabbinate urged the country’
Rabbis to support the Lithuanian authorities and denounce the Jews joining the
Communist Paty (CP).* On June 1, in the Varena Synagogue a Rebbi sdid in a sermon
that the proCommunig Jews ae doing evil not only to themsdves but to the whde
Jawish nation as well snce Lithuania is the second Jerusdem and “Presdent Smetona is
our father and we will not be hurt as long as he exigs [...]. Let us obey the Lithuanian
authorities and support them.” The Rabbi urged the people to report about the Jews who
ae ating agang Lithuania to ether him or the police® With the tenson between
Lithuania and the USSR heightening, on 6 June the Rabbi of Vilnius and the neighbouring
digricts gahered into the Great Synagogue in the Vokieciu Street and prayed for the
Soviets not to occupy Lithuania® In early June, with Lithuania facing the red danger of
the coming occupation, the Vilnius Didrict State Security Police daed that “the Jews are
not expressng any grest joy with reaion to this™® And this is comprehensible they hed



the persond experience of the Soviet rule in autumn 1939. Ancther Security Police
bulletin indicates that goproximatdy hdf of dl the Vilnius Jews are not frightened by the
possible occupation of Lithuania *

“When the Soviet tanks findly drove into Lithuanian towns on 15 June 1941, the
Jews, especidly the young, were among the people who wedcomed the Red Army
soldiers” Levin writes.  “Such behaviour differed congderably from the fedings of anger
and mourning that the Soviet occupation aroused in the mgority of Lithuanians. Some
Jews (especidly those of the Zionig and rdigious wing and the middie cdass) feared the
Soviet rule as well, however, they formed a minority. The mgority of the Jews were full
of enthusasm and felt grealy reieved.”®” The Jews were well disposed towards the so-
cdled Peopleés Government formed on 17 June tha ensured respect for the rights of
naiond minorities® and which induded, after a 13year interval, a Jewish minister, the
Hedth Care Minigder Leonas Koganes The role of this minidry in implementing the
schemes of the Kremlin — cregting a legd gppearance for the occupation and annexation,
and handing over the power to the Communist Paty — was obvioudy a minimd one It
should adso be noted that the organisations which recognised this government (the Seimas
of Smetona, the Army, the Hame Guard, the founders of volunteer Structures, the pessant
populigs, the Chrigian Democrals, and economic organisations) did not indude a sngle
Jawish organistion.  No Jewish inditution had made any anti-State, anti-Lithuanian or
proSoviet daement a dl. The advisr to the Embassy of Lithuania in London, H.
Rabinovitch (the only Jew by nationdity in the diplomatic corps), was fird to chdlenge
the puppet Peopleés Government. In his tdegram of 15 July to the Minigry of Foreign
Affars he regretted that “the efforts to retain the independence have faled [...] and |
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consder Stdin’s order ingppropriate and disastrous for Lithuania

Appaently, the Jews holding nonrcommunis views conddered the daus of
Lithuania as a sadlite of the USSR nogly accepteble.  Sara Ginate recdls her father to
have started studying the congtitution of the Peoplés Republic of Mongolia*® The SSD
bulletin of 27 June 1940 sys “two points of view may be obsarved in the Jewish socidty.
The rich favour the present government since it guarantees democrecy and privae
property.  However, the poor Jews hold contray views”*  The latter wanted the
Communists to come into power.*?



The Jews egpecidly the young, paticipaed in the medtings cdled by the
Communigs dl over Lithuania in summe 1940, but the mgority of the participants
paticularly the speskers were Lithuanian® In a meeing hdd in the Kaunas Vilei§s
Square on 24 June that darted a campaign of medtings, gatherings and manifedtations, out
of 9 speskers, two were Jews (Genrikas Zimanas who spoke on behdf of the MOPR and
Jankelis Vinickes who spoke on behdf of former political prisoners).** In the mesting
held in the Theatre Hall of the Vilnius City on June 26, the am of which was to “rgoice a
the regained freedom and express fedings of aoprova to the Peopl€és Government, the
comrade Soviet Union and its Army,” gpproximatdy 2000 people participaied, including
mainly Poles, dso Lithuanians, and very few Jews. The speskers of the meeting were he
folowing pesons a dvil savant of the municipdity Ksaveras Karys Krestnikovas,
editor of the Vilnius balsas daly Albines Zukauskes, a worker of S Jecob Hospitd
Karosss, enginer Jones Drutas and Sulija who spoke on behdf of the Prisoners
Committee, a civil sarvant Aleksandras Uldukis, and a worker Bumbulis® In the mesting
of 10 July in Treka, 300 people paticipated, manly Lithuanians and Poles the meeting
was led by activists from Kaunas, dso non-Jewish.*® After the socaled People's Samas
adopted the resolution on joining the USSR, a demondration and a meding was daged in
Dotnuva, in which 500 people paticipated, and the County Governor Sakadauskas,
Zyddis [a Lithuanian — L.T.], and BaguZis made speeches. In a meeting held on the same
occadon in Rasania, County Govenor Banys and leeder of locd Communigs
Petkevicius ddivered speeches, while in the meeting in Utena, the Burgomaster of the city
Cepenas and teacher Volovicius spoke*’ In the 28 July meding in Sa&kia, a county
governor, a Red Army officer and the politica ingructor of the Army, as well as a school
ingoector spoke, and sculptor Vincas Grybas delivered a sgeech on behdf of “the workers
of Jurbarkas™*® To a crowd of 18 thousand that gathered (or was gathered)*® on 4 August
in the Libety Sguare of Panevezys the following people spoke Communid Base
Gabate, a Red Army officer, Young Communig Jonas Macedcius former politica
prisoner Josdis Sorferis, a worker of the sugar factory Lipnevidius, and on behdf of
women — Butkiene, Commissar of the Food Factory Siniskas and Jonas Kanopa®® In the
meeting held in Vesga on 17 Augud, County Governor of Sana Vaskevicus soldier
of the Lithuanian Peopleés Army Kvedaras, member of the Peoples Seimaes Svitra,



teecher Sabdius, a Red Army officer, representative of the Seina Didrict LCP Committee
Vytautas Zdionis, and doctor of Kapciamiestis, Goliskas spoke>! The organisers of the
metings conscioudy avoided letting Jewish speskers mount the rostrum snce the
gathered Lithuanians and Poles would mock at therr accent, make anti-Jewish remarks and
even shout “down with the Jews”®? It should be noted that the medtings of Jews only
were ds0 hed in the summer of 1940.

Members of the Chief Electord Commisson, gopointed by the acting President
Paleckis, that directly fdsfied the results of the dections to the new Semas®, comprised
Vladas Niunka, Kedutis DomeSevicius, Andrius Bulota, Vderija Navidate and J
Kvetkauskas, thus, not a dngle Jewish pason was member of the Commisson. The so-
cdled Peoplés Samas that declared Lithuania a Soviet Republic on 21 July and addressed
Moscow asking to admit Lithuania to the USSR comprised 67 Lithuanians, 4 Jews, 3
Poles, 2 Bdaussans 1 Russan, and 1 Lavian. The Semas - gopointed 20-member
delegation that left for Moscow on 30 July to “bring home Sdin's sun” (a phrase coined
by Kazys Boruta) included only one Jew (lcikas Meskupas).>*

The anti-Semitic Lithuenian literature often speculaes on the dlegedly lage
number of the Jewish members in the LCP, the fifth pillar of Mascow in the Independent
Lithuania period and the main supporter of the occupaiond regime in 1940 —1941. Even
the solid Lithuanian Encydopeedia says that “the Jews comprised a mgority in the not
numerous Communist Paty in 1940 — 1941.">°  Severd authors even dam that the Jews
comprised 80 and more percent of the LCP members. And wha was the red dStuation?
According to the SSD tha had dealed information on the compostion of the LCP, 1,120
paty membes were free a the end of 1939, including 670 Lithuanians and 346 Jews,
while the remaning membes wee Poles Russans ands Gemans. Another 287
Communigts, induding 145 Jews, were imprisoned. Thus, the Jews comprised 35 percent
of dl members of the LCP®. The same source indicates that the 263 most active Young
Communigs induded 81 Lithuanians and 165 Jews, while the 234 activigts of the MOPR
induded 90 Lithuanians and 141 Jews®’ During the firs sx months of the Soviet rule
with Russangpesking civil servants continuoudy sent to Lithuania, Lithuanians entering
the party and the “purging” of the LCP, that affected mainly the Jews*® as many of them
were from the “exploitative layers’ of socdetly and were therefore expdled, being
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conducted, the naiond compogtion of the paty remaned generdly the same On 1
January 1941, out of 2500 membes of the LCP, 67 pecent were Lithuanians, 16.4
percent were Russanspesking persons (Russans, Bdaussans, Ukrainians and others),
and 16.6 percent were Jews>® In the first haf of 1941, the process was going in the same
direction. Thus in June 1941, out of 4,703 members and candidate members of the LSSR
paty organisation, 2,184 (464 percent) were Lithuanians 1,926 (41 percent) were
Russian-spesking persons, and as few as 593 (12.6 percent) were Jews®® The stuation
was different in Kaunas where the number of Jewish Communists was higher then thet of
Lithuanian Communids (21.7 percent Lithuanians and 259 percent Jews); on the other
hand, a number of digricts did not have a single Jawish party member® The Lithuanian
Lenin's Communig¢ Youth Union (LLCYU), “the closest collaborator of the party and its
resrve’, had a tota of 13.3 thousand members, of whom 63.1 percent were Lithuanians
17.5 were Jews, and the remaining were Russians, Belarussians, and Poles.®?

The LCP(b) Centrd Committee, egpecidly its Bureau, was the highest inditution
of the Soviet power in Lithuania In summer 1940, out of 13 members of the LCP CC, 7
were Lithuanians, 2 were Lithuanized Lavians (Fridis Kradinis and Kardlis Didzulis —
Grogmanas, sometimes erroneoudy presented as Jews in Lithuanian literature), and 4 were
Jaws (Icikas Meskupas, Chaimas Aizenas, Jankdis Vinickis, Alteris Kleineris)®® After the
5" Congress of the LCP(b) held in the beginning of February 1941, the role of the Jews in
the leadership of the paty diminished: out of 47 members of the new CC, 24 were
Lithuanians, 18 were Russanspesking persons (sent from the USSR), and 5 were Jews.®
The new CC Bureau comprised 6 Lithuanians, 4 Russians and 1 Jew (the LCP(b) CC ¢
Secretary Meskupas).

The higher offidals of the CC gpparaius played an important role in the life of the
Sovigt Republic.  The heads of the depatments of these inditutions had more precticd
power than the minigers did. In June 1941, out of 25 directors and deputy directors of
departments and sectors, 4 were Lithuanians, 5 were locd Jews, and as many as 16 were
persons sent from Russia (induding 2 Russian Jews).%° This daa dlows to mantan that
the phrase of Jokubas Jasade (quoted many times by Jones Mikdinskas), saying that
during the fird Soviet period he as a journdis, would tak with the dae officds in his
native Yiddish in nearly every cabinet of the CC, was greetly exaggerated.®®
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The man locd authorities were concentrated in the LCP(b) committees of cities
and digricts.  In June 1941, out of 56 secretaries of city and digtrict committees, as few as
3 were Jawish (Vilnius City 2 Secretary Jankelis Vinickis Salia City 1 Secretary
Alteris Kleineris, and Treka District 29 Secretay Smuelis Sadevicius)®’.  The mgjority of
the 1% secretaries of dities and districts were Lithuanians, while the 2 secretaries were
mosly Russans and Bdaussans. At the same time, out of 119 Paty organisers in the
regiond adminigration, only 5 were Jewish.®®  The number of Jaws among the party
committees was dightly higher. At the Kaunas City LCP organisation conference held
on 27-29 Januay 1941, 35 members of the following naiondities were dected to the
city's party committee 19 Lithuanians, 12 Russanspesking persons, and 4 Jews®® At the
end of 1940, the city committee of the Kretinga LCP had 1 Jewish member out of a totd
of 9 members, while the committees of the didrict’'s regiond adminigration had 3 Jewish
members out of atotal of 31 members.”

The leadarship of the Republics Young Communigs induded in soring 1941 2
Jaws (CC 2™ Secretary Mira Bordonate and Secretary for the Personnd Affairs Izraglis
Icikovicius), while the secretaries of the city and digtrict committees induded only one
Jawish person (Vilnius City Secretary Solomonas K ancedikas).™

The Presdium of the Supreme Council of the LSSR and the LSSR Council of the
People's Commissars did not indude Jewish leaders’® In June 1941, out of 49 people's
commissars (ministers) and their deputies, 26 were Lithuanian, 18 were Russan, 5 were
Jews (Elijas Bilevicius — Sarinas, food indudry commissar, Chaimas Alperovicius, deputy
locd industry commissar, Abraomas Plakchinas, deputy trade commissar, and Viktoras
Micemacheris and Davidas Bykovas both sent from Russa  deputy hedth care
commissar and deputy state security commissar respectively).

The middle sections of the executive power did not indude many Jews dther.  For
indance, in the State Plan Commisson, out of 32 depatment directors and deputy
directors, only two were Jewish a the dat of 1941. The Locd Industry Peopl€'s
Commissaria had only 6 Jewish deputies out of 36 directors and deputies of trusts and
boards. The 19-member college of the Educdion Peoples Commissaria had 2 Jewish
members, while the severd hundreds of al the daff of the commissariat incduded as few
as 6 Jews dl of whom served as ingpectors of Jewish schools. Only 2 (in Jonava and
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Keme) out of 34 locd branches of the State Bank were headed by Jews.” In soring 1941,
out of 54 charmen and deputy charmen of the didrict and city executive committess, 32
were Lithuanians, 17 were Russans, and 5 were Bdaussans, with not a sngle Jewish
person  occupying the mentioned posts.’® All the 8 depatments of the Sauia City
Executive Committee were heeded by Lithuanians, with the exception of one deputy
charman Furmanas’®> The execuive committees of Alytus City and the regiond
administration of Alytus district had as few as 9 Jawish members out of atotd of 153.”

The Jaws played a more important role in the media in spring 1941, Leba Sausss
was deputy director of the Telegram Agency ELTA, Emanueis Ciranskis was deputy
charman of the Republic Radio Committee, Genrikas Zimanas occupied the post of
deputy editor of the LCP(b) CC organ Tiesa, and Eugenijus Vicas was deputy editor of a
new daly Truzenik published in Russan.”’ Bencionas Borisss Gurvicius, Abdis Sinjoras
and Libe Korbate occupied important posts in the Soviet censorship inditution Glavlite
(davnoje upravienije po ddam literatury); out of 32 censors of the inditution, 9 were
Jewish.™

Lithuanian journdidic literature is often speculating on the dlegedly large number
the Jews formed in the personnd of the Soviet repressive inditutions. In summer 1940, the
Jewish officids indeed played a dgnificant role. Antanas Snieckus, who occupied the post
of Director of State Security Department on 19 June and darted the establishment of a
Sovig security inditution on the bass of the depatment, brought dong with him from
prisons not only a group of Lithuanians (Vlades Banatis Alfonsas Gallevicius Antanas
Milvydas, Vladas Tauringkas, Jonas Zdanavicius, Bays Baranauskas, and others), but dso
the Jewish Communids Eusgus Rozauskas Aleksandras Savinas, Danidius Fodesss,
Josdis Volfsonas, and others”® The 12-member headquarters established by the order of
Snieckus for the preparation of arrests of leaders of “anti-State’ parties and organisations
induded 6 Jaws .* According to the estimates by Arvydas Anusauskas, from 15 June to
the end of Augud, there were 92 (36.2 percent) Russans and 44 (17.3 percent) Jews
among 254 newly employed deff at the State Security Department (SSD), wheress the rest
represented  Lithuanians®  However, the number of locd saff in the repressve
inditutions, especidly in the security, sharply decreesed as of autumn, snce the USSR
dated mass sending of its Chekids to Lithuania At the end of May 1941, out of 133
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persons in the executive daff in the LSSR NKVD centre (depatment and section
directors, ther deputies and assdants, indructors, operation agents, interrogators and
ingpectors), 72 were Russanspesking persons (52.2 percent), 42 were Lithuanians (31.2
percent), and 23 were Jews (16.6 percent)®? At the same time, out of 44 NKVD city and
county governors and thar deputies, anly one was Jewish (Director of Saulia Department
Jokubas Vicas)® In spring 1941, the Kaunas centre of the State Security People's
Commissariat (the Security Board was separated from the NKVD and edtablished as an
independent  commissarid, the NKGB, in Mach 1941) had a daff of 208 persons
(excduding the personnd of the inner prison), 60 of whom (29 percent) were Lithuanians,
35 (16.8 percent) were locd Jews, and the remaining 113 (53.6 percent) were of Russian,
Ukraine, Bdaussan, and other ndiondities  The Jews occupied severd important
executive posts Danidius Todesass was the Director of the Specid Depatmernt, Eusgus
Rozauskas was the Director of the Interrogation Part, Benjaminas Fogdevicius was the
Chief NKGB Inspector, and Aleksandras Savines occupied the post of Director of the
Counter-espionage  Section, but the mgority of the executive daff of the inditution, as
much as 80 percent, were not local people sent to Lithuania from the USSR3* The NKGB
Boad of the Vilnius City, the second larges subdivison of the depatment, was even
more Russatdominated. A totad magority of the directors and deputy directors of its
depatments and sections (21 persons) were not locas, while out of 37 operation agents, 4
were Lithuanian, 2 were Jewish, 2 were Polish, and the remaning ones were Russant
goesking persons 14 invedtigaiors induded 13 Russanspesking pesons and 1
Lithuanian.®® A few Jews were employed as auxiliay workers (technicians, chauffeurs,
typigs etc). Nealy dl directors of the NKGB didrict depatments were Lithuanian,
while their deputies were dl Russan, with not a sngle Jew occupying the post.?° In the
oring of 1941, there were 55 locd Jews (10.6 percent) among 519 daff members (apart
from generd and technicd daff) of NKGB, the most important repressve inditution, and
only 5 (53 percent) (chiefs and deputy chiefs of the Peopleés Commissriat and Vilnius
adminigration divisons and sub-divisons as wdl as depatments of the governors and
deputy governors of the counties) out of 94 top ranking officids. The Stuaion in NKVD,
whose role of a repressive inditution became secondary with the establishment of NKGB,
was dmilar. There were only 24 (84 percent) locd Jews among the top ranking saff of
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the Peopleé's Commissariats within the sysem of the Interior®” In October — November
1940, the LCP(b) CC Bureau gppointed 144 candidates to be sent to sudy a the NKVD
higher educationd establishment in Moscow.  The candidates induded 103 Lithuanians, 9
local Russians and 2 Jews ®®

On 23 May 1941, the LLSR Peoples Commissar Potras Gladkovas dgned an
order on edablishing the centrd headquarters for monitoring the operation of people
deportation, that induded 9 high NKVD — NKGB officds from Russa  Didrict
headquarters (the operation troikas) were formed of the NKVD and NKGB personnd for
the locd monitoring of the deportation operation. Judging from the surnames, a totd of
77 members induded 13 Lithuanians and severd Jews, while the remaining were Russan
— speaking persons®

In gring 1941, the 15-member Supreme Court of the LSSR induded 2 Jews
(Jokubas Zimanas ad Bedis Fridmanis), 36 Didrict Court Judges induded 4 Jews, and
the 41 Area (people's) Judges gpproved by the LCP(b) CC incuded 2 Jews. 30 high
officids of the Office of the Prosecutor of the Republic (the Prosecutor of the Republic,
his deputies, deputies for gpecid cases, depatment directors and ther deputies,
department  prosecutors) included 10 Jews (Deputy to the Prosecutor of the Republic for
specid cases Bese Garbaite, Specid Department Director Nochima Spaite, Director of the
Inquest Depatment Savedijus Zimanas, Director of the Personnd Depatment Mausa
Joffe, Invedtigator for important cases Abramas Lisauskas, and Department Prosecutors
Lga Zasdte Iskas Vanesss, Motdis Gafanavicius, Rachile Kasdiene, and Simcha
Krasovskis). Out of 45 known district prosecutors and their deputies, 6 were Jewish.*

In ring 1941, out of 22 known heads of the LSSR prisons (governors their
deputies and politica indructors), 4 paliticd ingructors were Jewish. The nationdity of
the remaining gaff may judged from the personnd lig of the Vilnius (Lukiskes) prison:
both operation agents of the prison were Russans sent from the USSR, deputies to the
governor of the prison induded 3 Lithuanians and 1 locd Russan, seniors of the corps
induded 5 Lithuanians and 3 Lithuanian Russans senior warders incuded 7 Lithuanians
ad 4 locd Russans 1% rank warders induded 16 Lithuanians, 1 Jew, and 2 locd
Russans, waders included approximady 80 Lithuanians, severd Poles, 7 Jews and 7
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locd Russans the remaning 30 workes manly auxiliay workes incduded 26
Lithuanians and 4 Jews (a doctor, an interpreter, a photographer, and a fireman) >

The maerid presented shows that in 1940-1941, the Jews were “everywhere” and
vey often ther ratio was bigger to that of the country’s population in generd (in 1940, the
Jews made up goproximatdy 8 percent of the LSSR populetion), but there were not “only
Jews’. The Soviet cadre sysem gengdly based itsdf not on the nationd, but on the
“dass’ principle, i.e the “good’ socid origin (working dass or a leest “hdf-proletarian”)
and the blind devotion to the paty “causs’ was teken into condderation. Since the locd
“comrades’ lacked “experience’ and they were dso consdered less reliable, personnd
from “dder republics’ was being continuoudy sent in large numbers “to the ad’ of
Lithuanians®®  In one year of the Soviet rule in Lithuania, a system of “second persons’
was edeblished in dl life spheres a director would mogly be a “naiond”, e a
Lithuanian, and often nonparty, while his deputy would be a Rusian, member of the
Communigt Party, having experience of working in the Soviet sygdem and thus playing the
key rolein theinstitution.*® The Jewsfdl out of this scheme.

One more reason exised due to which the Jews did not occupy such a place in the
Soviet power pyramid that they might have expected to occupy taking account of the role
they played in the Lithuanian Communis Party in the independent period of the country.
Lithuanians were used to having only Lithuanian offidds in the dae inditutions,
therefore, they did not hide ther disstisfaction aout seeing there the Jews in 1940 —
1941, noting that “now the Jews have come to power.” The leedership of the CP, both in
Kaunas and in Moscow, could not ignore such tendencies in the society, the more so as the
Jews had dready been ougted from the leading podts in the Soviet Union. At the start of
1941, the Zarasai Digtrict LCP Committee 1% Secretary Médynis dismissed a very diligent
Jawish leader of the Young Communigs of the Dusgtos regiond adminigration and
gopointed a Lithuanian to his pos.  To the Young Communists Mdynis explained that the
peasants didike the Jews, therefore, persons of this nationdity should not be lead primary
party organizations or go to the villages to agitae for Communism as they would only be
mocked a.>

In 1940 — 1941, the Jews generdly had the same posshilities as the inhabitants of
other nationdlities for partidpating in the pdliticd — socid life and getting employed a the
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date inditutions. The Soviet authorities were fighting any manifestation of anti-Semitiam.
Consequently, the Jews fdt themsdves equd citizens of Lithuania  Pogtive changes
occurred in their culturd life.  State Jewish thestres were established in Vilnius and
Kaunas, and in the Lithuanian Writers Society, a section of the Jewish writers was
foomed. The Lithuanian Radio made broadcagts in Yiddish. With the totd number of
dudents having risen from 4,000 to 6,000, the number of Jewish students rose from 400 to
700 approximately. *

However, one may not disagree with a datement by Ginate saying that “in the
Soviet period, the Jews were granted civic equdity not only in the socid and politica life,
but in the Sovigt teror as wdl, i.e the Jews, dongdde with the other inhabitats of
Lithuania, were being arested and deported, and their culture was ruthlessly destroyed.”®®
It might even be sad that during the Soviet rule, the Jews suffered heavier losses than the
Lithuanians did. 560, i.e 57 pecett, out of 986 naiondized indudrid enterprises
beonged to the Jews and as many as 1320 (83 percent) out of 1.6 thousand nationdized
trade enterprises were a Jewish property.”” It should be noted that two thirds of the
nationdized trade enterprises were handed over to a consumer cooperaive society, based
on the Lietukis which remained in the hands of Lithuanians during the Soviet rue®® The
magority of the houses naiondized in the dties (a totd of 14 thousand houses) were adso
mainly owned by the Jews.

The Jewish culture incurred grest losses  In early July 1940, the publishing of 4l
the “bourgenise€’ newspgpers and maegezines, both in Lithuenian and  Yiddish, was
sopped, while “bourgecise€’ organizations and societies were cosed.  Ingead of the 8
Jewish dalies (6 in Kaunas and 2 in Vilnius), 5 weeklies and 4 other periodicds, printed
in a totd drculaion of 63 thousand copies a the sat of 1940°° only 2 Yiddish
periodicds were published: Folksblat, that was transformed into a LCP CC organ, Emes,
as of 1 December 1940, published in a dreulaion of 151 thousand in Vilnius in January
141 (“Vilner emes’ in Vilnius dreuldion of 81 thousand), and a youth magezine
“Qraln”, printed in a drcuaion of 8 thousand.’® Since Hebrew was considered in the
Sovig Union a language of “bourgeois€’ and “resctionary Zionigm”, dl educationd
inditutions using this language were dosad in Lithuania  Out of 23 Jewish schools that
exiged in Lithuania in spring 1940, only 12 remained!™ ie those which were using
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Yiddish. Pat of the sudents of the closed schools moved to the Lithuanian ones. The
LCP CC Bureau ingructed the Education Peoples Commissariat on 3 October 1940 to
“explan” to the parents of Jewish students that on Saturdays i.e the Sabbath, lectures
must be atended.'®? Saturdays lost the status of a holiday and the Jews had to study and
work during these days From soring 1941, the liquidaion of the YIVO Inditute, in which
the Litveks had taken pride, sarted!®® The diminaion of the Jewish books from the
libraries (firdly of those in Hebrew, as Zionig and “not vauable’ in content) and their
destruction began before that of Lithuanian books. The Museum of Jewish Higory and
Ethnography, as wdl as the Libray of Sradunes in Vilnius were handed over to the
Inditute of Lithuanian Philology.'® The dosng down of synagogues darted. For
example, on 1 February 1941 the Committee of Saulia City resolved “to sdisfy the
demand of Jewish workers from the Tanning Factory No. 5’ and open a kindergarten at
the Jewish house of prayer nearby the factory. On 26 March the Adminidretion of TeSa
County decided to transfer the synagogue located on Zdioji street to the military NKVD
unit, and to convert the Grand Synagogue on Turgaus street, where 200 future Rabbis
were dudying a the time, into a dub. The Executive Committee of Kedainia County had
intended to transfer 2 synagogues to the Carpenters Artd.'® Amids the surge of
synagogue dosure, the Presdium of the Supreme Councll of the LSSR on 30 May
informed the locd authorities that premises designed for the needs of cult may only be
closed down pursuant to the decison of the Supreme Coundil’s Presidium, and a the same
time indructed them what has to be done “a massve educaiond campaigns mugst be
conducted among the populaion, so that the inhabitants themsdves address the Supreme
Council presdium on the above mentioned issule, and inform them thet the premises shdl
be used for culturd purposes”®® This way the premises of Yeshiva of Sabada
(Vilijampole) in Kaunas and in TelSa had been expropristed. The world-known activity
of thisinditution for rabbi training was disrupted.

Arrests and deportations did not leave Jews intact. Among the 500 political parties
adtivists arested in July 1940, were 56 Jews Editor Reuven Rubinden of Jidise Sime
daly, Charmen of the Boad of the Jewish Militay Union Jekov Goldberg, former
representative of the Seimas, one of the leaders of Lithuanian Zionigs Leba Gafunkd,
leader of the Zionig Revidonig Party Hirsh (Cvi) Levin, leader of the Agudat Israd party,
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Secretary Generd of the Lithuanian Rebbi Union Dovydas Icikovicius etcl®” Leadership
and activigs of the paramilitary Betar organisation suffered mogt of dl.  In September
1940 in Vilnius, leeder of the paramilitay Polish Betar organisation Menachem Begin,
the future Prime Miniger of Isradl, was arrested and sentenced to 8 years of imprisonment.
Late 1940, the leading and mogt active 89 members of Bund, Zionig and other Jewish
organisations were arested.’®® By 5 January 1941 in Vilnius done as many as 548 Poles
66 Jews and 63 Lithuanians were put under arrest.’®® The arrests were dso made in 1941,
and, according to the data on the fird Soviet occupetion avalable a the Genocide and
Ressance Research Centre of Lithuania, 491 Jews were aredted, whereas the totd
number of those who suffered represson amounted to 2.6 thousand, i.e 8.9 percent of Al
the repressed people in Lithuania ™' there were even 135 percent of Jews among the
deportees of June 1941 and 9.8 percent among the men who were segregated from the
deported families and deported to canps.!'! Dov Levin refers to 7 thousand  arested and
deported Jews of Lithuania, however, he does not quote the source on which he based his
cdculations'*? However, whichever figure we quote, in rdative terms the number of Jews
deported was higher than that of Lithuanians.

The reports of paliticd police indicate that prior to the nationdisation of property,
a portion of Jews in the firg place the rich, dso Zionigds were disdleased with the new
government. Ther dissatisfaction was aggravated by mass arests which dated in mid-
July. Newdeiter of the State Security Depatment of 23 July reads, tha “in rddion to
searches and arests conducted recently, Poles of Vilnius and wedthier Jewish tradesmen
are notably concerned and disgppointed. Some of them are not daying a home for the
night, and hiding a their friends insteed” ™. “With the regime becoming established and
its confrontation with traditiond Jewish vaues and dructures aggravating, the enthusasm
of Jewish society findly faded away,” concludes D. Levin, “their expectations associaed
with the new regime have not been fulfilled. Jews recovered their sense and began to
retreat.” 4 Even the anti-Semite, Vadovas Senuta, recognised that the Vilnius Jews who
had had a chance to experience Sdin's regime in the autumn of 1939 “did not flock round
the Communist Party.”™ Jaws Zionists and religious Jews, espedidly the youth, gradudly
became involved in the unlawful activities they hid Hebrew books to protect them from
destruction, fostered nationd vaues, searched for the ways to emigrae to Pdesine and
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printed political ledfletls  Some edablished Jewish organistions continued ther activities
and new ones were being st up.t'® On 24 duly the Security Police reported about the
meeting of the heads of Brit Hechal organisstion of the Jews of Vilnius in which they
sad that they will reman Zionig Revisonigs who disrus communists and who do not
consder terminating their activities!!” On 29 March 1941 the Peoples Commissar for
Sate Security of the LSSR P. Gladkov sgned the document On the Counterrevolutionary
Adtivities of the Jewish Nationdig Organisations which maintained that a “fascist” Beitar
youth organisation, which faked a termination of its activities was in fact functioning in
the underground™'®. A Zionist unlanful youth organisstion HaSomer hacair was active,
whose centre and 8 cdls in the soring of 1941 were located in Kaunas, and branches —in
Ukmerge, Kybarta, Vilakvikis Kedania, Punge, Skuodes and Rokikis The
organisation had its own duplicating machine and gpparatus for copying [functioning on
the bass of chapirogrgph principle], a library of Zionig publications and was collecting
membership fee''® In December 1940 its underground newspaper “Nicoc” (“Spark”)
came out, and prior to the outbresk of the war its 7 issues were released. *?° However, the
unlavful and rdigious activities of Jewish were centred in Vilnius where in the fdl of
1939 thar refuge found a dgnificant number of ativids from rdigious Zionig, Bund
Jewish organisations who fled Western Bearus, Western Ukraine and Poland. Laie March
1941 the NKGB concduded tha “the nationdisic Jewish dements in Vilnius ae
perpetraing anti-Soviet activities by maintaining contacts with the counter-revolutionary
Wedern Bdaussan, Western Ukranian and foreign organisations and with financid
asgance from the US Jewish Joint Organisation.”*** In Vilnius the underground
newspaper “Dror” (“Freedom”) was printed, intended for Jews of Gdicia and Volyne!?
According to the NKGB, the “deicd” Jewish activids in ther anti-Soviet activities
employed synagogues and Rabbi schools  The Rabbi of Vilnius Zuchovic was in
paticuar active in promoting a hodile agitaion campaign, who in a samon in the
synagogue offered on the occason of Smchas teri holiday spoke “do not ligen to what
the newspapers say (...) Be drong and keep to your faith, which is eend, and has
survived many a thing; it will survive in these difficult times too.” While with reference to
the dections of the Supreme Council of the USSR hdd in January 1941, the preecher sad:
“they are only tdling you that the deputies aie dected; in fact, they are appointed by the
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paty. They will be dected in any case, irregpective of whether we vote or not. Thus,
paticipation in the dection is not necessary.”?® In March of 1941, the NKGB had files
not induding its files on its agents on 78 members of Bund, 854 Zionids, 193 Zionigt
Revidonids, 174 members of other “counter-revolutionary” organistions, 124 “denicds”
in total over 1,4 thousand persons of Jewish nationdity. 24

However, even the Jews who were opposed to the new regime, redised tha the
Soviet Union was the only dternative to the Hitlerite Germany. Although the family of S
Ginate logt their propety, even though Lithuanian Jews suffered panful losses, “this
occupation had not been tragic for our nation and our family. We undersood that a lesser
of the two evils was chosen to us by our dedtiny: letter the occupation by Soviets than by
the Nazi Germany.”'?® While M. Begin wrote in his autobiographicd book after the war:
“my problems did not mater a dl agang the background of the universd grandiose
catastrophe. In this catastrophe the Soviet Union rendered inestimable assstance to Jews, |
will dways remember this and not a sngle Jew is entitled to forget this Hundreds of
thousands of Jews were sdvaged, dthough many of them hed their lot of suffering, and
many perished in prisons and camps.” 12°

Tenson between Lithuanians and Jews was mounting since the very firg days of
occupation. On 19 June a domestic conflict between a Lithuanian soldier and a locd Jew
in Marijampole excdaed into a 2day bedating of Jaws and smashing of windows in ther
houses?” The incident in Marijampole was widdy commented upon in UZznemume and
other pats of Lithuania On 24 June fames a Kretinga market place refused to <l
anything to Jews, who, in tun, were threatening to retaiate®®® In the first haf of July
fights between Lithuanians and Jews erupted here and there, in amdl towns The Elder of
Nemak&cia cdled Red Army troops to the venue of the fight, who fired into the ar as a
dgn of waming.*?® On 6 July a the Ingtitute of Veterinary in Kaunas hooligans assaulted a
column of Jewish sportsmen and began beding them*®® On 21 July the Governor of
Taurage County informed the Minidry of the Interior that “the ant-Semitiam is escaating
a an unpardlded speed, and its manifestations are obsened not only among famers, but
dso among workers’, even in the LCP groups Lithuanians and Jews competed for
leedership.®** (Annex No. 1). On 7 duly, during the dections of a workers committee in
Rietavas, Jaws were not dlowed to participate™® In August in Merkine you could heer the
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folowing: “Lithuanians, be patient, - [when Geamans comel we will desp on Jews and
cover oursdves with Soviets”™® Jews became much more daing under the new
government and would not let to nag them as it had been once Lithuanians interpreted
such behaviour as boldness on the part of Jews.

With the new regime ganing drength and Soviet terror unleashed, anti-Semitic
incidents have been brought to an end. Since around the end of July didribution of anti-
Semitic ledflets became the principd form of anti-Semitic manifesations.  In lesflets Jews
were identified with Communids, cdled exploiters, abusers and blamed for the dissgter
that befdl Lithuania As ealy as lae June in Saulia ledflets titled “Sons and Daughta's
of Lithuanial” appeared cdling for the to ressance agang the influence of Jews and
Communigs, fight for the rights of Caholics “and let us endeavour to diminate those
Jewish paragtes from the Lithuanian land completdly, so that on one never stands on our
path again.’*** (Annex No. 2). However, on the first weeks of the “People’s’ government,
there ds0 gopeared ledflets, supporting the new regime, yet dandering Jews. A typicd
lecflet issued on behdf of “Lithuanian anti-Semitic Committeg” titled “Fdlow Citizen,
Lithuanian, pause for a moment to think where your are going? reed: “think back about
how many times [the Jews have done injudice to you. Would you be willing to sand
among the honourable ranks of Communids together with the Jewish exploiter? (...) We
cdl for the naiondisation of Jewish assts (...), we cdl for the nationdisation of dl
Jewish houses in cities (...) We want to see those ginking rich Jews toiling hard next to
us, doing the physicd work they shun and feared dl ther life’**> (Annex No. 3). To a
greater or lessr extent Jews festured in admost dl anti-Soviet ledflets dgned and
digributed a the end of 1940 — 1941 by underground groups and organisations New
Volunteers, Fighters, Iron Wolf, Sons of the People and bearing other names'®° Lesflets
rdeased late May — ealy June 1941 by The Union for the Liberation of Lithuania™®’
wrote “under Smetond's rule Jews could enjoy themsdves dwel in cty centres and
exploit Lithuanians. Today they have an even better chance for exploiting and cheating,”
however, “soon will come the hour when the Lithuanian nation will wipe awvay from its
face not only Jews” but will punish severdy its own traitors too**® (Annexes No 4 and 5).
The heaviest load of anti-Semitism on rdigious grounds was to be found in the documents
of “The Guads for the Protection of Lithuanid': “Jews ae cdling for the blood of
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Chrigians for ther rdigious rituds (...) Jews in Lithuania are presently killing young
prisoners in the cdlar of Chief Rabbi in Viljampode and other Jew-inhabited places of
Viljanpde, in Vilnus — in the cdlas of Chief Rabbis Elsawhere the dStuation is
smilar”* May-dune 1941 witnessed distribution of lesflets of The Headquarters of the
Agitaion Campaign for Liberation, urging [people] to liberate themsdves from “Jewish
davery,” “Jewish rule” and ended with a dogan “Long live our liberator Adolf Hitler”*4
(AnnexesNo. 6 — 8).

On 17 November 1940 antiSemitism in Lithuania was upgraded to a new,
ideologicd leve by the Lithuanian Activigs Front (LAF), esablished in tha day Belin,
whose leadership embraced representatives of al political forces of Lithuania, however,
was dominaded by radicds Voldemaininka, Young Nationdigs (tautininkai) and
Catholic Youth!#' The later as ealy as the end of 1938 became dose to Voldemarininkai
— the mogt consstent anti-Semitic Lithuanian politicdl power.'*> The LAF Leader Col.
Kazys Skirpa — the firg Lithuenian Army volunteer of 1918, paticpat of the
Independence Fights, who till the coup dea of 1926 was cose to Peasant Populidts,
withdrew from the politics later, and from the late 30's took a dear turn towards the
Nationdsocidian, and advocaied Lithuaniads submisson to German “cudody.” Under the
LAF headquaters various commissons were functioning each gppointed for a gpecific
aea The Commisson on ldeology was led by philosopher Antanas Maceina, one of the
authors of the “Catholic Youth” manifeto “Towards the Organic Society” publicised in
1936 in Naujoji Romuva magazine, author of ressarch on “The Education in the Nationd
Spirit”  (1934), “Socid Judice’ (1938), “Downfdl of the Bourgeoise’ (1940) and an
atide “Nation and the Stae¢’ promoting purity of the naion (Naujoji Romuva megazine,
1939, Isue No. 11). He was the principa drafter of the LAF manifesto.!*® The Agitation
Campaign Commission, whose chief task it was to draft leeflets didributed by the LAF in
the occupied Lithuania, was led by a former “third front” activig, later a very enthusiagtic
Nationalist Party member, representative of the LNP's radical wing Bronys Raila4*

The LAF was undoubtedly a patriotic Lithuanian organisation, whose man task
was to redore the ocountry’s independence. However, its activity was dgnificantly
overshadowed by aspirdion for a politicd dliance with the Hitlerite Germany (ensuring
the sadlite status for Lithuania), ample manifestations of Nazism in its ideology*, and
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harsh  anti-Semitism. Snce Geaman Nationd Socidism had a condderable ideological
impact on the LAF, in its activities it focused a great ded of its atention on the “Jewish
issue” The very firg document of the Front — a lecture on Framework of the Lithuanian
Activigs Platform delivered on 17 November by K. Skirpa to the LAF founders — put
foward the task of Lithuanianizing the busnesses With this objective in mind, conditions
were to be crested for the excess population from rurd aess to move to the cities
Lithuanians were to replace Jews in trade and other businesses. “This is necessary not just
for the welfare of a nation date; Smple judice cdls for this as well. Jews who have been
regping the benefits of the hard work of our nation for centuries, a a difficult moment
facing the nation often sded with its enemies and heped it to brought the netion to its
knees. The recent occupetion of Lithuania by the Soviet Communiam is a typicd example
of this” To take hold of busness in the dities, “Lithuanians must be aded by the date and
dl the means a its disposal.”1% It should be assumed that “the state measures’ were
supposad to indude credits, taxation policy etc., but not some more drasic messures.  The
brochure From the Bolshevik Savery Towards the New Lithuania, issued by the LAF lae
1940, among the Seven Deadly Sins blamed on A. Smetona's regime, liged the fact “that
in the independent Lithuania Jews and Smilar eements have not been taken under contral,
and exploited the Lithuanians ruthlesdly to achieve benefits for themsalves*#’

In the long run, the LAF's views grew more and more radica and stronger. Its
“Indructions on Lithuanids Liberation” of 24 March 1941 (Annex No. 9) read: when
driving the Red Army away from Lithuania, “it is very important to take this occason to
oet rid of Jews. Therefore, the dimate in the country must become intolerable for them to
the extent that not a single Jew would even dare imagine that they will have any minima
rights or any chance for subsgence in the new Lithuania Our am is to make Jews flee
Lithuania together with Red Army troops and Russans The more of them abandon
Lithuania, the eesier it will later be to achieve a complete liberation from Jews”* The
LAF ledflet of 19 March 1941 “Deares Saving Brothers’ (Annexes 10 and 11) issued a
cdl: “gat informing the Jews, that their fate has been decided and those who can should
be fleding Lithuania aready today to avoid unnecessary victims”'*® Zoologicd hatred to
Jews was incited in the LAF legflet rdleased in the soring of 1940 “Let Us For Eternity
Free Lithuania from the Yoke of Jewry” (Annex No. 12): “The Russan Communism and
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its eternd servant Jew represent one common enemy. Elimination of the occupation by the
Russan Communism and davery imposed by Jews is our shared and most sacred task (...)
The Lithuanian Communis Paty, a gang of genuine agents of Russan Bolshevian and
gravediggers of Lithuanias independence, was by up to 80-90% Jewish dl the time.  All
the active Comintern agents, who sought to undermine the foundations of the independent
state, and dl the future Commissars (...) were Jews and only Jews... (...) It were Jews
and practicdly dmog only Jews who wecomed the occupationd amy in towns and cities
... The Jewsled Communig paty (...) caried out the dlegedly “voluntesr” and “legd”
Lithuania's incorporation into the Soviet Russa Jews were the most diligent orgenisers of
dl sorts of repulgve rigged “dection” comedies, riggers of votes who terrorised the
population (...) Jaws have been and are the most heinous Chekids, informers and torturers
of Lithuanians”*®® This ledflet dso lists specific messures to address the “Jewish
problem”; 1) the right of asylum granted to Jews by Vytautas the Great is canceled
dtogether completdy; 2) dl Jews without exception are waned and ordered to abandon
the teritory of Lithuania immediatdy; 3) Jews who have committed specid crimes
agang Lithuanians shdl be hdd respongble 4) al movable and immovable propety of
Jews becomes the property of the Lithuanian ndtion. The ledflet ends with the following
dogans “For the Seke of Purging the Lithuanian nation!,” “For the Independent State of
Lithuanial,” “For a Transparent and Happy Future!” >

A manifesto-type esssy ‘What Are the Activists Fighting For? 2 prepared by Br.
Rala dso breathing racd anti-Semitiam, devoted a subdantia portion of its text to “the
purging of the Lithuanian nation and its land of Jewish paradtes and mongers” because
“the new independent Lithuenia may only and will be entirdy nationd (...) The
Lithuenian Activigs Front, by resoring the new Lithuania, is determined to carry out an
immedite and fundamentd purging of the Lithuanian nation and its land of Jews
parastes and mongers (...) The Lithuanian Activists Front, acting in accordance with the
garit of a reviving Europe, is determined to completely segregate Jews from the body of
the Lithuanian date and nation, and implement a gradud expulson of Jews from the
Lithuanian land in generd (...) Purging the body of the Lithuanian state and nation®® of
Jews, parastes and mongers shdl be one of the most essentid preconditions for darting a
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new life, sdting dl credtive forces in motion and experiencing a moment of beauty
unknown in the history of Aigtians’.*>*

Dated spring 1941 and issued by the leedership of LAF in Belin, one of the
proclamations was addressed to the Lithuanian Jewry (Annex No. 133): “Lithuanian Jewd
[...] While building your own welbeing, you often did wrong to and exploited the red
host of the country [...]. You acted againg during the most decisve and hardest times for
the Lithuanian people” This seems to have been snce the time immemorid and, “darting
with the restoration of the independence of the State of Lithuania, you prepared for its
funerds. your compatriots in Lithuania set up illegd communist party where 90 percent of
the members were of your nationdity. Namdy through the Communist Party did you plot
plans for the breskdown of the State of Lithuania and secretly send requests to the red
executioners in Moscow to incorporate Lithuania into the Soviet Union.” The Jewish
didoydty dlegedly reached its dimax &fter the Sovietls had occupied Lithuania The
standard accusation and reminder of the revocation of the right of hospitdity as wel as
demand “to leave the Lithuanian lands immediatey” followed by the detalled description
of what awaits a person of Jawish nationdity who would “fal to get away” together with
the Soviet Army, i.e.:

1. He would be aresed and subject to marshd law if he has been notorious for
paticulally madicious actions, directed agang Lithuania, the Lithuanian people or any
Lithuanian;

2. He will be forced out of Lithuania and his property will be confiscated for the
common needs of the Lithuanian people and the Sate;

3. If any of the Jews atempted to destroy or harm their own property, he will be
punished most severdly on the site*

The conduson of the prodamdion is vey pompous and sSmultaneoudy very
threatening: “Jews, your higory on the Lithuanian land, which extends to five hundred
years, is now ove. Cherish no hopes, have no illusond There is no place for you in
Lithuania anymored Risng for a new life, the Lithuanian people condder you as trators
and will treat you accordingly, as you have deserved to be treated.”

The find draft of the LAF manifeo (Annex No. 14), prepared on the eve of the
war, contained, according to V. Brandisauskas “only” one anti-Semitic Artide 16,
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proclaming that “the Lithuanian Activigs Front cancds the treatment of welcome towards
the Jewish ethnic minority in Lithuania” i.e. outlawsit.

The anti-Semitic agitation campaign of the LAF was based on vaious motives —
socid, economic, racid and politicd; the later was a fundamenta one Jews were
identified with  Communids  inaiminaeed of  antiLithuanian  adtivities,  zedous
collaboration with the Soviet occupants. However, the LAF leaders had not been origind:
the association between Jews and Communids was the motive underpinning Hitler's
ideology.156

The LAF documents only episodicdly referred to “ther own” communids The
fire was directed agangt “the others” firs and foremogt, the Jews. There was hardly any
document by the LAF where anti-Jewish zed was absent and where references to the
“Jawish yoke” “Jewish exploitaion,” “Jewish disobedience” “Jewish davery,” ec. were
excluded. Noted should aso be the fact that the LAF was ready to amnesty the Lithuanian
communigs who “made a mistake’ or “were mided by others’ if they “came to reason”
and supported ant-Soviet rebes the sad “will not be forgotten [...] and [they] should not
fear for the fate of their own or their families’*>” Another proclamation drafted by the
LAF was devoted to the Red Army oldiers and officars (“Bojcy i komandyry Krasnoj
Armii”) inviting them to be “red pariots of Russd and use ther ams to liberate ther
people “from the unprecedented davery of the communists and Jews”*® Thus everyone
was given hope induding the foreign occupants and locd (own) collaborators. Only the
Jews were denied this hope.

The LAF leaders and minigers of the Provisond Government who lived in the
Western world after World War 11, were very keen to disguise the anti-Semitic ideology
and aspects of ther activity.’®® S SuFieddis was the first to bring into atention the fact
that the ant-Semitic indructions were omitted in “Indructions for the Liberation of
Lithuenia’ publidised in K. Skirpa's “Uprisng”1®® The LAF manifeto published in the
same work by K. Skirpa lacks the unfortunate 16" article!®' Doctoring up of the LAF and
Provisond Govenment's documents is becoming a tradition with the Lithuanian
sources’®®  Publication in 1994 by Kesutis Kaspaas of the LAF manifesto’s copy,
preserved by the LAF member from Kaunas Antanas Cepulis and containing the sad
Artide 16, caused a turmoil in the émigré community.'®® Mykolas Navjokaitis “I propose



27

that the materid which we want to leave for the future generations — the hisgory — should
be subjected to a more demaending scruting”!®% Br. Rala “The Jewish issue has never
been discussed in such terms (...) in dl probability, this is a campaign by Soviet or [anti]-
Samitic provocateurs (...) Somebody should ad the people working on the “Archive of
the Freedom Fights’ and advise them to be cautious and understand the true nature of
things, because they may be in for more a bigger trouble than the documentation about
“the fights and suffering”'® Pilypas Narutis “The LAF lesdership did not touch the
Jewish issue, indead, it fought to restore Lithuanias independence to make dl citizens of
Lithuania [thus, Jews as well — L.T.] free’*®®. Moreover, the copy of the LAF manifesto
presarved by J- Cepulis is not the only piece of evidence tha the LAF outlaved Jews
Artide 16 is found in the copy of this document kept in the Lithuanian Centrd State
Archive®” The letter of welcome presented on 6 August 1941 by the LAF leaders to the
Commissy Adrian Rentdn of the Didrict Commissy Generd of Lithuania (Annex No.
15), d9gned by Leonas Prgpudlenis Gen. Stasys Pundzevicius, Cop. lzidorius Kraunaitis,
Col. Mykolas Maciokas, Dr. Adolfas Damuss, Col. J. Jankauskas, Juozas Vebra, Kazys
Bauba, Pilypas Zukauskas (Narutis) and Jurgis Vdiulis (Karolis Drunga), resds “The
LAF alishes the right of hospitdity with regpect to the Jewish ethnic minority in
Lithuania”*®® An identicd sentence is found in the Framework of Document on the
Adiivities of the Lithuanian Activigs Front, publidsed on 9 August 1941 in Zemaiciu
Z2me newspeper of the Samogitian Activigs Front (Annex No. 16). While the 6 September
issue of the same newspgper contained an aticle titled “Why did we cance our hospitable
treatment of Jews?’

Did the proclamations by the centrd office of the LAF reach Lithuania and did
they have effect on the constiousness of the Lithuanians? There is sufficient materia on
this issue in the collected documents on the rebdlion of June 1941 compiled by V.
BrandiSauskas and published by the Genocide and Resdance Research Centre of
Lithuania Rebd Kedutis Miklasevicius from Kaunas “different proclamations agangt
oppressors, againg the Jews, and those urging to fight for on€s homdand [...] can dways
be found a neighbours Antanas Badauskas. | happened to reed dl those
proclamations’’®®  On the inititive of Fabijonas Vdinkas sewad of Kretinga
“sovchoz” an office typewriter was used to multiply “prodamations by Skirpa” The
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multiplied proclamation of the LAF titled “Dear daving brothers’ was passed to the
dudents of Franciscan gymnesum and Sdabras, agronomig from Gargzda. “Having
printed more copies, Kazys Sidabras sent them out to other rurd didtricts. Sevune Sudnyte
brought them to Budriu aea” Former policeman Ignes Susys disssminaed this
prodlametion among the militia “Petras Smonaitis sent the literature [LAF proclamations
— L.T] to his rurd disrict’*”® Having established contacts with Germany just before
Chrigmeas, the pariots from Punge took the typewriter from the gymnesum and printed
proclamations to ther compatriots to prevent them “from the submisson to the Jewish
Russa, denationdisation, exploitation”*’* The participant of the anti-Soviet underground
of Pavandenes rurd didrict Adomas Jurgdis “in January 1941, we ‘widdy disseminated
the LAF publication “From the Bolshevik davery to the new Lithuania” Having mede
copies with a typewriter that we recaived from the parson “we didributed them widdy, for
ingance, we brought them to Vamnia, people in Vamia passed them to Tvera, Zarend,
Linkwa and dsewhere. Saulia, Birza Tytwend, Sluva, Liolia, even Taurage ad
Kaunas receive them through Keme resdents, whereas Kaunatava, Tryskia, Kaunas, and
Vilnius through Luoke 1 brought three copies to TdSa for Rev. Veavidus curia and
gymnasum.” Following its announced on 19 March, the proclamation of the centrd office
of the LAF “From the Bolshevik davery to the new Lithuanid’ had aready been avaldble
in copies by A. Jurgdis on 24 March, i.e 5 days dter its announcement, and sent to
TeSa, Vania and ‘other aforementioned places’'? K. Skirpa writes “when sufficient
relations with the country through the ‘green border’ had been edablished, [...] the
dissamination of the LAFprepared essay “From the Bolshevik davery to the new
Lithuanid was launched. It was firg sent in typewritten copies, but snce 5 December it
was multiplied dready with a rotary press and, as fa as | remember, there were 8,000
copies dl in dl.” Lae in Switzerland, it was improved and supplemented, the text was
printed as a booklet of a sndl sze 2000 copies had been dissaminated in Lithuania
before the outbresk of the war. “However, the war itsdf did not paticularly disupt the
dissamination, as the underground organisations made copies of the story by ther own
means.’*”® The minister in the Provisond Government, Jonas Matulionis'’*, mentioned in
his diary that the “activigs disseminated a proclamation threatening to annihilate Jews’ on
the eve of the war in Lithuania The remaining copies which fdl into the hads of the
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oviet security and thus survived in the archives prove that the proclamations by the LAF
leadership and other documents did reach Lithuania

Having reached Lithuania, the LAF prodamaions fdl into a wel-prepared soil.
According to K. Skirpa, the brochure “From the Bolshevik davery to the new Lithuania’
was percaved by “different sectors within the society as a directive and it affected them
dl, induding the patriotic youth, and it was as a spakle to st the fire’X™ It is fairly
undersandable that the same was common for other publications by the LAF. Generdly
goesking, the effect of the LAF documents on the constiousness of the population hed
been and was much greater than it seemed at the first gght. Their anti-Jewish moods in the
summer of 1941 were trandated into the decrees of the Provisona Government. Articles
in Lithuanian periodicds of 1942-1944 Nazi occupdion, Lietuvos archyvai, and the pod-
war exodus press!’® as well as those published under the pseudonym Zuvintas in dssident
Ausra in 1977 would repest not only the “arguments” but dso the dyle of the
proclamations “Recdl of the right of hospitdity for the Jews” “Let’s liberate Lithuania
from the yoke of the Jews for good,” etc. issued by the high authority of the LAF in the
soring 1941.

Jewish authors dam that on the eve of GamanUSSR war, the LAF was
indtigating the massacre of Jews by Lithuanians®’’ They dl rdy on the ledflet of 19
March 1941 publicdsed in the collection of documents on The Massacres in Lithuania of
1965, titled “Dearest Saving Brothers” whose Artide 2 ends with the following sentence:
“Trators will only be forgiven if they prove that they have diminaed a least one Jew
each”*® The quoted copy of the ledflet is <tored in the Archive of Lithuanian
Organisations (Annex No. 10). The quotation provided above is the only of such nature
and is absolutdy incompatible with al the other LAF documents, which spesk about
cancdling of the rignt of asylum to Jews, ther expulson from Lithuaia, but not about
killings. “1 found no daa evidencing that the LAF leadership had plans to undertake the
organisation of the liquidation of Jews’, assarts S. Suzieddis!’® It must be noted, that the
copy of the ledaflet kept in the Lithuanian Centrd State Archive, does not contan the
phrase inciting the massacre of Jews (Annex No. 11). In the copy, kept by the Archive of
Lithuanian Organisttions, it is written in_brackets All of this dlows to condude, that the
sad phrase was not insarted by the LAF centre in Berlin, but added on a persond behdf
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(thet is why in brackets) by an individud multiplying the LAF ledflets in Lithuania The
LAF ledflets were not just trangported through the border from Germany to Lithuania, but,
once ddivered, multiplied in Lithuania | bdieve we must agree with S. SWieddis that
daements by individua pesons, or individud ledflels of underground activids,
discovered in Lithuania, and inciting the massacre of Jews, represent just exceptions
proving the rue'® Bven the Voldemaininka — the mogt radicd LAF activiss — hed
planned to rexdlve the “Jewish isug’ in other way than physcd extermination. They
continued to keep to the sad agpproach even when Lithuania was occupied by the Nazis
and the Holocaust started*®*

How to explain the fact, that in Lithuania, a country which had never fostered deep
traditions of anti-Semitism, where red pogroms had never been organised, hodility
towards Jews surged to the high of 1940-1941? Philosopher Leonides Donskis who
researched the anti-Semitiam in Lithuania, believes that “the year 1941 was some drange
exception, a phenomenon, which does not fit into Lithuanian tradition.” % Researchers
point out to a number ressons traditiond anti-Semitiam, Fascigt views that had been
manifesing dready before the war and growing nationdidic trends among Lithuanians,
retdiaion for cetan cime committed by persons of Jewish nationdity in 1940-1941,
opposite geopolitical interests of the two communities - Lithuanian and Jewish.'®® |
believe that the latter reason was essentid. Agang the background of the true nature of
Bolsheviam reveding itsdf and unleashed represson, Lithuanians were looking forward
to a sdvation from Germans, whereas Jews — on the contrary. Each knew the other’'s state
of mind pefectly. “Given the best intentions (which, unfortunately, was not the case), the
geopalitical redity was pushing the two socidies into two diametricdly opposite camps,”
mantans S. Suzieddis. “I may be wrong, but | believe tha even without the indructions
of the LAF leadership, Lithuanian-Jewish reaions would have inevitably evolved towards
a oonflict and antagonism”*®* “When two ndions, living on the same land, presch
opposite ethnic vaues, do not understand each other’s culture, are indifferent [hogtile — L.
T.] to each other’'s interests and are surrounded by amosphere in which anti-Semitiam is
indigated by Nazi agitation campagn and locd prgudices conditions conducive to a
catastrophe emerge’, says Anatoli Lieven. 18°
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Differently from Poland, Hungay and Romania, in the independent Lithuania not
a gngle antrSemitic act has been adopted, and the Government was cracking down
fiercdly any anti-Semitic manifedations. However, according to an unwritten law, Jews,
egpecidly in 1930's, were not accepted to jobs in the date inditutions When in 1940-
1941 people of Jewish ndiondity came to work a the inditutions of centrd and locd
government, that Lithuanians were used to seeing as ther monopoly, to many this seemed
an end to anything Lithuanian, and that the government is Jewish. Moreover, tha Jews
who knew Lithuanian and Russian languages, were often gppointed to the best noticegble
postions heads of personnd depatments and gpecid divisons, secretaries  and
interpreters.’®® Kaunas was senstised to this to a highest degree. When the war bresks out,
Jews, who, according to the Archbishop J Skvireckis, “have made their way to Lithuanian
ingtitutions, previoudy dosad to them”8” will be the first to be aresed and even killed.
Aleksandras Stromas condudes that “The fact that a bunch of Jews could be seen in the
Soviet occupdiond adminidration of Lithuania was a suficent (dthough unfounded)
argument to assume, that Soviet authority was Jewish authority, and that Jews of Lithuania
betrayed their country through becoming Moscow's “Fifth  Column'%® “The Jewish
Community, whose leaders in the inte-war period were de-hard enthusagts of the
Lithuenian date, had been identified with the muchhated communiam thet annihilated the
Lithuanian state” writes Ezra Mendelson,®® the researcher of the inter-war situation of
Jaws in the Eagtern Europe including Lithuania  Lithuanians were quick to forget own
collaborators, however, throughout severa generations presarve the memory of forget
Jews who served the Soviets.

Adde from the above liged preconditions, which predetermined an outbresk of
anti-Semitism in 1941, was a yet another, the mogt ggnificant to my mind: lae 30's -
ealy 40's the Lithuanian nation was going through a degp mord crigs which was arying
out for “scgpegoat.” According to L. Donskis underganding the essence of contemporary
anti-Semitism is becoming increesngly more and more difficult to, as its genuine causes
lie hidden deep in the underwater part of the iceberg.*® “People never are unconditionally
virtuous nor unconditiondly evil, indeed, they are good or bad depending on the way in
which certan drcumgances encourage or provoke them,”  mantans Sergi Romen.
“When the evil soreads to an unusud degree, we should firg of dl question what sort of a
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higoricdl dimate and which specific higorical conditions have nurtured preconditions for
this” %1 At the end of the thirties, Jones Sliupas arived to a smilar condusion: “dl the
time, whenever anti-Semitism would increesngly menifest itsdf, we can dways be sure
that there was something wrong in the community, that the antiSemitiam is given to
people only as a means to hide red causes of disorder.”1% Humiliaing capitulation in four
or five cases that Lithuania experienced in a very brief period of time (accepting the
ultimatum issued by Poland on 17 March 1938, ceding Klapeda to Grmany in the soring
of 1939, refusd of a march onto Vilnius in September of 1939 followed by a permisson to
Soviets to deploy their garisons in the country and, findly, accepting the ultimatum of
Maoscow of 15 June 1940) crushed the nation's spirit. Mykolas Romeris noted that “ defest
in a bdtle does not have a demordisng effect wheress capitulaion is the dat of
disntegration. It is relaed to shame, while defest in a batle renders the aura of
heroism.”*®® The Smetona-Merkys Government, which has not shown the dightest effort
to defend the independence, accepted the ultimatum of the USSR unconditiondly, without
even naming the aggresson nor expressng its protest. After Smetona escaped doroad, the
Acting Presdent A. Mekys rdterated that the amy of a friendly united Sate entered
Lithuania in the interests of the USSR and Lithuania itsdf with the purpose of preserving
pesce and security in this region of Europe!®* Minister of Foreign Affairs Juozas Urbdys,
who was in Moscow a the time, ordered officids on his minigry to give the world an
impression, tha requests of the Soviets did not amount to an ultimatum but, instead, were
jus an expression of its wishes!®™® On the 15 June, Commander-in-Chief Gen. Vitkauskas
and Chief of Staff Gen. Punzevicius ordered the troops, Chief of the Riflemen Union, Cal.
Sdadius, and riflemen to meet the Soviet Army in afriendly way. %

Noted here should be the fact that in the summer 1940 the Kremlin directed its
“ocourss” of action towards establishing the illuson of legitimacy of the occupation and
anexdion raher then carying out a “socdig revolution” In this Studtion and
paticularly during the initid period, the occupants could be better sarved by a legitimeae
government, public figures, and intdlectuds who had ther authority and trus among the
population rather than the locd communigt party (thet is why it was kept “out of track” for
some time). Unfortunately, it was not difficult for the Moscow envoys, such as the specid
representative of All-Union CP (b) Centrd Committee and the USSR People€'s
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Commissonas Councl, Vladimir Dekanozov, and the Soviet enwvoy in Kaunas, Nikolg
Poznigkov, to find the right people in Lithuania On 15 June Acting Presdent Merkys
goproved the socdled Peopleés Government and resgned, wherees then the Prime
Miniger of the new Government Justas Paeckis became acting Presdent according to the
Conditution of the Republic of Lithuania It should be noted that the occupaion and
annexdion took place following the Conditution of the Republic of Lithuania and other
legd acts throughout the whole process®®’ If there had been derogation, they would have
been very minor and hardly noted by anybody. The Peopleés Government was formed of
well-known public figues induding journdigt Pdeckis who had dose links with the
Peasant Populiss most popular writer in the country and the author of deeply petrictic
works, professor of the Vytautas Magnum Universty Vincas Kreve-Mickevidus and
even the miniger and prime miniger of severd times Ernestas Gavanauskas, participant
of independence fights and the Commander-in-Chief, Gen. Vincas Vitkauskas which
ensured peoplés trust in this cabingt. Within a few days, the puppet government of
Pdeckis-Kreve (Paeckis took the post of the Presdent and Foreign Miniser Kreve acted
as Prime Miniger) was recognised by dmog dl politicdl and public forces the Presdium
of the Samas the representatives of the key army, riflemen, voluntears and economic
organisations, leaders of the Christian Democratic and Peasant Populist parties*®

Following the indructions by V. Kreve Lithuanian envoys would kegp persuading
the governments of the accredited countries that the new Government in Kaunas was a
legitimate one, formed on the conditutiond grounds and that Lithuania was not
occupied.*®®  Consequently, the foreign diplomats not only remained in Kaunas without
being recdled, but dso pad a vist to V. Kreve on 21 June, thus recognisng the
legitimacy of the People' s Government.2°

Since the end of June a series of rdlies had been launched in Lithuania by the
communids. They were hdd in dties and towns lager and smdler villages Ther
paticipants represented different nationdities, but the gpeskers were mainly Lithuanian
(the Jews would often be hissed off the stage). The “Internationae’ was played by the
orchedras of the Lithuanian Army, Riflemen, and organistion “Young Lithuanid (dill
following the Lithuanian anthem during the first mestings).?®* President Vadas Adamkus,
the then dudent of Kaunas “Audd gymnasum, recdls “During those fird days [and
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months — L.T.] of the occupation, nobody forced people to the rdlies. Quite a big crowd
would come voluntarily, mainly out of curiosity, and so did 1.2°> However, that was not
only curiogty. Soddig illusons hed thar weght. All the groups within the sodety hed
ther specid wishes and the communigts promised to fulfil al ther expectaions to have
tax exemptions for “labouring pessants’ (a Bolshevik term as an antonym of the “kulaks’)
and write off ther debts (no threat of auctiond), give out land to those who have little or
no land, improve the dtuation of workers, decresse accommodation rents in towns,
develop culture, hedth care, ensure democrdtic rights, equdity of peoples and introduce
avil metrication. The peoples miniders would travel round the country and try to
persuade people that any taking about the end of the independence of Lithuania
introduction of a rouble, collective fams persecution of religion were the rumours oread
by the “enemies of people.”2%3

All was done a a swinging speed, 0 that people faled to come to reason and
redise of what was happening. The old Seimas was dissolved on 27 June and the
announcement followed on 5 July about the dection of the new one onl4-15 July. The
popular literature is full of datements that the turnout of the dection to the People’s
Seimas was only 30 or even 15 percent of the totd number of voters, which are based on
the sngle source, i.e JPP (Pdlish “Jedna pani poviedzdd (“One lady sad’)). The
remaning, though not affluent, sources reved that the data by the officid government
dated the turnout of 9551 percent of dl people of the voting age, and if it had been raised,
this rise was not significant.?®* The results of the election were forged in another way. In
1940, voting took place for individud candidates The voter would receive as many bdlot-
papers as there were candidaes in that dectord didrict (from 8 to 14). However, instead
of announcing the number of bdlots each individua candidate recaived, information came
only of the fact that 99.2 percent of the turnout voted for the Lithuanian Labour Alliance
(the infamous “communig and non-party” block of 1940). However, achivd records
show that many of the candidates received less than 50 percent of the possble votes and,
according to the Law on Election of the Peopleés Seimas, would not have been dected. It
was due to the fact that the voters would throw away the bdlot-papers with the names of
well-known communigts or those with Jewish names on the floor rather than cast them
into the ballot box or smply spoil them. ?°°
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The quedion remans why s many people would gather for the meetings
organised by communigts in the summer of 1940, and why s0 many of them came to the
bdlot boxes on 14-15 Juy, and why 200 thousand families from rurd aess (those
Lithuanian, snce the Jews recaeived no land nether during the fird land reform of 1922,
nor during the second soviet reform) asked the new government to dice them a piece of
ther neighbours land (“kulaks’).?°® There were different reasons for this to happen,
induding socdig illusons and fear to become the same “enemy of people’ (the passports
of the voters who came to vote were damped), however, the most important of those
reesons must have been tha people were a a loss and faled to redised wha was
heppening. Common people were mided by the behaviour of politidans and intdlectuds.
Nobody invited people to boycott the dection to the Peopleés Semas On the contrary,
popular dalies, induding the Chrigian Democra XX amdius and Pessant Populigs
Lietuvos zinios which had not been dosad by the beginning of July jointly with other non-
communigt press urged the readers in every issue to take part in the dection and vote for
the candidates of the Lithuanian Labour and People's Alliance (in fact, there were no other
candidates).

The summer of 1940 found the intedlligentsa a a great loss. There were very few
poets and prosads, atigs and scientists who a that time did not glorify Stdin and his Red
Army or pad no tribute to “Lithuania thet turned a new road.” Vincas Mykolaitis-Putinas
who was caught by the occupation in a most remote pat of Lithuania Likena, soon
published his poem “Darbo Lietuva” (“To the Labouring Lithuania’).?°” The bright vison
of the “new Lithuanid was drafted in the lagt issue of Naujoji Romuva by Juozas
Kdiuotis The dection manifeto of the Lithuanian Communist Paty was backed by
Vadovas Birziska, Augudines Janulatis, Kazys Binkis (who pargphrased a well-known
rigious hymn into “Save us oh Red Army, from war, famine fire and plague’), atigs
Jiozas Mikenas, Liudvikes Strolis Stasys USnskas, Petras Kapokas, Mecidovas Bulaka,
and other famous intdlectuds?°® On 21 July, Kazys Boruta greeted the Lithuanian Seimas
which convened to findly dedroy the datehood of Lithuania in verse he dso coined the
infamous phase of “to bring Stdin's sun to Lithuania” Kazys Jakubenas (with the poem
“Negridta diena, kuri prago’ (“The Day which Passed Would not Return)) won the second
place in the sovie song contest announced in autumn, where actudly nobody was forced
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to teke pat;, Antanes Miskinis came third (with his poem “ISlasvinimes’ (“Sdf-
liberation')); but Antanas Rukas I€eft the others behind (with the poem “Mes su Sdinu i
Sale (*We ae Heading to the Sun with Sdin”)). According to Solomon Vaintraub,
Liudes Dovydenas®® danced “Kozochiok” out of joy (he was shortly “dected Deputy
Chairman of the Supreme Sovigt of the LSSR, but when the Germans came he blamed the
Jaws for dl the sad with his face draght). Diplomat Vaclovas Sdzikauskas “was seized
by mdancholy seeing how our dear Kipras tosses about with the red flag on the scene’
(opera “The Quiet Danube’).?® The soulpture of Lenin was being moddlled by Vytautas
Kaduba®!, etc. No Chekist with a Nagant revolver stood behind either Dovydenas or other
eulogisas of “new life” In summe 1940, thee was ill no compulson, particulaly
againg theintelectuds.

Literature would repulsively repeat the phrase about the Jews who met the Red
Army with flowers however, hardly a few Lithuanians know that the occupant amy was
fird met by the officers who were fulfilling the order of ther own amy commandment.
Cap. Antanas Verksnys, who a that time served in Sauliai-based staff of the 3 divison,
writes in his memoairs that the Red Army was met not only by “a Jew or two,” but dso by
the delegation of the Commander of 8" Infantry Regiment, Col. Butkevicius, and other
officers [with due sdute, short exchange speeches, shaking hands and flowers — L.T.], and
the supply depatment of the divison even filled up the soviat tanks that headed for
Salia but ran out of fud.?’? The soldie's would participate in the mestings of
communigs and, on 23 Feoruary 1941, they took oeth of loydty to the new Homdand.
Almogt al the officers were transferred to the 29" Territorid Riflemen Corps, and long-
saving Commander-in-Chief Gen. S. Radtikis worked in the liquidation commisson of
the Minigtry of Defence (was its actua chairman).

Unfortunatedy, Moscow journdigt 1. Sedych was right by saying in 1990 that the
delegation of the Lithuanian Seimas was not brought to Moscow in cuffs as Czech Dubcek
and was not kept in prison as Polish Gomulka and was not shot dead as Hungarian Nagy.
Br. Ralds words spesk even hitter truth: “Hacha [the Presdent of Czechodovakia, 1939
— L.T.] gave in to violence but neither he nor any other Czech poet had ever asked to
incorporate Czech Republic into the Reich. Even the Norwegian Kviding whose name
became a symbol of collaboration and treason did not ask Hitler to incorporate Norway
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into Germany [...], Presdent Petaine of the occupation period of France and its Prime
Minister Levalis [...] did not ask to maeke France a Western province of the Reich/?:
“Lithuania fdl into the ams of the Soviet Union, i.e. without active or passve resdance,
it surrendered much esser than the Bolsheviks had expected” drew his wel-based
condusions J. Brazatis?'* Sdin and Molotov resched ther god in Lithuania, as wel as
in Latvia and Egtonia occupation and annexation had been preceded by the show of
legitimacy and voluntary accesson to the USSR.

One of the reasons of politicd opportunism of the Lithuanians was the bdief that
submisson could rescue people from represson. However, tha was only an illuson, snce
the dedruction of a potentid enemy or a least isola@ion had been programmed in the
Bolshevik idedlogy. Back in autumn 1940, the soviet redity digpdled the illusons the
dandard of living fdl down, violence, mass aress dated and were followed by
deportations, degrading human <Hf-repect and nationd  dignity. The Lithuanians fdt
themselves awfully and their spirit was broken. Mord criss of the nation which darted in
goring 1938 reeched its dimax in 1940-1941. Having gone through a lot of humiligtion
and degrading, the Lithuanians made efforts to rehabilitate themsdves in their own eyes.
For the netion, as wel as for an individud, it is esser to recover from the downfal when
responghility is passed over to somebody dse According to Nikolg Berdigev, “when
people fed unhappy and they reate ther mifortunate to hitorica misfortunate, they Start
looking for a scgpegoat who could be made responsible for dl their falures This does not
gand in honour of the nature of a man, but the person cams down and feds sisfied that
the guilty one was found and can be hated and even taken revenge upon. There is nothing
eeser than to persuade people of low intelect that the Jews are to blame for everything.
The emotiond soil is dways ready to give rise to a myth about the globa conspiracy of
the Jaws, and secret forces of the Jews-masons, etc.’ ™ The Lithuanians crested the myth
about the Jews who destroyed the independence of the dae diligently asssed the
occupant, tortured them and deported from the Homeand. It only takes a maure
persondity/nation to assume on€s own reponghility. Lithuanian rage was targeted a the
Jawish communism or directly a the Jews. With the outbresk of the war, the communist
leaders, top ranking officads, and NKVD and NKGB officers ran away and ordinary
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communigs Young Communis League activids, the newcomers and what was the most
important — the hel pless and hated Jews who were attributed to communists — remained.

In 1941 Lithuenia went through the developments which took place a the time of
epidemics in Europe in the Middle Ages and what later happened in Germany, and now
happens in Russa — the Jews are the ones to blame In soring 1941, the LAF leadership
daed that “the podtion of the Lithuanian population is drictly anti-Communis and anti-
Jawish.”?'® The locd capitulators (Gen. S. Ragkis returned to Lithuania at the end of June
1941 on the “white horsg” as Minider of Defence of the Provisond Government) and
collaborators who sarved the occupant more than anybody dse in the summer of 1940
(Prof. V. Kreve did not suffer harm) were soon forgotten; L. Dovydenas got away only
with a dight fright). Having served as an ade of the Meropolitan of Kaunas or
Archbishop J. Skvireckis during the days of the war and beng the most influentid person
in the Church hierarchy, Bishop Vincentas Brizgys was ready to rexue even those
“misgpprehended” and, according to the LAF procdamation, “our own log souls’ — the
Charman of the Councl of Peoples Commissats of the LSSR, Mecidovas Gedvilas
Charman of the Planning Commisson of the LSSR who had spent 15 years in Lithuanian
prisons, Fjus Glovackas Deputy Peoples Commissy for Education of the LSSR,
Juozapas Ziugzda, but they requested no word in support as they succeeded in running
avay to Russa®'’ Zenonas Blynas, Secretary Generd of the Lithuanian Nationdists Party
which joined Vodemaininka, the mos radicd proNazi dements, in summer of 1941,
advised the governor of Rokiskis county “that specid care must be teken to prevent
inessentid  amihilaion of the Lithuanians. Careful with represson againg the activigs of
the Young Communis League” Having reminded about the Jews, Poles Russans, he
adso advised “to remember tha there are jugt two million of us and [...] we should not
daughter each other.” %18

The Lithuanians do not like to goeek about the unpleasant things of the past. After
a 50 year-long occupaion, which blighted any manifedaions of efforts to achieve
independence and sought to impose the complex of inferiority, Lithuania is in the period
of worship of deeds and suffering, and the heroic-masochist concept of higtory is thriving.
The ndion wants to see its higory as “nicg’ — jud the fights and suffering, and blame al
the misfortunes of the recent past on the “others’, Jews in the firs place. A sdf-criticd
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goproach to the padt is not very popular among Lithuanians. Digging up of the unplessant
past problemsis by many seen as blackmailing and dandering of Lithuania



Concdlusons

The fird years of the Soviet occupaion (1940-1941) witnessed a very fierce
aggravation of Lithuanian-Jewish reations, anti-Semitism in the country evolved to a new
level, which was threatening Jews.

The constience of a large pat of Lithuanian nation adopted the image of a Jew-
communist - traitor of Lithuania and a diligent collaborator with the occupants adong to
the earlier images of the enemy of Chridians, exploiter of the Lithuanians, and |ayabot.

The leadarship of the Lithuenian Activigs Front (LAF), which among its members
hed representatives of dl political forces of Lithuania, outlawed the Jews and was urging
them to abandon the country. The anti-Jewish prodamations and other documents from
the centra office of the LAF in Berlin reached Lithuania and made a great influence on
the constiousness of the Lithuanians. However, there is no evidence tedifying that the
LAF cdled on Lithuanians to daughter Jews, asis often asserted in the historiography.

Accusations fired by Lithuanians & Jews have not been/are not grounded. Factud
evidence indicates that in 1940-1941 Jews played no specid role in the dructures of the
Soviet Government, nor its repressive inditutions.  (In soring 1941, there  were
goproximatdy 106 percent of Jews among dl the saff of NKGB of the LSSR, and 5.3
percent among the top ranking officids 84 percent among the top officids of NKVD).
The lot of suffering that befdl Jews under the Soviet rule was larger then that of
Lithuanians. the number of the Jewish secondary schools was reduced by hdf, the Hebrew
language was not tolerated, Saturday logt its datus of a holiday; the Jews were most
panfully affected by the nationdisation. Within one year only, arests were made of 500
Jews and the tota number of the repressed amounts to 2.6 thousand. There were 135
percent of the Jews among the deportees of June 1941, i.e. goproximately 8 percent of the
country’ s population.

Aggravated hodility of Lithuanians towards Jews was preconditioned by a range
of reasons, of which mogt important are two: 1) different geopolitica orientation of both
nations, 2) a degp mord crigs of the Lithuanian nation in late 30's — early 40's, which was
demanding a* scgpegoat,” and Jaws were made it.
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