Review of the study by Vygantas Var eikis Preconditions of Holocaust.
Anti-Semitism in Lithuania (19" century—first half of 20" century till
15 June 1940)

by prof. E.Aleksandravicius

| shdl express my opinion of the article under review in severd dages. | shdl firdly
review the most generd and principa things and then try to discuss detals that could
be cdled editorid things and which may depend upon the intentions of the client, the
load of the work imagined, the possible result or the result amed at, and, findly, upon
the financid conditions of the contract.

Vaekis sst himsdf the task of describing in a short sudy a very long and
controversgad period in the higtory of Lithuania that could hardly be cdled a complete
epoch. In the introductory remarks Varelkis did not identify separate periods that
should be marked in the 19" cent. and a the beginning of 20" cent., and which indeed
were characterized by rather different mental features, diverse reations between our
people and strangers, and , findly, by various externd circumstances. In other words,
according to the academic dandard for research in the fidd of higtory, the
chronologica limits of the research must be defined. With respect to the text under
review, this sandard was not adhered to.

Vaekis research is very clearly motivated: the author definitely consders the one
hundred and fifty years of Lithuanian Jews higory a drictly determined movement
towards the Holocaust. It is logical, snce the Holocaust was perpetrated, and it is an
evident fact that Lithuanians took a part in it, hence everything that had happened in
the past led directly to the tragic end. However, many researchers have noted that
anti-Semitism and the Holocaust cannot be consdered absolutely identical. The text
under review leaves no space for debate on possible historical aternatives. From the
perspective of hisory as an academic discipline, the text is rather pragmatic than
problem-orienteted in character, while the reviewer is a supporter of problem-
orientated approach.

| should dso add that a deeper review of historiography is missng in the introductory
remarks. Although anti-Semitism has not been directly researched and described in
Lithuania, till the number of works on the rdlations of Jews and Lithuanians in 19"
and 20" cent. is definitely higher than the author appears to know judging from his
aticde. A higtoriogrgphica dimenson would dlow the reader to see more clearly the
contribution by the author to the research of the problem. A short study published in a
andl dreulation by the efforts of the USA community of Lithuanians, Setting the
Record Straight. The Historical Perspective on Modern Lithuania and its Minorities.
1. Lithuanian and its Jews. should be mentioned, as well as some publications on the
socid and ethnic relationsin the 19" cent. Lithuania,

The materid collected by Varekis on anti-Semitic tendencies and anti-Semitic
breskouts in the thirties and forties of the 20" cent. is definitdy new. The author
researched Lithuanian State archives and collected examples of viewpoints formed by
vaious repressve inditutions while aso making use of the data collected by the
inditutions. This is a good and reliable way to describe certain moments that were
not demongrated on the surface of the life of the society. Varekis aso did a rather
detailled research into the Lithuanian periodicds of the inter-war period, collecting a
great vaiety of aticles which indeed help to form a full picture of the tendencies



displayed in public and the atitude of the Lithuanians to the Jews that was formed
then. All this adds to making the work by Vareikis undoubtedly vauable.

The andyss of anti-Semitism in the period of the 1% Republic leads to a supposition
that Varelkis had not yet exhausted dl of his resources, the materid avalable and his
experience.  An impression is created that the author could have succeeded in
separating more clearly the postion of the Lithuanian authorities regarding the Jews
and anti-Semitism, and the anti-Semitic tendencies of “middle-dass’ Lithuanians and
broader sections of society. It is redly worth re-examining the facts from this aspect,
however, the andysis by the author does not includeit.

Vey gmilaly codd be discussed a posshility, if not a necessity, to separate the
“plebeian” layer of Lithuanian anti-Semitism from the ideologicd layer, which is dso
the intellectud layer. It is impossble to address al the issues from the same aspect
while not trying to discuss a complicated phenomenon layer by layer, problem by
problem. The materid presented by the author and the interpretation verson are
convincing in an eementary, popular case. However, when addressing the scae of a
purely theoreticd pre-war anti-Semitism, a wider intolerance is reveded. Vaekis
has more difficulties in deding with more sophidicated theoreticad problems than
with the issues discussed above.  The author could have integrated into the text a
productive discusson in artices by Skrupskeis, Mockunas and Donskis on the
viewpoints of organised Catholics and the Lithuanian Activig Front published in the
Akiraciai in severd recent years.

The author of the article under review was most poorly prepared for reveding the
atitude of the 19" cent. Lithuanian society and the farmers to the so-called our people
and the drangers. Varekis did not mention the changing postion of the Lithuanian
gentry that expressed its views mogly in Polish, while the materid on the issue is
redly avalable (eg. Moravskis memoairs). In some cases it even appears that
Varekis discussed those times, marked by the Russan repressve policy and the
attempts of forcible integration of the Jews, as well as that of Lithuanians, as the
nationd minority of Russa by basng himsdf more on the English publications than
on the works by Lithuanian, Polish and Russan authors. Hence the strange tendency
in the aticle to indicate the historica (not higtoriographicd) terms in English and not
in the language in which they were coined. | should like to indude the following
examples “seslumo zona” (resdentid zone), p.1, or “Kahalu taryba” (The Kahds
Council), p. 18.

Certainly, many pages of the history of the 19" cent. Lithuania sill reman unreed,
but the period of the reviva of Lithuanian naion and its modernisaion is being
researched rather extensvely.  When ignoring this one faces the danger of faling into
the trgp of provisory writing.

| should like to add one more general feature. The author, typicdly of mogt authors
who have researched smilar problems, sees no need to ressarch the manner of living
and conduct of Litveka as one of the causes, though not the most crucid one, of the
misunderstanding.

At this stage | should like to turn to severd more detail-like and episodic statements in
order to ether disagree with them, to question them or to ask for them to be

explained.
- The daement tha the devdopment of LithuaniatJewish rdations is
defined by “an edrangement that increased in the inter-war Lithuania



(1918-1940)..." (p.1) is questionable. On the contrary, it is more likdy
that civic integration increased a that time, | should think.

- In the Lithuanian hidoriography, the term maskilim, not maskiliu, is
dready st It might be added that Larisa Lempertiene has recently
maintained an excelent thess a the Vilnius Univerdty on these issues and
on the Chaimas (not Haimas, asin Varekis text) of VVolozin.

- The author should be more careful and definite in usng the following
categories. emancipation, integration, anti-Semitism, anti-Judaism (anti-
Judaism convictions).

- In pages 6-7, various anti-Semitic pamphlets are enumerated, but the
Protocols of Zion Sages, publicised in Lithuanian then, are not mentioned.

- Lithuanian nationdism that amed, according to Varekis, a“a maximum
expansion of the national territory” , “ creation of the Grand Lithuania” (p.
10), should teke a long time to be proved. In my opinion, these are
thoughtless statements drawn from incorrect historica parales.

- In 1915, the Russan authorities forcibly evacuated from Lithuania not
only Jews...(p.13). It was not the nationdity tha determined the
evacudtion.

- Vadkis should read the aticle by Morkunate in the Kaunas History
Chronicles, v.2, on the language relations in the Kaunas City Coundcil
(p.16).

- All criticd remaks regading the Jews ae beng rdaed to anti-
Semitism... A rather faulty tendency of draghtforward generdisation
might be traced. It is doubtful whether dl the critical remarks should be
linked to anti- Semitiam.

- Is the dating that part of the Jews approved the communism and the
repesting of danderous remarks cadling the Jews capitalists and exploiters,
the same kind of anti-Semitism? | should think that the problem was much
more complicated...

- “the right Caholicdsm [kaolicdzmag”, p.22... (n0o comment).
[Russanized spdling of the word Catholicism in Lithuanian]

- The dtatement “the majority of Lithuanian Jews were not Communists’,
p.27, soundsfairly correct if the author is referring to the party.

- The conclusons are drawn not quite from the essence of the text (see
Concluson No 4).

At the end of my review | should like to assure that Vareikis had undoubtedly made
great efforts to research the Lithuanian anti-Semitism.  The text he produced is a
ggnificant academic article opening the pages of a recent past, provoking discussons
and the need of further research.



