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Introduction *

With the second Soviet occupation (reoccupatiorf)944, Lithuania was forcefully incorporated inte tSo-
viet Union by initially employing the Red Army thatas fighting against Hitler's troops and later, usmg
the repressive military units of the NKVD. The &testablished their garrisons throughout the whblat-
huania, particularly in rural areas, to defend safgéguard the bodies of the Soviet power. Theyalppres-
sed the armed resistance of the Lithuanian natyofabmore numerous military forces. In 1944, neitin
Lithuania nor abroad was there a real and legignpatitical power (except several diplomatic migsipto
represent the independent Lithuania. Thereforeethas no need for Moscow to resort to insidiougipal
plots as in 1940. Moreover, after WWII, the intdromal community and the most powerful democrati#: s
tes of the Western world did not oppose the potiagried out by the SSSR in the Baltic States extmpt
their general political reprimands.

The criminal totalitarian nature of the communistie led to terror and repressions that followex Soviet
regime in Lithuania. The overall policy of the SSR&regard to Lithuania, was criminal and execubgd
force in everything: its aims and objectives, atents and character, and its ways and meanspdérinen-
tation. From the very beginning, the occupatiorimegresorted to terror, repressions, executiowanf cri-
mes, and the genocide of the Lithuanian nationisgek keep Lithuania within the Soviet Union byde.
Though there were attempts to justify these actmnthe Bolshevik theories of “the intensifyingsdastrug-
gle” and “the proletarian dictatorship”, they weskclearly anti-Lithuanian nature. (Lithuanians readp
even 96 per cent of all the deportees and 93 perateall the imprisoned people).1 In fact, peopkre pu-
nished for being Lithuanians and seeking to havedependent state. Force became a common dality fol
wer of the Soviet regime and came to an end only9®i1 with the collapse of the communist systerthen
Soviet Union.

After the war, a single-party political system béttotalitarian state was rapidly reestablishetiatt previo-
usly existed in the SSRS as early as in 1940-194rdcluded political and state bodies trying tadefully
establish a communist society in Lithuania. Withishort period of time, Lithuania was to becomenae-
parable part of the SSRS. To establish their pothercommunists instituted a totalitarian reginte.nhain
objectives were to politicize the society, impé&it ideology to it, control all areas of socid&land create
a social support for the communist regime. To achithis, political, ideological and repressive megas
were used.

Political and state bodies of the Soviet Union ithiania (the occupation administration includeitzens of
the SSRS and local collaborationists) were eraidigatverything pertaining to the independent Lithiaa-
national awareness, traditions and spiritual valuese destroying its social structure and econ@ystem
(mainly in the countryside), were exterminating thest politically active and intelligent part ofetimation.
The Lithuanian nation put up resistance to it; ¢lfae, in 1944-1953, the Soviet Union continuedrépes-
sive policy that it had started before the war aith manifested itself in different forms of sta¢eror and
organized genocide. The status of the republit:@fSoviet Union devoid of any attributes of indegence
was again imposed on Lithuania.

Formally, the structure of the Soviet power comsisif the state legislative, executive and judibianches.
However, under the conditions of the totalitariagime, this principle of the division of powers waditio-
us: the Communist Party enjoyed absolute powerpgimg its will on all state and social institutiori$he
supreme body of the SSRS state power in Lithuanie-Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR, thabracc
ding to the Constitution had to be the most impuariastitution of the political power (Article 2 ¢fie Cons-
titution of 1940 of the LSSR stated that “Sovietdhe representatives of the working people makehep
political base of the Lithuanian SSR”), did not ext any political activity. The Supreme Soviettioé
LSSR - “the supreme body of the state power otitieianian SSR”(Article 20), “ elected by the cérzs of
the Lithuanian SSR for four years”(Article 21) ditlde only legislative body of the Lithuanian SSRt{ile
23), only duplicated the orders of the Supreme &ovi the SSRS and formally approved annual budgets
Consequently, the local Soviets of the represemstof the working people did not carry out anyitjall
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activity and had no political power, though Arti@eof the Constitution of the LSSR stated thafpallver in
the LSSR belonged to the town and country workiegpbe “represented by the Soviets of the workingppe
le”.2 Broadly speaking, the policy of the Commurfgtrty was carried out by the Supreme Soviet of the
LSSR, local Soviets, the Council of People’s Consanis of the LSSR, and local executive committees.
The most important political power of the Sovietidinwas the Communist Party — the only politicatipo
of the SSRS that illegally and forcibly came to gows early as 1917. Its political status was legdlby
the Constitution of the SSRS which also determithedstructure of the totalitarian state, which mpdEti-

cal competition of several parties impossible. T@mmunist Party — the Communist Party of the Union
(the Bolsheviks) — and its constituent parts —républican Communist Parties — were based on theip+
les of strict centralism, unconditional obediennd aubordination. Its structure was multilevelrtstg with
the Political Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) (thesiitution of the highest power of the SSRS) andfiing
with local party groups (organizations) consistofgseveral communists. The party consisted of riqatp
parties, in fact, territorial communist organizasahat were unconditionally subordinated to that&e- the
Central Committee of the VKP(b), the Political Baweof the CK of the VKP(b) and personally to J.igtal
However, there was no Russian Communist PartyerStiviet Union. It was not necessary for the Kramli
the Russian VKP(b) had to cover the whole of thRSS

In Lithuania, the only political body of the thigoe, the core of the Soviet political system aredribcleus of
the occupation regime was officially called the Goumist Party of Lithuania (the Bolsheviks) — (LKP(k
was a territorial organization of the VKP(b) haviihg status of a regional organization. Duringpbst-war
period, the LKP(b) was neither a national orgamirahor a political party in the strict sense dof thord due
to the structure of its organization and dependemcthe CK of the VKP(b). It was the most importarsti-
tution of the occupation administration that coldd and directed the activities of all state aodial bodies.
Apart from the party organization of the VKP(b)eté also existed some other political bodies ofSB&S

in the post-war Lithuania: the Lithuanian Bureauhsd CK of the VKP(b) and the Lenin Young Communist
League of Lithuania (the Komsomol). These orgaionatactively contributed to the Sovietization athlu-
ania, fought against the resistance, organizeesspns and the genocide and participated in éxeicution.
Communist terror in Lithuania was executed by #m@essive agencies — the NKVD (MVD) and the NKGB
(MGB). These institutions formally belonged to #escutive power of Lithuania, to the group of UnRe-
publican Commissariats (Ministries), but, in fatiey functioned as subunits of the correspondingpfeés
Commissariats of the SSRS and were directly subated to Moscow. The institutions for the execuaod
supervision of laws, that is the Prosecutor’s @ffamd special courts, that sanctioned numerousnactf
repressions and genocide, operated in a similar @aythe other hand, the heads of the repressidedof
the LSSR held high posts at the top of the LithaarfParty: J. Bartasnas, A. Guzewius, D. Jefimov, N.
Gorlinskij, P. Kapralov, P. Kondakov were membeirshe Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b). All their on-
nal acts were performed in the name of the Commiragy and followed the idea of establishing commu
nism.

In all institutions of the Soviet power, includitige party organization of Lithuanian communistsykirag
citizens of the former independent Lithuania becawoitaborationists — the invaders’ helpers makingjrt
countrymen to obey the invaders and carry out thdir Being better familiar with the country antsi
population, they suggested their own means and teagsvietize Lithuania and break down the armetsre
tance. To ground their collaboration, they despibedindependence of Lithuania, tried to justife #éxter-
mination of the Lithuanian nation and attemptecéhtmlve wider layers of the Lithuanian society irdolla-
boration with the invaders.

The aim of this study, based mostly on archivalutieents, is to disclose the role of the politicatlies of
the Soviet Union in Lithuania, that is the LKP(th)e Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b), ttenin
Young Communist League of Lithuania, and collabiorasts in committing crimes in 1944-1953, to analy
ze the functions of these bodies, the relationahipng them, their main goals and objectives, toahstnate
the extent and depth of their activity, to defihe toncept of the collaborationist, the authoritg &unctions
assigned to him/her by those in power, and, acogrtti the possibilities, to reveal the backstadwidies of
the Soviet power.



The study focuses on the political aspect of thaedization of Lithuania. Therefore, the economatigy of
the Communist Party in Lithuania, which was als@lo¥ious criminal nature because of the econonniorte
of the countryside, the back-breaking state taxesfarced product deliveries, various kinds of &mrda-
bour, “the dispossession of the kulaks”, forcedemivization, annihilation of the remains of thevate sec-
tor in industry and trade, etc. has not been aedly
Historiography

In Lithuanian and foreign historiography much atitem is paid to the research of the criminal atigg of
the political bodies of the Soviet Union. Authorsvh analyzed the structure of this state, functainthe
elements of its system, the evolution of its peéitibodies and their activities in the SSRS antuahia after
WWIL.

Foreign Literature
Researchers of foreign countries have conductddaugh study of the political doctrine and practafe
communisms The greatest attention has been paid to thelbyudé the Soviet regime and crimes commit-
ted by the Communist Party: violations of humartsgand freedoms, political repressions, politdiatri-
mination of various social layers and nations,aergenocide (massacres and deportations of ntispisi-
tual pressure, Russianization, and anti-Semitisawvitty compared the political doctrines of the Rassi
Communists and the German National-Socialists havolution and the ways of their implementation,
reign researchers observed certain similaritiescamdluded that the Communist genocide is akiréoNa-
tional-Socialist racial genocide. In Lithuania aslvas in other states occupied by the SSRS, thedjge
was primarily directed against their own nationEBe Communist Party of the Union (the Bolsheviks)l a
its local bodies organized the execution systemcamnded out the political command of the genocdevell
as other crimes in the Soviet Union and the stategxed by it.

The prevailing concept in foreign historiograpbythat the Soviet Union illegally occupied Lithuani
for the second time (1944-1945), because it vidldtee main principle of the Atlantic Charter of 194to
reestablish sovereign rights and independenceeohalions that have been deprived of them by forde”
wever, the USA and other Western states did notenma&jor claims to the Soviet Union, even thougly the
did not acknowledge the legality of the incorparatof the Baltic States into the SSRS. A speciahoran-
dum adopted by the State Department of the USA#land the Yalta Conference in 1945 did not irmnst
granting independence to the Baltic States4. THeSSI®ok advantage of this and established hepolis-
cal system which was uniform to all the states iipotated into the SSRS. Lithuania had to be Saadtior
the second time; therefore, the political bodieshef Soviet Union were assigned the following adddl
objectives: to liquidate the resistance, “cleanbe’ society of “socially adverse elements”, ingtié com-
munist ideology and reorganize the economy in atanae with communist principles.

Yet, political exile forces did not comply withéhconcession policy of Western countries. Docu-
ments and factual materials illustrating the criaslof the Soviet occupation were being collecfgtempts
were made for the first time in 1953 in the USAptdlicly disclose the crimes committed by the comisu
regime. The committee established by the Congmredshaaded by Ch.J.Kersten analyzed the occupation o
the Baltic States by the Soviet Union and attridutéo international crimes5.

In the historiography of Lithuanian emigrants,aatgular attention was paid to the armed resiganc
of the Lithuanian nation, the force policy of th8FSS in Lithuania and the evaluation of its demoliapa-
mage6. These studies state that, having reoccljilaghnia, the SSRS established a uniform Soviétige
system within it and in 1944 transferred the LS$igget administration from Moscow to Lithuania whire
set up local power bodies within a short periodime. The administration of the LSSR was underdbm-
mand of the CK of the VKP(b) and the central agescf the SSRS. The Communist Party of Lithuania ac
ted as an intermediary and organized the implertientaf the decisions taken by the CK of the VKR(b)
though it did not have the right of making politicecisions itself. The invaders sent their Russiagaking
representatives to oversee the Soviet power badigghuania and established the system of “shagdevgo-
nalities”. The newly formed politically reliable eonand apparatus of the LSSR was employed for the im

* In this section, the author seeks to review the historiography related to Lithuania only.



plementation of Sovietization, Russianization aedagide policy. J.Brazaitis, A.Damusis, K.GirniesMi-
sitnas and others, having a unanimous opinion in deathe criminal and collaborative role of the L(KP
leaders, emphasize that even the leaders themsgéresnot trusted. The historian K.Girnius clairhatt
“neither the key personnel of the Lithuanian ComisuRarty nor the local cadre played a decisive ol
the most important issues. Decisions were madé&dKtemlin”7. In the opinion of V.DaugirdaiSruogie-
n¢, Lithuania, as well as the other republics of 8#RS, “was allowed only certain cultural autonomy”8
Thus, all responsibility for terror and repressigisto the SSRS and local collaborationists.

In order to implement its criminal policy, the VK made use of the republican body — the Commu-
nist Party of Lithuania. Its functionaries wereriatited to the category of collaborationists. Higtos have
discussed the composition of the LKP(b). They pmdrdut that many people in the LKP(b) were not wath
nians. The overall post-war policy of the invadgmlitical, economic, social, cultural and othends of re-
organization effected by the Soviet power in Lithiaawere of criminal nature and were more radibaht
those carried out in 1940-1941. The genocide ofliitleuanian nation planned by the authorities of th
VKP(b), but organized and executed by the LKP(li) e LSSR administration subordinated to it in-con
junction with the central administration was thawgst crime of the occupation regime.

The shortcoming of all research by exile historignshe lack of original archival material. Many tbieir
publications are based on remembrances of the @ebat lived in emigration and on facts of Soviistd:
riography. Writing about the political bodies o&tBoviet Union, they neither made an analysis efittivi-
ties of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKJPfor sufficiently disclosed the role of the Konsm —
the LKP(b) satellite — in committing crimes. Thdgafailed to discuss the relationship betweenUkE(b)
and the repressive bodies, etc.

Modern Lithuanian Historiography
During the last decade, on the basis of rich oalgimstorical sources, new Lithuanian and foreigerstific
historical and memoir literature, historians hamalgzed various aspects of the role of the politicalies of
the Soviet Union, primarily the LKP(b), in carryirogit the genocide of the Lithuanian nation and othie
mes of the occupation regime.
All authors unanimously acknowledge that in 194d slecond Soviet occupation (reoccupation) started i
Lithuania. Within a short period of time, the pigitl system of the SSRS, with the Communist Parthea
head, was reestablished. The Communist Party btiaitia, a constituent part of the VKP(b), was tige h
hest institution of the occupation administratidrtlee LSSR, except in 1944-1947, when the coursthef
Sovietization of Lithuania and the activities o thKP(b) itself were supervised by the Lithuaniamrd&au of
the CK of the VKP(b). The LKP(b) managed to stapawer only due to the support of the military aag-
ressive bodies of the SSRS.
The Lithuanian nation did not acknowledge the Sowteupation and opposed it in all possible wayse T
Communist Party organized the suppression of testesmce by employing criminal methods (massacres,
imprisonments, deportations, confiscation of progerMost Lithuanian citizens supported the resis&a
fighters; therefore, the repressions by the Sqweter became massive in character and were direxted
only against those thinking differently, but agaitie Lithuanian nation itself. Almost half a milh people
became victims of the communist genocide and Saoeredr and experienced one or another form ofrexto
tion.
In 1988, attempts were made for the first time igidnically evaluate the past of the LKP. The histos
L.Truska, G.Rudis, V.KaSauskigrC.Bauza and others started seeking answers to mastigns that were
forbidden during the occupation (regarding post-wesistance, deportations, extermination activitos
mographic changes, etc.). In 1989, by the commissfdhe CK of the LKP, a group of authors publitze
set of articles called “Thoughts about the Patlthef Communist Party of Lithuania”. Historians verot
about the anti-national activities of the LKP arabsipwar repressions of the Soviet regime quite lypand
boldly (V.KaSauskieéi— about the deportations, V.PSibilskis — aboutdé&eastation of culture), but they did
not emphasize the crimes of the LKP against themaind humanity. They blamed this on the represisor
dies of the SSRS, the CK of the VKP(b) and the ingp@olicy of the SSRS.
In 1990, on the basis of known historical factshadt period and the newest archival documentspapgof
historians (J.BaguSauska€,Bauza, D.Blazyi, V.KaSauskied, V.Kanceveius, V.PSibilskis, V.Tininis,
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R.Zizas) prepared a 48-page historical referenceirdent called “The Idea and Practice of Communism i
Lithuania”. The historians came to the conclustiueat tthe policy of the Stalinist genocide, terrodaepres-
sions, where members of the Communist Party wexgingd a minor or major role in it” was being exeslit
in the post-war Lithuania. The LKP authorities sd to admit that the LKP itself was a criminalaiza-
tion during the post-war period and did not agréth wthe conclusions of the historians. The docunvess
not published. The LKP made no public evaluatiortopast and admitted only some political errarg eri-
mes committed by certain communists.

Later research by historians only once more comditrinat the Communist Party, secretly from theetggi
planned and executed crimes against humanism, dlagirnation and statehood. So far, there is noiapec
study on the role of the VKP(b) and the LKP(b) keeuting crimes in Lithuania. In 2000, the Interoaal
Congress attempted to evaluate communism criméisarians have given the widest coverage to tlie ac
vities of the Communist Party in different publicats dealing with specific historical topics.
A.AnuSauskasl10, E.Grunskis11, L.Truskal2 and otheatyzed the interaction of the LKP(b) and the rep
ressive bodies in organizing and executing the geeof the Lithuanian nation. The historians diseld the
aims of the repressive policy of the occupationmegand the reasons and purposes for terror and deas
portations, emphasized the communist doctrinersités, on which the extermination policy of thehbig-
nian nation was ideologically based, investigateddctivities of party and Soviet power and commasti-
tutions as well as repressive bodies in committimiges and also analyzed the policy of the LKP@gre in
training employees (Lithuanians) for repressiveieésdA.AnusSauskas drew an important conclusion ttiet
function of the Soviet state to suppress the sledaksistance of the overthrown classes and tfieiabf
communist ideology, first of all the class strugtieory, was a cover for seeking to exterminaté¢ pathe
nation. As many as 332,000 of Lithuanian peopleewsrprisoned and deported and 26,500 were murde-
red13. The lawyer Z.Siyté evaluated the criminal policy of the Soviet regifram the legal point of view
and defined the role of the LKP(b) and the repxesbbdies in organizing and executing the genodidel
The activities of the Lithuanian Communist Partyidg the post-war period were analyzed by L.Truskal
and V.Tininis16 in review-type textbooks on histoin 2001, a collective monograph “The Restoratién
the Sovereignty of Lithuania in 1988-1991"17 wablmhed. AlImost a quarter of the book is devoteth®
period of the Soviet occupation. The study empleasihe idea of the continuity of the Lithuaniarntesi@nd
the immorality of the communist policy. The struetwf the LKP and the character of its activitiesrevde-
alt with in the study “The Lithuanian Soviet Nomé&atare” 18 by K.Antanaitis.

The role of the Communist Party in committing craregainst the members of the resistance movement as
well as civilians was analyzed by L.Truskal9, N Kaats20, K.Kasparas21 and others. In 1999, a collection
of articles “The Destruction of Lithuania and thatinal Struggle in 1940-1998” was published. JKatas-
kas wrote about the attempts of the Communist Rarfgrm armed extermination platoons in Lithuaaial
about the military activities of the repressive isdduring the post-war period. He was also trs fir Lit-
huania to do research on the special party-remessidies — “the threes”, “the fours” and “the 8i24. A
thorough analysis of Soviet and modern historiogyapf extermination battalions was performed by
E.Grunskis25.

Historians were also interested in other SSRSipalibodies that operated in Lithuania after the.\iTde
activities of the subunit of the CK of the VKP(b}he Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) —reve
mostly analyzed by H.SadZius26 as well as by E.€kis@7 and V.Tininis28. The historian J.BaguSauskas
carried out research on the post-war activitieshef Lithuanian Komsomol that was seeking to Soxgeti
young people, to control their political and spiat lives and to involve them into the criminal ipglof the
occupation regime29.

During the last decade, dozens of articles on wffe post-war history topics appeared in periogicaid
scientific continual publications. They analyze #wivities of the Communist Party and the Komsomol
Sovietizing Lithuania and organizing struggle aggitihose thinking differently by using criminal nmsa
The historians A.Streikus30 and R.Laukai8i did research on the opposition between the camshpo-
wer and the Catholic Church, M.Pocius32 wrote albeatforced campaign for signing the letter to alist
organized by the CK of the LKP(b) in 1945, D.Bla8 — on the Soviet campaign against musicianstef L
huania, S.Atamukas and L.Tataas34 discussed the VKP(b) policy of anti-Semitianthe Soviet Union,
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V.PSibilskis35 and S.@as36 researched the culture-destroying policy eredoy communists, L. Truska37
— the activities of the CK of the LKP(b) and thda@it, V.KaSauskies38 — the terrorization of teachers and
students by the Soviet power, etc.
In 2002, the long awaited monograph by S.Vaitiekaled “Tuskuénai: Executioners and their Victims
(1944-1947)"39 was published. The author paid matténtion to the activities of special courts, ithg
military tribunals, which maintained close relasomith the CK of the LKP(b).

Soviet Historiography
Under the conditions of the totalitarian regimes thommunist Party was concerned with that treatroént
history that had to form a favourable public opmi@bout the leading and infallible role of the Counmist
Party in establishing communism and about the diaregd and altruistic mission of the Soviet Uni@spe-
cially of the Russian nation, in Lithuania. Forttipairpose, special state-maintained “scientificstitutions
functioned. These included the Institute of thetyPHlistory at the CK of the LKP, the Division of 8alism
of the Institute of History at the Academy of Saes of the LSSR, the Departments of Social Scie(afes
the History of the SSKP, Marxism-Leninism, Scignt@ommunism) at all higher educational institutiaf
Lithuania, and Vilnius Higher Party School. Alsbetspecial “scientific” journal called “The Issuefsthe
LKP History” was published. Teachers and scientifisearch workers of these institutions publishezkds
of monographs, textbooks, collective and singldrautvorks, collections of statistical data, anddmtious-
ly selected archival documents. Attempts were ntadegrove the positiveness of the socialist regifiiee(
socialist system”). On the basis of “A Short Cours¢he History of the VKP(b)” tradition, Soviet tors
kept totally silent about the occupation and antiereof Lithuania, the genocide of the Lithuaniaatian
and other crimes of the occupation regime. Sudrpnétations of the Stalinist Soviet history, theeo apo-
logetics for the policy of the Communist Party dhd state of the SSRS dominated until the veryriregg
of M.Gorbachov’s perestroika (in the Soviet Uniomrtil 1985, in Lithuania — until the spring of 18
Academic publications of this type considerablyr@ased in the 80s and the beginning of the 90s40.
In order to ideologically disguise the second oatigm of Lithuania and its tragic consequences stiheal-
led concepts of “the establishment of the foundetiof socialism” and “the class struggle” were fedmn
the historiography of the LSSR. Having completeel filrced collectivization and having nearly destay
the main partisan forces, in 1951, the Soviet padesmiared that the foundations of socialism wetaldis-
hed in Lithuania. Soviet historians were tryingpt@ve that the Lithuanian nation favourably acceites
social and economic reorganizations, especialliectvization, executed by the Communist Party. yCel
small part of the society — “the bourgeois natimtga) kulaks and reactionary Catholic clergy” — ogpgd
them. Because of that, “the class struggle” begathe post-war Lithuania, with the death-toll of & li-
ves. Hundreds of thousands of other Soviet genacaliens were not mentioned.
Taking into consideration the dominant positiorthed Communist Party in the state and society phi#sts
paid the greatest attention to the analysis ofpmty organization activities of the Lithuanian coomists.
One of the most significant works about the post-la&P(b) is the collective monograph “An Essay be t
History of the Communist Party of Lithuania”, Volen3 of which was published in 1985. The book was
supposed to become the main guideline for all rebeas of the newest Lithuanian history. The baakdly
states that “the LKP(b) linked the establishmenthef Soviet power primarily with the expansion loé So-
viet democracy and the involvement of vast maskasking people in the management of state afiirs
The same opinion was shared by authors of othdigatibns who emphasized “the wise economic and na-
tional policy” not only of the LKP(b), but also tie VKP(b) in the post-war Lithuania42. E.Treinienbo-
ok that deals with the issues of the LKP(b) orgatianal evolution and the change in social andonati
composition of communists43 should be singled oarhfthe works of many historians who wrote aboet th
post-war Communist Party.
A particularly large number of publications werevaied to the so-called policy of “the proletariamerna-
tionalism” pursued by the Communist Party. In sptehe obvious facts of the deprivation of riglaisd
Russianization of Lithuania, attempts were madprtwe that “Soviet Lithuania prospered in the fanuf
Soviet republics”. K.Navickas, J.Paleckis, K.Strkims G.Zimanas dealt with these issues44. In otder
emphasize the fact that the LKP represented tleeesiis of Lithuania, Soviet historians were alwayisg
to find examples of the alleged independence oL&¥(b). In their articles of 1991 about the postrype-
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riod, M.Burokevéius and J.Jermalasus tried not only to justify the anti-human, anétional and criminal
activity of the LKP(b), but also to find some asisecf the independent political activity, thougheevthey
admitted that “under the conditions of the persibyallt, the CK of the VKP(b) did not always taltee in-
terests of the republic into consideration”45. Tdhea of the independence of the LKP(b) was mognodis-
sociated with the personality of A.Stkeis.

S.Atamukas wrote about the party nomenclature4éplBebelonging to the nomenclature held commanding
posts, had privileges; therefore, during the Sgwétod the research of this subject was not eragmd. Try-
ing to avoid the term “nomenclature”, the notioraffy cadre” was used in official letters and docotee
Works by S.Atamukas are of a lasting value duéécaibbundant and valuable statistical and factustmads.
The Soviet system of law and order served the comshuegime. Researchers of the history of the &ovi
law47 maintained that institutions of justice (dsuthe Prosecutor’'s Office) significantly contribd to the
establishment of the socialist system in Lithuaaraphasized the validity and necessity of the fonatg of
legal acts and the whole system of the Stalinistdad order, tried to prove that the socialist liégavas
possible only under the command of the CommunidiyPatc. From the standpoint of R.Stanislovagisch
policy of the Soviet power was “an objective neigsand was being implemented in three ways: il
economic and political-judicial48. It was also pgeithout in a few sentences that there had beeatwnt of
the socialist legality in the post-war Lithuaniadtsevere penalties imposed by courts, “middle gEag’
persecuted alongside “the kulaks”, etc). All thegdations were presented as individual cases, tityusg to
conceal the criminal role of the Communist Partgt dany the mass violation of human rights and foees]
the genocide policy of the Lithuanian nation. Imeel, this subject (deportations, illicit arrestgssacres)
was evaded or simply hushed up. Whenever a negésstxplain the reasons for the genocide and ritie a
humane activities of the repressive bodies useatise, the wording that these were “individual $act the
violation of the socialist legality” was used omiais claimed that the actions of the bodies ofrhatieAffairs
and State Security were incited by the terror ffbwurgeois nationalists and kulaks”. The above-nosetd
Volume 3 of “An Essay on the History of the LKP'ats that “working peasantry and collective farmers
supported the liquidation of the kulaks as a ctass$ temporary displacement of the family memberthef
armed underground beyond the boundaries of thebhep(L..] The extraordinary measures taken by the p
ty and Soviet power against the kulaks had a pesitifluence on the political and productive adyivof the
working peasantry”49. However, the number of thpaded was not indicated. According to the historia
A.Augus, “bourgeois nationalists provoked the $iatirepressions in Lithuania”’50. In 1988, J.Jeawiglus
wrote in the “Tiesa” that the purpose of the degtowhs was “to undermine the social basis of therdpois
terror”. He insisted that “the innocent people whoffered made up an insignificant part of the ldispd”.
The role of A.Sniékus and other Lithuanian communists in commitingsthcrimes was hushed up51.
Soviet historiography not only kept silent abowe tble of the Communist Party in organizing magsod@-
tions, but in the published collections of documsefseries “The Facts Accuse”) tried to represeatrésis-
tance as “the class struggle” and show the crueltiie partisans by tendentiously selected doctsndime
most famous studies analyzing “the class strugglas a dissertation by A.Augus52 and a monograph by
A.Rakiinas53. The authors, following the official interfatéon, called the partisans “bandits” and those wh
were not involved in the unarmed resistance or supgd partisans — “misled” people. They tried tprdeia-
te the significance of the resistance as much asilple and show it as a phenomenon of “banditigfisto-
rians made no analysis of the anti-partisan docisrignthe Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP4ing
the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b), which made pamd repressive bodies responsible for organiaind
carrying out not only the suppression policy of pagtisan resistance, but also the repressiveypofithe ci-
vilian population (because of their top secrecynoorder not to discredit the Soviet power, theyldanot
comment on them — v.t.).

Nothing was said about the punitive anti-partisatioas by the troops of the NKVD-NKGB or MVD-MGB,
either. The above-mentioned dissertation by theyéamviR.Stanislovaitis, demonstrating a close refesgps
between military, administrative and punitive legaasures and the liquidation of the traditionanemic
conditions of the peasantry, should be considexedpional. It is, most probably, the only work pshed

in the Soviet period which deals with the annildiatof partisans by military units and mentions fihet that
deportations (as a “suppressive” measure) weréedaout. According to R.Stanislovaitis, all powerdies
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in Lithuania were associated with such actions girbeng with the lowest (local executive committeékat
attributed peasants farms to those of “the kulaksig finishing with the highest — the CK of the LKRe
Council of People’s Commissars (the Council of idiars of the LSSR), the NKVD(MVD)-NKGB (MGB)
of the LSSR, under the adopted acts, decisiongremar directives of which the function of “supmies”
was carried out54. Apparently, due to such openrtbssdissertation by R.Stanislovaitis was not subl
hed55.

Soviet historiography paid a particular attention the aides of repressive bodies and combat ohitse
Communist Party — extermination battalions (exteators, who were called “the defenders of the popl
by the Soviets) and to the armed groups of partyjed@ctivists. This topic was touched upon in heat
publications about the post-war period. The Sové#tised to prove to the society and, in particutathe
younger generation, that there was no oppositioangfkind to the Soviet occupation, but a classgsfie
was going on among Lithuanians themselves — sugysoof the Soviet power (“working” peasants, wosker
and “bourgeois-nationalists” (kulaks, land owneegitalists).

During the post-war period, Lithuanian culture antklligentsia badly suffered from the brutal commst
regime. Soviet historiography tried to circumvdmsttopic or belittle the spiritual oppressionifgpal ge-
nocide) executed by communists as much as posdBurokeviius and A.Bendzius wrote about the post-
war intelligentsia, the activity of cultural, edticeal, scientific institutions and creative orgaations under
the conditions of “the cultural revolution”. In 188the collective monograph “The Culture of the iBb\Lit-
huania” and other books were published56. On tiséska Bolshevik dogmas, the authors claimed tthaé,
to the agitation and propaganda of the LKP, Lithanntelligentsia took “the path of the establigmnof
socialism” and after short hesitations supportédearganizations executed by those in power, thaarghi-
val documents pointed to the opposite. The histsriturned a blind eye” to the consequences oRirgsia-
nization of Lithuania, devastation of national audt, political persecution of the intelligentsideological
blackmail and direct repressive actions.

After the war, particularly on the eve of Stalinfemise, anti-Semitic tendencies grew stronger &odger.
In Soviet historiography this problem was not gmed at all.

The Soviet regime had a painful impact on Lithuarbe@lievers and the Catholic Church, a very impurta
force of spiritual, moral and national self-expreasof the society of that time. The attitude o& @ommu-
nist Party towards religion had always been negadind this predetermined the atheistic and angioels
nature of the published literature. It is abund#miugh works by J.Agas, J.Maiulis, J.Jermalavius, spe-
cially prepared collections of documents discreditihe Church, might be singled out57. In all thmpks
and articles, the authors despised the Churcld taeground the need for the repression againstldrgy,
though no data was given on how many churches @lesed and priests imprisoned or deported — thiesoc
ty was to have no knowledge of this. The role & @ommunist Party and the Komsomol in taking repres
ve actions against the Church was made secret.

The tragic state of the population in the post-lwttuania depended not only on the central Comntuas-
ty, repressive and other departments in Moscowalsat on the Lithuanian leaders of the LSSR — bolla-
tionists, on the radicalism of their ideologicallibfs and personal qualities. In the Soviet timtlel was
written about party officials of Lithuania. Thispic was not encouraged, and those that did wnibétdd
themselves to biographical data and facts of afllygeositive political activity of these people. Amg these
works, the collection of biographies “LithuanianwR&itionaries” by the historian R.Sarmaitis shoblel
mentioned58. The author described the most famoomsrainist officials of the Soviet Lithuania follovgra
single-colour pattern — at first, all communistadbt against Smetona’s “fascist” regime, in 194@ytwere
the organizers of the “socialist revolution” in hitania, in the post-war period—active creatorsocfatism.
Certainly, no mention was ever made that theseial$i organized repressions and committed crimasag
humanism.

In the works of Soviet historians any directivenfrdloscow was presented to the society of Lithuasia
friendly support and assistance of the Soviet UnWdniting about the Lithuanian Bureau of the CKtbé
VKP(b) that functioned in Lithuania in 1944-194fey claimed that the Bureau helped the LKP(b) bseau
this support was not only greatly necessary, laa aldispensable. The historian Z.Zalga wrote that the
reason was that “the primary party organizationseeweung, not yet sufficiently strong and numerause-
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reas the tasks assigned to them were particulappitant and complex.”59 However, the activity lod Lit-
huanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) was not dpdly investigated.
Researches on the history of the Komsomol weregeadtgmportance in Soviet historiography. In 195984,
15 doctoral theses were defended, and dozensideanvere written on this subject in Lithuaniag(jburnal
“Problems of the History of the LKP” alone publish®l articles).60. These works tried to prove tloaing
people approved of the communist ideology and thée® power; they also justified the execution erfror
and repressions and emphasized the loyalty of tmegoémol to the Communist Party. O.Baieré, A.Luko-
Sevtiene, K.Volchkova-Barzdaitieér and others wrote mostly on the issues of the ihyisbb the post-war
Komsomol61. A few books of collective works werebfished: “The Komsomol of Lithuania”, “50 years of
the Komsomol of Lithuania”, “The Komsomol of Lithoia in Figures. 1919-1979762, etc.
Quite a few researchers of the Soviet history wintedifferent problems of the political evolutioh the
post-war period, in the analysis of which the attief political bodies of the Soviet Union in Litlania was
touched upon. All works stressed the positive legdole of the VKP(b) and the LKP(b). The authotaim
tained that “only with the altruistic help of othexpublics of the SSRS” Lithuania managed to oveeall
difficulties of the post-war period. One of the wrahistorians of the post-war period was H.SadZiusis
numerous publications, from the standpoint of tbgi& apologetics, the author analyzed the “concapt
problems of “the transitional period from capitailio socialism”: its stages, peculiarities, proessisto-
riography, the development of the “social-classtisture, etc.63

Sources
The primary documentary sources for the investgatf the crimes of political bodies of the Sowistion
are in the archives of Lithuania and the RussiateFaion. In Lithuania, the most documentary matermn
the Communist Party and the Komsomol have beennadated in the Special Lithuanian Archives (Cen-
tral) and its branch — the Division of the LKP Daments. Documents concerning the activity of cerdral
primary organizations are stored here (documentseoCK of the LKP in Stock 1771, documents reldted
A.Snietkus in Stock 16895, those of the Komsomol in S#4R1, etc.). The LKP documents are a very sig-
nificant primary source which helps to reveal tbke of the Communist Party of Lithuania in organgiand
carrying out the crimes of the communist regime.
The most informative are protocols of the congresdehe LKP(b), the plenums and Bureau sittingghef
CK of the LKP(b), directives of the CK of the LKB(lmotes by the divisions of the CK of the LKP(ag-
counts of the correspondence with the CK of the WRnd administrative institutions of the LSSR and
her documents which reflect the activity of the @aumist Party. Letters, directives and other documbg
the CK of the VKP(b), the Council of People’s Corasars (the Council of Ministers) of the SSRS, the P
secutor’s Office of the SSRS and other central eigansent to the Central Committee of the LKPdiy¢lo-
se the objectives and tasks of the criminal patignned by Moscow in Lithuania. The documents iatdic
that the CK of the LKP(b) played the role of theenmediary and organizer: it immediately forwardieel di-
rections from Moscow to its lower bodies requirtimgely accounting and later reported the generdlize
sults to the CK of the VKP(b).
The LKP documents testify to the fact that thisasngation unconditionally obeyed all Moscow require
ments, was a loyal aide of the occupants, a ca@msistganizer and executor of the criminal politlye deci-
sions by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) makevitdent that the party organization of the Lithiaan
communists consistently implemented the politicatisions by the Kremlin concerning the genocidéhef
Lithuanian nation, organized the suppression ofélsestance and deportations of the populatione geliti-
cal command to them and carried out other crimes.
The stocks of criminal intelligence (1st Divisicend operational cases from the depositories o&thival
documents of the former KGB, now the Special Litiiaa Archive (Central), are of a particular vallide
stocks of operational cases (K-l, inventories 3h@ others) hold the accounts by different divisiohthe
NKVD-NKGB, the MGB, units of the interior troops @rmperational sectors which were prepared and sent
not only to the heads of the corresponding agencieghuania and Moscow, but also to the most intgoat
leaders of the CK of the LKP(b) — A.Siikeis, M.Gedvilas, J.Paleckis, V.Niunka, the Secoaedr&aries of
the CK of the LKP(b) and also to the Chairmen @f tithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M.Suslo
and V.Shcherbakov.
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It has been established by Lithuanian historiaas qiuite a few documents (the data on killed, diglprim-
prisoned, convicted, arrested, politically persedwtind other people) are inaccurate and theréigalarge
number of cases of forged or doctored facts. Theeesummary tables abound in increased or deatdase
gures. Yet, these documents were meant for Litlamaagencies for secret internal use, having masieab
tely sure that they would never be accessible égptiblic. Though there are some statistical inazas in
them, they best disclose the course of the impléatien and the consequences of the criminal palay-
mon to both the Communist Party and the repressidées. Their language is most often natural, feedjy
cynical, without ideological embellishments thababd in the LKP documents. For instance, top setwet
cuments of the State Security openly specify thalmers of imprisoned, killed or deported peoplecdbs
the operational activity of security agents, spyamgfamous people of Lithuania, collecting compising
material on high-ranking officials of the LSSR admtration and other aspects of the activity of B1&mn-
ployees. Taking this into consideration, the lamguaf the historical texts in the commentarieshef docu-
ments tried to follow the language of the publisdeduments and, only in case of necessity, geratains,
analyses and facts presented by historians werk Magterials in facsimile are published so that doeu-
ments prepared by the Soviet officials themselveslevtoday unmask crimes planned and executedé th
and disclose gross violations of human rights aeddoms.
In 1994, when some of the stocks of the State @fRbssian Federation were made public, the Litlamni
historians A.Anu3auskas64, M.Pocius65, H.Sadziasgbothers made use of them. On the basis of trese
chives, they not only revealed some new histofeetls, but also provided readers with copies aéesocu-
ments translated into the Lithuanian language. plosed very useful in preparing this publicatiparticu-
larly the part about the Lithuanian Bureau of th€ & the VKP(b), all documents of which were taken
Moscow in 1947. Besides, during the last decadige gufew collections of documents which throw tigim
various aspects of the activity of the politicatls of the Soviet Union in Lithuania have beenlighled.
Having examined thousands of archival sourcesydich the published ones), the necessary docunoents
their extracts for this publication were selected in their chronological order, but in direct cection with
various aspects of the topic under investigatiarthe facsimile annexes, 236 documents are prabéexe
cept several decisions by the Lithuanian BureathefCK of the VKP(b) translated into Lithuanian tne
historian H. SadZius), 80 per cent of which werblished for the first time.
The most characteristic documents that to the gséaktent disclose the crimes of the Soviet odoupand
communist regime in Lithuania were selected fos fhiblication. Certainly, due to the limited spate¢he
publication, thousands of other equally importamtuinents were not included into these volumes. alime
of the publication was to throw more light not owly the secret activity of the Communist Party rigami-
zing the suppression of the underground resistadeqmrtation of the population, persecution of @rirch
and the intelligentsia, cleansing of the cadre Rodsianization, but also to show the anti-humanereaf
the totalitarian state itself, when the creatorghid very communist system or people loyal to plosver
could find themselves in the ranks of “the enemies”

Memoirs
An important source for the investigation of comnsticrimes are reminiscences of people that hamg-su
ved the post-war period, particularly of those wdpposed the compulsion bearing arms or in othersyway
who experienced the horror of camps and prisorte@fSSRS. This literature largely describes thietiing
of partisans with the Army and local collaboratgigj deportations and imprisonments, shows thenegfe
the support of the population to the underground #e treacherous criminal activity of communistsl a
their sympathizers. Among the printed publicatigrexhaps the most valuable ones are by the famats p
san commanders — J.LukSa68 and A.Ramanauskas®@mwghortly after the mentioned events. No less im
portant are testimonies by other resistance figfi&rreminiscences about deportations and masssonpr
ments71.
Reminiscences of resistance fighters and depoeeglp disclose the true picture of the crimes ef$tali-
nist regime, however they can tell little about #leéions of terror and repressions planned by ttiégal bo-
dies of the SSRS. Such reminiscences are nearlyexistent because functionaries of the Soviet power
consciously concealed their past, and those thetut®d lower-ranking crimes — exterminators, padi-
vists — knew about the hatred of the nation anekrefiore, did not make much effort to remember thst-p
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war period. With the assistance of the journalistanaris, only two books72 and a collection73 haserb
published. Former exterminators mostly talk abdet battles won against the partisans, make mewfion
their service in shock-troops, disguised as parsig4.
During the revival period, reminiscences of the das) former party functionaries — the First Secyetdr
Kaunas city Committee of LKP(b) J.Grigal&wvis75 and the First Secretary of the CK of the LYCLMa-
cevkius were published76. They described the contriadistthat existed then between the local communists
and the newcomers. Having been removed from thastspby radical communist forces, they accused the
SSRS but not the administrative authorities ofltileuanian SSR of the political dictate. Reminisces by
A.Stromas, an adopted son of A.Stkies, about the First Secretary of the CK of the L4¢® fairly objective.
He claimed that during the post-war period A.8kis did his best to obliterate the opposition addss
enemies’77.

Structure
The publication consists of two parts, but becafdbe great extent of the documents and their centaa
ries, they are published in two volumes. The fiatt that consists of three chapters, analyzepaoligcal
bodies of the Soviet Union that operated in Lithaan 1944-1953 (the LKP(b), the Lithuanian Burexu
the CK of the VKP(b) and the LYCLL). The secondtdahapters 4—12) deals with the activity of thbee
dies and their role in establishing the commuragime and executing crimes. A document indicatetthen
commentaries can be found by the number of theespanding chapter. Documents that cover severaistop
are presented in the chapter which is more impbitaregard to the topicality. The publication imdes such
documents as decisions, directives, accounts, tepmmplaints, statistical summaries, notes, plexisacts
from speeches, etc.
Each document has an editorial heading (at th@tmotf the page) and its legend in Lithuanian angligh.
The editorial heading indicates the number of tbeudnent, the date of its preparation, the authner,ad-
dressee and the title. The code of the documeatn@me of the archives, numbers of the stockafile pa-
ge) is briefly indicated in the legend of the doemn
In the English text, Lithuanian names, surnamesfiastcthames are written using the letters of titelanian
alphabet, whereas Slavic surnames — using thae dnglish language.



1. The Communist Party of Lithuania (the Bolshevik$+*

1.1. The LKP(b) — the Executor of the Stalinist Cimninal Policy in Lithuania

With the beginning of the second Soviet occupafreeccupation), the Communist Party of the Unidre (t
Bolsheviks) again became the most important anaie official political body and the pillar of theoliti-

cal regime in Lithuania. Its constituent part — @@mmunist Party of Lithuania (established in 1948)as a
territorial organization of the VKP(b). In 1945 had 3,536 and in 1953 — 36,178 members. The LKD)
formed the most important functions of the occupaadministrative power.

The number of communists was especially small ralrareas. To strengthen its positions there, tKeolC
the LKP(b) sent communists and members of the Komoséor permanent work to the country. However, in
places where there was lack of civilian communisésty organizations were formed of the employddbe
NKVD-NKGB (doc. No. 1.1).* In 1945, as many as @ér cent of its members worked in repressive bo-
dies.1 At that time, the LKP(b) consisted mainlypebple that came from the SSRS or local Russiaa-sp
king population: in 1947, it comprised 18 per cemt]1 953 — 38 per cent of Lithuanians.2 Lithuanianthe
LKP(b) had the rights of “a national minority”: afrst all party functions, documents, major part afty li-
terature and office-work were in Russian. In 198863, the LKP(b) was the core of Russianizationitiu-
ania.

During the initial period of the establishment b&tSoviet regime, many members of the LKP(b) haat po
education (in 1945, 300 communists out of 3,536 thigtier education, whereas 1,344 had primary educa-
tion). Later, the level of education increased,ibut953, those having higher education made 6.2 @et of

all communists and those having primary educati®3 per cent.3 Poor education, disregard of thergn
Christian and moral values of the society and eaa@riempt for them had an impact on the immoral teha

ur of communists and manifestation of their sersseteuelty. A large number of documents prove tbat-
munists and newcomers in general, mainly persooinlilitary or repressive bodies, tended to drilawily
and lacked elementary culture of behaviour (doc.1N¥ , doc. No.1.3*). Other documents published
this book also testify to the immoral behavioutha officials in power (doc. No.1.59, 1.60, 2.1&,. e

The whole actual policy of the Communist Party staelishing the Soviet regime in Lithuania was iearr
out in total secrecy. Not only planned repressimnactions of terror, but also elementary everychaters
were kept secret from the society. Decisions adbpteall levels of party committees were made sgore
dinary members of the party could not know aboatthThe adopted documents were given the code “Sec-
ret” or “Top secret”, and those that were mostmiditing to the LKP(b) went to “The Special Fil&ll the-

se decisions by party committees would becometa sé&xret. On the other hand, owing to the repreds-
dies and their secret activity, the authoritiedhef Communist Party were aware of the true attitidthe
majority of the population. Not only public, busalprivate life of people was under scrutiny. Evexgnth,
the NKGB-MGB of the LSSR used to send accountshencensored letters of the civilian population and
military personnel to the administrative authost the LSSR; apart from military corresponderaggro-
ximately half a million of them would be examinedg. in June of 1945 — 458,064 letters (doc. Ne.L.4

* Literature and Sources page 41.

* Doc. No. 1.1. The decision of 23 July 1945 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP (b) On Reinforcement of the Country
by the Party, Komsomol and Soviet Cadre. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 83. p. 18-109.

* Doc. No. 1.2. An explanatory letter of 2 February 1945 by the instructor Jacko of the Instructor Organizational Di-
vision of the CK of the LKP(b) to the Head of the Instructor Organizational Division of the CK of the LKP (b) D. Shupi-
kov. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. {. 265. p. 30.

* Doc. No. 1.3A letter of 21 June 1951 by the Head of the Sedatof the MGB of the LSSR N. Jermakov to all Heads of
Divisions of the MGB of the LSSR. SLA. stk. K-1vin3. f. 390. p. 16.

* Doc. No. 1.4. An extract from the report of 31 July 1945 on the monthly results of censorship in Lithuania (for Ju-
ne 1945) by the Deputy Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR Col. A. Kolotushkin and the Head of Section “V” Lt. Col.
M. Makarov to the Head of Section “V” of the NKGB of the SSRS Maj. Gen. Smorodinskij. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 22.
p. 159-166.

14



The whole Lithuania, forcibly separated from theilded world, led a closed way of life which wasre
troled the by Communist Party. The communist porgsprted to different segregation measures to pteve
Lithuanian people from freely leaving or fleeing@dd, from communicating with friends or relativiesng
there, from listening to foreign radio stations;. éthe right to freely choose the place of residemwas also
restricted, and a strict order of its registrataod passport control was introduced. In this wag,dommu-
nist regime controlled public and private life @ich person.

For propaganda purposes, the Communist Party @ecthat only due to the Soviet power Lithuania rega
ned its historical territories — Vilnius and thgien of Klaipzda. Nonetheless, during the Stalinist period, the
policy of Russianization was carried out in Vilniasd Klaigda; therefore, from the demographic point of
view, these cities remained non-Lithuanian. In fa@inius was still a Slavic city as it had beerfdre (Lit-
huanians constituted a third of the population)th&t time, not only tens of thousands Russianispgae-
ople, but also quite a few Lithuanians moved todt@rcely populated Klatpa (in 1950, Lithuanians made
up 40 per cent). The latter seemed unreliablegdSibviet power. A strict passport control was idirced in
the residential territories along the Baltic caastl but this was not done in Klgga. On 19 September
1951, the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(hpAi&€kus addressed the Secretary of the CK of the
VKP(b) G.Malenkov requesting him to give Klaga the status of the “regime” city of the firstexgadry, be-
cause "due to the unrestricted order of the regfisin of people, Klaipda has become contaminated with
counter-revolutionary elements, criminals [...]; &of planning to flee and fleeing abroad have begiste-
red” (doc. No.1.58*). In 1956, A.Srikus managed to prove that Kaunas also neededatus sif “a regime
area”.**

The LKP(b) did not have any authority or politigedwer to maintain its command in the society withtie
support of the NKVD troops. On 6 November 1945, ead of Vilnius Operations Sector of the NKVD-
NKGB Col. I.Rudyka informed the Commissioner of tRKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania 1.Tka-
chenko and the Commissar of the NKVD of the LSSadasinas that “in their anti-Soviet activity, Lithu-
anian nationalists totally ignore the authorityloéal party and Soviet bodies among the local petparn.
Their proclamations straightforwardly state thasasn as the NKVD troops withdraw , they will agaie
come masters of the situation in rural districts”.4

The main function of the LKP(b) was unconditionalpiementation of the directives of the CK of the
VKP(b), the Politburo of the CK of the VKP(b) anéthlin, whereas its key aims and objectives werges
tization of Lithuania and full establishment of tt@mmunist regime, organization of fighting agaith& na-
tional underground and execution of the Stalingiqy of the cadre. To serve this purpose, thers avatric-
tly centralized and closed structure of the CommstuRarty of Lithuania: the apparatus of the Cer@atin-
mittee of the LKP(b) and the Bureau of the CK of ttKP(b) — the highest standing administrativeiinst
tions of the LSSR — and their local bodies: padgsnmittees of cities, their districts, counties I850-1953 —
regions), which were headed by 6-9-person-stromgaus, party committees of rural districts, partyani-
zations at work places, partorgs.

The main task of these party bodies was daily setoc “people’s or class enemies” and organizatbn
their repressions. Those who became victims ofa@peessive policy of the VKP(b)-LKP(b) in Lithuargan

be divided into 4 categories or social groups:drtipans, members of underground organizationsttaeid
supporters (“bourgeois-nationalists”); 2. farmétbd kulaks”); 3. office employees, teachers, telligent-
sia, former politicians, employees, military pensehand other officials of the independent Lithaa(fpoli-
tically and socially unreliable, counter-revoliutery elements”); 4. Catholic clergymen (“the reawctiry
Catholic clergy”). All these people were placed emndrrest, imprisoned, deported or killed. This whees
most important area of the criminal activity of th€P(b). In other areas (e.g. in organizing foredekctions,

* Doc. No. 1.58. A letter of 19 September 1951 by the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Snieckus to the Sec-
retary of the CK of the VKP(b) G. Malenkov in regard to giving Klaipeda the status of a “regime” city. SLA. stk. 1771.
inv. 1771-108. f. 2. p. 8.

** In general, during the years of Stalinism, figreers were forbidden from visiting Lithuania. Sadly selected groups were
first allowed to come to Vilnius in 1959. The reéthe Lithuanian territory was a closed zone. Tdsrictions were mitigated in
1987, with  more freedom in visiting Kaunas, Triakasukininkai and Rumsi&s. A new tourist route was designed by the
“inturist” travel agency covering Kaunas, Klaga and Palanga.
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in executing the policy of Russianization, spiritpgessure, militant atheism, persecution of beisvand the
Church, tendentious justice, anti-Semitism, ett¢, activity of the LKP(b) was characterized byifocal
discrimination of people and was also of criminafume.

In 1944-1945, that is in a fairly short time, thER(b), though not numerous but supported and safelgd

by repressive bodies, expanded its party networkajor Lithuania centers — big cities, county- amehl di-
strict towns and townships. More than 90 per cégbmmunists were appointed to work in party andi&o
bodies, 1,600 of them undertook the command ofrpnses and organizations.5 Such distribution afhco
munists allowed the LKP(b) to command the most irtgrd agencies and organizations of Lithuania.iBut
rural areas this process did not have much suctésse were almost no communists or supportersief t
Soviet system here; therefore, the CK of the LK@t party organizers — partorgs — to the couiitingy
would become the highest local political powerl18%5, there were 308 (320 positions) partorgs oresa-
ries of party organizations. According to M.Susltartorgs of rural districts are party eyes in toaintry”
(the 6th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b), 1945).6fAs as it is possible to judge from archival doewts
and people’s reminiscences, they, like the exteamtons, left perhaps the most oppressive impresbecau-

se they were the initiators and organizers of logpfessions, notorious for their brutal behaviaatj-huma-

ne actions and immoral way of life. For instancettie autumn of 1945, the partorg of Seduva rusdfict
Grinc¢avicius(?) imprisoned 40 peasants for two weeks foingitaliveries that were out of the set timeframe
(doc. N0.1.5 ). On 1 December 1944, the Bureau of the CK ofltkB(b) stated that partorgs of rural di-
stricts in PanedZys county mostly fulfil functions of administragiv(repressive — V.T.) bodies (doc.
No0.1.6*). On 7 February 1947, in a letter to A&skus and V.Shcherbakov, the Prosecutor of the LSSR
D.Salin requested them “to condemn and forbid ttistieg practice when partorgs of rural districtalaso-

me representatives of party organizations perspdalprive people of their property and carry owtrsbes,
thus replacing the corresponding executive bodiést. No.1.7. p. 46* ). Later, at the Plenum of @i¢ of

the LKP(b) (27 November 1947), this prosecutor mted more examples of crimes committed in the coun-
try by the officials of the Soviet power (doc. No59« ).

On 29 March 1947, the CK of the VKP(b) adopted dkeision to establish committees of rural distrits
the LKP(b). With the establishment of party orgatians, partorgs were replaced by secretaries iy pa
ganizations or committees. These lower-level phdglies (on 1 January 1949, there were 209 comrsittee
numbering 4,443 communists)7 alongside executivaencittees and repressive bodies became the strong-
hold of the communist regime — the institutiondamfal occupation power. Being well aware of therfeaof
mind of the population, party committees of rurgtiicts (volcoms) became much more than an impbrta
source of information for repressive bodies. “Vals3 actively participated in all actions of violenand
terror, were their initiators, particularly regardideportations of partisan families and confissatf their
property.

By the scanty remaining archival documents it issilale to conclude that there were mixed partyesgve
bodies, “the threes” (“troiki”) and “the fives (“giiorki”) intended for fighting against the armedderg-
round. They were headed by the secretaries of gartynittees of counties (more about that in théieec
“Suppression of the Resistance against the Sowetigation”).

* Doc. No. 1.5The explanatory letter of 16 November 1945 by tleiry Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR D. Jefintov
the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CKhef VKP (b) M.Suslov, the First Secretary of theRLKb) A. Sni€kus, the
Chairman of the Council of People’s Commissar$efliSSR M. Gedvilas and the Secretariat of the NKiGihe LSSRON the
Violations of Soviet Justice in Grain Deliveriestire Counties of Panefys and BirZaiSLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 23. p. 140-141.

* Doc. No. 1.6. An extract from the resolution of 1 December 1944 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) On the Ac-
tivity of the Primary Party Organizations and Work of Partorgs of the Rural Districts in PanevéZys County. SLA. stk. 1771. inv.
7.f.64. p. 64.

* Doc. No. 1.7. The letter of 7 February 1947 by the Prosecutor LSSR D. Salin to the First Secretary of the CK of the
LKP (b) A.Snie¢kus and the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) V. Shcherbakov On the Viola-
tions of Socialist Justice in the Lithuanian SSR. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 5. p. 37-46.

* Doc. No. 1.59An extract from the speech of 27 November 194thkyProcecutor of the LSSR D. Salin at the 15émérin of
the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 10. 6.3. 80-81.
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The relations between the LKP(b) and central pargans in Moscow were one-sided — decisions of2iKe
of the VKP(b) were to be unconditionally carriedt @nd not to be discussed. Recommendations by the
LKP(b) would be taken into consideration only im$k cases when they coincided with the interestbeof
Kremlin (e.g. requests by the CK of the LKP(b) &pdrt partisan families, send specialists from3BRS,
etc.). Similar relations were established in tlactire of the LKP(b) itself: county or city patgmmittees,
having the role of the intermediary or superviseould send the instructions of the CK as directiteeghe
committees of counties or city districts which thger would pass on to primary party organizatiand par-
torgs. Their responsibility was only to carry ol tgiven instructions, but not to comment on thelowe-
ver, if local party committees requested stricegpressive policy (e.g. to deport partisan famifiesn a
county or rural district), the authorities of th& Gf the LKP(b) would take measures to help thabbadina-
tes. Primary party organizations had no politicalependence and could make no influence on higlngy p
bodies. Such internal activity of the CommunisttfParas based on the principle of the so-called “deratic
centralism”, i.e. total obedience.

Vicegerents of the CK of the VKP(b) not only supsed Lithuanian communists, but also kept contk@ro
them; in many cases, local officials or party fumcaries were replaced by Russian-speaking or & maali-
cal people sent to the country (e.g. in 1944, theo8d Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) Lithuanian
V.Niunka was replaced by the Secretary of the VKXbmmittee of Moscow Region A.lsachenko; in 1945,
after the dismissal of the Commissar of the NKGBhef LSSR A.Guzevius, the post was taken by D.Jefi-
mov).

The first months of 1944 in the territory of Litlnia occupied by the Red Army showed that the Knemli
was seeking to still widen the scope of repressivitegerents of the CK of the VKP(b) even starteea-
tening the authorities of the CK of the LKP(b) egard to the allegedly infirm and reconciliatoriitatle to-
wards “nationalists”. In his reports to the CK b&tVKP(b) on 15 July 1944, the Head of the Orgdiural
Division of the CK of the LKP(b) D.Shupikov (in tivear period he was A.Srikus’s deputy) expressed his
dissatisfaction with the activity of all Lithuanideaders of the LKP(b), because they “were categhyi
against the simultaneous mobilization of the popataof Lithuania” in the rear of the Red Army (doc
No.1.8*). On 6 September, he wrote that “the anties of the CK have not yet got rid of bourgeorsatio-
nalistic tendencies, therefore, in many cases,dnittte implementation of measures which are of strpo-
litical importance”8. The Commissioner of the NKMIIKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Gen. |.Tkachenko
was of similar opinion; on 12 July 1945, he infodriee CK of the LKP(b) and the authorities of thesig-

lin on the badly organized campaign by the CK efltiP for signing the letter to Stalin (doc. No3)1.

Trying to integrate themselves with the newcombesng afraid of them or having ideological stimukie
majority of Lithuanian communists often demonstatkeir nihilistic attitude towards their natiomadi-
tions, common national values and behaved hypoaliyi They approved of the anti-human measure=scdir
ted against their country-men (deportations, astiohterror and political repressions). Taking parthe
execution of Stalinist crimes became the norm efrtlife and they had no pricks of conscience altbist
Later, none of them expressed regret at their pafractivity; many of them laid the blame for it tre pe-
riod they lived in — the Stalinist epoch.

During the post-war period, the LKP(b), a tool lo¢ toccupation regime of the SSRS, was considergdedy
majority of the Lithuanian population as an orgatian alien and hostile to the Lithuanian natione hame
of the communist was largely associated with thealyal of aspirations of the Lithuanian nation;réfere,
communists were most often shot dead on the spehwhptured by partisans. True, there were Litfamani
communists, particularly among the intelligentsidao made attempts to slightly mitigate the assaiuthe
Stalinist forces, helped their families, saved adgances, though these were but rare exceptidres Cbm-
missioner of the People’s Commissariat for Deliegrof the SSRS in Lithuania K.Banys tended to bette
represent economic interests of Lithuania (doc1Md. and doc. No.1.20). The Deputy Chairman of the

* Doc. No. 1.8. An explanatory letter of 15 July 1944 by the Head of the Instructor Organizational Division of the CK
of the LKP(b) D. Shupikov to the Head of the Instructor Organizational Division of the CK of the VKP(b) Shamberg.
SLA. stk. 3377. inv. 58. f. 854. p. 1-2.
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Council of People’s Commissars and the ChairmathefPlanning Commission J.VaiSnoras kept in touch
with his brother Balys, who was a partisan anditing, and was even accused of that in 1945-19866.(d
No.1.11*). The Deputy Chairman of the Council ebBle’s Commissars M.Gregorauskas had contacts with
the family of the repressed A.Geneitis (doc. N&®1)1 As J.VaiSnoras said under interrogation, M:@r-
rauskas did not approve of “the deportation of-&uiet elements”, because that was “the shamé bita
huanian executive personnel”. According to the Btign of Finance A.Drobnys, Gregorauskas statedé’ Th
Soviets brought shame on us in the face of theubitian nation” (doc. No.1.56* ). The Chairman o fre-
sidium of the Supreme Council J.Paleckis was ag#esopen Russianization of Lithuania, politicalse-
cution of the intelligentsia and mass repressialag.(No.1.13* , doc. N0.1.36* ). The People’s Cossar

for Agriculture of the LSSR J.Laurinaitis criticikethe poor situation of Lithuanian peasantry (doc.
No.1.14¢). The brutal Russianization of Lithuania foundapproval among other representatives of the So-
viet authorities: J.Bulavas, V.Vazalinskas, M.Mgketc. However, with the exception of J.VaiSnotasy

did not suffer any repressions in 1944-1946. Somthem were demoted, others were transferred to the
fields of science, education or culture. A new wa¥eriticizing and dismissing the leading Lithuanicom-
munists in Lithuania started in 1950 and continuetil the demise of Stalin (more about that in $eetion
“The Relationship between the LKP(b) and RepresBndies”).

1.2. “Education” and Control of Lithuanian Communists in 1944-1946

During the first post-war years, Moscow demanded Llithuania accelerate the tempo of Sovietizatind
make the policy of repressing enemies of the Sgoeter stricter. In order to intimidate communistd.it-
huania, especialy Lithuanians, in 1944-1946, thed€khe VKP(b) adopted three decisions: “On thevidra
backs in the Work of the Party Organization of ltittuanian SSR and Tasks in the Field of Polit\M&drk”

of 30 October 1944, “On the Drawbacks and FaulthéParty-Political Work of the Party Organizatioin
the Lithuanian SSR” of 15 August 1945 and “On therk\of the CK of the Lithuanian KP(b)” of 5 October
1946. They severely criticized the authoritieshed t KP(b) for inadequate actions against “bourgeaito-
nalists”, demanded to speedily liquidate the armmedierground — “banditism”, to cleanse party, Sq\eeb-
nomic and other institutions of “politically unrable elements” and “nationalists”, to more activéght
against “kulaks”, “private-property psychology”,drgeois and nationalistic ideology”. The LithuanBu-

* Doc. No. 1.9. A note of 12 September 1945 by the Acting Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. D. Jefi-
mov to the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP (b) A.Snieckus regarding the Commissioner of the People’s Commissa-
riat for Deliveries K. Banys. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 118. p. 64-67.

* Doc. No. 1.10. The decision of 19 October 1945 by the CK of the LKP(b) On the Improper Behaviour of the Party Mem-

ber Kazys Banys, patronymic Aleksandras. SLA. stk. 1771. inv.8. £ 116. p. 11.
* Doc. No. 1.11The documents: The decision of 19 October 194theyCK of the LKP (b)rhe Case of Juozas VaiSnoras, pa-
tronymic TomasSLA. stk. 1771, inv. 8. f. 118. p. 40; ibid. fL&. p. 10-11. A letter of 29 September 1945 byGbmmissioner of
the NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS for Lithuania |. Tkachento the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b)Skiekus and a letter
by Juozas Vaisnoras to his mother. SLA. stk 178l f.118. p.41-42.

* Doc. No. 1.12. The report of 31 October 1945 by the Commissioner of the NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS for Lithuania
I. Tkachenko to the Deputy Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) F.Kovaliov and the First Secre-
tary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Snieckus regarding the political impropriety of the Deputy Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the LSSR M. Gregorauskas to hold the current position. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 10. f. 23. p. 106.

* Doc. No. 1.56. A note of 2 August 1946 by the Head of the 2nd Department of the MGB of the LSSR 1. Pochkaj
about the Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the LSSR Marijonas Gregorauskas. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f.
102. p.185-187.

* Doc. No. 1.13. The decision of the CK of the LKP(b) of 5 January 1951 condemning the Chairman of the Presidium
of the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR J. Paleckis, the Secretary of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR S. Pu-
peikis and others for relations with “the anti-Soviet masonic organization”. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. {.. 8. p. 84.

*Doc. No. 1.36. An extract from the speech by the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Snieckus at the 8th Ple-
num of the CK of the LKP(b) on 16 November 1950. SLA. stk.1771. inv. 90. . 21. p. 61.

* Doc.No. 1.14 The decision of 1 September 1945 by the BureaheoCK of the LKP (bJOn the Improper Behaviour of the
Party Member Jonas LaurinaitiSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 100. p. 47.
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reau of the CK of the VKP(b) and the authoritieshe CK of the LKP(b) controlled the implementatioin
these decisions. In 1944-1953, they developeddetisions and resolutions by the Bureau of the C®
LKP(b) and plenums of the CK of the LKP(b), whi@dlto gross violations of human rights, crimes gjai
humanity and genocide. These documents focuseatiatieon different groups of people and layers it®st
to the Soviet power: “socially alien elements”, tibgeois nationalists”, “kulaks”, “reactionary clgfg“pe-
ople’s enemies”, etc. In the decisions, repressieasures were designed against these people,yowdre
included in the lists of politically unreliable pemns.

Various commissions and inspection brigades waretsd_ithuania to control the implementation oé tthe-
cisions of the CK of the VKP(b). One of them wasrapection brigade headed by V.Zhavoronkov from th
CK of the VKP(b) that came to Lithuania in June @%dady to dismiss A.Snikus and other leaders of the
LKP(b) (V.Shcherbakov, I.Tkachenko, D.Shupikov agyad of it). However, after the intercession of \6-M
lotov and M.Suslov for A.Snékus, the latter maintained his post. The autharitbEKaunas city (J.Grigala-
vicius, F.Krastinis, etc.) were dismissed “for makamncessions for nationalism”9. Such punitive measur
— or the Stalinist “education” of communists — leglghe CK of the VKP(b) totally control the authi@s of
the LKP(b) and channel them in the desired directio

Communists of Lithuania made a lot of effort totjiysMoscow’s expectations. Together with repressimi-
litary bodies, the LKP(b) established the commuregime in Lithuania, pursued the policy of violerand
state terror in the society, created the atmospbiesespiciousness, distrust and fear, organizeorigtions
and cleansing of the cadre and took part in exegutiem, tried to command the fighting againstress-
tance (their attempts were not altogether succkelsfiause this was the prerogative of the repredsidies
of the SSRS), approved of Russianization and datrastof the national culture.

Although the armed resistance against the Sovieepacontinued as long as 1953, in the period beatviee
end of 1946 and the beginning of 1953, the workhefLKP(b) was no more specially discussed by te C
of the VKP(b). This indicated that the Kremlin weettisfied with the efforts of communists of Lithigam
turning Lithuania into a Soviet republic. At the dust Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1945, afifes
usual criticism of Lithuanian communists, M.Suskiated that “comrades Swtikeis, Gedvilas, Paleckis and
others have perceived the criticism by the CK & YKP(b) and admit the faults and drawbacks inrthei
work” (doc. No.2.4 p.185*).

Nonetheless, between the end of 1952 and the hagioh 1953, when the new mass cleansing of theecad
incited by Stalin was about to break out in thei8bWnion, the LKP got into the focus of attentiohthe
CK of the SSKP. On 16 February 1953, the newspdpavda” pointed out that in selecting personnedon
me organizations of the LKP, political qualities ehployees were ignored. Taking this criticism iato
count, on 25 February 1953, the CK of the LKP(lm)dd the decision “On Deficiency of Political agn-

ce in Selecting the Cadre for Certain Bodies of@oenmunist Party of Lithuania” and admitted theicism
published in the newspaper. The Bureau statedrttifi52, due to political motives, 65 executive égpes

of kolkhozes were repressed (doc. No.*.15

Seeking to increase the control of the implemeoiatif the instructions by the CK of the VKP(b), regng
with December of 1944, almost at all levels of th&P(b) non-Lithuanians sent by the CK of the VKP(b)
had to be assigned as second secretaries of gartynittees. By 1 January 1952, 82.8 per cent ofuath
nians held the posts of first secretaries of citg district committees of the LKP(b) (this corresged with
the demographic composition of Lithuania), wher2gser cent were second secretaries10. Beginnirty wit
1944, second secretaries of the CK of the LKP(bjewkIsachenko (1944 — 1946), A.Trofimov (1946 —
1952), V.Aronov (1952 — 1953). Their responsibilitgs to supervise the work of the First Secretatyser-
ve the overall political situation over the territaunder their control, shape the policy of theread’he Rus-
sian institution of second secretaries at all Iewélthe LKP(b) was one of the distinctive featuwéthe poli-
tical control and supervision of the local commisisy the CK of the VKP(b) in the post-war Lithuani

* Doc. No. 2.4. The list of the participants of the 8th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 6 December 1945. The Lithu-
anian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) was represented by 11 persons. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 20. p. 1.
* Doc.No. 1.15.The decision of 25 February 1953 by the Bureah®fCK of the LKP(bOn Deficiency in Political Vigilance in
Selecting the Cadre for Certain Bodies of the ComistiParty of LithuaniaSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 131. f. 238. p. 9-10.
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1.3. The Party Nomenclature and Cleansing of the Ciae

Alongside the entire Soviet political system, thaliSist policy of the cadre — the practice of fangnparty
nomenclature — was established in Lithuania, wimch short period of time enabled the CommunistyRar
expand and reinforce its influence on all statepemic, cultural and other institutions. Personstiging to
the nomenclature, most often the leading persoohglarty and Soviet administrative institutions tbe
LSSR, made up a privileged layer of the officiald_whuania, the composition of which was covertign-
trolled by the commanding bodies of the VKP(b) @mel LKP(b). In assigning nomenclature officiald)et
Stalinist principle in selecting the cadre” was efved; it was essential that representatives oveesary
classes” and politically unreliable persons be préed from getting the posts. The party homendaator
“the leading class” of the SSRS, was an inseparadoiieof the communist totalitarian state.

The policy of the cadre based on the reliabilitypdlitical and professional” qualities of emplogewas by
its nature anti-democratic, anti-national, discnatory and criminal (if employees were imprisonechae-
sult of political distrust). Those belonging to th@menclature in party committees were assigngubsts or
dismissed from them secretly, the society beingmetaly unaware of that. There was no competitidar
ving received a homenclature post, a person wagdato carry out all party instructions. In the tpaar pe-
riod, nearly half of the nomenclature personnelen@sn-Lithuanians, mainly Russian-speaking perssend,
by the CK of the VKP(b). By 1 January 1951, Lithizars made up 1,398, i.e. approximately 54 per aaurit,
of 2,577 leading personnel belonging to the nonanct of the CK of the LKP(b) (doc. No.1.16* ). Tioe-
med party nomenclature together with the repredsodies became the main pillar of the Soviet regime
Lithuania.

The nomenclature had an elaborate hierarchicaésysthe highest positions in the LSSR (in 1952rehe
were 275 of them: secretaries of the CK of the LW§R(d other bodies, heads and leaders of thediresi
of the Supreme Soviet, the Council of Ministerg Komsomol, trade unions) were the prerogativehef t
CK of the VKP(b). Approximately 2,000 leading pansel of the LSSR belonged to the nomenclature ®f th
CK of the LKP(b). Party committees of regions araityp committees of cities and districts also hagirth
own nomenclature; in 1952, it was 4,900 and 35r&8pectively. It comprised heads of local instdns, or-
ganizations and enterprises, school directors,(dt. No.1.17). In 1952, the sum total of nomenclature
positions in Lithuania exceeded 42,00011. The fonaig of the nomenclature system was controlled an
supervised by the Personnel Division of the CKhe#d tKP(b) (heads M.Jéas-Kuinskas, D.Shupikov,
E.Ozarskij, etc.).

On 1 November 1950, a new structure was approvedéBureau of the CK of the LKP(b). The CK consis-
ted of 8 divisions which encompassed all fieldd there under the supervision of the administratbthe
LSSR: 1. party, trade union and Komsomol bodiegr@paganda and agitation; 3. agriculture; 4. adstrax
tive bodies; 5. planning, finance and trade; 6. mrae building; 7. light industry; 8. transport (dd¢o.1.18.
p.14*). A group of the highest officials of themamhistration of the LSSR (2,451 persons) belongethése
divisions. The composition of some nomenclaturaugsoof the CK of the LKP varied: it depended on the
political situation in Lithuania. After the anniation of the major part of the armed resistanae nilnmber of
the nomenclature personnel of the Division of Adstmative Bodies in 1950 decreased from 400 to 247,
whereas the number of the leading functionarieoslibate to the Division of Propaganda and Agitatio
increased from 253 to 374. According to the compmdeof their activity, these divisions were higltean
ministries and their subdivisions. All state, ecmno and cooperative institutions and organizatibad to
obtain the consent of the division supervised lgy@K of the LKP(b) in settling one or another isswéh
the exception of the MGB supervised by the Admratste Division. Due to the secrecy of its actiyitlis

* Doc. No. 1.16. The summary table of 1 January 1951 of the commanding nomenclature of the LSSR. SLA. stk. 1771.
inv. 130. f. 67. p. 33.

* Doc. No. 1.17. A note of 1 January 1952 by the Personnel Department of the CK of the LKP(b) about the positions
of the nomenclature in Lithuania. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 130. f. 124. p. 4.

2C



ministry planned intelligence, operational and tarly operations independently and was directly aotab-

le to the MGB of the SSRS, and in Lithuania — awA.Snig€kus, M.Suslov, V.Shcherbakov, the Second
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b), occasionallyMdGedvilas, V.Niunka. Most often, the authoritidstioe
MGB would send special reports, notes and othermmétion about the accomplished work to the CKhef t
LKP(Db).

By the decision of 14 March 1946, the Bureau of@ieof the LKP(b) determined the order of the appto

of nomenclature employees. When the candidatuesmamployee was submitted for approval, there bad t
be a decision by the party committee or institutnout the candidate’s acceptance for work, peedamA
gistration form with a photograph, hand-writtencaibgraphy and explicit reference on political ityi and
work12.

Following the decision of 5 October 1946 by the &fkhe VKP(b), nomenclature lists of the CK Burexu
the LKP(b) were submitted to Moscow for approvatcérding to the set order, candidates for nomemaat
posts were submitted by all agency heads or dapedaygs for personnel after having been coordinaidd w
the city and county party committees concerned,ithtneir turn, had to inform the CK of the LKP(@bout
the strengths and weaknesses of the employeesb Qioviember 1946, the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b)
formed a registered reserve nomenclature thatetlaanchange of the nomenclature cadre.

People belonging to the nomenclature, that is|aper of the leading employees, had quite a fewilpges:
they were speedily provided with good accommodatfatier salaries (additionally, they received vas
bonuses that used to be 2-3 times larger thanatley}, had service cars, were supplied with deficy go-
ods and foodstuffs, had meals in special cantetasiUntil 1948, the nomenclature of the highegellenjo-
yed the right to get manufactured products and sadts free of charge (the “prodlimit” right) (doc.
N0.1.19 ). On 27 December 1947, this order was changed (d0.1.20* and No.1.21*). The most impor-
tant administrative positions in the LSSR were gresil fat salaries: the First Secretary of the CKhef
LKP(b), the Chairmen of the Council of Ministerstbé LSSR and the Presidium of the Supreme So¥iet o
the LSSR received 6,000 roubles per month, mirgstes,000-4,250 roubles, city and county secretasfe
the LKP(b) — 2,800 roubles, employees of the CKlas$ than 2,000 roubles (in 1950, the averageysala
was about 540 roubles.)13.

The nomenclature formation process was followedghyss violations of human rights. The CK of the
VKP(b) and the CK of the LKP(b) organized mass caigms of dismissal from work for political reasons
against the leading personnel and specialistc@fimployees), mostly Lithuanians. These people viler
gally dismissed from their posts, prevented frortiiigg other employment, arrested, interrogated faeqglu-
ently imprisoned. Political decisions in referenoéthe cleansing of the unreliable cadre” wereeesd in
the decisions by the CK of the VKP(b) in 1944-19®jarding the inadequate work of the LKP(b) intthe
solutions of plenums of the CK of the LKP(b) (4th1i944, 5th — 7th in 1945, 10th — 11th in 1946) entthe
decision by the CK Bureau of the LKP(Db).

On 23 August 1945, at the 7th Plenum of the CkhefltKP(b), M.Suslov declared the slogan: “To cleans
the Soviet-economic apparatus of hostile and quesile elements” 14. The resolution of the 4th &ief
the CK of the LKP(b) on 30 December 1944 stated ‘th@ CK and republican party organizations were t
lerant towards those leading employees whose betawias conciliatory towards nationalists and tiek-
ology, [...] enemies penetrated the Soviet apparatusstarted their destructive activity” (doc. N@2*.).
The 7th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 24 AugiB45 decided “to take measures to cleanse the stat
cooperative and economic apparatus of Lithuaniamm@e nationalists that have penetrated it” (doc.

* Doc. No. 1.18. An extract from the decision of 1 November 1950 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) approving
the divisions and lists of nomenclature positions of the apparatus of the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 90. {.
121. p. 2, 6,14, 34-37.

* Doc. No. 1.19. The decision of 26 October 1945 by the Council of People’s Commissars of the LSSR and the CK of
the LKP(b) On the Approval of Additional Limits of Food for the Most Active Soviet-Party and Regional Personnel for the 4th
Quarter of 1945. SLA. stk.1771. inv. 8. f. 121. p. 18-19, 21.

* Doc. Na 1.20 The decision of 27 December 1947 by the Courdiliaisters of the LSSR and the CK of the LKP @) the
Revocation of the Existing Order of Using the So€ansumer Service Fund and Allocation of Allonesitor the Commanding
Soviet and Party Personn@LA. stk. 1771, inv. 190. f. 5. p. 190, 191, 1996.
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No0.1.23*). The resolution of the 11th Plenum of Bk of the LKP(b) on 24 November 1946 reiterated:
“The CK of the KP(b) of Lithuania, county and citgmmittees have not yet cleansed the state ancecmop
tive apparatus of bourgeois nationalists and ahé&rSoviet elements” (doc. No.1.24*).

After these plenums, campaigns for cleansing tloeecevould start. All-level party committees tookngar
decisions and began to execute them. The CK ofkti&b) formed special CK groups of authorized peopl
who locally checked all employees, mostly officegeanel. The Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) comman-
ded the cleansing of the cadre, whereas the PessDepartment of the CK headed by M. dastKutinskas
(doc. No.1.25 ) and the Instructor Organizational Division o t8K (headed by D.Shupikov) organized the
process itself. At first, due to the scarcity oésialists, the cleansing was slack; therefore Bineau of the
CK of the LKP(b) adopted tens of decisions thatesely criticized party committees, Heads of mimesty
etc. The Bureau decision of 9 March 1945 prepayell Isuslov, his deputy F.Kovaliov, the Second Secre
ry of the CK of the LKP(b) A.lsachenko, A.Stkeis, the Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) K.Pra&ks
M.Gedvilas obligated M.Kg&inskas and D.Shupikov “to prepare a specific plaaations and organize cle-
ansing of the Soviet and economic apparatus of aiel unreliable people, including into the workdaVi-
sions of the CK of the LKP(b), also the NKGB, NK\dhd the People’s Commissariat of the State Control”
(doc. No.1.26* ). The plan was prepared (doc. Nay#-.).

On 17 August 1945, the Bureau of the CK of the LiYR(dopted the decision “On the Improvement of Work
of the Executive Committees of Rural Districts @hdir Subdivisions and their Reinforcement with @4d
that obligated the heads of party and executivenciti@es at county level to take urgent measures‘elad
anse the apparatuses of county executive commadtaSoviets of the divisions of rural districtspeople’s
enemies, nationalist-kulak and other anti-Sovietrents” (doc. N0.1.28* ). On 3 October 1945, a dewi-
sion by the Council of People’s Commissars of t&R and the CK of the LKP(b) in reference to then€o

* Doc. No. 1.21. The decision of 24 February 1948 by the Council of Ministers of the LSSR and the CK of the LKP (b)
On the Temporary Establishment of the Amount of the Allowances for the Commanding Party and Soviet Personnel. SLA. stk.
1771.inv. 190. f. 6. p. 14-15.

* Doc. No. 1.22. An extract from the resolution by the 4th Plenum of the CK of the LKP (b) on 30 December 1944.
SLA.stk.1771.inv. 7. £. 9. p. 5.

** Doc. No. 1.23. An extract from the decision by the 7th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 24 August 1945. SLA.
stk. 1771.inv. 8.f. 12. p. 8.

* Doc. No. 1.24. An extract from the decision by the 11th Plenum of the CK of the LKP (b) on 24 November 1946.
SLA. stk. 1771.inv. 9. f. 15. p. 5.

* Doc. No. 1.25The letter of 9 November 1944 by the Personnetedacy of the CK of the LKP(b) M. Kiinskas to the Secreta-
ries of County Committees of the LKP(b) in refereia the reliability of the commanding personnesafkhozes and machine-
and- tractor depots and their suitability to hdld positions. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 7. f. 81. p. 37.

* Doc. No. 1.26. The decision of 9 March 1945 by the Bureau of CK of the LKP(b) On the Unsatisfactory Work with the Personnel in
Executing the Decision by the CK of the VKP(b) On the Drawbacks and Faults in the Party-Political Work of the Party Organization of the Lithu-
anian SSR. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. £. 49. p. 100-101.

* Doc. No. 1.27. The work plan of March 1945 of the Personnel Department of the CK of the LKP(b) in reference to the party-So-
viet cadre of Lithuania. SLA. stk.1771.inv. 8.£.265. p 1.

* Doc. No. 1.28. An extract from the decision of 17 August 1945 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) On the Improvement of the
Activities of the Executive Committees of Rural Districts and Regions and their Reinforcement by New Cadre. SLA. stk.1771.inv. 8.£.92. p. 13.

* Doc. No. 1.29. The decision of 3 October 1945 by the Council of People’s Commissars of the LSSR and the CK of the LKP(b) On
Cleansing Commissariats and Central Administrations at the Council of Commissars of the LSSR of Alien and Politically Unreliable Elements in
Executing the Decision of the 7th Plenum of the CK of the Lithuanian KP(b). SLA. stk.1771. inv. 8.£.112. p. 24-25.

*Doc. No. 1.30. The decision of October 1945 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) On Executing the Decisions of the 5th and 7th Ple-
nums of the CK of the LKP(b) in Cleansing the Cadre of Alien and Politically Unreliable Elements and Working with Personnel within the System
of the Commissariat of Food Industry. SLA. stk.1771. inv. 8. f. 118. p. 110-113.

* Doc. No. 1.31. The report of 4 May 1946 by the Managing Organizer of the CK of the LKP(b) Zolin to the First Secretary of the
CK of the LKP(b) A. Snieckus On Cleansing the Soviet and Economic Cadre in Taurage, Pagégiai and Siluté Counties. SLA. stk.1771inv. 9. f.
241. p. 30.

* Doc. No. 1.32An extract from the report of 25 February 194@eyPersonnel Secretary of the CK of the LKP(bjuvEas-Kutinskas to the
Managing Organizer of the Cadre Administratiornef€K of the VKP(b) Romanovich about the work ef@K of the LKP(b) with personnel in
1945. SLA. stk.1771. inv. 8. f. 266. p. 16-18.
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missariats and Central Directorates at the Cowfidfeople’s Commissars of the LSSR also provided!&
ansing the apparatus of “alien and politically liatde elements” (doc. No.1.29* ). Later, this cadwvn to
concrete commissariats and other bodies of povegrinstance, in October 1945, the Bureau considéred
issues regarding cleansing of the cadre at the Gesaniat of Food Industry (doc. No.1.30* ). Seatetof
local party committees or people authorized byGKesupplied information in their reports on the exi@on
of the decisions by the Bureau of the CK of the [IYRn counties and rural districts. For instarme 4 May
1946, the managing organizor of the CK of the LKP{blin reported that in the county of Tauéag6 no-
menclature personnel were dismissed and 12 of thera imprisoned (doc. No.1.31%).
On 25 February 1945, in his report to Moscow, MiKgkas wrote that the Soviet “apparatus was redefr
not by mostly changing vacant positions, but byniésing hostile or politically unreliable elemeatsd sub-
stituting them by investigated and talented persbhile pointed out that according to inconclusilata, by
15 October 1945, 6,127 people “have been driverydman the state apparatus”, 4,045 of them fortjuali
considerations and 757 due to arrests (doc. N¢:).32
At court it was impossible to defend one’s workhtgyand oneself from political persecution, becaudges
were also in the nomenclature lists and carriedttoeitwill of the local party committee. In 1945128 em-
ployees from various institutions were dismissedyanthan 4,000 of them for political consideratioims
1946 — 6,639 and 2,535 people were dismissed regplgd5. “We have recently found out that there ar
quite a few people that must be isolated”, saidHkad of the Directorate of Production CooperahbKa-
lugin at the 5th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b)lig45. “I have informed State Security bodies esthpe-
ople, namely, comrade Shcherbakov who has beegnaskio us. A month and a half have elapsed, yet no
measures have been taken to isolate these pebpleight place for whom is prison and not freedoé”1
This speech is typical of communists in commanthat time. Lithuanian communists sometimes also-com
plained about this policy. Lithuanians, even thiog@l to the Soviet power, were not always trustédter
the cleansing of ministries, Lithuanians were mganted to the vacant posts, and to ensure a igiggape-
ople from other places were invited”, said the @han of the Council of Ministers of the LSSR M. Gias
at the 11th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in 19461

According to the data of repressive bodies, 6,@8ite personnel were arrested during the entire
post-war period (1944-1953), though most of themewarested during the cleansing of the cadre #5419
1947, i.e. — 5,190 people (doc. No.1£33
Although the Soviet Constitution proclaimed the &gy of nations and races, during the years ofir8sm,
Lithuanians were the least reliable in Lithuania ttee Soviet power, particularly peasantry anditttelli-
gentsia, then Germans and Jews followed. Thougmats were made not to demonstrate that openly; Mos
cow mostly relied on those that had come from tB&S and the fanatically disposed Lithuanian commu-
nists. The latter were not numerous; therefore,GKeof the LKP(b) requested Moscow to form the powe
apparatus from commanding functionaries approvethbyCK of the VKP(b). For instance, on 6 February
1945, the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) decidedeqguest the CK of the VKP(b) to send 105 employees
to Lithuania from the SSRS, because “in the neduste it is impossible to staff the republicarrtpaand
Soviet apparatus from the local population” (doo.IN34* ). From July 1944 to 1 April 1945, Moscoens
8,482 employees, 6,116 of which came to Lithuaoidtie first time (doc. No.7.8). (More about ittive sec-
tion “Russianization”). Certainly, during the whgberiod of 1944-1953, the authorities tried toaatrto
their side as many Lithuanians as it was possiole those with little or no education — poor vikag and
workers, actually, the degraded elements of theesgand to form a loyal social group of the lopapula-
tion — the nomenclature.

* Doc. No. 1.33. A note of 7 May 1953 by the Acting Chief of the 1st Special Division of the MVD of the LSSR Lt.
Col. M. Jefimov and the Head of the 2nd Subdivision Maj. M. Vasev on the arrested intelligentsia and office employees
in 1944-1953. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 6. f. 161. p. 59.

* Doc. No. 1.34. The decision of 6 February 1945 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) On the Formation of the Party
and Soviet Cadre of the Lithuanian SSR. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 35. p. 6.

* Doc. No. 1.55 A letter of 31 July 1951 by the Prosecutor of ti¥SR G. Bakharov to the Second Secretary of thefiKe
LKP(b) A. Trofimov. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 108. f 2p. 187.
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The Party nomenclature maintained close relatioitls military personnel of the Soviet Army. A.Stkels
was often invited to observe military exercisesswaa intermediary in awarding high-ranking officexssis-
ted in providing them with accommodation, etc. Camination with military personnel also went on im i
formal environment — at hunting, in restaurants eafés. This made the inter-relationship of thei&oslite

of Lithuania — Lithuanians and those that had kst here — still stronger. For instance, on 30dMd951,

in Kaunas, at the café “Tujy festivities of the officers from Kaunas garrisand the heads of the Party and
Executive Committee started after working hours aadtinued until 2 o’clock in the morning (doc. No.
1.55%).

In fact, at the end of 1946, the process of then&dion of the nomenclature in Lithuania, which weased on
the decisions of the CK of the VKP(b) and the CKe# LKP(b), was completed. Some changes in the no-
menclature during the later years were determineddministrative reforms or political transformaitso It
became impossible to independently get a job insate institution or organization without the kneesge

of the Communist Party. The CK of the LKP(b) withies structural divisions controlled the wholestlibu-
tion and planning of the cadre and their compylsorvoluntary dismissal from work.

1.4. The Activity of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b)

The Political and Organizational Bureaus estabtiseiethe 7th Congress of the Russian Communisy Part
(the Bolsheviks) in 1919, became the most impotbaies of the political power in the Soviet Unidater,
with the strengthening of tendencies towards cépaétzon, all affairs for ruling the country got the hands

of the Politburo of the CK of the VKP(b) and theuelican party bureaus. After the war, the CK Bure&
the LKP(b) became the most important party insotubf the occupation administration in the LSSiyugh

in 1944-1947, in reference to the most importatitipal issues, it was substituted by the LithuaniBureau

of the CK of the VKP(b) headed by M.Suslov and \¢l&rbakov. The latter and other representativeiseof
CK of the VKP(b) by continually participating indtsittings of the Bureau channelled its work in dirvec-
tion that suited Moscow.

The CK Bureau of the LKP(b) was not an indepengeiitical institution. Its main function was to @gize
the work so that all political directives (decis®yrof the CK of the VKP(b) would be actually implented.
The decisions taken at the sittings of the Bureawesl as directives for all party and state bodiethe
LSSR. However, the CK of the LKP(b) paid the grettgtention to the work of all party bodies sulioa

ted to it. At nearly all sittings of the Bureahetresults of the activity of a certain party cortted were ana-
lyzed, controls were set on how the directiveshefBureau should be interpreted. For instancdieabégin-
ning of 1945, party organizations of the LKP(b)Zz#rasai county decided to leave “people’s enemies”
hectares of land each rather than confiscate @ill gnoperty. On 16 February 1945, the Bureau déettthis
decision (doc. No.1.35).

In the spring of 1947, having abolished the LithaarBureau of the CK of the VKP(b), the politicale of

the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) in further Sovietizibghuania and repressing its people, became mgrefsi
cant. Because of that, the composition of the CKeBu of the LKP(b) changed. In 1945, among the 11
members of the Bureau, only 2 had been sent franSBRS (D.Shupikov and A.lsachenko), whereas in
1949, 5 of 13 Bureau members were people sentdbC of the VKP(b). They had the actual power: the
Minister of State Security (N.Gorlinskij, later =KRpralov, P.Kondakov) commanded the fighting asgfain
the armed underground and deportations, the SeSeaktary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Trofimov (later
A.Aronov) controlled the activity of A.Snikus and the general political situation in Lithuarthe First De-
puty Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the3fS V.Pisarev “was guardian” to M.Gedvilas and super
intended economy, the Secretary for the Persarfrtbk CK of the LKP(b) D.Shupikov headed the ppiit
reference to the personnel and their RussianizatienFirst Secretary of the Committee of the LKR(bthe

* Doc. No. 1.35The decision of 16 February 1945 by the Bureath®fCK of the LKP(bDn the Incorrect Decision by the Party
Organization of Zarasai County in Resolving theiess Regard to the Farms of People’s Enentiés. stk.1771. inv. 8.f. 40.p.
92.
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city of Vilnius “took care” of life in the capitalOther Russian-speaking persons (N.Gusev, A.Moskyia
candidate to the members of the Bureau A.Anuskd{sy executed important functions.

The Bureau had many Lithuanian communists withil8&dl views: A.Sni€kus, V.Niunka, K.Preik3as,
J.Bartadinas ( the latter could not speak Lithuanian), HiBiskas, K.Liaudis, A.Raguotis, M.Sumauskas,
candidates to the members of the Bureau G.Zimdah&sranauskas and others. J.Paleckis and M.Gedvilas
were moderate in their views, though they direotiganized repressions and participated in thenal@cP
kis’ participation in the repressions can be exmdiby the fact that, being a member of the Burbatgp-
proved of corresponding decisions).

Members of the Bureau were particularly intolerainthose thinking differently. Even allusions teethpeci-
fic character of social and cultural life or thespéhistory) of Lithuania were considered by thesmenifes-
tations of “bourgeois nationalism”. The greateditigal responsibility and the guilt for the consemces of
the Soviet occupation, forced Russianization ohl#nia and anti-national and anti-humane actionhef
genocide rest with these people (alongside alktitborities of the CK of the VKP(b). Such positiointhe
leaders of the LKP(b) was determined not only e/ fdmatical belief in Stalin and communism, bubdly
the fact that they did not see any prospects oéxtistence of the Lithuanian nation without thergienship
of Russia. Such nihilistic standpoint towards tliglanian nation, its independence, statehoodu@iiind
history was characteristic of many post-war Lithearcommunists.

During the post-war period, opinions in the CK Baueof the LKP(b) sometimes did not coincide. Peaton
attitude, disagreement with the official party 8inregarding some fundamental issues of life irhl#nia
(deportation of the so-called middle-class peasantgployment of Lithuanian specialists, Russiamzat
destruction of the national culture, persecutiorthef intelligentsia, forced collectivization, tungi Vilnius
region into a Polish territory, etc. ) were expegsby J.Paleckis and, from 1950, by M.Gedvilasth&t Ple-
num of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1950, A.Sglais actually dissociated himself from them: “Thpseple ne-
ver see the great heroic work of party organizatitrut only create the picture of compulsion aradations
of justice, particularly in the area of the estsiimihent of collective farms” (bold print by the aath- V.T.).

It must be pointed out that even A.Sikes himself admitted that the Party used forcecarded out crimes,
i.e. “violence and violations of justice” (doc. Nd36+ ).

1.5. The First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) Ananas Sni€kus

Antanas Snigkus (1903-1974) was a person of the Stalinist epihehcreator of the Soviet system in Lithu-
ania, the most important soviet collaborationisbuiht up by the Bolshevik Party and having comledice-
ve the ideals of communism, he remained loyal ¢éottaditions of Marxist dogmatism, obedience, iatah-
ce of the opposite opinion throughout the wholéisflife. During the entire post-war period, A.Stkes
was a tool of the political activity of the CK dia VKP(b), a loyal vicegerent of Moscow in Lithuanit
was his name that the forced Sovietization and iRostion of Lithuania, organization of fightingainst
the national underground, mass deportations ofdamopeople, imprisonments, persecution of those th
king differently and the Catholic Church, destrantdf the national culture are associated with.

During his political (party) career, A.Sitlaus developed qualities typical of a Soviet pakic prudence, lo-
yalty and obedience. Most Kremlin leaders tookkan¢j to A.Sni€kus, because he did not seek higher party
posts in Moscow, never posed any revisionist qaesticonsistently implemented any directives bypiduey
command, notwithstanding their political trend, wasdest and friendly. His diligence, qualities ofadmi-
nistrator, strong-willed character, strictness fexgrmemory and determination also helped him pergein
power for many years. Having good political awaespde always managed to change his orientatiomen
and channel events in the direction favourablénhforself. This was confirmed by the Stalinist period_it-
huania. When the threat to the physical existefi¢beoLithuanian nation occurred, A.Séhkeis did not only
oppose this process, but on the contrary, suppartddeven encouraged genocide actions executedrby p
and repressive bodies, always backed the reprepsimy towards “people’s enemies” or “sociallyeadl

* Doc. No. 1.36 An extract from the speech by the First Secredlthe CK of the LKP(b) A. Snikus at the 8th Plenum of the
CK of the LKP(b) on 16 November 1950. SLA. stk.17iny. 90. f. 21. p. 61.
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persons. His reports at party conferences anddrisopal signatures sanctioning the practice ofeegion
policy towards various people or social groupsifyest that. A.Sni€¢kus encouraged public court trials of
partisans. A.Snigkus was awarded 6 orders for the resolute and stemsiimplementation of the political
policy of the VKP(b) in Lithuania in 1944-1953.

After the demise of Stalin, taking into considevatthe political conjuncture, A.Srdleus began to change;
he even started to pay need, with certain resemnstio the economic, social and cultural intereststhua-
nia; however, he was always faithful to the traxtit of Bolshevism. Throughout the whole periodwaes
merciless to the national underground, dissidentbase thinking differently. “Thanks” to him, mod¢por-
tees were released from the places of their detpmrtat the latest time (1958) and could not retarrthe
Motherland for a long time or did not at all. Teetend of his life he remained loyal to Moscow, &b any
political initiatives, suppressed public attitudesich were hostile to the ruling regime. Followitige direc-
tives of the VKP(b)-SSKP and giving timely respotsé¢he changing situation in the Soviet Union, €S-
kus and his entourage had always attempted toatqudtitical processes. This helped him remaintikrad
of the administration of the LSSR for a long per{®840-1974).

1.6. The Relationship between the LKP(b) and the Reessive Bodies

One of the most important pillars of the Sovietimegin the Soviet Union was not the Army or thetegs of
justice, but the repressive bodies (the NKVD-MVbe tNKVD-MGB, the Prsecutor’'s Office and special
courts). Their ruling and party leadership congtiiua very important condition for the politicaligence of

the communist regime or the Communist Party. Ingbst-war Lithuania, by executing the missionhodf t
Political Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) and cehtepressive agencies of the SSRS these bodiesiradq

a great political influence, because the existefdte Soviet power and the Communist Party inubthia
actually depended on their activity, that is, oeitldaily fighting against the resistance of théhuanian na-
tion. Taking this into consideration, the authestiof the LSSR took care of the living conditiofshe lea-
ding employees of repressive bodies, provided thétinaccommodation and granted them other nomencla-
ture privileges. If problems arose, the CK of th€P(b) and personally A.Snikus, became the last institu-
tion in Lithuania to settle the issues of matesiapport. For instance, on 29 September 1945, G&ka-l
chenko requested A.Silais to mediate in providing apartments for 105 NK¥d 80 NKGB employees
and officers. 1.Tkachenko warned that these peoeld be returned to the SSRS unless the request wa
granted: “You know what consequences this mighet@vour Commissariats...” (doc. No. 137

As in the whole Stalinist SSRS, repressive bodieseviormally (in the broad sense) subordinate éopidrty

— the VKP(b). In Lithuania, the CK of the LKP(b)@pved the nomenclature of the leading personoel; f
instance, on 1 November 1950, the CK Bureau of_&ie(b) approved 42 heads of divisions and theirnudep
ties for the MGB of the LSSR and 24 for the MVDtbé LSSR (doc. No. 1.18. p. 35, 37); it also impgbse
party penalties on some officials, alongside tlseperiors discussed plans of the deportation ot itineia-
nian population, fighting against the armed undmugd and other actions, decisions and directiveSnike-

kus, M.Gedvilas and second secretaries of the ClelLKP(b) were personally informed (top secredf)
the plans and results of their activity; howevieg LKP(b) actually did not command these bodiesiamdn
ratively. The NKVD (MVD) of the LSSR and the NKVIMGB) of the LSSR belonged directly to the cen-
tral agencies of the SSRS in Moscow and, in 194 1@lso to the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the
VKP(b). Some archival documents indicate that tnhearities of the LKP(b) attempted to directly coammd

the heads of repressive bodies (they were menddetise CK Bureau of the LKP(b) or the CK of the
LKP(b). For instance, in january 1946, the CK Bureacided to send the Deputy Commissar of the NKVD
of the LSSR Gen. P.Kapralov to the county of Maniek in order to suppress the underground resistance
(doc. No. 1.38* ). However, the LKP(b) actually haal political power to subject the whole repressippa-
ratus to itself. Though the CK Bureau of the LKPgldppted many documents of antipartisan natursuis

* Doc. No. 1.37The letter of 29 September 1945 by the Commissiohthe NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Lt. Gd.
Tkachenko to the First Secretary of the CK of tikd[b) A.Sni€kus in reference to providing accommodation forghesonnel
and officers of the NKVD-NKGB in Vilnius. SLA. stk771. inv. 8. f. 179. p. 113.
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pervision of repressive bodies was more of patépiogical character. Decisions by the CK Bureathef
LKP(b) and resolutions by the plenums of CK of L& (b) obligated repressive bodies to execute commo
policy towards reinforcing the Soviet regime aratesterror, but the means for carrying that outewssyond
the competence of the CK of the LKP(b). In facg thKP(b) could not control their activity. Most eft, mi-
litary operations against partisans would be pldneeordinated and carried out only with the appraf
the central agencies in Moscow.

The Deputy Minister of the MVD of the LSSR L.maiit&gus spoke about the autonomy of these bodies in
Lithuania at the 6th Plenum of the CK of the LKPLBB3: “Until the present time, according to thensting
regulation, the MVD bodies (in 1953, the Ministrsinternal Affairs and State Security were congoinn-

to one — MVD) have always accounted for their openal work directly to the MVD of the SSRS, anété
has been no practice requiring to coordinate atlideents sent to Moscow with party bodies of théwat
nian SSR”. (doc. No. 1. 39*).

Similar relations found expression between locatypand repressive bodies. For instance, on 6 Dbeem
1948, the LKP(b) Committee ofddainiai county admitted that county party organaa did not control
county security bodies while most of their headsvéhadopted criminal anti-party attitude, [...] theats of
the divisions of rural districts of the MGB havéeakted themselves from the Party organizationcamsi-
der themselves independent of the Party Commitéesral districts and their supervision” (doc. Nb.
40« ).

At the 15th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in 194ffe First Secretary of kretinga County Committée o
the LKP(b) V.Maksimauius demanded to take legal actions against the lédbe Subdivision of the
MGB in Mos:dis county Rudakov and several exterminators feir toriminal activity (beating of people,
plundering and drinking). According to V.Maksimaus, their activity was “much worse than banditism”
When at the sitting of the County Bureau the ismwse whether to inform all party organization®RRofda-
kov’s conduct, the Head of the MGB division trieddefend his subordinate: “You know, you cannotidu
because it compromises MGB bodies” (doc. No. %.)60n 1945-1946, the relations between party cammi
tees and NKVD divisions in Alytus and marijamgacbunties were particularly strained.

In the Soviet political system, the Communist Pastythe leading political power, was beyond cstiti Ho-
wever, based on the experience of Lithuania, itefesubdivisions in the republic, both the authesiof the
LKP(b) and its ordinary members, could be critigatsessed by the State Security subordinated szdwo

* Doc. No. 1.38. The decision of 20 February 1946 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) On the MGB and the MVD
Command in the County of Marijampolé in the Liquidation of the Bourgeois-Nationalistic Underground and its Armed Bands.
SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 5. p. 12.

* Doc. No. 1.39. An extract from the speech by the Deputy Minister of the MVD of the LSSR L. Martavicius at the
July Plenum of 1953 of the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk.1771. inv. 131. f. 189. p. 115.

* Doc. No.1.40 The decision of 6 December 1948 by the Bureah®{CK of the LKP(b) of Kdainiai CountyOn the Work of the
Divisions of the MGB in Counties and Rural Distsiah Fighting against Banditism in the County @fiiniai. SLA. stk. 749. inv.
749-8. f. 1. p. 92-93.

* Doc. No. 1.60. An extract from the speech by the First Secretary of the Committee of the LKP(b) of Kretinga coun-
ty V. Maksimavicius at the 15th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 27 November 1947. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 10. f. 36. p.
59.

* Doc. No. 1.41.The report of 12 May 1947 by the Chairman of the Military Tribunal of the MVD troops of the Lithu-
anian border region Lt. Col. Tulskij to the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Sniec¢kus about the crimes commit-
ted by military personnel. SLA. stk.1771. inv.10. £.293. p.43.

* Doc. No. 1.42. Extracts from the report of 17 November 1945 by the Acting Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR
Maj. Gen. D. Jefimov to the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M. Suslov, the First Secretary
of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Snie¢kus, the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the LSSR M. Gedvilas and the Secreta-
riat of the NKVD of the LSSR On the Drawbacks in Political Mass Activities and Contamination of Soviet and Economic Orga-
nizations by Politically Unreliable Elements in the Counties of Marijampolé, Vilkaviskis, Sakiai and Lazdijai. SLA. stk. K-1. inv.
10. f. 23. p. 142-147.

* Doc. No. 1.43The special report of 27 January 1945 by the Cimsen of the NKVD of the LSSR A. Guzéiis to the Chair-
man of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKPIth SuslovOn lllegal Actions of the Commanding PersonnehefParty
and Executive Committees of the LKP(b) in Some @BSLA. .stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 12. p. 40.
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During the post-war period, there was constantnsite polemics between the LKP(b) and the NKVD-
NKGB-MGB in reference to methods and means use®btoetize Lithuania and break the resistance. These
institutions used to constantly exchange lettersriicism in which party and security members @zl
each other of “violations of the socialist or ravdnary law”, concessions to “people’s enemiesinking,
plundering, killings, etc. For instance, on 16 Noer 1945, the Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR d.
jefimov in his letter to M. Suslov, A.Srikus and M.Gedvilas pointed out that party—Sovigaaizations in
Pane¥zys and Birzai counties violated “the revolutiontaw” (doc. No. 1.5). On 17 November 1945, D.je-
fimov criticized the authorities of the local paSpviet administration of Vilkavidkis, Sakiai anaztlijai
counties, on 21 November— the heads of Vilniustydyand trakai counties, on 29 November — those of
Klaipéda, Kretinga, Taurag Paggiai.18 “The facts indicate”, wrote D.Jefimov, “thaolitical work with the
major part of the population is not carried out Sdme Soviet and party personnel “keep constanthy dr
king, plundering and behaving indecently (“tvoniazlicnyje besinstva”), thus disrupting the authority of
party-Soviet bodies” (doc. No. 1.42*). Military gsecutors were dissatisfied with the work of party
organizations, too (doc. No. 1.41%).

State Security personnel of some counties refusquhtticipate in repressions organized by commsirost
simply disapproved of them. In January 1945, indbienty of Sakiai, under the direction of locallrities,
the property not only of the arrested personsalsd of those in freedom was confiscated. People vaid

to leave their homes in 24 hours. The personntie@NKGB division of Utena county refused to papate

in the commissions for confiscation of propertyeTParty Committee accused State Security persarfinel
being “spineless and conciliatory”(doc. No.1.43*).

Commanders of repressive bodies and heads of Iswativisions often simply openly ignored party com-
mittees, did not always share the operational médion about the underground with communists arsé
curity reasons, concealed plans about the actinderiway and behaved insolently. Acknowledging dhéy
authority of the Kremlin leaders, the Commissionethe NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania I.Tka-
chenko was particularly insolent with the localtganembers (doc. No. 1.44*). Some talk spread gmon
State Security personnel that one of the reasotigeqgirolonged armed fighting against the undenggouas
that the authorities of the LKP were rather taktawards “nationalists”, and some Lithuanian amwmists
themselves shared nationalistic tendencies, fomple J.Paleckis and the apparatus personnel d®rins-
dium of the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR (doc. Né54).

During the first post-war years, Moscow was not ptetely satisfied with LKP(b) members of the Lithua
nian nationality. Though there were no cases @fswa, with the exception of J.VaiSnoras’ contadth Ws
partisan brother, Lithuanians did not yet demonstitae type of obedience that was expected bydherau-
nists sent to Lithuania, local representativeefNNKVD-NKGB as well as the Lithuanian Bureau of tBK

of the VKP(b) headed by M.Suslov. There also lieges suspicion that Lithuanian communists at loever
vels of the LKP(b), particularly those that hadysthin Lithuania during the years of the Germarupetion
(by 1950, 1,400 such persons were disclosed)19% welitically unreliable. Though the reliability dhe
members of the Communist Party had to be the cormfethe party itself, the State Security took thNer.

On July 1945, following the order by the Deputy Qoissar of the NKGB of the SSRS B.Kobulov, the Head
of Utena Operational Sector of the NKVD-NKGB of th8SR P.Kapralov commanded the heads of the divi-
sions of the NKVD-NKGB subordinate to him in utetdkmerg:, Svergionys and Zarasai to urgently sub-
mit, via messengers and not later than by the egeoi 19 July 1945, material on “the contaminatwith
anti-Soviet and other politically unreliable perseli of party, Soviet and various other institucand orga-

* Doc. No. 1.44. The complaint of 23 December 1944 by the Secretary of the Committee of the LKP(b) of Vilnius
County N. Fedorenko to the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M. Suslov On the Incorrect Ac-
tions of the Commissar of State Security of the NKVD Comrade Tkachenko. SLA. stk. 425. inv. 425. . 18. p. 14.

* Doc. No. 1.45. The special report of 27 November 1950 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kap-
ralov to the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Snieckus On the Compromising Information Regarding the Employees
of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR Sviciulis and Verzbavicius. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 62. p. 133.

* Doc. No. 1.46 An urgent report of July 1945 by the Head of @perations Department of Utena of the NKVD-NKGBtoé
LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to the Heads of the $)ivis of the Counties of Utena, Ukm&r§vertionys and Zarasai in regard
to the contamination of party, Soviet and otheaorgations by anti-Soviet elements. SLA. stk. Krl. 18. f. 39. p. 75.
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nizations in counties and rural districts (doc. M@l6* ). Such instructions had to be sent to thads of ot-
her operational sectors. B.Kobulov was also agdhestarming of party-Soviet activists. In 1945fts Au-
gust Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) he said: “Aghie arming of Soviet-party activists in parts wfal di-
stricts, | think, this matter should not be givewigle scope now [...] You yourselves are witnesseth¢o
disclosure of traitors in some lowest sectionsativasts. We cannot give arms to traitors”. A.Sikies was
of the opposite opinion: “Such attitude should &ected”.20 Later, he managed to arm “the actitists
Certainly, the relations between the LKP(b) andrémessive bodies should not overestimated . ,T¢wy-
manded from Moscow, did the same work disastroubed.ithuanian nation. Disagreements between them
would arise as to who was superior and due to patsombitions (e.g. the relations between A.8nie and
the MGB leaders D.jefimov, P.Kapralov, |. Tkachenkere rather poor).

Throughout the post-war period, the LKP(b) stravelitectly lead the destruction of the armed uncengd
and subject repressive bodies (particularly theidtiiy of State Security) to its own will. In 194& the 7th
Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b), A.Srilus called attention to the fact that party orgatans did not lead
the suppression of the resistance, but performéd“political mass” work. In his opinion, county gg or-
ganizations had themselves to organize and opeedifolead fighting against “bourgeois nationalistde
also emphasized that many party organizations digarticipate in the deportations of partisan fewsi2l
The CK Bureau of the LKP(b) and county committegspied quite a few decisions that criticized thekwo
of repressive bodies mostly because of gross woiaiof “socialist justice” (arrests of unarmedacent pe-
ople, killings, plundering, drinking, etc.) and ké®g aloof from actively fighting with partisansuBthe gre-
atest indignation was caused by the fact thateSaturity personnel refused to obey the partyni&®us
and M.Suslov used to get complaints from variousppee including communists themselves, about the un
ridled behaviour of NKVD or NKGB personnel, forstance, in the county of Tauka¢doc. No. 1.47).
Such documents abound. Besides, in the Stalingssy&tate Security personnel could arrest pebpledis-
pleased them without the knowledge of local padymittees. Even A.Snikus received reports stating that
one or another well-known person in Lithuania waeaaly under interrogation in the basements of the
MGB.

In 1946, at the 11th Plenum of the CK of the LKP®.)Snigkus severely criticized the fighting of the rep-
ressive bodies against the underground. He clathm#dhe MVD and the MGB operated slowly and ineffe
tively, their personnel lacked discipline. A.Stkas was not afraid to accuse them of cowardice hasiped
the absence of “planned offensive fighting”, stateat they resored to defence and fight “onlyraterorist
acts.”22 On 10 January 1947, at the 12th Plenutheo€K of the LKP(b), A.Sni&kus pointed out that some
talk was spreading within the system of these ®that Lithuanians did not support their fightingasost
partisans. For instance, the Head of the MVD dovissf Kaunas county Col. M.Galickij let this infoaton
slip. “It is a very harmful theory”, said A.Siileus.23 (In September 1947, M.Galickij was sentfourh Lit-
huania — V.T.). On 24 January 1950, at the 6thRtenf the CK of the LKP(b), A.Snt&us openly critici-
zed the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR P.Kapralor “violations of the Soviet justice” and pointedt
that the Communist Party commanded everything: “Mé8lies must account to the party bodies for each
violation of the Soviet justice the way a party nfimm a Soviet citizen, accounts to correspondirdjdsofor
violations of Soviet justice. There should be naaassions here” 24. The speech is not characteoisthat
time. Attempts were made not to speak about treeabthe party in relations with the authoritieslud State
Security.

In fact, in initiating and executing repressionsLithuania there existed political competition beem the
LKP(b) and the State Cecurity.

The communist regime was immoral because not ordinary citizens, but also friendly high-rankingief
cials in power — ideological communists, collabmnaists — were secretly spied upon. Compromisingema
rial about them was secretly collected, cases vienged and the information available was used again
them when the necessity arose. The main “evidenas’ their former membership of “bourgeois” parties
(People’s, Social-Democrats) or public organizaifthe Riflemen’s Union, Sports associations, gtheir

* Doc. No. 1.47 The decision of 28 June 1946 by the Bureau®fdK of the LKP(bYOn the Facts of the Violations of Revolu-
tionary Justice in the County of Taula@GLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 4. p. 78.
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relatives’ contacts with the underground, prioifgy in “kulak” farmsteads, critical evaluation dfet policy

of Russianization and Soviet reality in Lithuaress.

According to contemporaries of A.Sdkeis (A.Stromas25 and others), at the beginning®®0s, he and his
entourage faced the threat of losing power — a cleaning campaign was under way in Lithuania. Arahi
documents testify to that. The attention of Steeurity personnel was focused on the highestialiof
the administration of the LSSR, even though they inadergone strict procedures of the approval @b+
menclature. Moscow did not oppose this activityhaf MGB of the Lithuanian SSR.

On 28 july 1950, the Minister of the MGB of the LIB®.Kapralov sent the secret letter to the Sec@uteS
tary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Trofimov (supposedh.Snigkus was on holiday) “On the Contamination
of the Commanding Personnel of the Ministries dredlAcademy of Sciences of the LSSR”, which included
a list of 32 politically unreliable persons. Digtdor political unreliability was entered agaiBsininisters, 7
deputy ministers and others. These people incléd8dietkus’ associates, ideological communists (A.Drob-
nys, M.MeSkauskiey) J.Blieka, A.Knyva, also the heads of scientifistitutions J.Ba&lkonis, K.Dauksas,
V.Girdzijauskas and others). “I think it expedi¢atdiscuss each person in regard to his suitakitil in
this or that position”, wrote P.Kapralov. (doc. No48x ).

On 24 october 1950, P.kapralov sent a list of 3@liable people from the personnel of educationsditu-
tions (school directors, etc.) of Vilnius and Klaia counties to the Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b
V.Niunka.26 In December 1950, the Director of thepRblican Pedagogical Office Albinas leSmanta was a
rested "for the activities of sabotage” (doc. Net9).* In November 1950, A.kapralov sent a reporMos-
cow that, based on the information by the MGB @& HSSR, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) dismissed from
the position and expelled from the party the Migistf Trade of the LSSR Adolfas ivask&us (allegedly
for being “a member of the pro-fascist Riflemen’sich”) (doc. No. 1.50* ). On 9 January 1951, pobtidi-
strust was entered against the Minister of Jushiggis Blieka27 (doc. No. 1.51*), and on February—
against the former Minister of Education (1943-1948d to the then Vice-President of the Academy of
Sciences of the LSSR Juozas ZiugZzda.28 He was etaigjiving instructions to allot less time todkimg
the Russian language at schools in Lithuania thaother republics (doc. No. 1.52*). In Februaryp19
P.Kapralov reported to Moscow on the planned aoktte Deputy Minister of Building of the LSSR Bist
lovas Strietitnas (later he was arrested — V.T.) because herfatsnalistic attitude, slanders the Russian
nation, collectivization”, etc. (doc. No. 1.53*Qn 29 October 1951, political distrust cast itsdgiva on the
poets Eduardas Miezelaitis, Kostas Kubilinskasrgdar of partisans) and the writer Aleksas Balas. P.

** Doc. No. 1.48. The special report of 28 July 1950 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to
the Second Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Trofimov On the Contamination of the Commanding Personnel of the Mi-
nistries and the Academy of Sciences of the Lithuanian SSR . SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. . 62.p. 99-115.

Doc. No. 1.49. A special report of 6 February 1951 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to
the Second Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Trofimov in regard to the arrest of the Director of the Republican Pe-
dagogical Office A. IeSmanta. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 62.p. 233.

* Doc. No. 1.50. A report of 21 November 1950 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR P. Kapralov to the Minister
of the MGB of the SSRS V. Abakumov in regard to the Minister of Trade of the LSSR A. Ivaskevicius. SLA. stk. K-1. inv.
10.£.99. p. 117.

* Doc. No. 1.51. The special reprt of 9 January 1951 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov
to the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Snieckus On the Minister of Justice of the Lithuanian SSR |. Blieka. SLA.
stk. K-1. inv.10. f. 62. p. 158-160.

* Doc. No. 1.52. A special report of 6 February 1950 by the Deputy Minister of the MGB of the LSSR A. Leonov to
the Head of the 5th Directorate of the MGB Col. A. Volkov in regard to the political distrust concerning the Vice-Presi-
dent of the Academy of Science of the LSSR J. Ziugzda. SLA. stk. K-1. Inv. 10. f. 100. p. 235-237.

* Doc. No. 1.53. A. special report of 6 February 1951 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR P. Kapralov to the He-
ad of the 5th Directorate of the MGB Col. A. Volkov in regard to the Deputy Minister of Building of the LSSR S. Striel-
¢itnas. SLA. stk. K-1.inv.10. f. 100. p. 188-190.

* Doc. No. 1.54 A special report of 29 October 1951 by the Mimisif the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralovtte First
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Stikais in regard to the political distrust concernihgMiieZelaitis, K. Kubilinskas and A.
Baltrinas. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 135. p. 92-93.
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Kapralov recommended that A.S¢keis temporarily forbid them from going on a creativip to Moscow
(doc. No. 1.54*).

In April 1952, P.Kapralov (probably, V.Abakumov’'sgpege) was demoted and transferred to the MGB Di-
rectorate in Primorje (the Far East of Russial960-1951, in the Soviet union the preparatiorttierclean-
sing of the Communist party and the leading persbofthe State Security was going on, while in eqta-
ces it was already being carried out (cases omdpeession of the heads of the MGB of the SSRSy par
members of Leningrad, Georgia). Thus, there iseason to state that the relations between the K&t
the MGB were good, although the work of the heddspressive bodies in fighting against the resista
was very favourably estimated by the authoritieshef LKP. On 27 october 1956, A.Stkes wrote to the
Minister of the MVD of the SSRS |.Serov about P.Kdpv: “Regardless of some drawbacks in the earlier
work of comrade kapralov, he has deserved mordaenragion and respect for his activity in Lithudhnk®

Gen. Piotr Kondakov became the new Minister of @B of the LSSR. In fact, he completely suppressed
the partisan war, continued the policy of politieailance, though he was not a strong supporteirastic
measures. Probably, the last of the high officdiie administration of the LSSR to get into theus of the
MGB attention was the Manager of the affairs of @wncil of Ministers of the LSSR Danielius Petry@an

10 April 1953, the Minister of the MGB-MVD of theSSR P.Kondakov informed A.Silas that after the
war the suspected person, a former “member afkRigs’ group”, and M.Gregorauskas were adverséy d
posed towards the VKP(b) and discontented withptiliey pursued by the Soviet power in Lithuania.30
Besides, A.Snigkus, too, was interested in the political reliagibf his subordinates and famous people of
Lithuania. On 5 January 1953, he asked P.Kondatoinformation on the former socialdemocrats academ
cians Antanas Pénas, Vytautas Girdzijauskas, Juozas Ziugzda, ddd3zBudrys, Matas Sabakonis and Jo-
nas Sabaliauskas. P.Kondakov replied that the adawdas were “nationalistically disposed” and J.&ab
liauskas and D.Budrys “now are secret collaboratalsc. No. 1.57 p. 144).

In June 1947, 342 Lithuanians worked in the MGBhef LSSR (doc. No. 1.41.A.)* The number of Lithua-
nians in repressive bodies was particularly smatlaloise they were not trusted. In 1948, there welse36
Lithuanians (7.7 per cent) from 456 leading persgbohthe Internal Affairs and State Security ingtons of
the LSSR belonging to the nomenclature of the CikhefLKP(b). A particularly small number of the &bc
population belonged to the lowest level: in 1948nf 299 heads of the divisions of rural districisly 18
were Lithuanians.31 At the 7th Plenum of the CKhaef LKP(b) on 24 August 1945, B.Kobulov explained t
the communists of Lithuania that Lithuanians coudd work in State Security bodies because they wete
ready for that.32 In general, the personnel ofesgive bodies looked down on local communists,idensd
them to be inexperienced “creators of socialismfected with “bourgeois nationalism”, etc. In 194853,
about 10,000 Russianspeaking employees were st tddVD-MGB of the LSSR.33

The authorities of the LKP(b) made a lot of efftatcause enmity among the population of LithuaRiar.
political purposes, they made attempts to createngmession of “class struggle” and tried to dentiate
that political and armed confrontation was goingaomong the Lithuanian population itself. During dgire
post-war period, A.Snié&us urged Moscow to form different Lithuanian arnad repressive bodies, make
the apparatus of the Internal Affairs and StateuBgcmore Lithuanian. Well-armed and mechanizetitaai

ry units were planned to be formed for fighting iagapartisans. Groups of exterminators (“peoptesten-
ders”) were established, party—Soviet activistsewarmed, but nothing else was done. The CK of the
VKP(b) did not allow to form Lithuanian repressimglitary units. Moreover, the Lithuanian 16th an@tf
Riflemen Divisions were disbanded. This problenadierevealed the actual face of the occupatioinrteg
and the hopeless efforts of local collaborationigtsepresent the nation. The occupants did net the local
population (because they could see the obvioussandg resistance), whereas the latter did not@ppe

* Doc. No. 1.57. A note of 24 March 1953 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR P. Kondakov personally to the
First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Snieckus in regard to the persons on whom the MGB has compromising in-
formation. SLA. stk. K-1. inv.10. f. 151. p. 135-141.

Dok. No. 1.41.A.The report of 20 June 1947 by the Minister of @B of the LSSR D. Jefimov to the First Secrgtaifrthe
CK of the LKP(b) A. Snigkus about the number of Lithuanians in the Ministhystate Security of the LSSR. SLA. stk.1771.
inv.10. f.279. P.30.
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occupation administration. Moscow was seeking solkee the problem of the armed resistance only by m
ans of military force in conjunction with militamgpressive bodies, leaving loyal to them Lithuasianly
the function of making the communist regime legétm

1.7. Collaboration

In the broad sense, collaborationists are people dhp invaders occupy a country and establishraaic-
tain their power in it. Collaboration can be di#fat — with a weapon in hand or with the help ofraes's
quill or a painter’s brush.34 But in the narrowense, these are people who have been authorizéxg: lmg-
cupation power. Traditionally, citizens of a fornedependent state who, mostly for their politiaatl ideo-
logical beliefs have betrayed their Motherland #sdndependence and started voluntary cooperatitm
the invaders, are considered to be collaborati®nidtus, a collaborationist is an aide to invadensaitor of
his Motherland, an official, functionary or empleyef the occupation or puppet power (administrafiamo
executes its instructions (policy) and enforcesditizens of his country (his countrymen) to obkg will of
the invaders. Some collaborationists who held lggg@osts had the administrative authorization aedight
to sign documents. Others, with the status of &niaff (e. g. exterminators, militiamen), were em@oed to
coerce people (also, by applying physical forc&) arrying out the instructions of their superiors

When the second Soviet occupation began, collabaraid not involve as many people as before the wa
Well remembering the repressions of 1940-1941, lgewpre shocked by the state terror policy execbted
the Soviet Union during the first post-war yeardu€ated people, mainly the intelligentsia, avoidedpera-
tion with occupation authorities and hoped for support from the West. Aides to the Soviet powerewe
mainly those with leftist views, who, as early &lQ, contributed to the establishment of the comstue-
gime and left for Russia during the war. Such fasnand talented people in Lithuania were not nunserou
they were, in most cases, writers, scientists dhdrantellectuals: petras cvirka, Antanas Venc|d<astas
Korsakas, Juozas Ziugzda, Juozas Baltusis, Tedilligtis, Juozas Jurginis, etc. The majority ofeifectu-
als kept silent and did not oppose the authoriié&® Communist Party called them “the silent on@siey
were under constant political pressure. It washyosiccident that the spearhead of the Stalinistigall rep-
ressions was, in the first place, directed towadiscated people and farmers who were not then waater
trol (before the collectivization). Forming its comand apparatus from “the working people”, the comisiu
authorities tried to gain the support of that drthe society that had poor education — workesss well-off
farmers, the poor, those emaciated by the wariargkneral, less reasonable people of Lithuania.

In central and local power bodies of the occupaadministration (with the exception of the repressi
ones), in many cases, the leading nomenclatureigusiwere held not by invaders, but former citzenh
Lithuania, mainly communists who, because of tidgplogical beliefs, political interests, careeregotistic
purposes supported the Soviet Union. Lithuaniafaborationists were against the independent sfalt#-o
huania and for the united and indivisible Sovieiddn In the political sense, they did not see tneire of
Lithuania without its everlasting ties with Russlde First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Shies,
the chairman of the Council of People’s Commisgims Council of Ministers) of the LSSR M.Gedviltise
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme SovighefLSSR J.paleckis, the Commissar of the NKGB of
the LSSR A.Guzevius, the secretaries of the Ck of the LKP(b) K.NkanK.PreikSas and many others beca-
me the leading executors of political and ideolabttirectives from Moscow and organizers of repmess
They defended not the interests of Lithuania, basé of the SSRS, i.e. of the invaders; therefboms acti-
vity can be considered as cooperation, assistancellaborationism.

In 1944-1953, the leaders of the LKP(b) signed doents which obligated their subordinates to takeas
sions against those fighting for the freedom ofrth8on and thinking differently, those belonging‘social-

ly hostile layers” — “the kulaks”, the clergy, foempoliticians, heads of the state and employediseoinde-
pendent Lithuania. For example, A.Stkes, M.Gedvilas, K.PreikSas signed documents otatigaheir sub-
ordinates to organize deportations of the popuilatiod confiscate their property. Soviet collabaorasts did
not oppose Russianization and were seeking toajestterything that reminded them of the independént
huania. For propaganda purposes, the LKP(b) usdddiare that they were the true patriots of Lithaai.e.
their socialist Motherland, and their fighting aggti “bandits” and “bourgeois nationalists” was félowe-
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ver, not only high-ranking, but also lower offigatollaborated. For example, in the autumn of 19é4ds
of many party and executive committees of courares rural districts addressed the CK of the LKP¢oju-
esting to deport partisan families and confisch&r tproperty.35 These collaborationists were \&elare of
the life of concrete people, their moods and atéts Not all of them, though quite a few, prepdigtd of
people to be deported, aided in faster liquidatimgresistance, executed spiritual and economiorteex-
terminators, armed party and Soviet activists, grarsl of repressive bodies and others who direstihytri-
buted to the execution of crimes against the natiwh humanity carried out by the Communist Parpukh
be attributed to collaborationists. At the timetloé total national resistance and armed fightingias clear
who was who. Because of their collaboration with titcupation authorities, not only high-rankinghbia-
nian leaders of the power bodies of the LSSR, lsat @rdinary communists, exterminators, variousctfs
(including non-party people) were condemned bynidwson and killed by partisans. Yet, the main legali-
tical and moral responsibility for the collaboraiiem falls to the highest officials of the Sovielnanistra-
tion who, in direct cooperation with the authostief the invaders in Moscow and their vicegeremtsithu-
ania, provided specific ways for the implementatibtheir instructions and directives.

The armed resistance was broken down. Peoplehestiope to receive help from the West. Therefore,
der the conditions of the long-lasting Soviet oatign, the collaborationism was no more openly eomnd
ned. After the demise of Stalin, with the mitigatiof the political regime, the number of Lithuargaending
to adjust to the Soviet regime, for career and g rather than for reasons ideological, staeceasing
in the bodies of the Soviet power and the Commuypasty. The underground continued existing eveer aft
1953, dissidents appeared; however, with the |ésgeri terror, two options emerged: to choose betwae-
ath (imprisonment) and conformism (adjustment). \ew chose death; conformism prevailed.36

Under the conditions of the long-lasting SovietwugEation, the majority of the population had to dedh
the institutions of the occupation power and warkhem, fulfill their professional duties (teacheadsctors,
workers, collective-farmers, etc.). Confrontatioitrmthe authorities in the totalitarian state metmbe a
martyr, and only few were resolute enough to chdloseway. The main Lithuanian collaborationistsyrbe
considered those who were authorized by the posvadininister the population of Lithuania and weoé-p
tically responsible for the execution of kremlimegitives and who, by their actions, made harm ¢onthole
Lithuania, Lithuanian nation and concrete persdiey were members of the CK of the LKP(b) and the
Council of Ministers of the LSSR, the heads of focdily important agencies — the KGB, the Glauite
Council of the Affairs of Religious Cults, the Pegsitor’'s Office, the Supreme Court — and some atffer
cials.

2. The Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b)*

The Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VPK(b), ditocal body of the SSRS in Lithuania, was the fagh
institution of the Soviet occupation administratid@®44-1947)**. It was established by the decisudrthe

CK of the VKP(b) on 11 November 1944, the firstisg took place on 21 December the same year (@oc.N
2.1*). The position of the Chairman of the Bureeas taken by M.Suslov (1944-1946) and V.Shcherbakov
(1946-1947). The main members were the CommisdatseoState Security — the Commissioners of the

* Literature and Sources page 46.

**Note. Extracts from the copies of the documents of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) translated into Lithuanian and
included into the scientific article by the historian Henrikas Sadzius “The Activity of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) in
Organizing the Suppression of the National Resistance” // The Annals of the History of Lithuania in 1997, Vilnius, 1988.

* Doc. No. 2.1. The 1st protocol of the meeting of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) of 21 December 1944. The Storage
and Research Center of the Documents of the Newest History of Russia (further - SRCDNHR). stk. 597.inv. 1. f. 1. p. 1-5.

* Doc. No. 22. An extract from the speech by the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M. Suslov at the 4th
Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 30 December 1944. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 7. £. 11. p. 194-195.

*Doc. No. 2.3. An extract from the speech by the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M. Suslov delivered at
the meeting of the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) on 6 July 1945. SLA. stk. 1771.inv. 8.£.79. p.

* Doc. No. 24. The list of the participants of the 8th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 6 December 1945. The Lithuanian Bureau of
the CK of the VKP(b) was represented by 11 persons. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8.£.20. p. 1.



NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in the Lithuanian SSR Geiikachenko and Gen. D.Radionov (responsible for
the activity of the repressive bodies), as welFdsovaliov and V.Pisarev (responsible for econoniy)e
Bureau had its own Secretariat and other bodie€hérnyshov, F.Budagovskij, V.Sukhinin, S.Ogurcov,
E.Teterev, S.Kochetkov, V.Potapov, E.BelokrinkinKbpitov, J.Brazul, I.Shvedov and others were respo
sible for specific activity areas. From local cblaationists, the First Secretary of the CK of th&>(b)
A.Snigtkus and the Chairman of the Council of People’s @isrars of the LSSR M.Gedvilas, were inclu-
ded in the Bureau as permanent members. Througle t{hersons, the Bureau could directly command and
control the administration of the LSSR. Similar éaums were established in Estonia, Latvia and Maddav
that is, the countries which were occupied and aethdy the SSRS in 1940.

The main objectives of the Bureau were to Sovidtidgeuania as soon as possible, integrate it ih®oSSRS,
establish the communist regime here, break dowmetsistance of the population of Lithuania to tkeupa-
tion and implement the Stalinist policy of the Gaddn 30 December 1944, at the 4th Plenum of theofCK
the LKP(b) M.Suslov explained that such bureausrénmeing established in all young Soviet republiéa
the Central Asia, the Caucasus”, and one of the mgmortant aims of this policy was “to develop &oa-
tional cadre”. Since there were practically no eadiccording to M.Suslov, “the sending of a certaimber

of cadre from other Soviet republics is the demmatisin of brotherly support for the young Sovigbublic

of Lithuania” (doc.No. 2.2.*).

The actual political power was concentrated inttaeds of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the P
Without its knowledge or preliminary approbatioof a single institution of the occupation admirastn in
lithuania could function independently. Membergstef Bureau participated in the sittings of the Cltdau

of the LKP(b) (doc.No. 2.3*), plenums of the CKtbé LKP(b) (doc.No. 2.4* ) and the Council of Pkp
Commissars (the Council of Ministers) of the LS8Rere thoughts stated by them were, in fact, tires.
The Bureau was subordinate and responsible ortlyet@€K of the VKP(b). Actually, it had unlimited -
rity, interfered in all spheres of life, even inahday-by-day matters (e.g. in 1945, the Bureapsunded the
decision of the Council of People’s Commissarshef tSSR on the distribution of salt to the popolatof
Lithuania)l, it could critically assess the worktbé LKP(b) leaders. For instance, M.Suslov puplib-
monstrated his power over A.Stkeis, M.Gedvilas and J.Paleckis (doc.No.x2.5Particularly active was a
typical Stalinist of that time Gen. . Tkachenko,whose opinion, Sovietization of Lithuania was &low.
Not only the underground, but also the passive moderate behaviour of Lithuanian communists with
“class enemies” hindered that. He continually dedeainto reinforce political vigilance. Even the bligst
kindred relations of Lithuanian officials with “hiile elements” or deviations from official regulatis made
him greatly suspicious. For instance, on 12 NovemBd5, he reported to A.Silais on the politically im-
proper speech delivered by the representativeeoCik of the LKP(b) V.GirdzZius in Birzai (doc.No.&2.).
Examples of such activity by the Bureau abound.

The Chairman of the CK of the VKP(b) for lithuatvaSuslov came here in December 1944. In fact, he be
came the administrator of the LSSR. Heads of th#tinions of Soviet power addressed their lettersm-
portant issues not to A.Silais, but to M.Suslov or V.Shcherbakov, or A.Skies’ name stood second on
the documents.

Under the command of M.Suslov, the first post-wepattations, killings of partisans and defencepessple
and other repression actions took place. Befork e&jor political campaign or repression actionaniged
by the Communist Party, apart from Bureau sittirfgs would organize the so-called “conferencesat t
Chairman,s of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK & YKP(b)”, thus emphasizing his leading role. Azoé-
tician, M.Suslov was insidious but cautious, aatedsistently and resolutely. Nursing Bolshevik &islj he

* Doc. No. 2.5. An extract from the speech by the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M.
Suslov at the 7th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 24 August 1945. SLA. stk. 1771. inv.8. f. 14. p. 185.

* Doc. No. 2.6. A letter of 12 November 1945 by the Commissioner of the NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Lt.
Gen. I. Tkachenko to the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Snieckus in reference to the politically incorrect re-
port by Maj. V. Girdzius. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 179. p. 135.

* Doc. No. 2.7 An extract from the materials of the August Plenaf 1945 of the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 177dv. 8. f.
14. p. 58-59, 185.
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fought with those thinking differently in all waysjas a supporter of violence and repression, didane
knowledge compromises. In public life, he was adficstrict, but correct.

The Bureau was the main initiator in preparing tigai documents of that time, such as “Addresshegltit-
huanian Nation” (10 February 1945), “We will Uproathuanian-german Nationalists, the Most Vicious
Enemies of the Lithuanian Nation” (25 May 1945) atiders. M.Suslov himself edited the drafts of éhds-
cuments and visaed them; their contents and fofrtised presentation to the public used to be dised at
the sittings of the Bureau.

M.Suslov did not always trust local communists, repeople loyal to the Soviet regime, organizedrelea
sings of the Lithuanian cadre and was one of thetmctive initiators of Russianization of Lithuan@n 27
December 1944, at the 4th Plenum of the CK of t#iB(b), he accused the authorities of the LKP(kthefr
allegedly reasonable attitude towards “bourgeoiffidanian specialists (“The CK of the KP(b) of Lu#nia
has never discussed the behaviour of any empldyat eixpressed bourgeois nationalistic views in his
work...”)2. In 1944-1946, on the initiative of the B@au, an intensive cleansing of the cadre was gaing
M.Suslov, “the leader and educator”, to quote M.8uskas, and V.Shcherbakov treated Lithuanian commu-
nists like school children (doc. No. 2.7* ). DueNbSuslov and other radical communists, the Ruszéan
LKP(b) soon became a Stalinist party organizatMrSuslov’s words about the increasing number oélloc
cadre in power bodies turned into the opposite phmamon. During the operation of the Bureau, Lithaas

in leading positions made up half or less than bk#ll the personnel in the administration ingtdos of the
central power. In 1947, Lithuanians made up onlyéBcent of the LKP(b).

The most important task of the Bureau was to ligtédhe resistance. M.Suslov regularly informedalirs
and L.Berija of the work performed by the represdiodies in fighting against “Lithuanian-Germaniora-
lists”, the political situation and continuouslyggested that repressions be expanded and the NKKGEN
bodies reinforced. Other members of the Bureaugsegbvarious instructions or directives for theresgive,
party or Soviet bodies of the LSSR. For instanbe,ibstruction of 29 January 1945 by D.Radionothi®
heads of county divisions of the NKVD and NKGB peith out that destruction of partisans depends en th
intelligence work and suitable employment of theni3

During the years of its operation, the Bureau agldpjuite a few anti-partisan decisions that becamper-
tant documents-directives in suppressing the aesist and organizing the first post-war deportati@rs 24
May 1945, the Bureau adopted the famous decisianti@ Intensification of the Activity of Bourgedia-
tionalistic Bands and the Reinforcement of Fighthkgainst them”. The document orders “to disclose &n
guidate the main nationalistic organizations inghertest time possible”. For that purpose, it wasessary
to send NKVD and NKGB personnel to Lithuania tbthie positions of the heads of rural districtidions,

to increase the number of the NKVD troops, to dep6r60 partisan families from each county, to oiga
open demonstrations of partisan trials, etc. (docg: ).

In the decision of 17 September 1945 “On the Pathe Decision of 15 August 1945 by the CK of the
VKP(b) Regarding the Lithuanian-German Nationatistinderground and the Liquidation of its Armed
Bands” and in the decision of 15 October 1945 “@m Rolitical Situation in the Republic”, the Bureziti-
cized party organizations and ordered them to alatéhpartisans in the counties of Rokiskis, Utafédai-
niai, Ukmerg, Marijampok, Raseiniai, Svatonys, JoniSkis and Pangys, “resolutely get rid of compla-
cency and kind-heartedness”, to arm party activedts (doc.No. 2.9* and doc.No. 2.10* ). On 17dber
1945, the Bureau forbade the county local autlesriself-willed expropriation of the farms of paatistami-
lies. Plans were made to confiscate their propgutyng the future mass deportations. I.Tkachenlezisipd

* Doc. No. 2.8. Extracts from the decision of 24 May 1945 by the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) On the Increasing Acti-
vities of Bourgeois-Nationalistic Bands and Strengthening of the Measures in Fighting against them. SRCDNHR. stk. 597.inv. 1. £. 1. p. 100.

*Doc. No. 2.9. Extracts from the decision of 17 September 1945 by the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) On the Part of the
Decision of 15 August 1945 by the CK of the VKP(b) Regarding the Liquidation of the Lithuanian-German Nationalistic Underground and its Ar-
med Bands. SRCDNHR. stk. 597. inv. 1. f. 1. p. 137-139.

* Doc. No. 2.10. Extracts from the decision of 15 October 1945 by the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) On the Political Si-
tuation in the Republic. SRCDNHR. stk. 597.inv.1.f. 1. p. 140.
* Doc. No. 2.11An extract from the decision of 10 November 18fhe Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKR{p) the Formation and
Reinforcement of Additional Rural District Divisgoof the NKVD and NKGB of the Lithuanian SSRCDNHR. stk. 597. inv. 1. f. 1. p. 142.
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that he would allow the expropriation of these fauifrall adult members of the families were arrdsta his
report to Stalin in July 1945, M.Suslov wrote abth& complete or partial confiscation of 39,89%fad

The Bureau constantly encouraged the expansioheobpparatus of repressive bodies. On 10 November
1945, the issue “On the Formation and reinforcenoérdditional Rural District Divisions of the NKGB
and NKVD of the Lithuanian SSR” was discussed. Atryein the decision requested the CK of the VKP(b)
to establish NKVD divisions in all 320 rural distt$, to send via the Personnel Directorate of tkeoCthe
VKP(b) 470 best NKVD and NKGB operational personine the central and eastern regions of the SSRS
in order to staff the aforementioned divisions apeérational points of the NKVD (doc.No. 2.11*). iing
several years (1944-1945, till January 1946) thmber of NKVD personnel in the LSSR grew from 2,184
to 9,957.5

M.Suslov tried to emphasize the necessity of thee8uw to Lithuania. On 20 June 1945, he sent a eery
haustive 36-page report to Stalin on the work perém by the Bureau in 1944-1945. M.Suslov undedline
that it was during the operation of the Bureau 283654 persons were arrested, 6,514 partisares kaihd
partisan families started to be deported (doc.Nb2*2). According to the most recent data by histas, in
1944-1946, the most active period of the operaioime Bureau, the troops of the NKVD (MVD) in Lith-

nia murdered or killed in action 14,4096 peoplemy25,488 military punitive operations (accordiogthe
data of the MGB of the LSSR, 14,356 people werediand 39,235 were arrested) (doc. No*4.and de-
ported 9,214 persons.7

The Bureau oversaw the work of courts. Seekingtimidate the society, the Bureau insisted on dajag
demonstration court trials of partisans (doc.N@32. and doc.No. 2.14* ). Reports on the verdictsnpun-
ced by the military tribunals of the NKVD, the Sapre Court of the LSSR, the Extraordinary Conferesfce
the NKVD to resistance fighters or killers of Jewsre sent personally to M.Suslov and later to Vifehnisa-
kov. from 1944 till 1 June 1946, the military tritls of the NKVD alone sentenced 8,268 personbrea-
ching Article 58 of the Criminal Code of the Sovigdcialist Republic of the Russian federation (ddo.
4.5). In 1945, the Military Tribunal sentenced 4f8rsons to capital punishment, 1,157 — to penaltade,
etc.8 On 30 January 1946, in his last report togBnkov, M.Suslov wrote that he was not complesaltys-
fied with the results. In his opinion, “taking intonsideration the political situation, this puvatipolicy [...]
cannot be regarded as strict, rather the oppg@silel'aking into consideration the political sitiga in the re-
public, all the time it was necessary to take sewveeasures, including the extreme ones”.9 Judgynipib
letter, it is possible to make the conclusion MaSuslov was well aware of the criminal role of Bereau
that tried to establish the Soviet power in Lithiaaoy compulsion and savage means.

When M.Suslov was recalled to Moscow, V.Shcherbdiasame the Chairman of the Bureau. He was a pre-
tentious and ambitions person, a typical represigataf the Stalinist nomenclature of that time.nSiering
himself to be the most important vicegerent of Mwgdn Lithuania, he often conducted himself like thu-

ler of the personal domain. Because of his autoct@bdencies and rough administration, he was pulgo
even among local communists, ignored some decisidapted by the CK of the LKP(b) and the government
of the LSSR (doc.No. 2.15*). V.Shcherbakov wasking for “people’s enemies”, and “nationalists” eve
rywhere, particularly belittled the Lithuanian iligeentsia and the national culture, was one ofrtiast im-
portant initiators of Russianization and a gredénder of Russian-speaking newcomers.

* Doc. No. 2.12. Extracts from the report of 20 June 1945 by the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the
VKP(b) M. Suslov to ].Stalin about the work performed by the Bureau in 1944-1945 (36 p.). SRCDNHR. stk. 597. inv. 1.
f.2.p.18-21.

* Doc. No. 4.2. A note of December 1952 by the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kondakov On the Re-
sults of the Work of the MGB Bodies of the Lithuanian SSR in Fighting against the Nationalistic Underground and its Bands from
15 July 1944 to 15 December 1952. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 407. p. 264-265.

* Doc. No. 2.13. The decision of 24 July 1945 by the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) On the Organization
of Public Court Trials. SRCDNHR. stk. 597. inv. 1. f. 1. p. 135-136.

* Doc. No. 2.14. An extract from the speech by the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M.
Suslov made at the 6th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 28 July 1945. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 9. p. 291.

* Doc. No. 2.15 An extract from the speech by the Chairman ofitfeuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) V. Shdbekov
at the 10th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 9 21846. SLA. stk. 1771. inv.9. f. 13. p. 56.
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In July 1946, at the Plenum of the CK of the LKR¥)Shcherbakov and other members of the Presidium
asked the First Secretary of the Party Committeanfnas city J.Grigalasius why Russians had been ex-
cluded from the lists of the conference participadtGrigalaviius made excuses: “We have invited Rus-
sians (to the conference — V.T.). All our partonggth the exception of one, two or three, are Russi...],
but we used to accept Lithuanians because Rusd@anst know Lithuanian and, therefore, it is difflicfor
them to work with masses. | think | have made agmlitical error (doc. No. 2.16* ). However,éompa-
rison to his predecessor M.Suslov, V.Shcherbakmflsence on the political processes in Lithuaniasw
much meagerer. He had no weighty support in Moscmeasionally got into conflicts with the headgeyb-
ressive bodies who, because of their autonomousssi@id not want to completely obey party bodiekit
huania.

In May 1946, in a letter to the Secretary of the @Khe VKP(b) A.Zhdanov, V.Shcherbakov complaiéd
“poor work of the MGB and the MVD”. He acknowledgék crimes committed by them: “the MVD and the
MGB do not carry out offensive fighting, have naodadntelligence network [...] Drinking, plunderingot-
ligan excesses, violations of the revolutionary fanwlawful arrests, beating of the arrested, dtc.) have
become a norm [..] Inaction and fear are maskedrdgwful arrests [...]". V.Shcherbakov was concerned
with the liquidation of the underground by the sgrof 1946 and, seeing the failure of the planateused
the MGB and the MVD.10

He used to receive information regarding the crahactivity of State Security personnel and otlepresen-
tatives of the power from party organizations arglsmbordinates. For instance, on 4 march 194 7miva-
ber of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKPHBudagovskij reported to V.Shcherbakov on the in
reasing tendency of “violations of the socialigtjce” in the spring of 1947 in Lithuania. “Thenedots of
facts of killings of innocent people, unlawful astg beatings and violence” (doc.No. 2:37The Special
Lithuanian Archives hold a lot of documents whitlow that the heads of the occupation power bodere w
indignant at the crimes committed by Soviet offieiand then made public.

During the years of V.Shcherbakov's command, fur@avietization of Lithuania, fighting against paains,
deportations and cleansing of the cadre continuretl946, 6,639 persons were dismissed from valiosts
tutions, 2,535 of them for political consideratiptd The administration of the LSSR headed by W8hc
bakov launched an extensive economic offensive eagnmgainst the peasantry: taxes and norms foedor
labour and product deliveries to the state wereesmed and the campaign of “the dispossessionedtuh
laks” continued. In 1947, the authorities of theSR§ executing the directives by the Bureau, fortzadall-
scale private commerce and trade provided for byQbnstitution of the LSSR (in July 1945, the mdrthe
private capital in industry was 10 per cent anttade — 31 per cent.).12

By the decision of the CK of the VKP(b) of 24 mait®47, the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b
was disbanded. Most of its members left Lithuaxi&hcherbakov became the First Secretary of the (WKP
of kaliningrad region. V.Pisarev was nominatedresFirst Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministerf
the LSSR.13

The true reasons for disbanding the CK Bureaube®MKP(b) in the Baltic Countries and Moldavia @4Y
are not known. It can be assumed that in 1944-19dBoviet political system was established andhg al-
ready functioning in these countries, thereforeséhparty bodies became unnecessary.

3. The Komsomok

The Lenin Young Communist League of Lithuania (tCLL) was a constituent part of the LYCL of the
Union, a political body of the SSRS, an aide to@menmunist Party and its reserve. The LYCLL waslest
lished in 1919.

* Doc. No. 2.17The note of 4 March 1947 by the member of thedattian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) F. Budagojgki
the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CKhef VKP(b) V. Shcherbako®n the Violations of Socialist Justice in the Lit-
huanian SSRSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 5. p. 26-36.

* Literature and Sources page 52.
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In 1944 — 1953, the principal objectives of the LXGwvere to help the LKP(b) Sovietize the young pdeop
of Lithuania and fight against the underground a#i as prepare a reserve of the future communists.

In the summer of 1944, alongside the Soviet trotipes Komsomol initiatory groups came and startess+e
tablishing their political bodies. They were conspd mostly of the Komsomol functionaries who hddrre
ned from the SSRS, Soviet partisans, demobilizedcgmen and Russian-speaking LYCLU cadre sent from
Moscow who were appointed to executive positionshim apparatus of the LYCLL. By April 1945, they
numbered 1,439.1 Their responsibility was to gu@ernhe integration of the activity of LYCLL witliné
system of the LYCLU and have control over the Komebof Lithuania, preventing its deviation from the
political course of the VKP(b).

On 5 October 1944, the Bureau of the CK of the LyRdopted the decision “On the Work of the CKha t
LYCL of Lithuania”, which encouraged faster expamsbf Komsomol organisations.2 In 1944, the CK of
the LYCLL, the divisions of city and county comrmeigs corresponding to the key directions of the KBms
mol activity, such as agitation and propagandasqerel, peasantry youth, military-physical cultared
schools, were reestablished. Komsorgs were assigngtaces that had no Komsomol organizations (in
1945, in counties they numbered 235), Komsomol goaommittees were administratively set up. Later,
during the forced collectivization, Komsomol orgaations started to be established in kolkhozesjgho
without much success. In general, Komsomol orgaioiza were being established artificially, followithe
decisions of the CK of the LKP(b) and the CK of théCLL and had no natural or direct connection wih

cal young people.

The Komsomol of Lithuania duplicated many decisiohthe CK of the LYCLU and the CK of the LKP(b),
supported all political campaigns. For example,Jaeuary Plenum of the CK of the LYCLL in 1949 appr
ved of the collectivization, urged to create Komsbkolkhozes. The September Plenum of the CK of the
LYCLL in 1952 discussed issues concerning the waitk the cadre, “implementing the decisions of the
13th Plenum of the CK of the KP(b) of Lithuaniat¢.e

Similarly to the LKP(b), during the first post-wgears, the LYCL in Lithuania was an unpopular antiru-
merous organization (by 1 January 1945, it had 88@mbers). Young people of Lithuania condemned
Komsomol members for their participation in theressions and persecution of those thinking difféyen
for despising national values, and considereddtganization alien to Lithuania. It was studentd sachers
that ignored it most: in 1944 — 1945, a single stidoined the Komsomol, in 1946 — 46; in 1948nfro
4,000 Komsomol-age teachers, only 180 were mendfe¢lre LYCLU.3 The unwillingness of young people
to join the Komsomol was one of the ways of thespasresistance against the Soviet regime.

Seeking to have a reliable reserve of the cadpaity and power bodies, the LKP(b) authorities dethea

to increase the ranks of the LYCLL. At the samesetitme LKP(b) tried to reinforce the political inéince of
the Komsomol on the young people of Lithuania. ébftiary 1945, speaking at a meeting of the Komsomol
activists, A.Snigkus pointed out that the increase of the numbd&tamhsomol members had to be the most
important task of Komsomol organizations. At thevBlimber Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1946, the
First Secretary of the CK of the LYCLL A.Raguoteported that only 5,700 from 424,000 Komsomol-age
young people of Lithuania “associated their lifehwthe Komsomol”. At that time, in gymnasiums aadir
gymnasiums only 1,400 from 13,500 pupils were mambéthe LYCLL, whereas at higher and special se-
condary schools their number scarcely reached &%2 even those were often non-Lithuanians. In 1847,
the University of Kaunas, only 13 from 2,000 studemere members of the Komsomol.4

In order to increase the number of Komsomol memtikesbodies of the Komsomol resorted to diffeient
legal measures. For example, in 1948, the Komsaongalnization of Kaunas county tried to enlargeatsks

by recruiting, using administrative measures andpdsion (doc. No. 3:2). On 3 November 1951, the Mi-

* Doc. No. 3.2. An extract from the decision of 1 April 1948 by the Bureau of the CK of the LYCLL On Gross Viola-
tions in Admitting Members into the LYCLU in the Komsomol Organization of Kaunas County. SLA. stk. 4421. inv. 1. f. 76. p.
158.

* Doc. No. 3.3 A report of 3 November 1951 by the Minister of tiGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to the tFf8screta-
ry of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Snigkus in regard to exerting pressure on the applctmtthe Komsomol membership. SLA. stk.
K-1.inv. 10. f. 135. p. 236-240.
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nister of the MGB of the LSSR P.Kapralov sent gletio A.Sni€kus providing numerous examples of how
young people were compelled to join the Komsomalc(dNo. 3.3*). At the 6th Congress of LYCLL in
1951, it was demanded to increase the number ofddaml members in the system of education. The Secre
tary of the CK of the LYCLU A.Shelepin (the futu@hief of the KGB of the SSRS) ordered “to put ad en
to this abnormal and shameful to Lithuania mattexpressed his indignation at the fact that as naan349
schools did not have Komsomol organizations, ar@l &hools had no pioneer organizations. He compared
the number of students — members of the KomsomaAkimnenia and Lithuania, the figures being 90 and 23
per cent respectively5. Under constant pressuMasicow and the CK of the LKP(b), in 1953, the Komso
mol organization of Lithuania increased the nundfats members up to 100,000 (by 1 January 1958ag
99,094). The LYCLL became a typical political boofythe Soviet Union and a tool of Moscows imperial
policy in Lithuania.

The LYCLL was a semi-Russian organization. In 194&uanian Komsomol members constituted 51 per
cent, in 1948 — 49 per cent of all its members.iB@gg with 1950, due to the compulsive increas¢hef
number of members of Komsomol organizations at slshdhe number of Lithuanians increased, and in
1953 it reached 63 per cent.6 Some Komsomol org#ais (in the county and city of Vilnius) did rfedve

a single person who could speak Lithuanian. In 124Ruanians belonging to the nomenclature of@e

of the LYCLL made up 41 per cent; the personnghefCK of the LYCLL (the authorities) had 41 pente
of Lithuanians, whereas secretaries of city coneagtmade up 13 per cent.7

The importance of developing respect for the Russgtion was constantly emphasized in the decisibns
the CK of the LYCLU and the CK of the LYCLL. In thiecision of 18 May 1945 by the CK Bureau of the
LYCLU “On the Work of the CK of the LYCL of Lithuaa”, Komsomol organizations were obligated to or-
ganize clubs for studying the Russian language redseRussians had to study Lithuanian.8 Almost none
studied the, latter; therefore, it became compylsorknow Russian. The majority of Komsomol funoso
(plenums, congresses of activists) were in Russemefore, documents were also in the Russianbzyey

In 1945 — 1947, in the environment of total distriithuanian Komsomol employees were often blarioed
their “nationalistic errors”, “loss of class vigilee”, were dismissed from their positions. In 1945946, by
the decisions of the CK of the LYCLU and constargpections, Moscow tried to intimidate the Lithuami
part of the authorities of the CK of the LYCLL tmeonditionally follow all instructions, particulgrthose
concerning the cadre of the Komsomol. The leaderggnnel of the Komsomol had to be loyal and obedie
aides to the Communist Party. In the decision efBlreau of the CK of the LYCLU of 18 May 1945 “On
the Work of the CK of the LYCL of Lithuania”, acatsons typical of that period were reiterated: “Tuh-

ting against the Lithuanian bourgeois nationalistpoor, the explanation to the young people tlaiona-
lists are the greatest enemies of the Lithuanidiomas not sufficient”, etc. (doc.No. 3.4* ). Adiccusations
were discussed at the republican conference of 9¢omol activists on 26 August 1945. Its resolutitated
that “Komsomol organizations do not educate thetlyan the spirit of friendship of the SSRS natiarsl
respect for the great Russian nation, do not Irleglfeeling of love to the Red Army, the libenatd the Lit-
huanian nation” (doc.No. 3¢5.

Because of the problems of Russianization, cosflisted to occur among the leading Lithuanian Konadom
personnel. For example, on 30 October 1945, theal ldéthe Sector of Registration and Statisticshef CK

of the LYCLL J.Smilgeuwiius complained to the CK Bureau of the LYCLL th#he Deputy Head of the
School Division comrade Velmontaif...] declared that “Russianization of the CK is mgpion”. | told her
she was wrong and quoted an extract from a poeMdjgkovskij: “I would learn the Russian language fo

* Doc. No. 3.4. The extract from the decision of 18 May 1945 by the Bureau of the CK of the LYCLL On the Work of
the CK of the Lithuanian LYCL. SLA. stk. 4421. inv. 1. f. 20. p. 41.

* Doc. No. 3.5. An extract from the meeting of the Republican Komsomol activists of the Lithuanian SSR on 26 Au-
gust 1945. SLA. stk. 4421. inv. 1. {. 16. p. 70.

* Doc. No. 3.11. A complaint of 30 October 1945 by the Head of the Accounting and Statistics Sector of the CK of
the LYCLL J. Smilgevicius to the Bureau of the CK of the LYCLL in regard to the anti-Russian attitude of E. Velmontai-
te. SLA. stk. 4421.inv. 1.£.16. p. 124 a.

* Doc. No. 3.12.The decision of 31 October 1945 by the Bureau ®fGK of the LYCLLOn Comrade E. J. VelmontaitSLA.
stk. 4421. inv. 1. f. 16. p. 119.
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the sole reason that Lenin spoke it”. Comrade Vebai@ retorted: “You Russian sycophant”. J.Smilgevi-
¢ius requested to take “adequate measures” (do@Na* ). On 31 October, the CK Bureau of the LYCLL
dismissed E.Velmontaitfrom the position “for propagating outdated, lonationalistic attitudes” (doc.No.
3.12*).

At the end of the summer of 1945, inspections amgpahby the CK of the LYCLU began. On 30 August
1945, on the initiative of M.Suslov, the Secondr8&ry of the CK of the LYCLL M.Kenewius was dis-
missed from his position (in 1959 he shot himsélis position was taken by the First Secretaryhef Com-
mittee of the LYCLU of Arkhangelsk region N.Kulakoa typical Stalinist of that time. He formed a gpo
of informers in the apparatus of the CK and maim@diclose relations with D.Shupikov and V.Shcheolwak
Having gained their support, he started “the clemnef the cadre” of the Komsomol (the greatest benof
people were dismissed from their positions and ewessted in the Komsomol organization of Kaunégjo
factions were formed within the authorities of (DK of the LYCLL: N.Kulakov’s and that of the FirStec-
retary of the CK of the LYCLL Jonas Maceéwnis (a former Soviet partisan, later — an academ)ciAt the
3rd Congress of the LYCLL on 18 May 1946, in théevon the future members of the CK, 84 out of 480 d
legates were against N.Kulakov.9

In the summer of 1946, together with the inspecgoyup from the CK of the VKP(b) headed by V.Zhavo-
ronkov (to inspect the work of the CK of the LKP® group from the CK of the LYCLU headed by Alek-
sandrova came to Vilnius. The results of the inBpeavere discussed by the CK Bureau of the LYCLU o
26 August 1946 in Moscow, and the decision “On\teark of the CK Bureau of the LYCLL” was adopted
which was later discussed in Vilnius by the 2ndhBia of the LYCLL on 1 October 1946. The adopted-dec
sion stated the errors of the leaders of the LYChey pursued incorrect policy of the cadre, ditdeducate
the youth ideologically and, what was most impdstéthe CK Bureau of the LYCL of Lithuania did ntat-

ke adequate measures to increase the activityedktimsomol and young people in fighting againstrgeu
ois nationalists — the enemies of our party, trengas of the Soviet system”. The Plenum dismissddcke-
vicius, E.MieZelaitis, M.Martinaitis, J.Buivydas frattmeir positions and expelled them from the membprsh
of the CK. N.Kulakov was warned, too, for “not tilméenforming the CK of the LYCLU about the incortec
working methods of comrade Maceéws” (doc.No. 3.6 ). Antanas Raguotis, who had extremely radical
views, was assigned the new First Secretary o€ef the LYCLL (his motto was: “If the enemy doest
surrender, he must be destroyed”).

The new Secretary found many “enemies” in teachmnttutions, accused education personnel of ind#if-
ce to politics, copying the West, etc.10 For exanpt the 15th Plenum of he CK of the LKP(b) onN&¥#
vember 1947, he castigated teachers, students ectdrRV.Mickis of the Academy of Agriculture. Aceor
ding to him, the Academy was “contaminated withakudnd nationalistic elements”, the issues of ctlle
zation were circumvented at lectures, etc. OutQff 8tudents, only 8 were Komsomol members (doc.No.
3.1*). Following the new policy, allegedly becausfeinadequate fighting against nationalism ana &l
political errors, in 1947, he substituted quiteea fiKomsomol workers in counties and appointed nyaiRu-
sian-speaking newcomers as second secretariesno$d&nol committees. After this internal restrugtgrof
the Komsomol organization of Lithuania, Moscow dat have major political demands to the leadeth®f
LYCLL (only reproved them for the slow increasettie number of Komsomol members).

At the 18th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1948¢ Minister of the MGB of the LSSR D.Jefimov ad-
mitted that young people under the age of 25 cnet the bulk of the national underground.11 Tiozes
one of the most important tasks of the LYCLL wasntimidate the youth of Lithuania not to participan
the activity of the underground and even to invgaet of it in the struggle against partisans.

* Doc. No. 3.6. The protocol of the 2nd Plenum of the CK of the LYCLL on 1 October 1946. SLA. stk. 4421. inv. 1. {.
27.p.1-3.

* Doc. No. 3.1. An extract from the speech of 27 November 1947 by the First Secretary of the CK of the LYCLL A.
Raguotis at the 15th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv.10. £. 36. p. 229-230.
* Doc. No. 4.8The decision of 24 July 1944 by the CK of the LKRQ0m the Formation of the Extermination Battalionghaf
NKVD in the Territory of the Lithuanian Soviet Sdist Republic Liberated from the German Fascistallers SLA. stk.1771.
inv. 7. f. 36. p. 1.
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Alongside communists and the personnel of repredsodies, Komsomol members became accomplices of
many crimes. The Komsomol unconditionally carried all instructions of the Communist Party and took
part in all post-war compulsive economic and poditicampaigns, repressions and acts of terror. ldorok
members “distinguished themselves” in the operatminpartisan extermination, they made up a conside

le part of exterminators and party-Soviet activistsre among those who executed deportations qidpe-
lation, helped the LKP(b) unmask “people’s enemiaddifferent institutions and organizations, wargtive
pursuers of the policy of economic terror in themoy and creators of the kolkhoz system.

In July 1944, the CK of the LKP(b) organized groop&xterminators (doc.No. 4.8*); in 1945, thespres-
sive bodies numbered 1600,12 in July 1952 — 2,4Bmbers of the Komsomol.13 The CK of the LKP(b)
constantly insisted that Komsomol members be setid teaching institutions of the MGB and the MVD.
On 24 July 1945, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) addgle decision “On the Reinforcing of the Battatiaf
Exterminators and the Improvement of the Materiahdtions of their Fighters”. In the decision muatken-
tion was paid to the Komsomol. Clause 3 statedtti@inclusion of Komsomol activists of rural dists in-

to groups of exterminators had to be compulsorg.(do. 3.%).

The Komsomol organization of Lithuania carried alliidecisions of the CK of the LKP(b) that wereedited
against the armed underground. Taking into conatater the decision of 12 December 1947 by the CK Bu
reau of the LKP(b) with regard to fighting agaitis¢ national underground (more about that in tletice
“Suppression of the Resistance against the Sodeti@ation”), on 16 December 1947, the Bureau ofdKe

of the LYCLL adopted the decision “On the Reinformnt of the Work of the Komsomol of Lithuania in
Fighting against the Bourgeois Nationalistic Undeumnd and its Armed Bands”(doc.No. 3.8*). This g@oc
ment, full of radicalism, obligated all Komsomobanizations “to actively join the fight”, “send K@omol
members to the groups of people’s defenders”, ifitsitred and contempt to people’s enemies intonko-
mol members and young people”, etc. The decisidtigated Komsomol committees and primary Komso-
mol organizations of counties, cities and ruralréits to render maximum assistance to the bodighe
MGB and party organizations in the liquidation b&tbourgeois nationalistic underground and its drme
bands in the shortest period possible”. Paragraph(ause 2 declared: “All Komsomol members whao ca
bear a weapon must join armed groups”. The Bureadena decision to send 100 Komsomol members to the
MGB divisions of rural districts and 150 — to thepublican school of the MGB (everyone had to knbev t
Lithuanian language). Clause 9 of the decision aldmated “to be resolute in unmasking the anti8oac-
tivity of certain students, pupils and teacherstl @axpel such persons from teaching institutionsfalet,
members of Komsomol gained the right to persecaelters and lecturers. Komsorgs were particularly a
dent in this activity. Party committees were foresen to restrain some of them.

The fact that Komsomol members were compelled ito jarmed groups and participate in fighting agains
partisans can be estimated as criminal activity Majority of Lithuanians were enlisted into thenkgomol
under compulsion or applying moral or psychologmassure; therefore, quite a few of them got imedlin

the groups of exterminators or armed party-Sowé#iviats against their will. Thus, the CK of the BKb)
and the CK of the LYCLL succeeded in inciting enymamong part of Lithuanian young people and entan-
gling them into the fratricidal fight. Certainlyhére were also Lithuanian Komsomol members who ehos
this organization for ideological considerationgniarly to communists, they were convinced in tingh-
tness of their activity while participating in conttimg Stalinist crimes. However, not all Komsonmmem-
bers succumbed to the compulsion. There were eases young people made attempts to evade this murde
rous obligation. For example, in 1945, having reedihis call-up papers from the Komsomol Commitite

* Doc. No. 3.7. The decision of 24 July 1945 by the Council of People’s Commissars of the Lithuanian SSR and the
CK of the LKP(b) On the Reinforcement of the Extermination Battalions and Improvement of the Material Conditions of their
Fighters. SLA. stk. 1771. inv..8. f. 83. p. 25-27.

* Doc. No. 3.8. The decision of 16 December 1947 by the Bureau of the CK of the LYCLL On the Reinforcement of the
Work of the Lithuanian Komsomol in Fighting against the Bourgeois-Nationalistic Underground and its Armed Bands. SLA. stk.
4421.inv. 1£. 53. p. 240-244.

* Doc. No. 3.13The decision of 17 October 1945 by the Bureahef@K of the LYCLLOnN the Approval of the Decisions by the
Bureaus of the Committees of Counties and Citi¢seoEithuanian LYCLL in Regard to the Expulsiconfrthe LYCLL Members-
hip. SLA. stk. 4421. inv. 1. f. 16. p. 108-109.
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Kaunas city to join a group of exterminators, tr@§omol member V.Aleksotskis tore them up and did n
go anywhere. He was expelled from the KomsomotHat (doc.No. 3.13* ). No doubt, such act had te da
mage his future life.

On 5 July 1949, on the basis of an anti-partisamsten of 6 June 1949 by the CK Bureau of the LKP{fte
Bureau of the CK of the LYCLL adopted one more doeunt intended for fighting against the underground,
i.e. the decision “On the Participation of the Kem®| Organization of the Lithuanian SSR in Fighting
against the Remaining Members of the Nationaligticerground and its Armed Bands at the Period ef Es
tablishing Kolkhozes in the Republic” (doc.No. 8)9.The great importance of the support of the Komasl

for party organizations and the MGB in fighting sugh partisans was pointed out. The decision otdidja
Komsomol bodies to continue rendering their supfmrthe MGB and organizing armed groups in kolkho-
zes, Soviet farms, machine-and-tractor depots dndrastrations of parts of rural districts. A deois was
made to enlarge all groups of exterminators by Kammd members within a month after approving their
candidacies at Komsomol committees of counties thode of political leaders — at party committees of
counties.14

Members of the Komsomol participated in all compelseconomic and political campaigns organized by
the Communist Party: “extortion” of peasants’ detu the state, obtaining compulsory state loatetg(s
bonds), establishing of kolkhozes, etc. Duringrti@ids on the countryside, alongside exterminaaois ot-
her “activists”, they threatened people demandirag &ll instructions of the Soviet power be caroedl

People of the country took an active part in trestance; therefore, the LKP(b) and the LYCLL madet

of effort to expand the control over the peasaptnyth. In June 1947, out of 21,034 members of the&o-
mol, only 1,335 (6.5 per cent ) were peasants. @duhe 1947, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) adopted th
decision “On the Work of Komsomol Organizationd_ghuania with the Peasantry Youth”, which was dis-
cussed by the Plenum of the CK of the LYCLL on 183line (doc. No. 3.10* ). On the basis of the f@pinc
les of dividing the society into classes, the yopegple of the country were divided into three gattie po-

or ones and the hired labourers, the layer of titgli® peasantry and the kulaks. The aim of thisstim was

to artificially incite enmity among the young peepl

Ideologization of the spiritual life of the younggple was based on the vulgarized materialistiopbphy
and the ideology of Marxism-Leninism. The ideol@diectivity of the Komsomol was associated with the
mounting social and political tension in Lithuanidis not only facilitated the process of Sovidi@a, but
also helped the Communist Party execute repressizumsng different political campaigns (electiorssy-
ning of letters, movement of Stakhanov’s followest.), Soviet holidays or after deportations, calepry
rallies to support the Soviet power used to bermgal. There, ideological Komsomol members, blindgd
their youthful maximalism, despised the aspiratitorsthe national freedom and urged to take stithrsgyer
measures, particularly against clergymen, the Heetéulaks”, nationally disposed teachers. Lokamso-
mol organizations used to hold meetings for thetlyat which they explained “the advantages” ofgibéti-

cal system of the SSRS, eulogized the communist¢isyand the Communist Party. Pupils and students we
forced to study the Constitution of the SSRS, tis¢ohy of the VKP(b) and the LYCLU, the regulatioofs
the Soviet elections, etc. Of particular concerpacy and Komsomol organizations was the ideoklgit
doctrination of the studying young people. Pupiig atudents became practically the most active neesnb
of the resistance to the occupation, thereforepalshwere under particular surveillance.

* Doc. No. 3.9. An extract from the decision of 6 June 1949 by the Bureau of the CK of the LYCLL On the Participa-
tion of the Komsomol Organization of the Lithuanian SSR in Fighting Against the Remaining Members of the Nationalistic Un-
derground and its Armed Bands at the Period of Establishing Kolkhozes in the Republic. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 7. p. 29.

* Doc. No. 3.10An extract from the 4th Plenum of the CK of theé@LL on 13-14 June 1947 where the decision of theeBu
of the CK of the LKP(bOn the Work of the Organizations of the Lithuanfmsomol with the Peasant Youths discussed.
SLA. stk. 4421. inv. 1. f. 44. p. 2-5.
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4. The Suppression of the Resistance to the Sovigtcupation*

In 1944-1953, the Lithuanian nation bearing armfedded its freedom and the aspiration to restore
the independent State. The Soviet Union suppreisedesistance by using military force. The figigti
against the armed and unarmed underground was codetidy the CK of the VKP(b) and the repressive
bodies of the SSRS. According to their directivikee suppression of the resistance was organized and
activities of party, repressive and other bodiesrépublican subordination) were coordinated localh
1944-1946, the CK of the VKP(b) adopted three decssregarding the inadequate work of the LKP(b) in
fighting against the armed underground.

According to the data by the KGB of the LSSR, #44-1954, “38,141 members of the armed
underground were liquidated, 20,138 of them wetkedi 18,003 were arrested and imprisoned”. 38,621
members of the armed underground were forced tonbleiding and later had to legalize themselves.
According to the data by the State Security ofltiteuanian SSR, the total number of persons belantp
the armed underground in 1944-1954 was 76,762 (Noc.4.%). Similar statistics regarding the armed
underground are presented in other documents dbtifite Security (doc. No. 4.2doc. No. 4.38). The note
of December 1952 by the Minister of the MGB of t®&SR P.Kondakov indicates that in 1944-1952 the
total of 120,570 people that fought against thei@gower or publicly disregarded it were killedrested or
obtained legality (they did not belong to the catggpf the deported), 62,000 of them were arre&eabng
the arrested were 14,850 members of the unarmedrgmaind), 20,093 were killed, 38,106 legalized
themselves (doc. No. 4.2). According to the cakioites by the historian A. AnuSauskas the total neinds
people that were arrested (imprisoned, released fason or died in it, killed by shooting) by thKVD-
MVD-MGB of the LSSR in 1944-1952 would amount to6]@00 (deporties excluded). This was one of the
colossal crimes organized and executed by the ConstiBarty.

The statistics of the victims of the NKGB-MGB tarrare not accurate. As has been revealed by the
researches of Lithuanian historians, these datee vaerctored — increased or decreased, taking into
consideration the political conjuncture of the pdrior the whims of Moscow authorities. For instance
unarmed killed men were often called “bandits @a&rtisans) by the personnel of the repressivedsodihe
exact number of repressed resistance fightersamgbel civilian population will be determined iretfuture.

The names of the most important organizers andutaes of the genocide were approved by the CK
of the VKP(b). For instance, on 26 October 194, Khinister of the MVD of the SSRS S.Kruglov wrote
that he submitted the candidature of the deputydH#fathe MVD Directorate of the LSSR for Lt. Col.
B.Burilin to the Central Committee of the VKP(b) fapproval. “On my suggestion, the CK of the VKP(b)
approved you for the current position”, wrote Sldwy “You must justify the confidence shown to you”
(doc. No. 4.4).

Throughout the entire post-war period, the LKR(td to portray the partisan war as class stryggle
though party leaders themselves knew well thatas wot so. The data on the social composition ef th
convicted resistance fighters submitted to V.Shahlerv and A.Snigkus on 28 May 1946 by the Chairman

" Literature and Sources

" Doc. No. 4.1A note of 30 December 1954 by the Head of fé&vision of the &' Directorate of the MVD of the LSSR Capt. L. Matritdus

in regard to the killed and arrested members oftheed underground of Lithuania in 1944-1954. S&tk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 530. p. 38.

" Doc. No. 4.2 A note of December 1952 by the Minister of the B16f the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kondakov @he Results of the Work of the
MGB Bodies of the Lithuanian SSR in Fighting agathe Nationalistic Underground and its Bands fr@ July 1944 to 15 December 1952
SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 407. p. 264-265.

* Doc. No. 4.3 A note of 25 October 1953 by the Head of théirectorate of the MVD of the LSSR Maj. P. Rasks@m the Results of the
Work of the MVD Bodies of the Lithuanian SSR aniibNalistic Attacks from 15 June 1944 to 25 Octob®53 SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 441. p.
1-2.

" Doc. No. 4.4 A letter of 26 October 1946 by the Minister o thlVD of the SSRS Col. Gen. S. Kruglov to the Dgpdead of the Directorate
of the MVD of the LSSR for Fighting against Bansiiti Lt. Col. B. Burylin. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f15. p. 1-2.

43



of the Military Tribunal of the MVD A.Khaliavin indate that it was mostly middle class and poor petss
as well as the intelligentsia that participatethia activity of the underground in 1944-1946 (ddo. 4.5%)

In 1944-1953, following the directives of the CKtbe VKP(b) and the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK
of the VKP (b), the CK of the LKP(b) adopted quitdew political decisions, resolutions or directivef
criminal and anti-humane nature. According to MI8usthe authorities of the VKP(b) demanded to
accomplish “the most important of the most imparteasks — to liquidate banditism as soon as passibl
(1945).1 Moscow ignored any possible political emts with the underground that could at least #iigh
mitigate the military confrontation. Partisans, ledl “bandits” by the occupation authorities, hadbi
annihilated by armed force, without any compromisdsatever the cost in human lives on both sidbsse&
who supported partisans or were associated with tekindred relations had to be repressed. Thitive
for drafting anti-partisan documents would arisedpressive and communist party bodies. For instainc
November 1944, the Prosecutor of the LSSR M.Bakasnrequested the Prosecutor of the SSRS
K.Gorshenin to legalize deportations of the farsilté resistance fighters (doc. No. €.60n 13 November
1944, the Acting Prosecutor of the LSSR F.Girk@ abqjuested to take repressive measures agaitisgpar
families (doc. No. 4.7*). These suggestions useldetincluded into the plenum decisions of the Lathian
Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b), the CK Bureau & ttKP(b) or the CK of the LKP(b).

The CK of the LKP(b) constantly declared that fcdily it was necessary to shortly destroy the
underground and started implementing that. Theukithan party organization operated in two direion
first, it helped organize the activity of the regsve bodies subordinate to Moscow throughout lattha and
tried to command them; second, it established &edgthened armed units subordinate to it, thatl&pons
of exterminators and armed groups of party — S@gtvists and other bodies (“the threes”, “ther&u“the
fives”).

On 24 July and 3 december 1944 and on 14 Novefr#ef, the CK of the LKP(b) adopted decisions
regarding the formation and reinforcement of thatquns of “the istrebiteli” (destroyers, extermorat
“people’s defenders”) (in 1945 there were 10,31dpbein them, later the number decreased).2 Acogrtti
B.Kobulov, “the battalions of exterminators are thire combat nucleus of Lithuanian communist§t2
CK Bureau of the LKP(b) demanded that partorgs lemtisorgs (secretaries of Komsomol organizations)
without fail be included into these battalions dhd issues of their formation and staffing be coesed at
the divisions of city and county party committeewl dhe NKVD. The battalion deputy commander for
political affairs had to hold the position not lawkan that of the head of the division of the dgyparty
committee. The Communist Party allocated matendlsocial support to the exterminators (doc. N&*)4.

In September 1945, the arming of the “party-Soattvists” began (doc. No. 4.9%). In 1950, 7,24%s0@1s
were armed, but during deportations their numbesiarted to 12,000-14,000.4 “The activists” consistéd
secretaries of all-level party committees, chairnmenthe executive committees, partorgs, komsorgs,
administration personnel from different institutsoand organizations in the country, ordinary comistsn
Komsomol members, etc. Partisans killed 1,924 eimthbut most of the 345 party activists that were
captured or missing might as well be attributeth®killed ones.5 Sometimes, “the activists” thegdito be
approved by county party committees even surpasseaminators by their brutal behaviour. Most cérth
were local Lithuanians. Alongside exterminatorgytibecame the most important propaganda argument of
the LKP(b) concerning the establishment of the camist power in the country. Later, on the grountls o

" Doc. No. 4.5 An explanatory letter of 28 May 1946 by the Chin of the Military Tribunal of the MVD of the LSSR. Col. A. Khaliavin to
the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CKiaf VKP(b) V. Shcherbakov and the First Secretdrthe CK of the LKP(b) A. Snigkus
about the convicted resistance fighters of LithaaBILA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 269. p. 73-75.

* Doc. No. 4.6 An additional report of November 1944 by the Pmsor of the LSSR M. Baliasnikov to the Prosecuibthe SSRS K.
Gorshenin in regard to the deportation of partisanilies. SLA. stk.1771. inv. 7. f. 92. p. 43.

" Doc. No. 4.7The letter of 13 November 1944 by the Acting Pcoser of the LSSR F. Girko to the Prosecutor of #88RS K. Gorsheni®n
Fighting against Counterrevoliutionary Crimes irethithuanian SSRSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 7. f. 92. p. 35-42.

" Doc. No. 4.8The decision of 24 July 1944 by the CK of the LKRQmn the Formation of the Extermination Battalionghe NKVD in the
Territory of the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Repaltliberated from the German Fascist Invadeé3gA. stk.1771. inv. 7. f. 36. p. 1.

" Doc. No. 4.9A telegram of 15 September 1945 by Maj. Gen. &prklov to all the Heads of the NKVD-NKGB DivisionsUkmerg:,
Zarasai, Svetionys and Utena on providing arms to the Sovietypactivists. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 18. f. 39. p. 168

44



their participation, the myth that the Lithuaniaation itself defeated the “bourgeois nationalistd ¢heir
armed bands” was created.

In order to make repression operations or actwigerror operational and secret, in 1945-1947,
mostly in party committees of rural districts, “thierees” (troiki) and in those of counties — “thHeet”
(piatiorki) were being formed; these were top secomferences of the heads of party-Soviet andesspre
bodies whose activity is little known about todayofe about it in the article by J.Starkauskas).é timber
of people — three, four, five — in the highest jgarty-repressive county body, that directed figltagainst
the resistance, was determined by local circumstanthe CK of the LKP(b) and the Lithuanian Bureéu
the CK of the VKP(b) most probably had intereststhie activity of these special elements, though the
historian J.Starkauskas did not succeed in finding official information on their establishment. Q8
August 1945, at the Plenum of the CK of the LKP¢hg First Secretary of the Party Committee of &rak
county M.Afonin claimed that “the threes” (troikijyhich consisted of the rural district partorg arty
secretary, the head of the county subdivision efNiKVD (MVD) and the commissioner of the rural dist
of the NKGB, had been founded by the LithuanianeBwrof the CK of the VKP(b). At the aforementioned
plenum, M.Suslov stated: “It is expedient thatFirst and Second Secretaries of party committeegelsas
heads of the NKVD and the NKGB meet every day mthe worst case, every other day to briefly discus
the political situation in the counties and foresperational measures for fighting against banditig~or
instance, on 27 August 1947, the Committee BurdaBameezys county adopted the decision “On the
Political Situation in Seduva Rural District” (ddéo. 4.10).* The document points out that the cgyarty
committee did not organize a conference of thek&raifter each partisan attack. County troiki did wadte
protocols of their conferences or decisions or tdey not survive. Their activity is mentioned ineth
protocols of party committees. The Deputy Commisédihe NKGB of the SSRS B.kobulov did not approve
of the establishment of “the threes” or any spec@inmissions, intended to direct fighting agairist t
underground. In August of 1945, at the 7th Plendnthe CK of the LKP(b), he urged the heads of the
divisions of the local NKVD-NKGB and party commigtsecretaries to cooperate more closely.7

While forming the troiki, some party county comteés, on their own initiative, supplemented them
with a representative of the Army garrison or teading personnel of some other institutions ofSbeiet
power. These conferences were unofficially calldga fours” (chetviorki). For instance, in Augus4®9 the
Party Committee of Birzai county prepared a plartlie liquidation of partisans in the county of &ir (doc.
No. 4.26*). The four officials, assigned to eachatudistrict were responsible for the destructidntioe
underground. The second paragraph of the plan fdadtask the comrades named above to once more
check and specify the persons belonging to the ldandarn them through their families to leave [Hand].
Afterwards, to expropriate all their land, catpegperty, agricultural implements, crops and buaid”.

“The fives” were established by county party comeas of the LKP(b). They were made up of the
First and Second Secretaries of the county pantynittee, the heads of the NKVD and the NKGB divisio
and the chairman of the executive committee. Inet@onferences at the party committee, not lems tdmce
per month, these bodies used to discuss mattetampeg to the fighting against partisans and gq@@ssion
policy. For instance, on 22 July 1946, a top secoeference of “the five” chaired by the First Ssary of
Kédainiai County party Committee of the LKP(b) J.@tlmas, took place. The decision was adopted to tas
the head of the county MVD G.Chakhava to arrangambush for partisans on the night of 22 July. Abou
400 of MVD troops and forces of local party actisibad to participate in the operation (doc. NA.}#*10n
1 March 1947, “the five” (piatiorka) of Prienai Quy Committee of the LKP(b) considered the issues
regarding the division of the property of the lob#EB and MVD (doc. No. 4.27%).

" Doc. No. 4.10 The decision of 27 August 1947 by the BureathefCommittee of the LKP(b) of Parigys countyOn the Political Situation
in the Rural Districtof SeduvaSLA. stk. 801. inv. 801-15. f. 1. p. 45-46.

" Doc. No. 4.26.Plan No. 100 approved by the Committee of the lbiKBf Birzai county in August 1946n the Liquidation of Kulak-Nationalistic
Bands in the County of Birz&8LA. stk. 1093. inv. 1093-27.f. 1. p. 53-57.

" Doc. No. 4.11The protocol of 22 July 1946 of the conferencétoé five” (piatiorka) under the command of thestiSecretary of the Party
pommittee of the LKP(b) of &dainiai county J. Piligrima®n the Political Situation in the Count8LA. stk. 749. inv. 749-8. f. 1. p. 23.

Doc. No. 4.27 An extract from the sitting of “the five” (piatika) of Prienai County Committee of the LKP(b) oMéarch 1947. SLA. stk. 739. inv.
739-10.f. 2. p. 1.
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The so-called troiki, chetviorki and piatiorki,ibg smaller and more specialized in their compositi
could more effectively solve top-secret issuesgifting against the resistance than the bureatiseofounty
committees of the LKP(b). These party-repressiwmehts would also contribute to the reinforcemdnt o
communist terror against peaceful population (diggpion of the population, confiscation of the prdpe
belonging to partisan families or their supportelismissal of “undesirable elements” from instibag and
schools, etc.).

The main force suppressing the armed resistansetivgamilitary-repressive bodies of the NKVD-
MGB, and not the armed platoons formed by the LKP{the NKVD-MGB troops would often act
independently enough, without coordinating theilitarly operations with lower party institutions. ish
caused certain contradictions; therefore, the aitih® of the LKP(b) constantly declared that itsade
Communist Party that had to direct fighting agaipattisans. During the post-war period, the CKhaf t
LKP(b) adopted dozens of decisions on this issuegating party and repressive bodies to take variou
measures against the underground, paying partiattention not to the employment of the armed fobcg
rather to criminal actions against defenceless lpeeppartisans’ relatives and members of their fiasyi
who, as political hostages, were deported, impadosnd killed. The spearhead of political repressiwas
directed not only to the hard-to-find partisang, &lso to the members of their families or reladiveit meant
their deportation from Lithuania, confiscation beir property and even loss of their lives. Panigshad to
choose: to legalize themselves or risk their famsili

The Soviet power declared more than one amnestyh# partisans in which, in the form of an
ultimatum, the families of resistance fighters wimesatened. For instance, the order of 15 Febri@4y by
the Commissar of the NKVD of the LSSR J.Bafiags stated: “5. To arrest and deport families of
participants of bandit and bourgeois-nationalistiganizations that have not given in to the ingbs of the
People’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs (boldprby the author). On 18 January 1947, J.BaneS
pointed out that close relatives are considerdzktthe wife, father, mother, brother and sistahefpartisan.
Other relatives living together (mother-in-law, ggdgarents, aunts, etc.) had to be deported if thene
supported by the partisan family. To prove thahose from the executive committee of the ruralrdist
sufficed.9

This immoral repression policy (capturing hostagespart justified itself and became one of the
most important means to break the resistance. In 1945, |.Tkachenko stated that “because of the
displacement (deportation — V.T.), legalizationbaindits and illegals has lately become more actikk’
gave examples indicating that even parents madedbes legalize (doc. No. 5.4).* In 1944-1945,553,
persons legalized themselves (doc. No. 4.2 andt[$0).

Until the spring of 1947, the Lithuanian Bureautloé CK of the VKP(b) directly commanded the
fighting against the partisan movement and undergtoorganizations (more about it in the section
“Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b)”). Th&P(b) performed only organizational functions, tgbu
frequently the CK of the VKP(b) or M.Suslov woulaylall the blame for inactivity and failures in titghg
against the underground on the CK of the LKP(b) laxcdl party bodies. In 1944-1946, the most impdrta
directives on this issue were adopted by the Lithara Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) in the sittingfs
which the LKP(b) authorities participated as wéherefore, the responsibility for killings of padns and
defenceless people, mass arrests and imprisoniiestsn both sides. During this period, the CK Buwref
the LKP(b) carried out the decisions of the LithaanBureau of the CK of the VKP(b), by immediately
sending them to its lower bodies. Political resols adopted at the plenums of the CK of the LKP(b)
obligated all party and state institutions of théhtanian SSR to execute the decisions by the Ckhef
VKP(b) and the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of thKR(b). During the period under the command of the
Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b), in leiesent to Moscow, in conjunction with the headshef
repressive bodies, A.Silkaus requested to support the reinforcement of sspzas and prepared special
directives (instructions) that in their significanequaled the decisions adopted by the CK Bureaheof
LKP(Db).

" Doc. No. 5.4A report of 23 July 1945 by the Commissionertef NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Lt. Gen. kdchenko in regard to
the deportations in the operational sectors of &temd Vilnius. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 22. p.-98)2.
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On 28 december 1944, in the resolution of theRlmum of the CK of the LKP(b), one of the first
political directives — to apply repressive sandi@gainst partisan families without the court verdi was
formulated: “The Plenum obligates party and Sob@dies to promptly and resolutely carry out cordtgm
of land and property of the farms the members atlwbparticipate in bourgeois-nationalistic bands(ddéc.

No. 4.12).* By 20 October 1945, 2,424 farms — 21,BBctares — belonging to partisans and their stgnso
were confiscated (doc. No. 4.13).* This was arnouidiction into the beginning of repressions (degtans
and imprisonments) in 1945 against partisan fasjili®. people most of whom aided partisans maiteria
supported them spiritually, but personally did mpatrticipate in the resistance, did not fight agaihe
occupation power, thus formally did not commit @niynes against it.

On 4 June 1945, after conferences with M.SuslaV thie authorities of the LKP(b), B.Kobulov,
A.Apolonov and |.Tkachenko prepared the officiabag to L.Berija “On the reinforcement of Fighting
Measures Against Banditism and the Anti-Soviet Ugdmind in the Lithuanian SSR”, in which they
suggested that 20,000 members of partisan fantibedeported from Lithuania.10 According to the clire
of 16 June 1945 by the NKVD of the SSRS, 6,320qressvere deported.11 On 20 September 1945, in their
letter to L.Berija and V.Merkulov M.Suslov and Ai&tkus reported that there still remained not deported
families in the country and suggested their depiortaOn 29 September, L.Berija addressed J.Staioh
pointed out that, on the grounds of the decisiatepted by the CK of the VKP(b) on 15 August 1948 an
the 7th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 24 Augu8d5, the property of the families of 300 partisan
commanders had been confiscated and it was negessateport their owners: “The Chairman of the
Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) comradesi8v and the Secretary of the CK of the Lithuanian
KP(b) comrade Snié&kus agree with this suggestion. We ask for youraygd”. The approval was granted.
In February 1946, 2,082 persons were deported.12

Communist authorities divided resistance fightéeportees and members of their families into 5
groups: “bandits and nationalists”, “members of dirand nationalistic families”, “bandit supporters
“family members of the supporters’, “kulaks natibsis and their families”. These people were keptha
sites of their deportation the longest (until tinel ©f 1958). Their cases were reviewed formally eegliests
to release them from the deportation were rejected.

At the 11th Plenum of the LKP(b) on 23 Novembe#@,%he Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of
the CK of the VKP (b) V. Shcherbakov pointed oudttpartisans had to be annihilated by Februarydd71
A. Snigkus and V. Shcherbakov admitted that partisan ictim Lithuania had intensified.13 On 7
December 1946, A. Snikus and the Commissioner of the MVD-MGB of the SSRSLithuania I.
Tkachenko prepared a directive for the secretarfigbe county committees of the LKP(b), the heafdthe
county divisions of the MVD and the MGB of the LSSRpart from immoral political instructions
(recruitment of members of partisan families andegis), it provided for repressive measures:. “The
indispensable condition for the complete configmatjof partisan farms — V. T.) is the arrest of adlult
members of the family, particularly males, to prgvilaem from joining bands.[...] Specific action pdafior
the execution of this directive must be discusgsedosed sittings of the bureaus of the county catess of
the LKP(b) with the participation of the heads ofinty divisions of the MVD-MGB” (doc. No. 4.14, cise
10).*

When the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKR({l@s disbanded in March 1947, the functions of
political organization of the suppression of thetigan resistance came directly under the CK ofLtkB(b).

On 14 April 1947, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) adapthe decision “On the Reinforcement of Fighting
measures Against the bourgeois — nationalistic tgrdand and its Armed Bands”. The document stadtatl t
in the second half of March most of partisan ataskcurred in the counties of Ukmérdrokiskis, Birzai,

" Doc. No. 4.12An extract from the resolution of th& ®lenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 30 December 1®I4A. stk.1771. inv. 7. f. 9. p. 9.
" Doc. No. 4.13A note of October 1945 by Maj. Jermakov of the®&of the LSSR in regard to the farms confiscatechfpartisans and their
supporters by 20 October 1945. SLA. F.K-1. inv.f1@1. p. 257.

" Doc. No. 4.14The directive of 7 December 1946 by the Firstr&tacy of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Srilkus and the Commissioner of the
MVD-MGB of the SSRS in Lithuania I. Tkachenko t@tBecretaries of the County Committees of the LIKR(@d the Heads of the County
Divisions of the MVD and MGB of the SSR@h Measures and Methods in Liquidating the PartisdovementSLA. stk.1771. inv. 9. f. 241. p.
79-81.
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Taurag, lazdijai, marijampdl, raseiniai and Pané¥ys. In order to sooner break the resistance, tived
decided to apply “ means of economic restrictionthed kulaks”, to intensify “the work of splittindhé
Catholic clergy”, to form armed groups of party-&activists, to reinforce the MGB with LithuangarThe
decision obligated the secretaries of the countyypammittees and heads of the MGB divisions tpose
underground organizations in all rural districtsl &o liquidate them in April 1947 (doc. No. 4.15).*

The deadline came to an end, yet the partisan mewein lithuania, though having suffered painful
casualties, was not destroyed. On 12 december Hd&w antipartisan document consisting of 27 esus
and signed by A.Snéus “On Intensifying the Fighting Against the Buogge— Nationalistic Underground
and it Armed Bands” was adopted. The objectivenefdecision was similar to the previous ones, ihdb
ensure that “the bourgeois-nationalistic undergdowsriiquidated in the nearest future”. Howevediftered
from other documents because it revealed the agpisaof the LKP(b) authorities to portray the vedirthe
MGB troops against the partisans as “the clasgglel), to create the semblance that Lithuanians\Hedves
were fighting against partisans.14 For this purpgsaty committees alongside county divisions and
subdivisions of rural districts of the MGB and th&/D were obligated to organize armed groups from th
pro-Soviet local population. These groups had tbdmled by the secretaries of party committeesvonms
as well as the heads of the local divisions of M®8B. The Second Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b)
A.Trofimov and the Minister of the MGB of the LSSRJefimov were appointed commanders of all groups
of “armed activists” in Lithuania. First secretarief county and city party committees became peailbon
responsible for the liquidation of the undergrouhdthe decision, a request to Moscow was expressed
make the MGB apparatus at least partially Lithuardad to allow the formation of Lithuanian unitstbé
internal troops of the MGB. Clause 18 of the decisstated: ”[...] in response to the committed testor
acts, in December of 1947, to deport a maximum reunab kulak families supporting bandits and their
bands” (doc. No. 4.16).*

On 22 December 1947 and 28 March 1948, 3,938 pemere deported (doc. No. 5.1).* On the basis
of the note of 25 october 1953 by the Head of tieDirectorate of the MVD of the LSSR Maj. P.Raslan
in 1944-1953, 12,29 partisan supporters were a&adesahd, “in response to the terrorist acts”, iatipan
attacks, 7,499 “nationalist” families were deportddc. No. 4.3).* The only fault of all these pemplas that
they were the closest relatives of the partisans.

Not all clauses of the decision were implemented. (the permission to establish Lithuanian myitar
units of the MGB was not granted); however, depimmaand imprisonment, as a constituent part of
communist terror, still remained one of the meankguidating the armed underground. In 1945-194GuA
11,000 in 1948 — 41,136 and in 1949 — 33,500 pewple deported. The number of people deported gurin
the second phase of the armed resistance (1947-1&48ed over 80,000, and 54,000 of Lithuaniaresev
imprisoned in camps.15 All documents adopted byGlkKeof the LKP(b) in reference to the deportation
emphasized the necessity to forcibly deport partfamilies and their supporters “kulaks” from Litinia as
one of the main conditions in liquidating the arnredistance. A large part of the LKP(b) participabe
these genocide actions, starting with the autlesritihat organized the deportation and finishingp wrdinary
members (more about it in the section “Deportatipria January 1948, in his report to the Secretzrihe
CK of the VKP(b) A.Zhdanov, A.Snk&us formulated the key directions in liquidatinge ttarmed
underground: 1. intensifying communist propagamdalandering partisans, despising the Catholic &hur
and justifying the deportation; 2. arming countagtivists”, i.e. involving the local population inthe armed

" Doc. No. 4.15The decision of 14 April 1947 by the Bureau af €K of the LKP(b)On the Reinforcement of Measures in Fighting agaims
Bourgeois Nationalistic Underground and its ArmezhBs SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 5. p. 95-99.

" Doc. No. 4.16 The decision of 12 December 1947 by the BureaheCK of the LKP(bOn the Intensifying of Fighting against the Bourgeo
Nationalistic Underground and its Armed Ban8&A. stk. 1771. inv.190. f. 5. p. 179-187.

" Doc. No. 5.1A note of 12 May 1988 by the KGB of the LSSR te @K of the LKP about the deported people of Litliman 1941-1952.
SLA. stk. 3377. inv. 58. f. 916. p. 1-3.

" Doc. No. 4.3A note of 25 October 1953 by the Head of tedirectorate of the MVD of the LSSR Maj. P. Rasks@m the Results of the
Work of the MVD Bodies of the Lithuanian SSR antibNalistic Attacks from 15 June 1944 to 25 Octob@63 SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 441. p.
1-2.
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struggle (the policy of inciting enmity in the sety); 3. further deportating the population; 4nfercing the
repressive apparatus (preferably by Lithuaniansg.(Mo. 4.17).*

On 18 June 1948, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) asbpmine more antipartisan decision “On the
Improvement of the Political Work with the Poputatiand the Liquidation of the Remaining Members of
Bourgeois — Nationalistic Bands”. The documentestathat deportations had considerably undermined th
“base” of the underground; however, “due to thedastension of the local MGB-MVD bodies, in some
counties, bourgeois-nationalist elements keepnigltihe local population”. The blame should be sthdrg
many party organizations, that “in spite of mukiglirectives by the CK of the LKP(b) have not \edlized
that success in fighting against the banditism dépeon how efficiently the operational measuregnaty
the personnel of the Extraordinary Committees averdinated with everyday political work with the
population”. Clause 11 obligated county party cottees and bodies of the MGB to employ armed groups
of activists in fighting against partisans and abdish them in kolkhozes, sovkhozes and machindratbr
depots” (doc. No. 4.18).*

To check how the decisions of the Bureau were#reg brigades or representatives of the CK of the
LKP(b) were sent to counties and rural districtst lstance, in July 1948, as soon as the aforeomed
decision was adopted, a brigade of inspectorsdsthtg in Vaéna county “political work with the population
was neglected and the performance of the persarirtble Extraordinary Committee of the MGB and the
MVD bodies was poor...” Some exterminators wereagéd for immoral behaviour and disregard of Soviet
laws (deputy commander of the exterminators in i@l district of Rudnia Ignatenko threatened the
population and abused alcohol), whereas the se@®taf the party committees in the rural distriofs
merkirge and Vaéna were criticized for the persecution of legalipagtisans, etc. (doc. No. 4.19).*

In 1948-1949, the efforts of the LKP(b) to liguidahe armed underground ended in failure (mass
deportations, operations by the personnel of thteaBrdinary Committee and forced collectivizatioares of
no avail). On 1 June 1949, a conference of the mnagbrtant heads of party and repressive agenous t
place (24 persons participated), where measureshéotiquidation of the resistance were discus$eu.
instance, P.Vetrov proposed to augment militarytsugidloc. No. 4.20).* After this conference, on édu
1949, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) adopted one nmargpartisan decision “On the Reinforcement of
Fighting Against Banditism and the Remaining merabefr the Bourgeois-Nationalistic Underground in
Regard to the Establishment of Collective Farmh@republic” (doc. No. 4.21).* It again urged M&B to
sooner annihilate partisans, strengthen passpattatpform armed groups of “activists” in all kdlazes,
sovkhozes, parts of rural districts and machineteaxctor depots, consider each partisan attadkeasittings
of the bureau of the county party committee, “reiné” the MGB with Lithuanians, etc. Following Cteu
16 of this decision, a conference of all First 8&mies of the county party committees of the LKR{bd
heads of the county divisions of the MGB-MVD hadlie held on 9 July 1949 (documents about this
conference have not been found — V.T.).

Apart from general decisions covering party boésll counties, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b)
discussed the work of the party committees of $gecounties in fighting against the undergroundfdct,
during the period of 1944-1953, party committeeslbfcounties were discussed, and some of them even
several times (depending on the activity of pans3aFor instance, on 14 May 1946, the Bureau aedlyhe
work of Pane¥zys County Committee of the LKP(b) and stated tiesids of party and repressive bodies

" Doc. No. 4.17An extract from the report of January 1948 byFRiret Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stkas to the Secretary of the
CK of the VKP(b) A. Zhdanov. SLA. stk. 1771. ind.¥. 215. p. 9-17.

" Doc. No. 4.18The decision of 18 June 1948 by the Bureau ofo€the LKP(b)On the Reinforcement of Political Work with the Blagion
and the Liquidation of the Remaining Members oBbargeois Nationalistic BandSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 6. p. 64—-68.

" Doc. No. 4.19The note of July 1948 by the inspection brigddeatov, Butnewius and Stagnas) of the CK of the LKP(b) to the Second
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Trofim@n the Work of the Committee of the LKP(b) ofédarCounty in Executing the Decision of 18
June 1948y the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) On the Rea&iment of Political Work with the Population ate t_iquidation of the
Remaining Members of the Bourgeois Nationalistind®aSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 6. p. 127-130.

" Doc. No. 4.20An extract from the conference of the heads dfypend repressive bodies on 1 June 19#49Measures in Liquidation the
Remaining Members of the Nationalistic Undergroand its Bands during the CollectivizatidBLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 7. p. 39-46.

" Doc. No. 4.21The decision of 6 June 1949 by the Bureau ofKef the LKP(b)On the Intensifying of Fighting against Banditisndahe
Remaining Members of the Bourgeois Nationalistidémground in Reference to the Formation of Kolkisdrehe RepublicSLA. stk. 1771.
inv. 190.f. 7. p. 22-28.
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“allowed the attitudes of criminal carelessness emmplacency to emerge”. The Bureau obligated tteem
liquidate the armed underground in the shortest pwssible (doc. No. 4.22).*

Special inspectors of the CK of the LKP(b) contamformed the Bureau of the CK about the
activity of local communists in fighting againstrfigans. The reports used to describe the polisitahtion
in counties and rural districts critically enoudlater, the CK of LKP(b) criticized local communistaostly
for political passiveness, bad organization of wamkliquidating the underground, “violations of the
revolutionary law” (crimes) and immoral conduct.r lastance, on 8 May 1946, A.Siikeis was informed
that in 1946, the party committee of lazdijai cquainly once considered the issue of fighting agains
partisans (“banditism”) and once the “violationstio¢ revolutionary law”; moreover, “no means oftigg
against this evil were planned” (doc. No. 4.23).*

With the deportation and imprisonment of the naxdive supporters of partisans, the social base and
material support of the underground became wedkerm 1950, the number of fighters considerably
decreased. Therefore, the CK of the LKP(b) interdtily no longer prepared anti-partisan decisions of
general nature and focused their attention on Bpemunties where resistance fighters were mosvec
Besides, it was no longer convenient for the LKRfat the troops of the MGB demonstrated forcehm t
countryside. Taking this into consideration, onAlgust 1951, P.Kapralov obligated his subordinates
conceal their actions during military operationsragh as possible, and not to demonstrate thenichubs,
for example, members of Daugai punitive battalibthe MGB did. P.Kapralov pointed out that thisvigs
rise to various rumours and unhealthy attitudest(dNo 4.24).*

The last decision of the antipartisan nature astbgin 31 December 1953 and called “On the
Reinforcement of Measures in Fighting Against treidhalistic Underground and Remaining Members of
Bands in the republic” did not have any specialtiwall significance (doc. No. 4.25).*

5. Deportations*

One of the most important crimes of the Communigtty°was deportations, that is, forced and mass
displacement of Lithuanian people from their pererdrmplaces of living to the farthest northern aadtern
regions of the SSRS. The purpose of the deportgias to remove the most active and rational ofipasi
groups of the population and entire social laydegrive them of their property and seize it, intate the
Lithuanian nation and suppress any resistancesto¢hupation regime.1

Until the Revival of Lithuania that began in 1988 authorities of the LKP(b) and the KGB closelyagied

all secrets associated with the deportations. TRefdhe LKP even tried to dissociate themselvesifithe
participation in Stalinist repressions, though tinegre than once publicly admitted that “the liquida of
the kulaks as a class and temporary displacement fhe republic of the families of the memberstd t
armed underground ” were “the extraordinary measuséthe Soviet power which “positively affecteukt
political and economic activity of the working paagy”.2

All deportations of the Lithuanian population wemeiel, executed promptly and insidiously. According
the data of the MGB-KGB of the LSSR, in 1945 — 19536,000 — 108,000 of people or 29,230 families

" Doc. No. 4.22The decision of 14 May 1946 by the Bureau of@iifeof the LKP(b)On the Decision of 15 August 1945 by the CK of the
VKP(b) On Fighting against the Bourgeois Nation@idéJnderground and its Armed Bands and on the Etew of the Decision of 26 October
1945 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(b) on Igssie in the County of Pangys.SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190.f. 4. p. 42-44.

" Doc. No. 4.23A note of 8 May 1946 by an inspector of the Ckiteé LKP(b) to the First Secretary of the CK of th€P(b) A. Sni€kusOn
the Political Situation in the County of Lazdij&LA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 4. p. 5Boc. No. 4.24An order of 31 August 1951 by the Minister
of the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to Heads of the MGB Directorates of Vilnius, Kaundmuliai, Klaig:da counties and to the
Heads of the Divisions of the MGB Districts of th8SR about the concealment of military operationsfthe local population. SLA. stk. K-1.
inv. 3. f. 390. p. 25.

" Doc. No. 4.24An order of 31 August 1951 by the Minister of M&B of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to the Heafithe MGB
Directorates of Vilnius, Kaunas, Siauliai, Klaga counties and to the Heads of the Divisions eMIGB Districts of the LSSR about the
concealment of military operations from the locapplation. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 390. p. 25.

" Doc. No. 4.25An extract from the LKP decision of 31 Decemti@$3 by the Bureau of the CK of the LKP®) the Intensifying of Measures in
Fighting against the Nationalistic Underground ahé Remaining Members of Bands in the Rep#llié. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 9. p. 36-41.

" Literature and Sources
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were “displaced” (doc. No. 5.1*%, doc. No. 5.2*, dddo. 5.3*, doc. No. 4.2*, doc. No. 4.3*). Accordito
the estimations of Lithuanian historians, these @ae not accurate, but the documents of the Sttarity
clearly testify to the crime committed by the Sopewer. Major or minor deportations of the Lithisam
population to the depths of the SSRS in 1945 — 16&8 34.3 The accurate number of the deporteglpeo
will be determined after the name lists of the dges are announced.

In 1945 — 1953, deportations in Lithuania were argad by party, governmental and repressive boafies
the Soviet Union. Post-war deportations were exatoh the basis of the directives and decisiortkefCK

of the VKP(b), the Council of People’s Commissdhe (Council of Ministers) of the SSRS and the NKVD-
MGB of the SSRS. They instructed what groups ofpteedad to be deported, indicated the numberseof th
deportees, deportation and forced employment 3itelD45 — 1948, people were deported on the lodsise
directives by the NKVD of the SSRS and the MGBhef ESRS. Starting with 1948, appropriate decisions
reference to the deportation were taken by the CilKeoLKP(b) and the Council of Ministers of the 38 in
compliance with the directives by the Governmenthef SSRS and the repressive bodies of the SSRSS, Th
a republican procedure for confirming Moscow dineed emerged and the first body to approve them was
the CK Bureau of the LKP(b).

It was not only the authorities of the CK of the R#) alongside the NKVD (MGB) that organized the
deportations and were personally responsible femthbut all secretaries of party committees inesiti
counties and rural districts of Lithuania. For amste, in 1950, the Secretary of the LKP(b) commitié
Ignalina district signed the list of the deportexbple (doc. No. 5.13).* Officials of the NKVD anlket MGB

of the SSRS were sent to Lithuania to organizeextstute deportations. For instance, on 23 July 1945
Commissioner of the NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Litmie Gen. |.Tkachenko reported to L.Berija,
V.Merkulov, B.Kobulov, M.Suslov and A.Snikus that in the operational sectors of Utena arldidg (7
counties), the deportation of the population onJdly 1947 was well organized, unexpected and sédoet
No. 5.4).* Deportations were executed by the irderhorder and convoy military units, local extematiors
and the militia. All bodies of the Lithuanian Comnist Party and power institutions subordinatedhtemnt
actively participated and showed much initiativer Be eve of the deportations, the CK of the LKRydl
the Council of People’s Commissars (the CounciMatfisters) of the LSSR would adopt special top secr
decisions and instructions on taking over the priypaf the deported people. For instance, on 18 /248,
the CK of the LKP(b) and the Council of Ministerttbe LSSR adopted the decision “On Measures in
Displacing Kulak Families — Supporters of Banditsl éheir Bands” (doc. No. 5.5).*

The most important deportation documents prepamedtithuania used to be signed by the best-known
leaders of the LKP(b): the First Secretary of the @ the LKP(b) A.Sniékus, the Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the LSSR M.Gedvilas and the tempbyaubstituting him Deputy Chairman of the Counci
of Ministers of the LSSR K.PreikSas. This is typibsstorical evidence of collaborationism and irtgaton
with Moscow. However, perhaps the most ardentisilas A.Snigkus. At various party meetings, trying to
raise the fighting spirit of his associates, hentypand boldly spoke about resolute measures tappéed in

" Doc. No. 5.1A note of 12 May 1988 by the KGB of the LSSR te @K of the LKP about the deported people of Litliman 1941-1952.
SLA. stk. 3377. inv. 58. f. 916. p. 1-3.

" Doc. No. 5.2 A note of 13 May 1958 by the Deputy Chairmanhaf Council of Ministers of the LSSR K. PreikSastte First Secretary of the
CK of the LKP A. Snigékus about the deported people. SLA. stk. 1771.180. f. 11. p. 122-130.

" Doc. No. 5.3 The note of 14 April 1953 by the Head of tifef@vision of the  Central Directorate of the MVD of the SSRS Lt. GEhukov
On the Contingent of the Displaced People fronmLitfeuanian SSR in 1945-1953L A. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 439. p. 247-249.

" Doc. No. 4.2 A note of December 1952 by the Minister of the B1&f the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kondakov @e Results of the Work of the
MGB Bodies of the Lithuanian SSR in Fighting ageihs Nationalistic Underground and its Bands frbEhJuly 1944 to 15 December 1952
SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 407. p. 264-265.

" Doc. No. 4.3A note of 25 October 1953 by the Head of tfeirectorate of the MVD of the LSSR Maj. P. Rasks@m the Results of the
Work of the MVD Bodies of the Lithuanian SSR aniibNalistic Attacks from 15 June 1944 to 25 Octob®53 SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 441. p.
1-2.

" Doc. No. 5.13A list of Kulak families deported from Ignalinasttict of Vilnius county signed by the Secretafttte LKP(b) Committee of
Ignalina Beliakov in 1950 // The stocks of the Murseof the Genocide Victims. Vilnius.

" Doc. No. 5.4A report of 23 July 1945 by the Commissionertaf NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Lt. Gen. kdthenko in regard to
the deportations in the operational sectors of &temd Vilnius. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 22. p.-982.

" Doc. No. 5.5 The decision of 18 May 1948 by the Council of Mtars of the LSSR and the CK of the LKP@r) Measures in Displacing
Kulak Families, Supporters of Bandits and theinBa.SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 6. p. 36-37.
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reference to the underground and “class enemiesthé 6th Congress of the LKP(b) in 1949, A.Shies
emphasized that in 1948 “the displacement of kufsk$ormed a positive role”.4 At the 4th Plenumttoé

CK of the LKP(b) in 1949, having in mind the depidns of 1949, A.Snikus reminded communists that
“the success of fighting against bourgeois-natigtslhas always depended and now depends on the
coordination of all forms of struggle — politicadministrative, repressive, etc”.5 On 25 May 1948 sent
the CK of the VKP(b), the Minister of the MGB ofetlSSRS V.Abakumov and his deputy S.Ogoltsov the
decision of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) which sthtkat the MGB correctly selected and in an orgzshiz
manner deported 12,000 families (doc.No. 5.6).*Z9nMarch 1949, A.Snikus expressed his gratitude to
the MGB of the SSRS for “great assistance” in dagyut this job (doc. No. 5.7).* On 28 Septemb@5b1,

he signed the decision of the CK Bureau of the WWR¢hich ordered the MGB of the LSSR to deport 8,00
“kulaks and their families” (doc. No. 5.8).* A.Silais also requested the Kremlin to deport familiés o
resistance fighters (see the section “Suppresgitmedresistance to the Soviet Occupation”).

Special authorized persons approved by the CKet.#P(b) and the Council of People’s Commissars (th
Council of Ministers) of the LSSR were assigne@&ch county from which people had to be deported.(d
No. 5.9).* Usually, they were officials holding higoositions at the Central Committee of the LKP{hjl
People’s Commissariats. For instance, the Ministelustice J.Blieka was assigned to JoniSkis co(ddg.

No. 5.10),* the Managing Secretary of the Partyl€y@ at the CK of the LKP(b) V.Petraitis to Pasgaly
county (doc. No. 5.11)*, the Chairman of the Suprdbourt K.DidZiulis to Birzai county (doc. No. 5)t2

the Minister of Health Care B.Penkauskas (Penkgvski Taurag county, the Minister of Finances
A.Drobnys to TelSiai county, the Minister of Fisbitndustry V.Mickewv&ius to Trakai county, etc. (about 50
persons have been identified — V.T.). Together wébretaries of county party committees and chairafe
executive committees they were personally respt$ilo the participation of party activists in defations
and confiscation of property, helped with the prapan of lists of the people to be deported, oizyzh
making the inventory of the property left behindthg deportees and the appropriation (confiscatibmgse
authorized people alongside representatives of lepeessive bodies briefed local party-Soviet\asts on
how to operate during deportations. The authoripedple were responsible for the appropriation and
distribution of the property of the deported people

In 1948, a group of authorized people from fourfiee counties was headed by the highest-ranking
administration officials of the LSSR: the Personi@dcretary of the CK of the LKP(b) D.Shupikov
supervised the authorized people irdHKiniai, Prienai, KaiSiadorys and Kaunas countibge, Deputy
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the LSSR SUmauskas — Alytus, Lazdijai, Marijamppl
Vilkavidkis, Sakiai counties, the Deputy Chairmértiee Council of Ministers of LSSR P.Oleka — Tei3ia
Klaipéda, Kretinga, Plung Mazeikiai counties, etc. (doc.No. 5.9).* OtherpDgy Chairmen of the Council
of Ministers of the LSSR E.Ozarskis, A.Sokolov, kudis and K.PreikSas also belonged to this
commanding group. Most of them were also membethe®fCK Bureau of the LKP(b). With the change in

" Doc. No. 5.6 A decision of 25 May 1948 by the Bureau of the @khe LKP(b) in reference to the deportation BfaDO families. SLA. stk.
1771. inv. 190. f. 6. p. 60.

" Doc. No. 5.7 A decision of 29 March 1949 by the Bureau of@eof the LKP(b) in regard to the results of thgpdeation of people from
Lithuania on 25-28 March 1949. LSA. stk. 1771. it90. f. 7. p. 21.

" Doc. No. 5.8The decision of 28 September 1951 by the Buredlieo€K of the LKP(bOn the Displacement of Kulaks and their Families
SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 8. p. 139.

" Doc. No. 5.9 Lists of 1948 of authorized people for the degtioh in counties under the highest-ranking officiaf the Council of Ministers of
the LSSR and the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 17ink. 190. f. 6. p. 53-54. 1 copy.

" Doc. No. 5.10An account of 5 June 1948 by the Minister of ibestf the LSSR, an official authorized by the Ckttee LKP(b) and the
Council of Ministers of the LSSR J. Blieka to thiesESecretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stles about the results of the deportations in the
county of JoniSkis. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 11. f. 2p758.

" Doc. No. 5.11Political information of 6 January 1948 by thpnesentative of the CK of the LKP(b) V. Petraitiglahe First Secretary of the
Committee of the LKP(b) M. Mikalauskas to the Cktloé LKP(b)On the Displacement of Bandit Families and theipgrters from our
County.SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 11. f. 237. p. 14-15.

" Doc. No. 5.12An account of 19 July 1945 by the Chairman of$lpreme Court of the LSSR, an official authoribgdhe Council of
People’s Commissars of the LSSR and the CK of #(b) K. DidZiulis to the First Secretary of the @Kthe LKP(b) A. Snigkus about the
deportation of people from Trakai county. SL.A..<tK71. inv. 8. f. 194. p. 81.

" Doc. No. 5.14.An account for 1945 by the instructor of the Diersof Sovkhozes of the CK of the LKP(b) V. Sakalkas to the CK of the
LKP(b) about the deportations in the county of Raae SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 194. p. 80.
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the administrative division of Lithuania in 195@etfour First Secretaries of regional committeeshef
LKP(b) became responsible for deportations: D.Skmpi F.Bieliauskas in Vilnius region, E.Ozarskis in
Kaunas region, M.Sumauskas in Siauliai region andaidis in Klaig:da region.

During deportations, these authorized people waefdporarily become the highest local administrative
power in the counties assigned to them. Not ondyfittst secretaries and chairmen of executive cdtess,
but also heads of the divisions of the NKVD-NKGB @) were responsible to them. In 1945, in his repor
to the CK of the LKP(b), the instructor of the Shekes Division of the CK of the LKP(b) V.Sakalauska
requested an authorized person to be sent to Raisedunty in order to restrain troops of the NKWiDm
plundering the property of deportees (doc. No. b*Idowever, it was not only State Security persalrthat
participated in thefts, but also communists, Komslbomembers, exterminators, etc. (doc. No. 5.15u&t5
documents abound.

The so-called party-Soviet armed activists in si@d in the country enjoyed a special statuseasdlanti-
humane acts. For instance, on 8 January 1948,itsteSecretary of Kupiskis County Party Committé¢he
LKP(b) P.Grignas informed A.Sni&kus that on 29 December 1947, the Party Committdetlze executives
of the MGB-MVD held a closed meeting of heads aaludlistricts, activists and MGB-MVD personnel. The
same day, a group of 135 activists was armed antdtseural districts to deport people (doc. NAL.&).*
The First Secretary of &lainiai County Party Committee of the LKP(b) Jdpilinas informed A.Sni&kus
that on 21 May 1948, conferences of party-Sovigvigts were held in the city and all counties. Eg2ivists
participated in the operation (doc. No. 5.17).*iBebetter familiar with local conditions and thepptation,
they helped execute deportations and afterwards italentory of the confiscated property. City “aidis”
also used to be sent to the country. For instamrce May 1948, the Party Committee of Kkada city sent
330 activists (doc. No. 5.18).*

Deportation plans and details of their organizati@ne kept in utmost secrecy. Only the top comnfritie
LKP(b) knew them. Ordinary party members and astivused to be informed about the beginning of the
operation at the last moment. In 1945, the persinoaized by the CK J.Stimburys informed the CKitugé
LKP(b) that party activists in Siauliai county wevet informed of the deportation (doc. No. 5.19p# 27
May 1948, the First Secretary of JoniSkis CountgtyP@ommittee P.Kudinas wrote to A.Snigkus that in
order to prevent peasants from suspecting thatrtmms would take place, party activists senthe
counties were obligated to settle issues pertaitoniipe acceleration of cattle-raising produce\gies to
the State.6 A.Sniékus demanded that his subordinates send nameofigieople that were not deported
(were not at home at the time or had run awayh¢oGK of the LKP(b). Attempts were made to spealfic
ascertain what people had not been repressedn&@ance, on 28 May 1948, the First Secretary ofnidau
city of the LKP(b) K.Gabdank sent A.Suleis a list of 57 such people (doc.No. 5.20).*

After deportations, “an extensive explanatory wowks carried out in each rural district: peopleseini to
meetings by force would listen to speeches madédyputhorized people and representatives of jpoakr
about the necessity of deportations and the “faaficy of the Communist Party and the Governmeatet,

in their reports, the authorized people or sedestasf county party committees would cynically thet “the
main mass of the population” approved of the depians and would also supply examples of how tkallo
population rejoiced at “the displacement of kulakl d#andit families”. For instance, in July 194% eputy

" Doc. Nr. 5.15. An account of 24 June 1948 by the Secretary@fibmmittee of the LKP(b) of RadviliSkis county @Gmov to the First
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Stikeis about the deportations in the county of Ragkigi. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 11. f. 257. p. 64.

" Doc. No. 5.16An account of 8 January 1948 by the First Segreththe Committee of the LKP(b) of KupiSkis coyf. Grignas to the First
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Sileis about the deportations in the county of KugiS8LA. stk. 1771. inv. 11. f. 236. p. 102-104.

" Doc. No. 5.17An account of 21 May 1948 by the First Secretdrthe Committee of the LKP(b) ofddainiai county J. Piligrimas to the First
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stkeis about the deportations in the county éfl#iniai. SLA. stk. 749. inv. 749-8.f. 1. p. 111211

" Doc. No. 5.18 The information of 8 May 1948 by the Secretaryhaf Committee of the LKP(b) of Klaida city A. Smirnov to the CK of the
LKP(b) about the participation of party-Soviet &idis in the deportations. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. i235. p. 21-22.

" Doc. No. 5.19An account of 30 July 1945 by an official autlzed by the CK of the LKP(b) J. Stimburys aboutdkportations in the county
of Siauliai. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 194. p. 92.

" Doc. No. 5.20A report of 28 May 1948 by the First Secretarthef CK of the LKP(b) of Kaunas city K. Gabdanktte First Secretary of the CK of
the LKP(b) A. Snigkus about the people who were not deported. SKA1g71. inv. 11. f. 235. p. 7-9.
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Chief of the Sovkhozes Division of the CK of the R@) V.Poliakus wrote that after the deportatiams i
Mazeikiai county, “the overall mood of the peasgnias good” (doc.No. 5.21).*

The frightened people, apparently wanting to sebadi@nt and loyal to the Soviet system, tried tiofo all
the instructions of the authorities. On 28 May 194 First Secretary of d&lainiai County Committee of
the LKP(b) J.Piligrimas boasted to A.Stkas that right after the deportations, mandatoriveees of
agricultural produce to the State grew 3 — 5 tirmmed reception points could not cope with their w(m®c.
No. 5.17).* On 5 June 1948, the Minister of Justidlieka informed A.Snigkus that “the desire to join
collective farms is observed in the county” and thés opportunity had to be taken advantage o€.(do.
5.10).*

To prevent close relatives of party and Soviet finmaries from being included in the lists of ddpes, on 5
March 1949, A.Snigkus and the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR N.Guskij signed a decree which
pointed out that, when close relatives of importaaviet, scientific and other distinguished empés/got
onto the lists of the deportees, “each individudecmust be considered separately and submittibe 0K
of the KP(b) of Lithuania to be sanctioned”.7 Rieles of well-known executors of the genocide K.Dudiz,
D.Rocius, etc. made use of this decree.

The list of partially identified top-level officialof the LSSR administration (the Council of Mieist of the
LSSR and persons in counties authorized by the GKeoLKP(b) who organized and executed deportation
in 1948 (doc.No. 5.9).

Aleknavkius Stasys — ?

Augustinaitis Vladas — the Minister of Cattle-Ragpiof the LSSR in 1946 — 1950; the Minister of
Agriculture in 1950 — 1956, a member of the CKradf tKP(b)

Bakhmetjev P. — the Managing Organizer of the CkhefLKP(b) in 1947

Bilevicius Elijas — the Minister of Fishing Industry okthSSR in 1950 — 1953

Bylinskij V. — the Managing Organizer of the CKtbe LKP(b) in 1947

Baranauskas Boleslovas — the Chairman of the RigambCouncil of the Trade Unions of the LSSR in394
—1958

Blieka Jurgis — the Minister of Justice of the LSIBR 946 — 1951

Didziulis (Grosmanas) Karolis — the Chairman of 8ugwreme Court of the LSSR in 1947 — 1958, a member
of the CK of the LKP(b)

Drobnys Aleksandras — the Minister of Finance ef tliSSR in 1944 — 1957

Gailevitius Alfonsas — the Commissioner of the Council efigtous Cults at the Council of Ministers of the
SSRS in the Lithuanian SSR in 1944 — 1948, the Bedinister of the MGB of the LSSR in 1948 — 1953
Kulygin — the Secretary of Vilnius City Committeétbe LKP(b) in 1947 (?)

Karaliinas Povilas — the Deputy Minister of SovkhozeefltSSR in 1946 — 1953

Jurtas-Kuiinskas Mykolas— the Deputy Chairman of the Presidai the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR in
1947 — 1959

Kurys Povilas — the Minister of Local Industry ¢fet LSSR in 1947 — 1949; the Minister of Forestryg an
Paper Industry in 1949 — 1951, the Minister of Btmeand Paper Industry in 1951 — 1957

Liaudis Kazimieras — the Minister of Agriculture tife LSSR and theDeputy Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the LSSR in 1947 — 1950, the Firstr8ery of Klaigda County Committee of the LKP(b) in
1950 — 1953

Liubimtsev Nikolaj — the Minister of Building Matets Industry of the LSSR in 1946 — 1953

" Doc. No. 5.21A report of 31 July 1945 by the Deputy Head & Bivision of Sovkhozes of the CK of the LKP(b) Rbliakus to the CK of the
LKP(b) about the deportations in the county of Mkiz& SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 194. p. 26.

" Doc. No. 5.17An account of 21 May 1948 by the First Secretdrthe Committee of the LKP(b) ofddainiai county J. Piligrimas to the First
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stkeis about the deportations in the county éfi#iniai. SLA. stk. 749. inv. 749-8.f. 1. p. 111211

" Doc. No. 5.10An account of 5 June 1948 by the Minister of ibestf the LSSR, an official authorized by the Ckttee LKP(b) and the

Council of Ministers of the LSSR J. Blieka to thiesESecretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stles about the results of the deportations in the
county of JoniSkis. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 11. f. 2p758.
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Macijauskas Jonas — the Head of the Political Dovi®f the Republican Military Commissariat of Linia

in 1946 — 1950; the Military Commissar of the LSIBR.950 — 1962

Mickevic¢ius Vaclovas — the Minister of Fishing Industrytibé LSSR in 1949 — 1951

Moskvinov Anatolij — the Secretary of the CK of th&P(b) in 1950 — 1952; the Second Secretary of
Vilnius Region Committee of the LKP(b) in 1952 -5B89

Murauskas Petras — the First Secretary of Tau2gunty Committee of the LKP(b) in 1944 — 1947; the
Chairman of the Bureau for the Organization of Agitural Cooperation in 1947 — 1949; the Deputy
Chairman of Siauliai County Executive Committeel 850 — 1951; the Deputy Minister of Meat and Dairy
Industry of the LSSR in 1951 — 1953

Nacas Eduardas — a Representative of the Directofaeltural and Educational Institutions in 1947

Niunka Vladas — the Deputy Chairman of the CouwfilMinisters of the LSSR in 1944 — 1948; the
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1948 — 196Imamber of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) in 1944 —
1961

Olekas Pranas — the Deputy Chairman of the Coohdilinisters of the LSSR in 1947 — 1950

Ozarskis Eduardas — the Secretary of the CK ofL#ie(b) in 1946 — 1950; the First Secretary of Kaana
County Committee of the LKP(b) in 1950 — 1953

Penkauskas, Penkovskij, Bronislavas — the Ministétealth Care of the LSSR in 1947 — 1957

Petraitis Vladislovas — the Managing SecretarjhefRarty College at the CK of the LKP(b) in 1947953
Poliakus V. — the Deputy Chief of the Division aiv&hozes of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1945

Ponomariov Aleksandr — the Minister of Forestryusuly of the LSSR in 1946 — 1948; the Minister of
Forestry and Paper Industry in 1948 — 1949

PreikSas Kazys — the Secretary of the CK of the (biKih 1940 — 1948; the Deputy Chairman of the @iun
of Ministers of the LSSR in 1948 — 1960; a memidghe CK Bureau of the LKP in 1940 — 1954
Savchenko S. — the Managing Organizer of the ClhefLKP(b) in 1947

Sichkarchuk P. — the Deputy Secretary of the CkefLKP(b) in 1947

Skardis Antanas — the Director of the RepublicarnyPachool at the CK of the LKP(b) in 1945 — 1954
Sokolov Aleksandr — the Deputy Chairman of the @duwsf Ministers of the LSSR in 1946 — 1954

Sorokin M. — the Second Secretary of Paugs County Committee of the LKP(b) in 1947

Svischov Jakov — the Minister of Communal Econorhthe LSSR in 1946 — 1957

Stimburys Juozas — the Minister of Social Secwftthe LSSR in 1946 — 1960

Sumauskas Motiejus — the Deputy Chairman of thenCibwf Ministers of the LSSR in 1946 — 1950; the
First Secretary of Siauliai Region Committee of @€ of the LKP(b) in 1950 — 1953

Shupikov Danijil — the Personnel Secretary of thedT the LKP(b) in 1947 — 1950; the Secretary olinitis
Region Committee of the LKP(b) in 1950 — 1952

Terioshin Fiodor — the Minister of Light Industrythe LSSR in 1946 — 1953

Tirkunov A. — the Deputy Secretary of the CK of theP(b) in 1947

Volf — ?

A supplementary list of the authorized people & @K of the LKP(b) and the Council of Ministerstbke
LSSRS8

Artemjev P. — ?, the authorized person of Kebounty in April 1949

BraZinis Leonardas — the Head of the Personnel Divieiaine Directorate of the Affairs of the Council of
Ministers of the LSSR, the authorized person ofdijaz county in December 1947

Dubinin P. — the People’s Deputy Commissar of thgridilture of the LSSR, the authorized person of
Alytus county in February 1946

Girdvainis Juozas — the Assistant to the Chairnfaihe Council of Ministers of the LSSR M.Gedvildlse
authorized person of Kretinga county in Decembe¥719

Gorokhov Timofej — the Deputy Minister of Tradetbeé LSSR, the authorized person of Paigs county

in December 1947
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Malygin Aleksandr — the Head of the Central Direate on Literature and Publishing Houses at thenCibu
of Ministers of the LSSR, the authorized persoRaflviliSkis county in December 1947

Petryla Danielius — the Deputy Manager of the A#aof the Council of Ministers of the LSSR, the
authorized person of Pluagounty in January 1948

Rimselis P. - ?, the authorized person of Birzaintg in July 1945

Sakalauskas V. — the Instructor of the SovkhozessDn of the CK of the LKP(b), the authorized parof
Lazdijai county in February 1946

Senkewius T. - ?, the authorized person of Pléiegunty in April 1949

Solovjov P. - ?, the authorized person of Jurbackamty in June 1948

6. Forced Elections*

The Communist Party paid special attention to tlegitimacy” of the Soviet power in Lithuania, tesit
ostensible “legality”, particularly during the pmagtion for the first post-war elections. In orderform an
impression that the state power was representetthieyworking people” or “people’s masses”, forced
elections to the highest state organs of the SSRiStlze LSSR as well as to local power bodies were
arranged almost every year. Elections to the Supr8aviet of the LSSR and “the Soviets of working
people’s deputies” in cities, counties, towns, Irdiatricts and parts of rural districts were a stitnent part

of the policy of Sovietization of Lithuania. By tme the Communist Party tried to emphasize the
“democratic” character of the political system lo¢ tSSRS, whereas the ostensibly active participatidhe
Lithuanian nation in the elections had to demonsttiae approval of the Soviet system and the “valy
existence of Lithuania in the SSRS. Elections wérgractical importance, too: in this way, the Coomist
Party officially included its members and supparterpower bodies of the state.

All elections to different levels of Soviets, orgeed by the Communist Party, were anti-democrébiced,
fictitious, discriminatory and criminal in their ahacter. People agitating to vote against or néingador
communists at all were regarded as enemies ofdhietSsystem. They sustained or could sustain ssgras

or became the targets of the persecution by Statery personnel — “shadowed by them” — (*vziat v
razrabotku” — Russ.). For example, on 17 Decemi®&51the Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR
D.Jefimov informed the authorities of the NKGB bEtSSRS about the discontent of certain Lithuanian
people with the organization of the election to $upreme Soviet of the SSRS. One of them, a sogesiof
Kaunas Opera Theater Romanas MarijoSius speakitiy s friends made an uncautious remark that
“pefore the elections the Bolsheviks promise noisteng wealth to workers and peasantry of the Sovie
Union”. For such talks, R.MarijoSius found himseiffder the observation of the State Security (doc6\b
p.63).*

According to Clause 113 of the Constitution of H&SR, in the preparation for the elections, the @mmist
Party was given a monopolistic role: only “commuipiarty” and other public organizations — “tradeoms,
cooperatives, youth organizations, cultural soegtiwhich were also under the control of the Comisiu
Party, were given the right to announce candidadi®s propaganda reasons, a well-known person in
Lithuania could be appointed the Chairman of thaté Election Commission. On 11 October 1946, the
CK Bureau of the LKP(b) nominated the famous wratras Cvirka for this post; however, in fact, the
Secretary of this commission E.Ozarskis was ingdharf all affairs. He was the Personnel Secretathe
CK of the LKP(b), whose responsibilities includée issues of political reliability of the personned. of all

" Literature and Sources

" Doc. No. 6.1 Extracts from a note of 17 December 1945 by tb#ng Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR Maj. GenJBfimov to the
Commissar of the NKGB of the SSRS V. Merkulov, Head of the ¥ Directorate of the NKGB of the SSRS Lt. Gen. Feslothe Deputy
Commissar of the NKGB of the SSRS S. Ogoltsov garé to the anti-Soviet activities and intellegenperational measures in preparing for
the elections to the Supreme Soviet of the SSRA. Stkk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 23. p. 55, 62-64.
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deputies (doc.No. 6.3).* The party regulated thegetage proportions of party and non-party depytien-
party deputies had to make up not less than 20 pe2xent) as well as the number of men and women
(women had to make up not less than 30 per ceot)Nb. 6.4).*

Not a single citizen of the SSRS could became atgepithout the assent of party committees. Allcétmns
were held without nominating any alternative caadids. The rights of citizens were brutally viotht&lot

all people were equal by law; certain categoriep@&dple were intentionally not included in the disif
voters, though Clause 2 of the Regulations of tleetbns to the Supreme Soviet of the SSRS statdall
citizens of the USSR who are 18 years old, regasdié their race or nationality, sex, religion, eahional
qualification, permanent place of residence, soor&in, property status or previous activity, $hiad
ensured the right to participate in the electianthe Supreme Soviet of the SSRS”.1

On 11 November 1945, the Lithuanian Bureau of tKeo€the VKP(b) discussed the issue of not inclgdin
certain groups of the population of the Lithuan&®R in the lists of voters and made a decisiorxttude

all the registered families of partisans, killedlanrested people, persons who had worked in palitiodies
during the Nazi occupation as well as their famihembers, well-off peasants (“the kulaks”), those
dispossessed of all their land or part of it (agsult of the Soviet “land reform”), people of t@&rman
nationality and their families, also the familiestibose who had signed to repatriate to Poland. nitheber

of people debarred from the election amounted pwagmately 300,000.2 On 12 November 1945, M.Suslov
and A.Sni€kus asked G.Malenkov to approve their decision .(doc6.5).* After the decision, prepared by
M.Suslov, was approved by the CK of the VKP(b)¢c@tferences of the CK of the VKP(b), A.Stkas and
the Secretary of the Presidium of the Supreme Gbwhdhe LSSR S.Pupeikis ordered not to include
persons with anti-Soviet attitudes in the listsvofers.3 Everything was kept in the utmost secrét¢ythe

8th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) held on 6 — 7cBmber 1945 “On the Tasks of Party Organizations
with Regard to the Election to the Supreme Sovieghe SSRS”, the fact that certain groups of peoydee

not included in the lists of voters was not evemtioaed.

Preparation for the elections used to be perforomedier anti-democratic conditions and rough pressure
According to the information of the First Secretany Zarasai County Committee of the LKP(b)
E.Kasnauskaidt an agitator of Zarasai town, teacher P. explatoeder electors: “What kind of election is
this? Everything is done for the sake of appearadeeple are forced to vote for the nominated catdiby
weapon”. Speaking with village people, the agitatdr Kadagikiai village of Imbradas rural district
A.Novikov instructed them that “during the votingyu can go into the booth and cross out the narh#é®o
deputies nominated by the Soviet power”. According=.Kasnauskaif these people spread “anti-Soviet
attitudes”.4 In the information to the Secretarytled CK of the LKP(b) K.PreikSas, it was reportbdtta
teacher of Kamajai rural district of RokiSkis coyrgpoke at a meeting devoted to the election: ‘Elec
communists, leave non-party people be”. The peakad#ciulis from the rural district of Kamajai said:
“Russians occupied us, let Russians command”.5

Each time, problems of the organization of electiosed to be dealt with at the plenums of the Ckhef
LKP(b). Political directives to city and county paauthorities were given at them. For exampleghat15th
Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1947, having redhd report on the preparation for the electiorht
local Soviets, K.PreikSas pointed out that “the kvof party organizations in the election will beiested

by the number of voters who will come to the pdtlg,the results of the election”.6 It was a seriaasning
and a clear instruction to seek better results.

Falsification of election results was the mainibttte of the communist elections. Nobody controliieem
because there were no political opponents or pudfigervers. The members of the election commissions

" Doc. No. 6.3A decision of 15 October 1946 by the Bureau of @kthe LKP(b) in regard to the nomination of P.itRa as the Chairman and
E. Ozarskij as the Secretary of the Central EladBommission of the LSSR in preparing for the étext to the Supreme Soviet of the SSRS.
SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 4. p. 118.

" Doc. No. 6.4 A decision of 14 November 1946 by the Bureathef€K of the LKP(b) in regard to the candidatestii@r deputies to the
Supreme Soviet of the LSSR. SLA. stk. 1771. in0.X94. p. 122.

" Doc. No. 6.5 The letter of 12 November 1945 by the ChairmathefLithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) Mis®v and the First
Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Sikais to the Secretary of the CK of the VKP(b) G.lém&kovOn the Exclusion of some Groups of the
Population of the LSSR from the Lists of the Elsc®LA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 3. p. 128-129.
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were assigned by party committees themselves,furereat the end of the election day, the ballbtt had
not been used would quite often be put into théobdloxes. Thus, the desired result would be aduev
which often reached almost 99 — 100 per cent. kam@le, in 1947, during the election to the Supreme
Soviet of the LSSR, in the county of Zarasai, 999 cent of voters “came” to vote and “supportea t
candidates. Most probably the most “unsuccesstaetteon to the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR was 4619
By the official data of the CK of the LKP(b), 91.p8r cent of voters “ participated” in the electamd 95.4
per cent “voted” for the communist candidates (d¢w. 6.6)*.

Judging by the final results, falsification of dieas was made in election districts and the Céntra
Committee of the LKP(b) which would doctor the paip data. For example, according to the data of the
CK, in the county of Marijampé] 75.5 per cent of voters went to the polls, wheraacording to the
summary tables of the staff of the NKVD troops, sta@eople not only guarded election constituenbiets,
also participated in the counting of ballots, 54 pent of those included in the electoral listsedbin the
election; in Alytus county, 83.7 per cent and 32 gant, and in Lazdijai county 84.5 per cent ang88cent
respectively.7 (doc. No. 6.7)*. At the 9th Plenuintlee CK of the LKP(b), I.Tkachenko explained that
people did not go to the polls because they wergdabf partisans’ revenge, therefore, in the cmsnof
Alytus, Lazdijai and Marijampeélonly 20-30 per cent of electors had given thetevay 6 p.m. 90 vehicles
were allocated to take election commissions to lg®pmomes. Due to this, the number of voters cdodd
increased by 60-75 per cent (doc. No. 6.2)*. Jdkaedemagogically claimed that once again, ashen t
elections of 1940 and 1941, the Lithuanian natigpressed its resolution to go the Soviet way’.8 In
general, all these figures are not reliable, batrttanipulation of them was an indication that Fa first time
the Soviet power faced an open boycott of the iplestby quite a considerable part of the society.

Having failed to conceal the facts of falsificatiohthe election in the county of Alytus, on 5 Mart946,
the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) penalized the headthefelection commission J.Mataskas and K.Lydys,
giving them “a reprimand” and “a severe reprimamd bie recorded into the personal records file”
respectively. K.Lydys was also dismissed from tlsiton of the secretary of the propaganda committe
(doc. No. 6.8)*. Now, it is not clear what for tipenalty was — perhaps communists of Alytus were too
conscientious and did not act as party committéegilaius, Joniskis and Klaigda counties or Vilnius,
Ukmerg:, Svertionys and Rokiskis cities that “achieved” 100 pentcelectors “to participate” in the
elections. In 1947, in the election to the Supr&uaeiet of the LSSR such excesses or misundersigsidid
not occur any more. Party committees became wedr@awf how to vote; later, 98-99 per cent of elexto
“participated” and “voted”.

In preparing for the elections, an important fuoictivas performed by agitators who had to visittelscat
home and ensure the arrival of those voters whe assigned to them. Although it was declared that t
ballot was secret, it was but a rare person wholdv@o to the equipped voting booths in election
constituencies. At the 8th Plenum of the CK of td(b) in 1945, the Chairman of the Presidium o th
Supreme Soviet of the LSSR J.Paleckis directed tgoanthorities that electors should avoid usings¢he
booths: "A person having no doubts at all will take ballot and go straight to the ballot box, andy the
one who wants to cross out will go to the boottiN®vertheless, according to official data, in thecgbn of
1946, those persons who dared to cross out “careditimade up more than 54,000.10

Individual farms prevailed in Lithuanian countryo@try people avoided such elections; thereforenbezs

of election commissions themselves, escorted bgremwhators and State Security personnel, used tm go
individual farmsteads carrying ballot boxes. Theref under such conditions, to refuse to vote osout
the candidate was impossible.

" Doc. No. 6.6 An extract from the account by the CK of the LKPfor 1947 to the CK of the VKP(b) in regard tetmplementation of the
decision of 5 October 1946 by the CK of the VKP{) the Work of the CK of the Lithuanian KP@)A. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 242. p. 47.

" Doc. No. 6.7A report of 10 February 1946 by the Chief Milita@ommander of the NKVD troops of the LSSR Maj. GénVetrov and the
Head of the Operational Staff Pankin to the Comamis$ the NKVD of the LSSR Maj. Gen. J. Bartatas about the results of the elections to
the Supreme Soviet of the SSRS. SLA. stk. K-1. ¥. 104. p. 53-54.

" Doc. No. 6.2An extract from the speech of 4 April 1946 by then@nissioner of the NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithimht. Gen. I.
Tkachenko at the 9 Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771v.@ f. 5. p. 65.

" Doc. No. 6.8 The decision of 5 March 1946 by the Bureau of@keof the LKP(b)On the Violations of the Election Regulations t th
Supreme Soviet of the SSRS in the County of ABltés stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 4. p. 29.
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To the very end of the armed resistance, not desgngent organized by communists was so strongbpsed

as elections. Everyone was well aware of the palitsignificance of this action. In 1946, a partisa
document said: "Since these elections do not fotlesvprinciples of democracy and are a mockeryuofidn
rights, our task is to harm and hinder the electampaign as much as possible”.11 By different mean
partisans urged not to vote, used to attack electmstituencies or fire upon them, destroy eledligts, etc.
During the election campaign of 1946 alone, 66 &igmns were killed. Taking this into consideratitime
LKP(b) organized military protection of these catugncies. Units of the NKVD-MGB exterminators and
party-Soviet activists were responsible for thiseElection was under the control of the operatistaf of
the troops of the NKVD-MGB of the LSSR. It was imacge of up to 20,000 military personnel who, dadd
into groups of 8 to 12, guarded all election cdunsticies.12

“In preparing for the election, military units aoéfairly good assistance to us”, stated the Fastretary of
Party Committee of TauragCounty P.Murauskas. However, he expressed corb@tin selecting the
members of the election commission — communist$ tdrned out that the majority of them were the
personnel of the NKVD and the NKGB.13 Making pregams for later elections, the number of military
personnel was being cut down. In 1951, during thetien to the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR, “theetbv
was provided by 13,064 military personnel (doc. Bl)*.

All post-war elections were going on under the é¢ools of armed struggle, political pressure andote
Ordinary people of Lithuania faced threats by tbenmunist power, demonstration of the Soviet miitar
force and acts by repressive bodies. On the otlad, lthey were constantly urged by partisans tadibyhe
elections. No result of elections organized undeh<onditions, could be true.

For the authorities of the VKP(b), the electiorstfite Supreme Soviet of the SSRS in 1946, to tipechue
Soviet of the LSSR in 1947 and to the local Soviet$948) were important in two political aspedtgst,
the stage of Sovietization of Lithuania was formalbmpleted. Second, Moscow now could demonstmte t
the world that after the war Lithuanians themselstesse “the guardianship” of the Soviet Union adl a&

its political system. During later years, re-elens to these Soviets lost their political significa, and the
Communist Party gradually stopped employing spquiditical means and physical pressure. Having been
intimidated by the red terror, people openly did olgject to and participated in forced elections.

7. Russianization*

In its post-war activity, the VKP(b) followed nobly the so-called ideology of Marxism-Leninism, lalso
the Russian super-state chauvinism. Under a veitoohmunist ideas, home and foreign policy of the
Bolsheviks was based on the old imperial tradibbRussia. The model of the state pursued by Stedis a
powerful communist state where all nations weregatly equal yet guided by the “great Russian néatio
As early as 1 december 1937, the Politburo of tkeoCthe VKP(b) adopted several decisions: “On hiadil
Schools”, “On the Liquidation of National Distriahd Country Soviets” and “On the Publishing of Rarss
Newspapers in the Ukraine” that limited the rigbtsiational minorities (doc. No. 7.1).* On 13 Mart838,
the CK of the VKP(b) and the Council of People’sn@oissars of the SSRS adopted the decision “On
mandatory learning of the Russian language in NMati®epublics and Regions.” One of the clausesef t
decision stated that from 1 September 1938, mandé&aching of the Russian language starting whth t
second and third forms was introduced in all schablthe Soviet Union (doc. No. 7.2).* After thenvthis
requirement was transferred to the education systdathuania.

" Doc. No. 6.9A note of 16 February 1951 by the Head of tffedvision of the 29 Directorate of the MGB of the LSSR G. Chakhavatabo
the deployment of military forces in Lithuania ireparing for elections to the Supreme Soviet oft88R. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 387. p. 103.
" Literature and Sources

" Doc. No. 7.1 The decisions of 1 December 1937 by the Politlodithe CK of the VKP(bJDn National Schoo|©n the Liquidation of

National District and Rural CouncilandOn the Publishing of Russian Newspapers in the ider&RCDNHR. stk. 17. inv. 3. f. 983, 994, 1004.
" Doc. No. 7.2 An extract from the decision of 13 March 1938y CK of the VKP(b) and the Council of People’sn@nissarOn the
Mandatory Studying of the Russian Language in Mati®@epublics and RegiorSRCDNHR. stk..17. inv. 3. f. 998.
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On 1 January 1944, Stalin approved the new anthetineoSSRS, the words of which “The union of free
republics has forever been firmly conjoined by fneat Russian nation” became the symbol of thee®ovi
imperial power and Russianization. On 7 January 1 8% Ck Bureau of the LKP(b) approved the texhef
Lithuanian translation of this anthem by the poeVeéxclova, and it became the official anthem of the
Lithuanian SSR (doc. No. 7.3).*

The post-war Stalinist policy of the VKP(b) guaeed a privileged position of Russians and Russian-
speaking people throughout the Soviet Union. Ferliithuanian public, Russia used to be portrayedres

of the principal sources of the European civiliaaticlaiming that it had constantly experiencedck$ by
hostile neighbouring nations, though it had alwagsisted them in developing culture and educatohi@
liberating them from the yoke of oppressors.

Russianization of Lithuania was conducted accortbrdpe plan and in several directions: throughpblcy

of the cadre, the system of science and educayiomn( people had to compulsorily study Russianesinc
childhood), cultural institutions (theatres, cinemibraries, etc.) and by calling men up to thei&oArmy.
The most important sources of Russianization itulania were the apparatus of the CK of the LKP(b)
(particularly the Division of Agitation and Propagia), the Glavlit, repressive bodies, Republicafitify
Commissariat, and also agencies, enterprises @ashiaations subordinated to the Union.

Russianization became a constituent part of “tledadist cultural revolution”, though it was not lemized

by any documents or decisions. The Communist Pagignated Russianization as “proletarian
internationalism”: all the nations of the SSRS wegeal, but “the most equal” of all was the Russiation,
“the elder brother”, rendering altruistic assis&ma the others. The Russian language forced iysinta the
public life of Lithuania not only as the office lgurage, but also as the common, second “native’Uiage.

It was strictly forbidden to critically assess tRassianization policy, the more so, to oppose écddise of
that, people, even the leading Lithuanian commsanisere accused of “bourgeois nationalism” and that
could become an additional accusation. For instanck51, the MGB of the LSSR were gathering enae
against the former Minister of Education of the BS$1943-1948) communist J.Ziugzda under whose
alleged instructions during the first post-war gear Lithuania “much less time was allotted to teag
Russian than in other republics of the Union” (dblm. 1.52). In 1951, the Director of the Republican
Pedagogical Office A.leSmanta was arrested andsadcaf “nationalism”, disregard for the assistaoicthe
Russian nation to Lithuania, etc. (doc. No. 1.49).

During the post-war years, the Russian languagabkstied itself in all higher power institutions of
Lithuania very fast. Having come to Lithuania, pdtinctionaries explained to Lithuanians that thes&tan
nation was the leading force of the Soviet UniantHe opinion of A.Fedotov, the editor of the neasgr
“Sovietskaja Litva” (the 7th Plenum of the CK okthKP(b) in 1945), the intelligentsia of Lithuardal not
understand the historical mission of the Russidaioma’Among all the nations of our country, the $3ian
nation, as the leading force of the Soviet Unioas rearned universal acknowledgement.[...] This
acknowledgement has been won by the Russian nddiero the incessant assistance which it renderatl t
other nations [...]. As the elder brother in the fignoif Soviet nations, it helped its brothers toateenew life
and develop culture” (doc. No. 7.4).* A.Fedotov refted that the memory for the Russian military
commanders M.Kutuzov, A.Suvorov and the poet AhRimswas not perpetuated.

Soon after this speech, not only the street narfted Suvorov, Kutuzov Square, and a memorial fastRin

at the foot of Gediminas hill appeared, but the esof other officials of Russian culture were also
perpetuated. This process was taken care of thomtdhithuania. The CK Bureau of the LKP(b) would
annually consider plans and programs for the mamgatelebration of birth and death anniversaries of
famous Russian and Lithuanian functionaries. Fstaimce, a decision was made to arrange repubksash-|
celebrations to the writer 1.Krylov in 1944, to Mikizov in 1945, twice to V.Lenin, and also to the
pedagogue K.Ushinskij, the Lithuanian party funcsity V.Kapsukas and the writer ZengaiTribute was
also paid to the Soviet General 1.Cherniakhovshi).6 June 1951, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) decided

" Doc. No. 7.3An excerpt from the decision of 7 January 1944heyBureau of the CK of the LKP(B)n the Translation of the Anthem of the
Soviet Union into the Lithuanian Langua@t A. stk. 1771. inv. 7. f. 20. p. 1-10.

" Doc. No. 7.4 An extract from the speech by the Editor-in-Chifhe “Sovietskaya Litvahewspaper A. Fedotov delivered &tRlenum of the
CK of the LKP(b) on 23 August 1945. SLA. stk. 17if. 8. f. 14. p.69-71.
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perpetuate the memory of the writer M.Gorkij inHuiania: to erect a monument in Vilnius, to nameety

in Vilnius and kaunas, and Siauliai Teachers’ tng#i after him (doc. No. 7.5).*

With the formation of the atmosphere pervaded Iyp®ion, the leading personnel in education antuoeil
were afraid that Russian-speaking people wouldedismanifestations of nationalism in the traditiofishe
Lithuanian nation and culture or that historicattéawould cause negative associations. The Gliorlitade

to publish satires and “The National Hymn” by V.Kiké, whereas the division of the Polish-Lithuanian
State and the annexation of Lithuania to Russiaafmec positive historical phenomena for historians
(J.Jurginis, J.Ziugzda). At the 7th Congress ofltK®(b) in 1952, J.ZiugZzda emphasized that “thelysis

of historical facts demonstrates [...] how the cudtof the Lithuanian nation developed under theugrice

of the much higher culture of the Russian nation.] [The annexation of Lithuania to Russia,
notwithstanding the cruel yoke of czarism, mademedrequisites [...] for the consolidation of thehiiainian
nation, for the formation of the national Lithuamianguage” (doc. No. 7.6).*

It was aimed at making Russian the second nativgulage. Mandatory teaching of Russian was intratiuce
into gymnasiums: in the academic year of 1944/1R4kas allotted the same number of hours as the
Lithuanian language — 1,176. The corresponding rurabhours had to be allotted to teaching Lithaarat
Russian schools (doc. No. 7.7*); however, Russpaaking people never learnt Lithuanian. Teaching of
Russian was introduced even in primary schoolsjghadhere were no teachers of Russian at that time.
1947-1948, the number of weekly lessons for teacinssian in these schools (starting with the sgcon
form) was 16, and for the native Lithuanian langua@8.1

During the post-war years, about 13,000 people,tlgnddussian-speaking, arrived in Lithuania from the
SSRS.2 The Russianization policy was particulactivaly executed in the multinational southeastegion

of Lithuania, where it was extremely difficult tstablish Lithuanian schools, and in Vilnius and igéaa
cities. From 1950, the Russian language came tdabght in Polish comprehensive schools. For the
Lithuanian population, particularly the intelligsid, the speedy Russianization of Lithuania wasiafypl
experience, yet, terrified by the policy of stagerdr and repressions, they had no strength to sepgius
process. At secret party sittings or meetings,High-ranking officials of the administration of th&SR
J.Paleckis and M.Gedvilas admitted that Lithuan@s Wweing Russianized. At the CK Plenum of the LKP i
1953, M.Gedvilas said, “In nearly all institutiomsthe capital, county and even, in some casea| district
center that he (a Lithuanian — V.T.) had to applyofficials would reply not in Lithuanian”.3 J.lRakis and
M.Gedvilas put this question to the authoritieshed LKP(b), but were accused of Lithuanian natismal
and silenced (doc. No. 1.36).* At the 5th Plenunthef CK of the LKP in 1953 (during the period oéth
political influence of L.Berija), A. Snikus was forced to admit that “we often ignored th#huanian
language in the political mass work”.4

Moscow sent its own people to these posts, mosigsiRns or Russian-speaking personnel that wesa oft
hostile to Lithuania. By 1 April 1945, 6,116 empd®g came to Lithuania with the “routing passesthef
CK of the VKP(b) (doc. No. 7.8)*, and by the autuofrl947, 12,258 persons from different areas \serg

by institutions and agencies of the SSRS.5 The aomecs would take leading positions and would also
become deputies of Lithuanian leaders. Their ievns were mandatory and beyond discussion. Such
special “internationalism” of the leading personcetated conditions to better control local exe@s;)
increase distrust among them and carry out Rugsiaon of the occupation administration of the menti
Lithuania.

Due to this policy of the cadre, state institutiamsvhich Lithuanians made up about half of the Eypes
became greatly Russianized (more about it in tleicse “party Nomenclature and the Cadre”). However,
this ratio was not the same: of 1951 in districivpoinstitutions Lithuanians made up 59.3 per centity

" Doc. No. 7.5 The decision of 6 June 1951 by the LKP(b) Buregtihe CK of the LKP(bDn Measures to Commemorate thé Cieath
Anniversary of the Great Proletariat Writer M. GgrkSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 112. f. 75. p. 43—-44.

" Doc. No. 7.6 An extract from the speech of 22 September 1§5Rd Vice-President of the Academy of SciencethefLSSR J. ZiugZda at
the 7" Congress of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 181L. p. 497.

" Doc. No. 7.7 The curricula of Lithuanian and Russian gymnasition the academic year 1944/1945. SLA. stk. 1#®1.7. f. 46. p. 47, 49.
" Doc. No. 7.8A note by the Personnel Department of the CK efltKP(b) about the employees who came to Lithufmia the SSRS from
1944 to 1 April 1945. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f.2p. 1.
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institutions — 45.8 per cent, and in the republibaghest power institutions 40.8 per cent of ad thading
personnel working there.6 Among republican powstitations, the Presidium of the Supreme Sovighef
LSSR was the most Lithuanian because not only thar@an J.Paleckis, but both his deputies and the
secretary were Lithuanians; however, this insttuthad almost no say in official matters. At thgibaing

of the 60’s, even 3 out of 5 deputies of M.Gedvilase Russians. In 1952, out of 54 leaders of thedst
power institutions only 30 were Lithuanians, and @ul32 deputies — only 52. Russians were appointe
only as deputies, but as ministers, chairmen dedé&vel directorates and committees. For instattoe,
people’s Commissar of Local Industry was F.Terins{i944-1945), S.Shkodin (1945-1947), N.Kalugin
(1949-1951); the Minister of Forestry was A.Ponaow(1945-1948), of Fish Industry — A.Zasypkin (594
1949), of Building materials — N.Liubimtsev (19465B) of Building — P.Sheremetjev (1946-1948),
V.Kotov (1948-1950), of Communal Economy — J.Svieel{1945-1957), etc.

However, the greatest number of Russians workeepressive bodies; only Russians were appointed as
their heads. At the 7th Plenum of the CK of the [(WPthe Deputy Commissar of the NKGB of the SSRS
B.Kobulov explained: “The republic of Lithuania dorot have suitable cadre and Lithuanians canmecttdi
county divisions” (those of the State Security V7 In 1945, with the dismissal of the People’st@aissar

of the State Security A.Guzeuis, till 1953, this post was taken by the Rus&i@mmerals: D.Jefimov (1945-
1949), N.Gorlinskij (1949), P.Kapralov (1949-1952hd P.Kondakov (1952-1953). In the apparatus @f th
MGB of the LSSR, out of 676 State Security persbnite were Lithuanians, and out of 1,505 MVD
employees — 216.8 The position of the LSSR Prosesuds taken by M.Baliasnikov (1944-1946), D.Salin
(1947-1948), G.Bakharov (1948-1957).

The cadre sent from Moscow had particularly strpagitions in party power institutions. In 1944, ofit76
functionaries of the CK apparatus of the LKP(b)@&2 cent were Lithuanians, whereas in 1952, — 40 pe
cent out of 109. However, only 20 per cent of tHeraw the Lithuanian language.9

On 26 April 1944 and 19 october 1945, the CK Burehathe LKP(b) adopted decisions about studying the
Lithuanian language (doc. No. 7.9* and doc. No.O%.1They pointed out that newcomers had to learn
Lithuanian, however, nobody followed these decisio@n 10 September 1946, the Deputy Chief of the
Schools Division of the CK of the LKP(b) V.Uogintasformed A.Sni€kus that city and county party
committees “did not fight for the implementationtbfs decision”, and 81 persons within the CK aph#s

did not know the Lithuanian language (doc. No. y.x11

During later years (till 1953), the issue of studyiLithuanian was not made urgent any more. Russian
speaking personnel did not study it, and Lithuam@mmunists either ingratiating themselves or beiingid

to be accused of nationalism, did not raise thesasat all. Private requirement of the CK apparafuthe
LKP(b) to render respect to those speaking Russtaim became a custom in all central administration
institutions of the LSSR. The demise of Stalin inipted the speedy process of Russianization imubania,
and the new policy of the CK of the VKP(b) (thatLoBerija) began to be carried out in the summet3§3.

The results of the 10-year Russianization were ais/i The major part of young people and middle-aged
population could speak and write Russian fluentiynearly fluently; the Russian language also emstldd
itself in most power institutions of republican suflination (in Vilnius and Klaigda in almost all
institutions); in cities and certain other placedprmation announcements or headings of advergsgsn
were most often in Russian, central city streetseewenamed after Russian public men, monuments were
erected in their honour, etc. At first glance, Ligmia could seem for a newcomer an inseparablegpart
Russia.

" Doc. No. 7.9An excerpt from the decision of 26 April 1944 the Bureau of the CK of the LKP(B)n the Studying of the Lithuanian
Language by Employees of the Lithuanian S8R\ stk. 1771. inv. 7. f. 28. p. 16.

" Doc. No. 7.10The decision of 19 October 1945 by the BureathefCK of the LKP(bYOn the Studying of the Lithuanian Language by
CommunistsSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 118. p. 28.

" Doc. No. 7.11The note of 10 September 1946 by the Deputy Hidd School Division of the CK of the LKP(b) Vobintas to the First Secretary of the
CK of the LKP(b) A. SnigkusOn the Execution of the Decision of 19 October 184the CK of the LKP(b) On the Studying of the @amists who do
not Know the Lithuanian Languag®lA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 243. p. 68.
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8. Anti-Semitism*

After WWII, the Communist Party of the Soviet umimplemented the state policy of anti-Semitism.
At the end of the 50s and the beginning of the 8tsCK of the VKP(b) instigated political and idiegical
anti-Semitic campaigns, resorted to repressiongi-@emitism, officially designated as struggle agai
“Zionism”, “cosmopolitism” and “Masonry”, began 6949, though its beginning goes back to 1939
(rapprochement of the SSRS with the fascist gerjnany

In pre-war Lithuania, some jews objected to thid #herefore were expelled from the Communist
Party (doc. No. 8.1.p.2).* As early as the firsspwar years, the political line of the CK of th&K®(b)
began to materialize — to limit or altogether deeyvs the possibility to work in party and Sovietvpo
bodies. The Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau ef@K of the VKP(b), who later became the Secretéry
the CK of the SSRS for ideological issues, M.Susdtways followed Stalinist and anti-Jewish attitsde
The accusation of the CK Secretary of the VKP(b)ZAdanov in 1946-1948 against the intelligentsia fo
“grovelling to the West” was one of the signalstart an anti-Semitic campaign. On 21 November 18%8
Anti-fascist Committee of Jews was disbanded in ddos Jews were incriminated with non-existant ceme
prevented from taking leading posts, dismissed fnoark, tried or imprisoned and some even Killed.
However, it was not a racist policy of extermingtthe Jewish nation. The authorities of the VKR(igd to
exclude them from governing the State and activdiplife. Persecution of Jews and their repressi@mt
on throughout the Soviet Union and in communistntoes of Eastern Europe.

After the war, because of the Holocaust and otbasons, few Jews remained in Lithuania (at the
beginning of 1946, about 10,000). They worked inows party, Soviet, repressive, economic, cultarad
other institutions and organizations. Part of thead high positions in the administration of the RSEhey
knew the Lithuanian language): G.Zimanas, E.B#ied, M.Bordonait, Ch.Aizenas, L.Sausas, S.Gutmanas
and some others. A group of local and sent Jewskedom repressive bodies and the Glavlit. The best-
known of them were A.Slavin, N.Dushanskij, D.Todedd.Jog, etc. In 1945, there were 238 communists
Jews (6.7 per cent) in 1953 — 2,055 (5.6 per c&2mlty party members participating in repressioncacti
against Lithuanians, people of other nationaliaesl even Jews themselves, they were the functemafi
the Soviet power apparatus, but not jewish funeti@s. Actually, these Soviet officials did not fo@pate in
the life of jews and did not represent them.3

In Lithuania, the anti-Semitic policy of the VKB (lvas executed by the CK of the LKP(b) and the
MGB of the LSSR. The latter had its separate fadldctivity and specialized in the persecution@fd and
the formation of their intelligence network (doco.N8.2).* From 15 August 1945 till 15 August 1944,1
persons were arrested for “Zionist activity’4, i946-1948 — 188 persons (doc. No. 8.3).* They were
charged with underground activity, relations witle tVest, attempts to illegally escape from the S&R$S
organization of such escapes. After WWII, Jewss ki#tl Lithuanian people, found themselves behirne “t
iron curtain”. Having survived the Holocaust, theoaities of war, and having experienced the viokeof
the communist regime, quite a few of them trie@soape from the SSRS. For instance, in January, B946
the border of the SSRS and Poland, the MGB of B8R detained 96 Jews. In 1947-1948, for the attémnpt
get to Poland with forged documents, the MGB of &SR arrested 39 Jews. On 24 December 1948, the
MGB arrested the famous functionaries of the Lithaa Jewish community FinkelStein and
A.Stukarevéius. In Moscow, they met with the personnel of iéraeli Embassy and asked for the assistance
to leave the SSRS, telling them about the diffictitite of Jews (doc. No. 8.3. p. 82, 84-85).* Inordary

" Literature and Sources

" Doc. No. 8.1 The decision of 24 February 1950 by the Bureah®iCK of the LKP(bPDn the Lecturer on the Fundamentals of Marxism-
Leninism of Vilnius State University B. Kh. FridraarB.Kh.SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 90. f. 45. p. 190. Extractenfi B. Fridmanas’s case. ibid. p.
195, 197.

" Doc. No. 8.2 An order of 13 October 1945 by the Commissioriehe NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania |. Tkachento all the Heads
of the Operational Sectors to provide operatioash@n the Jewish agents of the NKGB in 3 days..SitlA K-1. inv. 18. f. 40. p. 118.

" Doc. No. 8.3 An account of 26 January 1949 by the Ministethef MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. D. Jefimov to thesEBecretary of the CK of
the LKP(b) A. Sniékus about the underground activities of the Lithaaews based on the data of the agents of the M@k LSSR. SLA.
stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 62. p. 79-89.
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1951, the deputy Minister of the MGB of the LSSR.@onov informed Moscow about the underground
organization dealing in illegal “transfer” of Jews Palestine and America through Poland (doc. M{.8.
During anti-Semitic campaigns, the editorial staffthe newspaper “Sovietskaja Litva” was particiylar
ardent in keeping to the party political course.

The persecution of Lithuanian jews and those whmoecto Lithuania from the SSRS increased in 1949195
It was mostly those Jews who had participated énaittivity of legal public organizations of thahg in the
independent Lithuania, used to go abroad, studied, relatives or friends there, developed their own
business, as well as former military personnel \whd fought for the independence of Lithuania, état

fell under the observation of the MGB. Their praxgoactivity, like that of Lithuanians, would becorhe
object of political repression. In February 1950Kd&pralov was against Leizer Davidzon’s filling the
position of the Deputy Manager of the Republicanetia Rent Office of Lithuania, because before the w
he had a cinema firm in Kaunas that circulated Acagrfilms (doc. No. 8.5).* In June 1950, the Hed&dhe
Planning Division of the plant “Laima” Leon Joffeaw arrested because in 1921-1940 he wrote anteSovi
articles and belonged to the Union of Jewish Waesrietc. (doc. No. 8.6).*

In July 1950, compromising material was collectbdw the Deputy Minister of Forest Industry of ttf&SR
Chaim Alperavius (a former “member of the Zionist organizatioptotected Jewish cadre within the
Ministry apparatus), the heads of divisions SanheVin (son of a major merchant), Solomon Kliatskin
(suspected of sabotage), Deputy Director of the Al(Tithuanian Telegram Agency) Leiba Sausas (a
former member of the Zionist organization; his ¢ouRobinzon Sausas was arrested in 1950) as well as
about the leading Jewish officials — Simonas GutmsarSolomon Mil’, David Starkas, Bendion Brudinas,
Vladimir Sverlingas (doc. No. 1.48).*

The MGB of the LSSR arrested and imprisoned thespdeOSerowius and J.Lacmanas, the Director of the
reinforced concrete produce factory of Vilnius Sléckis, even the former Soviet partisan, the Chiighe
Union of Jewish Warriors of the independent LithadPeres Padison (doc. No. 8.7. p. 246).* His laxstin
arms V.Sneideris, N.Endlinas, M.Rubinsonas, S.Gg#s the Commander of the Soviet partisan platoon
“Death to Invaders” Rodionov, the Commissar Padiom@nd others tried to intercede for him, but to no
avail.5 P.Padison was imprisoned. In 1951, certmws were dismissed from the Radio Information
Committee of the LSSR (doc. No. 8.8)* and from @as institutions in Kaunas (doc. No. 8.9)* in 1952,
Pane¥zys (doc. No. 8.10)* and elsewhere. As a former ty&mof the “fascist Jewish party”, the doctor of
the Tuberculosis Institute communist Rubinshteis waested (doc. No. 8.11).*

State Security personnel came to suspect and péeseeen communists Jews, faithful supporters ef th
Soviet power. Thus, the MGB tried to prove that devere politically unreliable and that the LKP(ladhto
take measures against them in order to base tlessigcof the political repression against Jewslanuary

" Doc. No. 8.4A special report of 9 February 1951 by the DepMixister of the MGB of the LSSR A. Leonov to theadkof the & Directorate
of the MGB of the SSRS Col. A. Volkov in regardrémpening agent case No. 973 ie Companions? SLA. stk. K-1. inv.10. f.102. p.61.

" Doc.. No. 8.5.A special report of February 1950 by the MinisiEthe MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to HFiest Secretary of the
CK of the LKP(b) A. Snigkus in regard to L. Davidzon. SLA. stk. K-1. inQ.%. 102. p. 61.

" Doc. No. 8.6A special report of 12 July 1950 by the Ministétlee MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to Hiest Secretary of the CK
of the LKP(b) A. Sni&kus in regard to L. Joffe. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 0102. p. 236-237.

" Doc. No. 1.48The special report of 28 July 1950 by the Ministiethe MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralovhe Second Secretary of
the CK of the LKP(b) A. Trofimo®¥n the Contamination of the Commanding Personn#leMinistries and the Academy of Sciences of the
Lithuanian SSRSLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 62.p. 99-115.

" Doc. No. 8.7 An extract from the speech of 4 April 1953 by Fiest Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stkas at the Plenum of the CK of
the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 131. f. 172. p&24

" Doc. No. 8.8A special report of 30 March 1951 by the ActinghMter of the MGB of the LSSR Col. A. Leonov t@tSecond Secretary of the
CK of the LKP(b) A. Trofimov in regard to the contmation of the Radio Information Committee at @auncil of Ministers of the LSSR with
socially alien and politically unreliable perso8&.A. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 134. p. 104-106.

" Doc. No. 8.9A report of 4 June 1951 by the Minister of the BIGf the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov to the Secoadr&ary of the CK of the
LKP(b) A. Trofimov in regard to the arrest of a gpoof “the Jewish bourgeois nationalists” in Kauoig. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 134. p.
287-288.

" Doc. No. 8.10The note of 31 December 1952 by the Deputy Ménisf the MGB of the LSSR Col. L. Martaiis to the First Secretary of the
CK of the LKP(b) A. SnigkusOn the Activities of the Jewish Clergymen and Zisrnin Pan¥zys SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 152. p. 102-106.

" Doc. No. 8 11An extract from the speech by the First Secretétiie CK of the LKP(b) A. Snigus at the # Congress of the CK of the
LKP(b) on 25 September 1952. SLA. stk. 1771. ir84.1. 1. p. 541.
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1949, the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR D.Jefimexplained to A.Snikus that “the Zionist
underground particularly values well disguised oradlists bearing party tickets...” In 1947, 5 membafrs
the VKP(b) and 4 members of the LYCLU were arrestedllegal “nationalistic activity”, among thenhé
Deputy Chief Accountant of Vilnius city State Bankmmunist Moisej Epshtein and the secretary of the
Military Division of the CK of the LKP(b), a membef the Komsomol Chaja Kuricka&itdoc. No. 8.3. p.
86).* In February 1950, the MGB disclosed that 8seretary of Vilnius city Lenin district Committeé the
LKP(b) Tuvija Gefenas was a member of the Zionigfaaization in 1925-1940 (doc. No. 8.12).* On 17
April 1952, the Minister of the MGB of the LSSR Ryptalov informed A.Snigkus about the Division Chief
of the newspaper “Raudonoji ZvaigZzccommunist Mausa Liubeckis as an unreliable emgéoydoc. No.
8.13).* On 24 February 1950, at the sitting of B Bureau of the LKP(b), the teacher of Vilnius
University, the partorg of the Economics DepartmBrffridmanas was dismissed and expelled from the
members of the VKP(b) for “the jewish bourgeoisiowédlism” (doc. No. 8.1).*

The leaders of the LKP(b) reasoned that some Jenscmusly sabotaged and hindered the establishofient
socialism. Though constantly communicating with de®.Sni€kus had developed a sense of respect for
them, even started fervently searching for “Zisglasons” or “Jewish nationalists”. In 1952, at thme
Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b), A.Sigieus said that Jewish and Lithuanian nationalisasjrig penetrated
into the leading posts used to surround themselibssuitable people, steal state property andniteaanti-
Soviet groups.6 On 4 April 1953, at the Plenumhef €CK of the LKP, he stated that “Zionists haveaajs
been and are the most vicious people’s enemiesitagé imperialism, spies of the Americans” (do@.N
8.17. p. 242)*

Mass deportations of Lithuanians had an impactemsJoo. On 4 January 1950, at the sitting of thke C
Bureau of the LKP, A.Snékus criticized those communists jews that wereatdisBed with the deportation
of jews, “descendants of the bourgeoisie”, froomiis and Kaunas (doc. No. 8.1. p. 197).*

In the post-war Lithuania, Jews were forbidden frieaving their own schools and press, their religi@s
persecuted, synagogues were closed, streets ndteedeavs were renamed and cemeteries were degdtroye
In 1949, the Museum of Jews was liquidated. Ona2udry 1949, in his letter to A.Stlais, the Minister of
the MGB of the LSSR P.Kapralov explained that thenoment erected at the site of the massacre of ibews
Paneriai in 1948 was of purely religious style “aradhing Soviet is reflected in it” (doc. No. 8(8.89).* In
1952, this monument was pulled down, and the vitiof the Holocaust were everywhere officially
considered as killed Soviet citizens. In respomsthé anti-Semitic policy of the VKP(b), the MGB thfe
LSSR tried to make this issue politically urgentithuania. The MGB of the LSSR sent A.Stkas and the
Second Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) V.Aronouam information about the discontent of “the Soviet
people” with “the sabotage activity of Jews”. It swaostly extracts from the letters confiscatedhey $tate
Security and anti-Semitic conversations of the pafpan recorded by Security agents. The case dkeftki
doctors” (most of the doctors were Jews), thattetiam Moscow at the beginning of 1953, soon found
repercussions in Lithuania. The authorities of @B of the LSSR, seeking to attach still more digance

to this case and exaggerate the issue of anti-Bemé#gain, sent A.Snikus and V.Aronov excerpts from
secretly censored letters. The excerpts, tendestyiguresented by State Security personnel, supposed
demonstrated that the population of Lithuania hatmds and approved of the anti-Jewish campaigheof t
Kremlin. The letter of 21 January 1953 informed ¥0Aov about the mood of the population after theSBA
(The Telegram Agency of the Soviet Union) preseasé on the arrest of a group of “doctors sabdtaurs
Moscow: “If | could, | would hang all Jews”; “If had the right, | would murder these doctors salyeteu

" Doc. No. 8.12A special report of 16 February 1950 by the Ministethe MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralovte first Secretary of
the CK of the LKP(b) A. Sni&us in regard to T. Gefenas. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. fL@02. p. 59-60.

" Doc. No. 8.13 The note of 17 April 1953 by the Minister of /D of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kondakov to the FBsicretary of the CK of
the LKP(b) A. SniékusOn the Member of the SSKP Liubeckis MBKA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 151. p. 181-183.

" Doc. No. 8.1 The decision of 24 February 1950 by the Bureah@fCK of the LKP(bYOn the Lecturer on the Fundamentals of Marxism-
Leninism of Vilnius State University B. Kh. FridnaarB.Kh.SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 90. f. 45. p. 190. Extraatsni B. Fridmanas’s case. ibid. p.
195, 197.

" Doc. No. 8.17An extract from the speech of 4 April 1953 by Hiest Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.S¢kes at the Plenum of CK of
the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 131.f. 172. p224
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the most inhumane way”; “Do not expect any goodnfrdews. It was not without purpose that Germans
exterminated them, Russians will also kill themé¢dNo. 8.14).*

On 27 February 1953, A.Swtiaus received a special note about foodstuffs amdications that had
allegedly been poisoned by Jews: “They say thas Jesoned foodstuffs with the germs of tubercslasid
cancer. In Vilnius, everybody curses Jews and shss Germans shot them, Lithuanians assisted and
Russians will finish them off”; “All Jews living ithe Soviet Union are engaged in subversive agtjvitn
Antakalnis pharmacy in Vilnius, female Jews workdall medicines were poisoned. A lot of peoplaldie
At the barber’s, next to the department store imjbjaVilnia, a female Jew worked and she would eak
cut while shaving and afterwards would put a cdatream infected with bacteria”; “A lot of sabotsurave
been found in food industry, all products, partly fat, were poisoned. At present, there is mghn the
shops...” (doc. No. 8.15).*

The note “On the Intelligence-Operational Work adital Institutions of the Lithuanian SSR” signegdthe
Deputy Minister of the MVD of the LSSR L.Mart&uis on 17 March 1953, pointed out that 10,178 naddic
employees worked in this system, and the MGB ofB8R had compromising material on more than 1,000
of them and that 84 persons were actively spiedhfdoc. No. 8.16).* The document also pointed bat t
the doctor Leon MoSel Koganas (a former membeheforo-Soviet government, the Minister of HealtheCa
from June till July 1940) was arrested in Februe3$3. He was charged with maintaining relation$ whie
famous medical professors Pletniov and Shereshewgkb were arrested in Moscow, giving prioritytte
science of the West, rendering poor medical cangatty and Soviet officials. Viktoras Micelmachewss
accused of relations with the West and anti-Sospteches and was dismissed from the position of the
Deputy Minister of Health Care in February 1953ni&ir charges were pressed against other doctars Je
Kazimir Liuksemburg, Jezi lvanter, Abraomas Ardabaja DvoreckaitVidzbergiert and Lithuanians: the
Deputy Minister of Health Care of the LSSR F.Laaytthe former People’s Commissar of Health Care of
the LSSR V.Girdzijauskas (1940-1945), etc (S. Janas; L. Klumbys, E. Doktoraitis, J. Gaivenis). The
doctor Konstantin Lopatto, Karaite by nationalityas suspected of killing children (causing theiattig),
“because in 1949-1952, the percentage of deathwasehigh”. L.Martawius pointed out that “there were
grounds to suspect other medical employees of ssiveeactivity”. On the basis of intelligence dakeg
suspected doctors of having contributed to theyedehth of the writer P.Cvirka in 1947 (State Sigur
personnel associated the demise of P.Cvirka wihutiexpected death of A.Zhdanov in 1948 — V.T.) and
charged them with high mortality rate of childrenkaunas Republican Hospital.

L.Martavicius pointed out that only 38 security agents workedlithuanian medical institutions, and that
their number was not sufficient to organize ingghce work. Therefore, in order to improve the idyalf
work performed by State Security personnel in dsiclg adverse elements among medical people, a
qualified intelligence apparatus would be estaklisin medical institutions in the months of Marclaym
and that the cleansing of anti-Soviet elementstbdme organized by party bodies.

The case of “doctors saboteurs” caused great raarhpsychological damage to Lithuanian Jews. Howeve
the phenomena of anti-Semitism in the post-wardatha did not acquire the scope of those in Mosand/
Leningrad. In 1953, the new authorities of the SSRi8ally L.Berija and later N.Khrushchiov, puh&nd to

the state policy of the persecution of Jews iretldby Stalin as well as to the restriction of tlaativity. But
even later, with the knowledge of the CommunistyRdhe experience of the post-war anti-Semitic ant-
Zionist campaigns that manifested themselves imidsng Jews from leading posts, transferring them
lower positions, preventing them from making a eai@nd, in general, limiting their influence on Beviet
administrative apparatus was recalled over and again.

" Doc. No. 8.14A. special report of 21 January 1953 by the Merisf the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kondakovte Second Secretary
of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Aronov about the attitudf the Lithuanian population in regard to theecaek“the doctors saboteurs”. SLA. stk. K-1.
inv. 10. f. 152. p. 135-139.

" Doc. No. 8.15A special report of 27 February 1953 by the Mii®f the MGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kondakovtte First Secretary of
the CK of the LKP(b) A. Snigus in regard to “the Jews poisoning the populatitth food products and medicines”. SLA. stk. Kuiv. 10. f.
152. p. 262-268.

" Doc. No. 8.16 The note of 17 March 1953 by the Deputy Ministethe MVD of the LSSR Col. L. Martagius to the Deputy Head of th&'5
Directorate of the MVD of the SSRS Col. S. Kholef@w the Intelligence-Operational Work in Medicaltihgions of the Lithuanian SSBLA.
stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 149. p. 187-207.
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9. Soviet Law and Order*

Law in the Soviet Union nearly always defendedithierests of the Communist State, but not of the
citizen. Any criticism of the Communist Party ofetlSoviet power was forbidden. It incurred severe
punishments which were inflicted by courts, andRnesecutor’s Office controlled by the CommunisttyPa
All judges and prosecutors belonged to the partyearcclature, their work was discussed at the s#tiofg
Communist Party committees.

The Soviet system of law and order that operatetie post-war Lithuania had two key functions: to
suppress resistance to the Soviet occupation anfbree the communist regime (the totalitarian estaFor
these purposes and on the basis of the Stalinisst@ation (Article 77 of the Constitution of 1940 the
LTSR), in 1944-1953, functioned two categoriesairts in Lithuania: special and common.

Special courts were the repressive bodies of BRSS the Extraordinary Conference at the NKVD
(MVD) of the SSRS, the Military Tribunals of the NMO(MVD) troops of the LSSR and the Regular Army
of the SSRS, the Transport Courts of the SSRS Mititary Tribunal of Lithuanian railways in Vilnisiand
the Tribunal of the Nemunas Water Basin in Kauhad.946, the transport courts were reorganized timéo
Linear Court of Lithuanian Railways, conductingrsting sessions in Vilnius, Siauliai and Kaliningrasd
the Nemunas Linear Court. In the administrativeegrdhese judicial-repressive institutions weresctily
subordinated to Moscow, heard mostly political saaed tried members of armed and unarmed resistdnce
Lithuania, clergymen, etc. The transport courtsdremployees from the institutions of fishing hantsoand
the railway system — “state criminals”, persons“afti-Soviet” disposition that would be arresteddan
interrogated by special officials from the divissoof the Lithuanian Water Basin of the NKGB-MGBtbhé
SSRS and the Lithuanian Railway Transport of theaBKMGB of the SSRS.1

Such structure of the courts of the SSRS and 88R was established on the basis of the decision of
10 July 1934 by the Politburo of the CK of the VKP(On the Work of Courts and the Prosecutor’s
Office”.2 The document pointed out that cases rigfgrto “state crimes and crimes against the powete
within the competence of the Supreme Courts of réggublics; cases dealing with “treason of the
Motherland, espionage, terror, explosions, arsabot@ge”— within that of the Military Tribunals] afimes
committed in the transport system were tried in Thensport Courts. All other cases belonged to comm
courts of the republics. Verdicts of capital punigmt by the Supreme Court of the LSSR were apprbyed
the Political Commission of the CK of the VKP(b)cdbrding to the classification of courts and their
belonging to local or central bodies in Moscow, tmits of the subordination of courts to local
administrative bodies were determined.

In 1944-1947, the most important and ruthless tueinstitution was the Military Tribunal of the
troops of the NKVD(MVD) of the LSSR. Due to the spe character of the organization and executibn o
the punitive policy of the SSRS as well as to thd ef the war, this tribunal gradually ousted othelitary
tribunals. In 1944, it covered 30 per cent of @bkged and executed capital punishments in Vilnnasia
1947 — 100 per cent.3 The CK apparatus of the LKintained very close relations with special t®of
the SSRS, the leading officials of which belongedhe nomenclature of the CK of the LKP(b) (doc.. No
1.18. p.34). They sent A.Silais information reports (quarterly accounts) on temvicted resistance
fighters, arranged demonstration trials of parssasc. For instance, on 21 July 1946, the Chairofahe
Military Tribunal of the MVD troops of the LSSR Altaliavin stated that 37 trials were held during 1sé
quarter, though only 7 of them with the participatof civilian population, whereas the others -military
units (doc. No. 9.2).* The authorities of the LKP{ad no great reproaches for the work of thesetgou
(archival evidence that the CK of the LKP(b) cr#ad or urged them to make punishments much seliaser
not been found). On the contrary, when addresdieg@K of the LKP(b), these courts, particularly the

" Literature and Sources

" Doc. No. 9.2An excerpt of 21 July 1946 from the report by @teirman of the Military Tribunal of the MVD troepf the LSSR Lt. Col. A.
Khaliavin On the Work of the Military Tribunal of the Troopithe Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Lithuam SSR during the'Quarter of
1946 SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 269. p. 68.
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Military Tribunal, encouraged still stronger reinfement of repression policy, criticized the Minysbf
Justice of the LSSR and courts subordinated tmritapolitical attitudes, distortion of “the clasad”,
occurrences of impartiality, their “contaminatiowith politically unreliable personnel, etc. In Juh®46,
A.Khaliavin complained to V.Shcherbakov and A.Skies about the inadequate work of courts of the LSSR
in confiscating the property of resistance fightamg their families sentenced by this tribunall945, courts
passed verdicts to expropriate the property of ®,gérsons out of 7,092 convicted people for “counte
revolutionary” crimes; in the first half of 194&)et property of only 69 resistance fighters out #58
convicted persons was confiscated (doc. No. 918)general, among the heads of repressive bodie§dL
Khaliavin, one of the most active officials of th8 SR administration, was not shy in criticizing gnblicly
teaching others, for example, Gen. J.Baiitz@s, who was one of the key initiators of reprassi@oc. No.
9.3. p. 112), interfering in the work of other ihstions (the Prosecutor’s Office, the MinistriesFanance
and Internal Affairs), urging them to make repressimore severe and unconditionally execute verditt
the Military Tribunal. One thing that the CK of th&P(b) was displeased with was the fact that tloesets
arranged few open-court trials of partisans.

On 31 may 1946, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) adopte decision “On the Open-Court Trials of
the Members of the Lithuanian-German Nationalistitderground and its Armed bands” (doc. No. 9.4).*
The decision emphasized that county party comnsittéee MVD of the LSSR, court bodies of the MGB-
MVD of the LSSR and the Prosecutor’s Office did appraise the significance of these trials. Theshkds
were obligated to increase the number of such doiafs, particularly in Alytus, Marijampé] taurag,
lazdijai, Siauliai, kdainiai and raseniai counties, and to organize threthe centers of those rural districts
where “crimes had been committed”. There were amosLithuanians in the above-mentioned military
tribunals; therefore, Clause 3 of this decisionringed the Personnel Department of the CK of tke(b) to
find a Lithuanian communist and appoint him “a membf the Tribunal of the MVD troops” (J.Rugienis
was nominated). Clause 4 “obligated county partymittees to control open-court trials and ensurgsma
participation of the working people”. The CK Bureafuthe LKP(b) adopted more of such decisions, em.

28 September 1951 (doc. No. 9.5).* After courtl$rigA.Sni€kus would account to Moscow for the
performed work. For instance, in December 195linfegmed G.Malenkov about the trial of 9 partisaimast
was arranged by the Military Tribunal, where thegrevsentenced to death by hanging. “The sentenees w
executed”, stated A.Srikus. [...] The court trials were well prepared andeveonducted smoothly” (doc.
No. 9.6).*

However, repressive bodies did not always takerést in these courts because they sometimes
discredited the repression policy of the Soviet @oand disclosed crimes committed by it. On 19 Mawer
1946, in Leipalingis, Lazdijai county, the trial tie resistance fighter A.Vaskeéwis, who had shot the
partorg Benediktov, took place. Local people an8-férm pupils driven by force participated in it.
A.Snieckus was informed that the trial “essentially turnetb an anti-Soviet demonstration. The defendant
behaved particularly impudently, defiantly, madeeks against the Soviet power throughout the, taiat
the Chairman, comrade Rugienis, did not managé&delhim”.4

Because of such failures, special courts critycallsessed the propaganda work of the LKP(b), its
inability to win over “poor and middle-class peasdnwho constituted the greatest part of resistanc
fighters. On 28 May 1946, in his letter to V.Shdiekov and A.Snigus, A.Khaliavin pointed out that only
7.5 per cent of the convicted people were kulakedbwners and clergymen. “l request you to issue a
directive to reinforce educational work with worgirpeople in order to protect poor and middle-class

" Doc. No. 9.3A report of June 1946 by the Chairman of the felili Tribunal of the MVD troops of the LSSR Lt. C@l. Khaliavin to the
Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of Yi€P(b) V. Shcherbakov and the First Secretary ef@K of the LKP(b) A. Snigkus on the
inadequate work of the courts of the LSSR. SLA. $#%/1. inv. 9. f. 269. p. 110-112.

" Doc. No. 9.4 The decision of 31 May 1946 by the Bureau ofGiikeof the LKP(b)On the Open-Court Trials of the Lithuanian-German
Nationalistic Underground and Members of its ArnBathds SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 4. p. 62-63.

" Doc. No. 9.5 The decision of 28 September 1951 by the Buré#uecCK of the LKP(bYOn the Preparation of Material for Open-Court
Trials. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 8. p. 142.

" Doc. N0.9.6 The note of 10 December 1951 by the First Segretiathe CK of the LKP(b) A. Snigus to the Secretary of the CK of the
VKP(b) G. MalenkovOn the Execution of Civil Open-Court Trials of BaadSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 1771-108. f. 2. p. 86-87.
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peasants, people with home trades, intellectuadspaupils from the influence of kulaks, landownersla
clergymen” (doc. No. 4.5).*

In the letters by the chairmen of some militaipunals, the CK of the LKP(b) would acknowledge
mass character of the crimes committed by repredsidies against peaceful people, would make ateemp
to analyze the cases of this phenomenon and susaggestions. For instance, on 24 March 1947, the
Chairman of the Military Tribunal of the MVD troopsf the Lithuanian border region Lt. Col. Tulskij
emphasized that “violations of Soviet law and otaermmitted by “our bodies and the army” in regéod
their significance equal fighting against partisams1945, this military tribunal convicted 328 and the
first quarter of 1946, 137 servicemen for “unlawfekecutions by shooting, killings, violence and
plundering”. Lt. Col. Tulskis attempted to claritye causes of the committed crimes: 1. Some selfhdrto
endure the atrocities of the war against partisaner a nervous breakdown and go out of theirdsyir2.
Others, “morally degraded ones”, try to concealrtireactiveness by arresting local people and etiegu
them by shooting for career purposes; 3. The thype try to get rich by plundering the populatidie
proposed to check the cadre, particularly the exteators, to dismiss drunkards, drones and seffesiple
(“bezdel'nikov i Skurnikov”) (doc.No. 9.1%).

In 1944-1954, on the basis of the note of 22 Ma8g4lby the Deputy Head of the Registration-
Archival Division of the KGB of the LSSR A.mylnikothe Extraordinary Conference of the NKVD-MGB
convicted 11,932 people (11,901 and 31), and mylitebunals — 22,080 persons (17,383 and 4,6917) fo
“counter-revolutionary crimes”. The total numbertbé repressed Lithuanian people was 34,012 (doc. N
9.7).* According to the data by the historian A.Aauskas, the Extraordinary Conference convicte88Y5,
and military tribunals — 29,052, the total of 4898:0ple.5

Common courts — “people’s courts” of cities, thdistricts and counties — and the Supreme Court of
the LSSR were directly responsible to the CK of th&P(b) as well as to local city and county party
committees and the Ministry of Justice. These comostly tried administrative and criminal casest thad
to reinforce the communist regime. The Supreme Colithe LSSR was an exception, because it was
entrusted with a relatively small number of polticases: in 1944-1954, it convicted 2,385 perdons
“crimes against the State” (doc. No. 9.7).

During cadre cleansing campaigns, the CK of théP({¥, particularly county party committees,
accused court officials of being apolitical and gad of being politically unreliable and ingratiafin
themselves with “the kulaks” For example, in JuA@, at the 10th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(hg t
First Secretary of Zarasai Party Committee of tKé(b) E.Kasnauskaitwas indignant at the decisions of
the Supreme Court. To quote her, the Supreme Gauapitted “the kulaks” convicted by Zarasai County
Court. Having listened to this, V.Shcherbakov deditb charge the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) to condiuet
hearing of the work account of the Supreme Coutthénearest future (doc. No. 9.8).* InspectorthefCK
of the LKP(b) were also displeased with the workuafges. For instance, in May 1946, in his reporthie
CK of the LKP(b) on the political situation in Laa county, the instructor of the CK of the LKP(Kpzlov
pointed out that “judicial and interrogation bodlesve not convicted a single saboteur of milk azles to
the State, i.e. a kulak” (doc. No. 9.9).* At theglmaing of 1946, the CK of the LKP(b) began to dhéee
results of the work of courts.

" Doc. No. 4.5An explanatory letter of 28 May 1946 by the Chein of the Military Tribunal of the MVD of the LSSR. Col. A. Khaliavin to
the Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CKhaf VKP(b) V. Shcherbakov and the First Secretath® CK of the LKP(b) A. Snigkus
about the convicted resistance fighters of Lithaa8ILA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 269. p. 73-75.

" Doc. No. 9.1Extracts from the report of 24 March 1947 by th®i@man of the Military Tribunal of the MVD troops the Lithuanian border
region Lt. Col. Tulskij to the CK of the LKP(If)n Violations of Soviet Law and Order in the Lithigam SSRSLA. stk. 1771. inv.10. f.293.

11-23.

Doc. No. 9.7 The note of 22 May 1954 by the Deputy Head ofAbeounting-Archival Division of the KGB of the L&SLt. Col. A.
Mylnikov to the Chairman of the KGB Committee 0éthSSR K. Liaudi©On the Number of Cases against Persons ArresteldeoylGB-MVD
of the Lithuanian SSR and Convicted of Counterrgianary Crimes in 1944-1958L A. stk. K-1. inv. 6. f. 229. p. 18.

" Doc. No. 9.8 An extract from the speech by the First Secretéithe Committee of the LKP(b) of Zarasai countykEsnauskaitat the 18
Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 9 July 1946. Sisé&. 1771. inv. 9. f. 13. p. 122-123.

" Doc. No. 9.9The report of 28 May 1946 by the instructor & ©K of the LKP(b) P. Kozlov to the CK of the LKR@®n the Political
Situation in the County of LazdijésLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 4. p. 59-61.



On 22 February 1946, the CK Bureau of the LKP@)med the decision “On Distortions of Party
Policy in the Work of the Civil Cases College oktBupreme Court of the Lithuanian SSR” (doc. No.
9.10).* It was stated that “in the second half 881, this college revoked or mitigated almost akirges
brought against kulaks by people’s courts of thmubdic. By its politically erroneous assessmentd,[the
College disorientated people’s courts of the rejgudnhd weakened the fighting against bourgeois etgm
sabotaging the execution of state orders”. The Be@hairman of the Court Medzys was dismissed ftioen
position, the Minister of Education J.Ziugzda wasigated to expel Medzys from the Dean’s positidn a
Vilnius University, too. The Personnel Departmehtiee CK of the LKP(b) was instructed to selectethr
new members for the Supreme Court of the LSSR.

On 31 August 1946, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b)cdssed the issue “On Reinforcement of
People’s Courts of the Republic” and obligated haister of Justice of the LSSR K.Domas&us to
submit the lists of people’s judges for the apptdyathe CK Bureau of the LKP(b) by 1 December 1946
The decision emphasized that “in those cases wloeking people’s judges do not conform to profesaion
and political qualities, new candidates should besen, having previously discussed them at theabure
sittings of county and city party committees” (dd&. 9.11).* The newly appointed judges had to be o
communist views and loyal to the Soviet power.

In the agrarian policy of the Communist Party,tigatarly in preparing for collectivization, spetia
attention was paid to fighting against “the kulaksid those avoiding to pay taxes. As early as 18dits
punished farmers, possessing over 20 hectareandffbr lagging behind the schedule with forcedtab
and product deliveries to the state with two yearprison and confiscation of their property. Ovgrtne
policy of economic terror, carried out by the LKR(bad to economically break down the peasantriywias
the social and material backbone of the resistance.

On 12 November 1946, having discussed financsaigs, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) obligated the
Prosecutor of the LSSR M.Baliasnikov and the Mearisbf Justice of the LSSR K.DomaS#&us, in
conjunction with the Prosecutor's Office and courts urgently start analyzing the cases of those
“persistently avoiding to pay taxes” (doc. No. 9.1XK.DomaSevtius was repeatedly criticized for the
“contamination” of the courts of the LSSR. In 1944 was dismissed from the Minister's position. The
Chairman of the Supreme Court of the LSSR J.Bliekes appointed instead of K.DomaSews, and
Blieka’s post was taken by K.Didziulis, an expeded organizer of the deportations of partisan fiasiin
counties. In 1948, the Minister of Justice J.Bliekas in charge of the deportations of the popufatio
Joniskis county (doc. No. 5.10).

However, J.Blieka did not meet the expectationsSéptember 1950, the heads of the key institutions
of law and order (Bylinskij, G.Bakharov, S.GrimoljcK.Didziulis) addressed A.Srileus, accusing the
authorities of the Ministry of Justice of politicatrors and interpersonal disagreements (doc. N&)9 On
7 September 1951, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) dised J.Blieka from his position (doc. No. 9.14).*
Besides, as early as 9 January 1951, the autlsoafithe MGB of the LSSR expressed political distrn
him (doc. No. 1.48).

The CK of the LKP(b) required courts to observee“tlass line”. On 12 July 1947, the CK Bureau of
the LKP(b) adopted the decision “On Improving ther®of People’s Courts of the Lithuanian SSR”, whic

" Doc. No. 9.10The decision of 22 February 1946 by the BureahefCK of the LKP(bJOn the Distortions in the Party Policy in the Wark

the Civil Case College of the Supreme Court oLilleuanian SSRSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 36. p. 55-56.

" Doc. No. 9.11The decision of 31 August 1946 by the BureathefG@K of the LKP(bJOn the Reinforcement of People’s Courts in the
Republic SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 144, p. 92.

" Doc. No. 9.12The decision of 12 November 1946 by the Bureah®iCK of the LKP(bJOn the Work of the Ministry of Finance of the LSSR.
SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 1771. p. 31-34.

" Doc. No. 9.13An extract from the letter of 15 September 19%the Head of the Administrative Division of the @Kthe LKP(b) Bylinskij,

the Prosecutor of the LSSR G. Bakharov, the Milifarosecutor of the border troops of the MVD of 1SR S. Grimovich and the Chairman
of the Supreme Court of the LSSR K. DidZiulis te ffirst Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Sikies in regard to the inadequate work of the
authorities of the Ministry of Justice and Courtshee LSSR. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 112. f. 101. p—86.

" Doc. No. 9.14An extract from the decision of 7 September 18%1he Bureau of the CK of the LKP(®n the Work of the Ministry of Justice
of the Lithuanian SSFSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 112. f. 101. p. 60-61.
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criticized courts for distorting the class policlytbe party (doc. No. 9.15).* The degree of theiphment
(e.g. for not paying taxes) had to depend on tk&korigin or status of the defendant.

The economic terror of the LKP(b) led to the stateen peasants did not manage to pay annually
growing taxes or deliver produce. Indebted farmsevieventoried, and the debtors were tried. Fotamse,
from 25 June 1946 to 20 September, 923 cases w&tigdated, and 569 persons arrested (doc. No..9 1b6)
1948-1950, for monetary tax debts alone (1/3 ofntpueports are missing), 103, 000 farms were
inventoried, and 45,000 of their owners were taticeoourt.6 In 1953, at the 5th Plenum of CK of th&P,
the Minister of State Control of the LSSR A.Jefrenpminted out that during the post-war years, BY&Q
people were punished for not paying agriculturaétaand 33,019 persons for not carrying out fotabdur
and produce deliveries to the state (doc. No. 9.1B@cause of this harsh judicial treatment of peés,
common courts also became repressive bodies cfatieomic terror policy, carried out by the Communis
Party against the country of Lithuania.

Trials were conducted in Russian not only at spemurts, but frequently also at the courts diyect
responsible to the administration of the LSSR. 983, J.Paleckis wrote in his notes: “Interrogati®often
conducted by non-Lithuanians [interrogators — Vanp not in Lithuanian. The article of the Consitn
referring to the conducting of trials in the Litmian language is not observed”.7

Seeking to render a semblance of democracy tots;otire Communist Party organized forced
elections of judges and assessors. According foiafidata, on 9-16 January 1949, at the electieisout
alternative candidacies, 99.58 per cent of elegbarsicipated, and 99.72 per cent “voted” for thddges
nominated by the party. There were no major diffies, however, Kaunas County Committee of the LIYP(
made an error — two candidates were nominatednfemptace in Constituency 40 (doc. No. 9.18).*

The Communist Party controlled the work of thedeautor’s Office. On 17 November 1938, the CK
of the VKP(b) and the Council of people’s Commissdecided that, under the proposal of “national
Communist Parties” and prosecutors of the SSRS,CKeof the VKP(b) had the right to approve all
prosecutors overseeing interrogations executetidoiNiKVD.8 All prosecutors belonged to the nomenokat
of the CK of the LKP(b) (doc. No. 1.18. p. 34). 8arly to courts, two categories of prosecutor’ ficafs
operated in Lithuania: 1. The Prosecutor’'s Offidettee LSSR directly subordinated to the Division of
Administrative Bodies of the CK of the LKP(b) arfeetProsecutor of the SSRS; 2. The Military Prosetaut
Office of the NKVD-MVD troops of the LSSR and theoBecutor’s Office of the Railways of the Western
Region directly accountable to central agenciddascow.

The Military Prosecutor’s Office of the NKVD-MVDrdops sanctioned arrests of resistance fighters,
organized and oversaw their interrogations, duvihgch people were physically tortured. The authesiof
the LKP(b) used to be informed of this. In his ngpd 5 March 1951 to A.Snékus, the Military Prosecutor
of the MVD troops of the LSSR Col. S.Grimovich peid out that “much of the evidence of those
confessing [...] was obtained by using measures g$iphl pressure” (doc. No. 9.19).* On 8 August 1,953
Col. S.Grimovich informed A.Snék&us: “As it is known in the CK of the LKP, specialstructions were
given in the former Ministry of State Security et SSRS, on the basis of which, in certain casesas
permissible to use measures of physical pressuile witerrogating people arrested for crimes againe
State”. S.Grimovich explained that this was alspligd in Lithuania.9

" Doc. No. 9.15An extract from the decision of 12 July 1947 bg Bureau of the CK of the LKP(®)n the Improvement of the Work of
People’s Courts in the Lithuanian SSRA. stk. 1771. inv. 10. f. 139. p. 19.

" Doc. No. 9.16 The note of September 1946 (not prior) by thedHefethe Militia Directorate of the Division for §fiting Against the Stealing
of the Socialist Property (DFSSP — OBCHSS) of thélMbf the LSSR Maj. V. Motino¥Dn People Arrested by the Militia and the Initiatiof
Legal Proceedings against them for Sabotage ofcAgitiral Product Deliveries to the State in thehuianian SSR from 25 July 1946 to 20
September 194&LA. stk. K-1. inv. 3. f. 103. p. 136.

" Doc. N0.9.17An extract from the speech by the Minister of 8tate Control A. Jefremov at the June Plenum ofiKef the LKP(b) in 1953.
SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 131, f. 179. p. 181.

" Doc. No. 9.18An extract from the note of 19 December 1948heyHead of the Division of Party, Trade Union arahi§omol Bodies of the
CK of the LKP(b) S. Filipaviius to the Division of Party, Trade Union and Komm&xb Bodies of the CK of the VKP(I)n the Preparation for
the Elections of People’s Courts of Lithuanian SSIRA. stk. 1771. inv. 11. f. 215. p. 40-48.

" Doc. No. 9.19Extracts from the account of 8 March 1951 by thétdy Prosecutor of the MVD troops of the Lithuan Region S.
Grimovich to the 1 Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. StkeisOn the Investigation of Cases Related to Countettgionary Crimes in the
Lithuanian SSRSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 108. f. 21. p. 192-206.
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The Prosecutor’s Office of the LSSR incited repi@ss of the Lithuanian population, urged the
authorities of the LKP(b) to take political actiomsorganizing deportations of the families of pEahs and
their supporters (doc. No. 4.6 and No. 4.7). Howgedee to the great scope of repressions, thousainds
people, who had nothing in common (at least forypadlith the underground or even persons loyal ® th
Soviet power, found themselves in prisons. Peogetiess complaints about obvious crimes, commiited
representatives of all Soviet power bodies, madd_#P(b) and the heads of the Prosecutor’'s Offesgem
some cases. In 1947-1950, 10,885 people were eeleiesm prisons (doc. No. 9.20).* Actually, the
communist power privately admitted that even fréwa point of view of the Soviet law, actions andenze
used against these people were illegal.

About half the personnel of the Prosecutor's Offigere Russian-speaking people sent from the SSRS.
F.Girko (1944), M.Baliasnikov (1944-1946), D.Sal{h947-1948), G.Bakharov (1948-1957) worked as
prosecutors of the LSSR. They all, with the consérihe CK Bureau of the LKP(b), sanctioned repoass
actions of the Lithuanian population. In Novemb&®4, F.Girko requested the Prosecutor of the SSRS
K.Gorshenin and A.Snikus to staff the apparatus of the Prosecutor'sc®ffvith officials sent from the
eastern areas of the SSRS (doc. No. 4.7. p.42P48-1950, Lithuanians, who belonged to the nonanc

of the CK of the LKP(b), made up not less than béathe leading personnel of the Prosecutor’s @ffic

10. Spiritual Pressure*

The Soviet Union controlled cultural and spiritlild of the society and, using drastical measupessecuted
those thinking differently through the apparatusitsf power, particularly through party bodies. Alie
communist ideology of Marxism-Leninism and mandwptaraterialistic view of the world were imposed on
the Lithuanian population. The intelligentsia otHtania were forced to follow communist ideologydan
demonstrate advantages of the Soviet system, tbkeistxeness of the Russian nation, its extraorginar
mission in the world and Lithuania. The commundégdlogy defended the imperial policy of the SSR& an
treated national culture as an alien phenomenorthiiinterests of socialism. It was declared thdtuce
must be “national in its form, but socialist in dsntents”. It had to reinforce the Soviet regiffilee policy of
the VKP(b), directed against the fostering of theditions of the Lithuanian nation and the cogmitiaf
world culture, was called “the cultural revolutionlts objectives were to Sovietize, Russianize and
ideologize spiritual life of the population, supgsenational and religious consciousness and iBilBhevik
attitude of intolerance of common values of humarfior this purpose, the universal education pnogod
young people and illiterate adults was made usndfpromptly implemented. The Communist Party éeat
the Lithuanian nation as culturally backward, relis and superstitious. On 24 November 1944, the CK
Bureau of the LKP(b) decided to propagate the raigtic world outlook among the population andseai
the “cultural level” of the Lithuanian populatioddc.No. 10.1).*

The apparatus of the CK of the LKP(b) with the hafistate institutions supervising a certain areeutture
controlled and strictly administered all areas oltuwwe and education in Lithuania. The DirectorateArt
Affairs supervised writers, artists, composers tatre personnel; the Committee of Culture andcEiiion
Institutions supervised libraries, museums anduceilltenters; the Ministry of Education — schooiy] ¢he
Division of Culture and Science and the DivisionAdjitation and Propaganda of the CK of the LKP(b)
supervised them all. Local communists — the persbohthe CK apparatus of the LKP(b) — K.Preiksas,
V.Niunka, G.Zimanas, J.ZiugZda, A.Venclova had giefiuence on cultural and scientific activity.

" DOC. No. 9.20 Extracts from the note of 2 June 1951 by the ¢amr of the LSSR G. Bakharov to the instructathef CK of the VKP(b)
Kulikov On Fighting against Groundless Arrests of Citizand Taking them to the Courts of the Lithuanian. SRR stk. 1771. inv. 108. f. 21.
p. 6-14.
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The Lithuanian intelligentsia, counter to what Haekn expected (the most active part of the intslligia
retreated to the West), did not urge the Lithuarpaople to openly oppose the Soviet occupatiork too
almost no part (with the exception of teachersjl@gal underground activity, though most of theid dot
glorify or support the communist power and adoptedattitude of “the silent ones”. Such a positafrihe
intelligentsia caused discontent of Moscow anduatiian communists of radical views.

Many functionaries sent from Moscow did not trute” bourgeois” Lithuanian intelligentsia and wanted
get rid of all of it. However, the official CommwtiParty were of the opinion (A.Sidlais, M.Gedvilas and
also M.Suslov supported it) that “it was necesdaryeform the old intelligentsia and exploit them i
building socialism”. It was necessary that famoesge in their public statements or ordinary teestz
classes support the Soviet power. Plenums of thefikKe LKP(b), various congresses and conferentes
the intelligentsia were devoted to discussing “dueication” of the nation. On 21 March 1945, the CK
Bureau of the LKP(b) decided to convene confereméabte leading functionaries from different areas:
writers and journalists; 2. actors, directors andsicians; 3. artists; 4. education personnel. Theiin
objective was to make the intelligentsia condenmenrésistance of the nation and support the polich®
Communist Party (doc.No. 10.2).*

The Congress of the Lithuanian Intelligentsia comee on 10-14 July 1945 demonstrated that the
Communist Party would not tolerate the passiverdsthe intellectuals and critical assessment of the
authorities expressed by some of them. On 13 JAB5]1the Commissar of the NKGB of the LSSR
A.Guzevtius sent a special report to M.Suslov about therdgant attitudes of the delegates in reference to
the Soviet power in Lithuania. According to A.Guidws, the professor of Vilnius university Dagys, “a
nationalist”, who was spied upon in compliance vilike intelligence case “Waste”, started speakinitequ
openly about the intellectuals deported in 1941 Wwad to be returned to Lithuania. The participaftthe
Congress (540 delegates and 250 guests) assenteichtaapplauded fervently and only few disagreed
(doc.No. 10.3).* In another letter to Moscow, A.@uigius (on 28 July) revealed the contribution of State
Security personnel in disclosing anti-Soviet attéds of the delegates. He wrote that representatizése
NKVD-NKGB of the LSSR did not participate at thengwess officially, however, there were 64 secret
agents clad in civilian clothes: “As the intelligenpersonnel informed, the delegates got the inmmedhat

a complete freedom of actions and presentationspessible, and part of them were pleasantly swegrier
they had been afraid that they would not only bebitlWlen to speak freely, but be threatened with
imprisonment or Siberia”. 27 persons "with anti-#d\attitudes” were detected during the Congress, df
whom were arrested (doc.No. 10.4).*

“The silent ones”, who did not glorify the partydathe Soviet regime, who did not want to arriveaat
compromise with their conscience, were scoldedmidated and punished. The Lithuanian Bureau of the
CK of the VKP(b) and its Chairman V.Shcherbakoe Bivision of Agitation and Propaganda of the CK of
the LKP(b) and its chief K.PreikSas were partidylardent in this respect. At the meeting of Lithizan
writers that took place in Vilnius on 1-2 Octob&d® and was devoted to the discussion of the icisbnal
speech of the Secretary of the CK of the VKP(b)&lanov, K.PreikSas demanded “to cleanse themsefves
non-principled rubbish”.1 J.Graiinas, E.Matuzev¥ius, A.Miskinis, J.Paukstelis, P.\&iinas, B.Sruoga and
other writers were accused of passiveness andtigpbhttitudes. In 1946, at the November Plenunthef
CK of the LKP(b), K.PreikSas again attacked thetewrB.Sruoga, the poets E.Miezelaitis and A.Miskini
the painter J.Vienozinskis, the fine arts researéh&airiukstyt, the historians A.Janulaitis and l.Jonynas.
At this plenum, A.Snigkus stated that “the majority of the Lithuaniarelhgentsia haven't yet found their
place under the conditions of the on-going classggle, hesitate and stand at crossroads. Somaedritan

" Doc. No. 10.2The decision of 21 March 1945 by the Bureau ef@®K of the LKP(bJOn Convening a Congress of the Intelligentsia ef th
Lithuanian SSRSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 50. p. 18.

" Doc. No. 10.3A special report of 13 July 1945 by the Commigsgaghe NKGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. A.Guzéis to the Chairman of the
Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M. Suskwut the attitude of the delegates of the CosgrEthe Lithuanian Intelligentsia. SLA.
stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 12. p. 149-154.

" Doc. No. 10.4Extracts from the note of 28 July 1945 by the @ossar of the NKGB of the LSSR Maj. Gen. A.Guzaw and the Head of
the 2 Division of the NKGB of the LSSR Lt. Col. Izotow the Head of the"? Directorate of the NKGB of the SSRS Lt. Gen. RidtevOn
the ' Congress of the Intelligentsia of the Lithuani@RSSLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 22. p. 125-135.
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intellectuals tolerate bourgeois nationalists diofe the policy hostile to the Soviet power thenesl’
(doc.No. 10.5).* Later, his political standpointchene stricter and simpler. At the conference dfilidinian
communists and heads of repressive bodies thatpgiack in June 1949, A.Silais emphasized: “You must
demolish the wall of being silent and drive awaydlio are not with us [...]. You must create condisdor

the intelligentsia to split up in order to see vidavith us and who is against us” (doc.No. 4.2016).*

Later, at plenums of the CK of the LKP(b), congessand other party conferences, names of peoget of
would be frequently mentioned and their works conded for their keeping silent and other “sins”.
According to the calculations of the man of lett&rMartinkus, 91 men of letters were arrested, disoh
killed or otherwise punished;2 according to othatad— 82.3 For instance, in 1951, the writers Kazys
Jankauskas, Eduardas Viskanta and the journalstaBrBudvytis were arrested for their creativevagti
during the years of the independent Lithuania asrdkkeping the literature of that time in their hesm
(doc.No. 10.6).* The writers K.tmura, K.Boruta, A.Miskinis, P.Juodelis, V.Drazdausk&Genys and
others found themselves in the Gulags. Many fatcate that the poet Kazys Jaknbs was killed by State
Security personnel.4 The publication of “DiewniSkas” (“The Forest of Gods”) by Balys Sruoga was
forbidden.

In executing the decision of 1948 by the CK of ¥i€P(b) “On the Repertoire of Drama Theatres and
Measures for its Improvement”, the censorship ehtte repertoires was made much stricter: it wastlgno
plays by Russian classical writers and Soviet astltbat were staged at that time. The composers
J.Bendorius, A.K&nauskas, E.Laumenskiéerd.Nabazas were criticized for “keeping silentGruodis and
S.Vainiinas were proclaimed as formalists. The creatioiMdf.Ciurlionis was called decadent; attempts
were made to erase his name from the memory ohdhien and the history of culture. In 1948, thegen
A.Kuc¢ingis was deported for his relations with the ugdeund. People working in the creative area had to
be very vigilant not to be suspected of anti-Soattvity by the LKP(b) or the MGB. For instance,1951,

the famous pre-war cinema chronicler Stepas Uzdevess arrested and imprisoned for “filming badly”
(doc.No. 10.7).* The MGB of the LSSR was interestethe past of people of art, their views, relasvand
friends. For instance, in 1950, the director anwraof the State Drama Theatre Juozas Siparisnjotthe
sight of State Security personnel (doc.No. 10.8).*

Because of the ideological and political terror,nmartists became conformists; they lived and eckat
according to the political conjuncture. Particufaglctive supporters of communism and the SSRS there
men of letters J.BaltuSis, P.Cvirka, L.Gira, K.Kaas, T.Tilvitis, A.Venclova, etc. The authoritieEthe
LKP(b) encouraged people of art to contribute ®phopagation of the communist ideology. For ins¢amat

the 15th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1947 SAigkus praised the cantatas by the composers
A.R&itnas and J.Tallat KelpSa dedicated to Stalin, €it® picture painted by V.Dilka in 1950 “The
Constituent Assembly of the Collective Farm” hadb&@ome an example for all artists.

In 1948, an organized attack on Lithuanian scientiegan. It was headed by the Chief of the Dinisb
Science and Higher Schools of the CK of the LKR§l)azutka (doc.No. 10.9)* and by the Secretaryhef t
CK of the LKP(b) V.Niunka (doc.No. 10.10).* The pboeducated Commissioner of the CARC B.PusSinis
demonstrated his personal initiative in condemmimellectuals. The Ministry of State Security o€thSSR
assisted the authorities of the CK of the LKP(b).tde query of A.Snigkus, the MGB of the LSSR could

" Doc. No. 10.5An extract from the report of 22 November 1946ty First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. &hkus at the 11 Plenum
of the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 921. p. 26.

" Doc. No. 4.20An extract from the conference of the heads dfypend repressive bodies on 1 June 1049Measures in Liguidation the
Remaining Members of the Nationalistic Undergroand its Bands during the CollectivizatidBLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 7. p. 39-46.

" Doc. No. 10.6A note of 17 November 1951 by the Head of tfieDivision of the MGB of the LSSR Lt. Col. P. Odintsrelated to the arrests
of K. Jankauskas, E. Viskanta and P. Budvytis. SétR. K-1. inv. 10. f. 154. p. 23-25.

" Doc. No. 10.7A special report of 21 March 1951 by the Actinanigter of the MGB of the LSSR Col. A. Leonov tefhirst Secretary of the CK of
the LKP(b) A. Snigkus in regard to the arrest of the cameraman Sordd SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 134. p. 59-60.

" Doc. N0.10.8A note of January 1950 by the Minister of the M@Bhe LSSR Maj. Gen. P. Kapralov in referencéh®Honoured Artist of
the Lithuanian SSR J. Siparis. SLA. stk. K-1. ih@. f. 102. p. 22-23.

" Doc. No. 10.9An extract from the speech by the Head of ther@ and Higher School Division of the CK of theR(K) S. Lazutka at thé"7
Congress of the LKP(b) on 22—25 September 1952.. StkA1771. inv. 131. f. 1. p. 291,297.

" Doc. No. 10.10An extract from the speech by the Secretary ®fGK of the LKP(b) V. Niunka at thé"4lenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on
14 July 1949. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 51. f. 261. §94190.
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promptly collect compromising information about leadtizen of Lithuania. If State Security personnel
searched for the relations of well-known Lithuangeople and their relatives with foreign countragghe
underground, the authorities of the LKP(b) woulgont to political and ideological blackmail. Thaesttists
J.Batikonis, K.DaukSas, A.Janulaitis, P.Pakarklis, Jadys, A.Putnas, V.Girdzijauskas, T.lvanauskas,
V.Lasas, V.KairiikStis and V.Ruokis were accused of “slavish granglto the rotting science of the West”,
“ignoring the role of the advanced Russian and &ostience”, “bourgeois objectivism”, giving in tthe
theory of the uniform trend” and other sins. In teepber 1952, the MGB of the LSSR collected
“compromising material” on the professor of VilniUkiversity Ignas Jonynas, who was a diplomat keefor
the war and represented the State of Lithuaniaaahrand dismissed him from the position of the Cbfe
the Department for anti-Marxist teaching of hist¢dpc.No. 10.11)*, but apparently that did not m&fto
concoct a criminal case against him under the ajabiaf the CK of the LKP(b).

When fighting against “the followers of the obsauists Mendel-Morgan” began, J.Dagys, M.Natkaite-
Ivanauskien, P.Sivickas and other biologists suffered. Gesetind cybernetics were forbidden. The
philosophers L.Karsavinas and V.Sezemanas, theoetsh D.CeseVius, the architect S.Stulginskis, the
agronomist J.Aleksa and others were deported. TéanDof Vilnius Pedagogical Institute, editor of the
journal “Tarybire mokykla” (“The Soviet School”) communist PetraskMiiaitis was arrested for “sabotage
activity in the system of the Ministry of Educatioide was charged with propagation of alien ideglog
“publication of subversive and apolitical works'o@No. 10.12).* According to the requirements olfitpzal
conjuncture, teaching programs were reviewed. Rstance, on 28 October 1949, the CK Bureau of the
LKP(b) adopted the decision “On Gross Politicaldesrin the Geography Program of Secondary Scholbls”.
was stated that due to the lack of political vigda, “the fascist-Gestapo regime of Tito’s cliquge”
Yugoslavia was not politically appraised in the graphy teaching program of Form 9 approved by the
Ministry of Education (doc.No. 10.13).*

Around 1949-1950, State Security personnel tookritiative to search for “politically unreliabldéamous
people of Lithuania, concocted political cases imol they tried to produce the impression that ugieind
organizations of intellectuals working in statetitogions function in Lithuania. Their initiative as stopped
only after the demise of Stalin. In 1949, the caskethe Editor-in-Chief of the State Fiction Pubhlisg
House V.Drazdauskas, the Editor-in-Chief of theeBce Literature Publishing House B.Vaiiaks and the
editor J.Lazauskas, etc. that were arrested andsamed rang through Lithuania. They were all aedusf
belonging to the anti-Soviet Masonic organizationJune—September 1949, the MGB of the LSSR adeste
18 people (B.Vaitelnas, S.Stulginskis, J.Glemza, B.ValéSye.Znamerovskij, S.Vaitkus, V.Sipaitis, etc.),
who had allegedly established an anti-Soviet mystiderground organization of Nikolaj Rerikh. In his
special report to A.Snkkus and A.Trofimov, P.Kapralov pointed out that tbeganization was not
completely liquidated because in 1936, when Resildssociation was being established in Lithuahiaad
about 50 persons “close to the associates of Smstgovernment” (doc.No. 10.14).* J.Paleckis wa®agn
those who signed for the establishment of this @ason. It was not by chance that, with the begignof
the condemnation campaign against J.Paleckis, sealgsa accused of having participated in the agtivi
this association (doc.No. 1.13).*6 Besides, dutinig period political persecution of the intelleais of
social-democratic orientation — the former memizérthe Lithuanian Social-Democrat and People’sipart
(doc. No. 1.48, 1.49, 1.52, 1.56, 1.57).

" Doc. N0.10.11The note of 4 September 1952 by the Head of thiGision of the MGB of the LSSR Col. J. Shpilew®h the Materials
Compromising Professor Ignas Jonyn8kA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 154. p. 85.

" Doc. No.10.12The special report of 27 February 1952 by the Mériof the MGB of the LSSR P. Kapralov to Fiest Secretary of the CK of
the LKP(b) A. Sniékus in reference to P. Mikutaitis’ “sabotage” aifiwvithin the system of the Ministry of Educatid®LA. stk. K-1. inv.10. f.
154. p. 35-37.

" Doc. No. 10.13The decision of 28 October 1949 by the Bureath®fCK of the LKP(bDn the Gross Political Error in the Geography
Programme of Secondary Scho@gA. stk. 1771. inv. 51. f. 430. p. 181.

" Doc. No. 10.14Extracts from the special report of 19 Septemi9dQlby the Acting Minister of the MGB of the LSSRaMGen. P. Kapralov
to the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) Ai&kus and the Second Secretary of the CK of the LKR(l rofimov On the Disclosure and
Partial Liquidation of the Anti-Soviet Mystical Cagisation.SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 155. p. 4-11.

" Doc. No. 1.13The decision of the CK of the LKP(b) of 5 Janua®p1 condemning the Chairman of the Presidium ofSiyereme Soviet of
the LSSR J. Paleckis, the Secretary of the Prasiditthe Supreme Soviet of the LSSR S. Pupeikisadiners for relations with “the anti-Soviet
masonic organisation”. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 1908f.p. 84.
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In 1944 — 1953 repressive bodies arrested 1,6%llantuals. There were quite a few representatofes
creative and scientific intellectuals among then2¢8 office employees are not included into thisnbar)
(doc.No. 1.33).* The authorities of the LKP(b) dooilly accounted to the CK of the VKP(b) for “the
education” of Lithuanian scientists or other persgrirom the area of culture.

J.Paleckis was the only one from the authoritieshef LKP(b) who tried to defend certain intelledsya
aspects of the history of Lithuania, manifestatiafishe national culture and the use of the Lithaan
language. He had to suffer much criticism for tlaat] in 1952, he had to repent in front of the C&mbers

of the LKP(b) and admit that he had committed aareiThe society knew almost nothing about it.

The Communist Party directly controlled each putdis word. In the autumn of 1944, the “cleansing” of
libraries began. On 26 October 1944, A.8kiss, M.Gedvilas, A.Guzetius and J.Bartasnas ordered all
secretaries of county party committees, chairmeaxecutive committees and heads of the NKGB-NKVD
divisions to immediately collect “fascist” and oth@nti-Soviet” books from schools, institutionsdathe
population. Those who concealed “hostile” literaturad to be strictly punished (doc.No. 10.15).* The
Central Directorate on Literature and Publishingusks (the Glavlit) took care of the cleansing bofdries,
destruction and censorship of books. This servidendt adopt a single more significant decisionhaiit
getting the approval of the LKP(b). The report loé #ith quarter of 1945 reads: “The Glavlit coortisaall
most important political issues with the Secretaiyhe CK of the LKP(b) for propaganda and agitatay
with his deputies; sometimes it consults the Lithaa Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b). Individual uges
are also discussed with the First Secretary ofGKeof the LKP(b), who often takes personal interiest
censorship matters [...]. The Glavlit also maintaieitions with the NKGB and the NKVD” (doc.No.
10.16. p. 22).*

On 16 February 1945, the CK Bureau of the LKP(lgeased the work of the Glavlit as unsatisfactory
(dismissed M.Jaf from the position of the head and appointed A.)dady and demanded to finish the
withdrawal of literature published during the wesrh the circulation (3,669,000 books), i.e. to d®git, to
establish special book storage stocks in Vilniud Eaunas, to staff the apparatus of censors, étc.o.
10.17).* In August 1945, at the 7th Plenum of th€ & the LKP(b), A.Sniékus urged to cleanse libraries,
i.e. to destroy books of “nationalistic contentdd¢.No. 10.18).* Literature published during thegeof the
independent Lithuania was withdrawn from librarescording to the lists prepared by the Glavlit and
approved by the CK of the LKP(b) (doc.No. 10.19n*1944 — 1945, 545,000 books were treated thisivay
The number of books withdrawn from libraries in 494 1951 totalled over 600,000. Only some of them
were transferred to the special stocks; all therstivere destroyed.8

The CK of the LKP(b), assisted by the Glavlit, colied all cultural institutions from the republitaadio to
museums. The society could know only informatioat tvas approved by the Communist Party (doc.No.
10.20).*

Those who came from the SSRS and local communiste wdignant at the monuments built during the
times of the independent Lithuania, at the monumémit existed in almost every center of the cowmty

" Doc. No. 1.33A note of 7 May 1953 by the Acting Chief of th&Qpecial Division of the MVD of the LSSR Lt. Col..Mefimov and the Head
of the 2¢ Subdivision Maj. M. Vasev on the arrested inteltitsia and office employees in 1944-1953. SLA.Ktk. inv. 6. f. 161. p. 59.

" Doc. No. 10.15A directive of 26 October 1944 by the First Seamg of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Sni&us, the Chairman of the Council of
People’'s Commissars M. Gedvilas, the Minister ef (KGB of the LSSR A. Guzetius and the Minister of the NKVD of the LSSR J.
BartaSiinas to the Secretaries of the County CommitteeCéraitmen of the Executive Committees of the LKR{()l the Heads of the NKGB
and the NKVD Divisions in reference to the confisma of fascist and anti-Soviet literature from fheople of Lithuania. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 7.
f. 81. p. 35.

" Doc. No. 10.16Extracts from the report of 10 January 1946 leyHlead of the Glavlit of the LSSR at the CounciPebple’s Commissars A.
Malygin to the Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b)RreikSas. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 278. p. 11+-23.

" Doc. No. 10.17The decision of 16 February 1945 by the Bureah®iCK of the LKP(bDn the Work of the Glavlit of the Lithuanian SSR
SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 40. p. 75-76.

" Doc. No. 10.18An extract from the speech of 24 August 1945HeyFirst Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stkigs at the ¥ Plenum of
the CK of the LKP(b). SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f..1g 178.

" Doc. No. 10.19Extracts from the report of 29 January 1947 teyHlead of the Glavlit of the LSSR A. Malygin to tBecretary of the CK of
the LKP(b) K. Preik3as for thd'4quarter of 1946. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 2781p9-10.

" Doc. No. 10.20The decision of 1 November 1950 by the BureahefCK of the LKP(bOn Measures to Eliminate the Facts of Disclosing
State Secrets in Museunst.A. stk. 1771. inv. 90. f. 121. p. 5-6.

7€



rural district. At the aforementioned plenum, A&Rus also urged to pull them down. He pointed oat th
the Division of Agitation and Propaganda of the &&d to prepare a specific plan of the destructiothe
monuments in the nearest future (doc.No.10.18)e @darch for the plan was unsuccessful. — V.T1O4B,

at the November Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b), @&irman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the
VKP(b) V.Shcherbakov also reproached for the momismEom the years of the independence that stood i
townlets and to which Lithuanians rendered respecing national holidays (doc.No. 10.21).* In 1948,
mass destruction of monuments started. In 195Raimas, the Statue of Liberty, the Tomb of the Lavin
Soldier and other sculptures in the square of tlae Museum were destroyed. In 1950, the sculpturéseo
saints were pulled down from Vilnius Cathedral. 1852, the monument of the Three Crosses was
barbarically exploded. At the end of the 50s arel llbginning of the 60s, almost all historic monutsgen
particularly those related to fighting for the ipg@dence, were pulled down. The total of 526 momispe
sculptures and works of fine architecture wererdgst, desecrated or devastated during the Samest
mostly during the Stalinist years.9 At the sitestloé destroyed monuments, new ones, perpetuateg th
memory of the outstanding representatives of thesRn nation and leaders of the Soviet State, were
erected.

The Lithuanian education system created duringyisas of independence was completely liquidated,
comprehensive schools were turned into hotbedsrabggation of communist ideology. The subject of
religion was eliminated from gymnasiums, which wgreen the name of secondary schools in 1949, and
mandatory teaching of the Constitution of the SR8 the Russian language was introduced. Teachers
suspected of “nationalistic or anti-Soviet” actviised to be dismissed from work. There were ceades
their fate could be decided even by school Komsamgdnizations.

The CK of the LKP(b) and the Lithuanian Bureauhsd CK of the VKP(b) tried to prevent the occurrente
persons hostile to the regime among the futurdl@ateials. Candidates to higher schools were ssdeby
special Admissions Boards controlled by local padynmittees. The boards would check the socialronf

the candidates and grant priority to the young feegose parents supported the Soviet power and wer
hired labourers, poor peasants and workers. Corsdgu many talented young people had no access to
higher educational institutions. On 6 July 194% @K Bureau of the LKP(b) and the Council of Petgple
Commissars adopted the decision “On the Admittafcgtudents to Higher Educational Institutions he t
Academic Year of 1945/1946” and approved a spegiaistionnaire. It required to answer such questions
that were asked when joining the Communist PartheiKomsomol; for example: What did your parerds d
before 19417, What farm did they have?, Have tleenkabroad?, Where did they work before 1940?, Were
they party members? and so on. Having suppliedutiritd data, one could be expelled from the higher
school or even sued. The decision obligated to fadgmissions boards in each higher education itisiitu
including a partorg and a representative of the &amol (doc.No. 10.22).* On 6 July, A.Guzé&us
suggested that the selection criteria be madesstititer by adding these points to the questiaendn what
organizations did you participate before 19407?,yDo have relatives abroad and what kind of relatida

you maintain with them?, etc. (doc.No. 10.23).*

By the decisions of the LKP(b) and the Governmdrnthe LSSR, cultural centers of national assocmntio
that had long been functioning in Vilnius were eldsThe museums of Belorussians, Jews and Kavages
liquidated in 1946, 1949 and 1951 respectively. déeastation of the culture of national associatigreatly
damaged their national self-awareness.

The Lithuanians suffered the greatest moral danadgm the old anthem of Lithuania “The National Hymn
by V.Kudirka was abolished. On 28 September 1945 QK Bureau of the LKP(b) adopted the decision “On
the State Anthem of the Lithuanian SSR” and madeageven-member commission (K.PreikSas as the

" Doc. No. 10.21An extract from the speech by the Chairman ofLitieuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) V. Shdakov at the 1
Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) on 22 November 198BA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 19. p. 228.

" Doc. No. 10.22The decision of 6 July 1945 by the CK of the LKP4nd the Council of People’s Commissars of thEROn Admission of
Students to Higher Schools in the Academic Ye&945/1946SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 79. p. 70, 75-76.

" Doc. No. 10.23A letter of 6 July 1945 by the Commissar of th€®B of the LSSR A. Guzetius to the First Secretary of the CK of the
LKP(b) A. Snigkus in reference to the filling in of the questiaime for those seeking admission to higher sch@il#. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 79.
p. 73.
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Chairman, J.Paleckis, J.Banaitis, J.Ziugzda, gr@ruodis, K.Korsakas and V.Niunka as membersydero
to create a new anthem of the LSSR (doc.No. 10.24paleckis suggested leaving the music (melodly) o
the old anthem, but other members of the CK Burdaihe LKP(b) opposed that.10 To quote A.Skises,
the old anthem “propagated such ideas that we drawnight from the past. You see”, he said in 1942,
the September Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b), “whathem it was: not leading forward but turning
back”.11

The new Soviet anthem of the LSSR was approvetiaasitting of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) on 29
March 1950 (doc.No. 10.25).* Here sounded the wdidsnin has lit the way to freedom for us, The are
Russian nation helped in the fight. Stalin leadstaishe freedom and might...” The CK Bureau of the
LKP(b) did not adopt a special decision in regardhte banning of the anthem of Lithuania (the deéoc
such document failed — V.T.), however, singing ®hé National Hymn” become politically intoleranfhe
could be sued for that (accused of “counter-revahatry agitation”).

11. The Forced Campaign for Signing the Letter to Jbtalin in 1945*

With the approach of the fifth year of the existerof “the Soviet Lithuania” (21 July 1940 was the
official day when the Soviet power was proclaimedLithuania), on 22 June 1945, the CK Bureau of the
LKP(b) decided to solemnly commemorate this ansaar and on behalf of the Lithuanian nation send a
letter of gratitude to Stalin (doc. No. 11.1)*. Aowgrnmental commission was formed: V.Niunka (the
Chairman), M,Chodosait Khriunova, V.Banaitis, J.Jurginis and K.Korsakigscow had to be interested
in this political action: on 17 July 1945, the baging of the Potsdam Conference had been plannaerew
if needed, Stalin could demonstrate the Lithuanigasproval” of the Soviet power. The undergrountia
the majority of Lithuanian people were of complgtepposite opinion, thinking that the signing oé tletter
could lessen the possibilities to regain indepeneeaven more. Therefore, a boycott of this politica
campaign started immediately, acquiring an obvifus of civil disobedience to the Soviet occupation
Measures of violence were taken to make at leastidgority of people of Lithuania sign the letter.

In preparing for this campaign, at all levels d{R(b) committees plans for collecting signatures
were made, places and time for people’s meetinge planned. To carry out the action in rural argasyps
of party-Soviet activists were formed with the maity personnel of the NKVD and exterminators atéatcto
them; in cities, communists, Komsomol members,vetd of trade unions were assigned to major
enterprises or institutions. For example, in Kaund0 Komsomol and trade union activists were
mobilized.1

From the very beginning, the signature collectagpaign suffered a complete failure. Often, people
openly ignored those coming to collect signatufdghe 6th Plenum of the CK of the LKP(b) in Jul94b,
the First Secretary of the Committee of the LKR{bRaseiniai county T.Mafiunskas regretted that in one
of the meetings, out of 60 peasants who particihatet a single one signed, but demonstrativelty thes
meeting (doc. No. 11.2)*. With the help of the NKMdhd exterminators, groups of 4-5 “activists” were
formed that “every day did rounds in 3 or 4 partgwal districts, held meetings there, read lsttend
afterwards individually visited all farmsteads”.n8& psychological pressure and physical violenceewe
being exerted on people, quite a few of them agteesign. According to official data, in Rasein@unty

" Doc. No. 10.24The decision of 28 September 1945 by the Buré#uwecCK of the LKP(b)YOn the State Anthem of the Lithuanian SSIR\.
stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 109. p. 127.

" Doc. No. 10.25The decision of 29 March 1950 by the Bureau efGt of the LKP(bJOn the Approval of the Draft Text of the Antherthef
Lithuanian SSRSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 90. f. 53. p. 76-77, 83, 85.

" Literature and Sources

" Doc. No. 11.1The decision of 22 June 1945 by the Bureau ofeof the LKP(b)On the Preparation and Organization of the Celelmabf
the 8" Anniversary of the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist &gz on 21 July 19455LA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 77. p. 34-37.

" Doc. No.11.2An extract from the report by the First Secretfrthe Party Committee of Raseiniai county T. Monskas at the July Plenum
of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1945. SLA. stk. 1771vi8. f. 137. p. 137-138.
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21,000 people from 40,000 adult population sigriesl letter. It was estimated as a failure by CKha t
LKP(b).

In July 1945, the Commissar of the NKGB of the BS®.Guzewius informed M.Suslov,
A.Snietkus and B.Kulakov that before putting their sigmes, students of Vilnius University said that iéth
letter was sent to Stalin, “the world will undersdathat the Lithuanian nation is for the Soviet powand
then hopes to regain the independence of Lithuailide ruined”. In this report A.Guzesius pointed out
that 184 people refused to sign in the part ofrthral district of Bobiai of Ziliai rural districtri Vilkavidkis
county, in Daugailiai rural district of Utena coumtearly everyone left the meeting, in Utena bystant out
of 15 workers only the director signed (doc. No.3)1 A lot of similar facts were observed througho
Lithuania.

On 7 July 1945, Kaunas State Security personpelrted to the Deputy Commissar of the NKGB of
the SSRS B.Kobulov that most employees of enterpragd institutions in Kaunas refused to sign elterl.
For example, in Vilijampal, the meeting was attended by almost only womenramte of them signed.
“Measures” were taken, therefore, “since 6 Julg, tkamber of those who signed has considerablyase
due to the so-called individual “processing” (“imdiual’noj obrabotki” — Russ.), wrote NKGB emplogee
On July 6, by 8 p.m., 13,000 signatures of inhailtstaf Kaunas were collected. The State Securigctéd
their agents to disclose “anti-Soviet elements”’denng the signing of the letter. The most active
“nationalists” were ordered to be arrested (doc. No4)*.

Being aware that the action was destined to ¢ail11 July 1945, the Commissioner of the NKVD-
NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania . Tkachenko sentteetepersonally to A.Snékus and M.Suslov noting that
“the way the system of organization of such an irteod political event as it is used now in manycpkis
an insult to the honourable name of our party &edeader of nations”. He provided a lot of exarapigich
indicated that people avoided to approve of theegtawer. For example, in the rural district of Raaila,
from 8,000 adults only 250 signed, in TaurdWlaistas” plant, from 200 workers only 7, etc. kachenko
indicated that “anti-Soviet elements and banditsisidered this action as a secret plebiscite orgdrby the
Soviet power seeking the prove to America and Emgtaat the Lithuanian nation had a favourablduaté
towards the Soviet power. The NKGB of the LSSR ordeits operational sectors to arrest people who
would obstruct the signing of the letter to “comea8talin”. I.Tkachenko directed all heads of operetl
sectors and county divisions of the NKVD-NKGB “toest all persons frustrating the discussion ofiéter
to comrade Stalin or arranging any other exces@kx®. No. 11.5)*. The number of people arrestedrius
been established.

On 11 July 1945, I.Tkachenko, B.Kobulov and A.Apalv sent a letter of a similar content to
L.Berija who passed it on to Stalin the same daym sending you a worth-attention report by corasad
Kobulov, Apolonov and Tkachenko about how peopléhefLithuanian SSR sign the letter to comradeirstal
on the occasion of the 5th anniversary of the Sgwever in the republic”. Judging by the documéints
evident that the heads of State Security bodiedetaio lay the blame for the failure of the campaog the
CK of the LKP(b) and lower organizations of thetgdthe poorly organized “political-mass” and atita
work). The failure of the campaign of signing tke&dr must have had a personal impact on StalinlZ>h3
July, L.Berija received Stalin’s authorization ttar$ the first major deportations of partisan faeslin
Lithuania.2

" Doc. No. 11.3The special report of July 1945 by the Commisséhe NKGB of the LSSR A. Guzaiius to the Chairman of the Lithuanian
Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M. Suslov, the Figsicretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Stikeis and the Deputy Commissar of the NKGB of
the SSRS B. Kobulov in reference to the refusgeafple to sign the letter to Stalin. SLA. stk. Kiriv. 10. f. 22. p. 1-2.

" Doc. No.11.4A special report of 7 July 1945 by the Head of KasiOperational Sector of the NKVD-NKGB Col. . ¥&s/ and the Head of
Kaunas Division of the NKGB of the LSSR Lt. Col.\arontsov to the Deputy Commissar of the NKGB &f tH8SR B. KobulowOn Negative
Occurrences in Collecting Signatures from the Papah of Kaunas City on the Address to ComradersialPreparing for the Celebration of
the 8" Anniversary of the Soviet Power in Lithuar@.A. stk. K-1. inv. 10. f. 23. p. 285-288.

" Doc. No. 11.5A report of 11 July 1945 by the Commissionertef NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania I. Tkachertioathe Chairman of
the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) M.sRiwv and the First Secretary of the CK of the LKPAbSnigkus in reference to the
inadequate work of the apparatus of the CK of ti€(b) in organizing the campaign of signing thédeeto J. Stalin. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f.
179. p. 110-112.
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A.Snigtkus and all authorities of the CK of the LKP(b) ckly reacted to the situation. On 18 July
1945, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) had a speciadision on the work of the Committee of the LKR{b)
Utena county and adopted the decision “On the poesible Attitude towards the Organization of Rcdil-
Mass Work in the County of Utena in Preparing tlettér to Comrade Stalin”. The document stated that
communists and other activists in Utena countyntedao measures of violence”. For example, inttven
of VyZzuonos, at a meeting of the population, theypeommissioner of the county Kaminskij barricadbd
door with a table and demanded to sign the lefiais decision of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) wastde
all party committees of counties and cities (doc. NL.6)*.

According to the Soviet official data, out of nigat.5 million of Lithuanian population who had the
right to vote, 640,875 people signed the lette6Stalin under psychological, moral and physical gues
(arrests) (the data has not been verified — VIi.prder not to openly conflict with the state powguite a
few people were forced to sign.

12. Repressive Policy against the Lithuanian Cathia Church*

One of the most important forces of the spiritgbosition of the Lithuanian nation was the Catholi
Church. Due to its centralized organization strretand significant support of believers, it hadteja great
impact on the life of the Lithuanian society. Cdiha@lergymen had always tried to maintain the orai
dignity of Lithuanians, urged not to ignore Cathdifaditions and oppose denationalization; theyathpr
supported the national resistance and some of gatitipated in the underground activity. The comisu
power resorted to rough violence against the clargy believers. During the post-war period, it airaéthe
elimination of the Church from public life and didt acknowledge any initiative by the Vatican canagy
the issues of ruling the Church and its hierarchy.

During the last decade of Stalin’s rule, after Biessian Orthodox Church became subjected to teecsts
of the VKP(b), the objectives of propagating atheis the society of the Soviet Union were principal
implemented and were no longer of great urgencyhat time, the CK of the VKP(b) did not adopt agie
decision urging to more actively fight against Igedus prejudices”.1l The situation in Lithuania was
different. The Communist Party did not control @a&tholic Church; therefore, Moscow granted commntanis
of Lithuania almost complete freedom of action whiater, due to the excessive assiduity of the IKR{
making repressions against the Church, was nambtb&tow as “the leftist deviation”. The most imgort
issues of the activity of the Catholic Church weigcussed at the meetings of the Bureau or dissafrihe
CK of the LKP(b) and the Commissioner of the Colintithe Affairs of Religious Cult (CARC); ways and
means detrimental to the Church, permission faegbsi to hold high clerical positions and otherasswere
discussed at them. This practice was in operaticoughout the entire period of the occupation.

The LKP(b) interfered in the internal affairs ofliggpous communities and controlled them; with the
assistance of agency network of the State Secutityecretly collected information about the plasfs
ordinary clergymen and the authorities of the Chuas well as about their political moods. In JudA3,
I.Tkachenko admitted that the Church in Lithuangal luthority, though that was denied by the leadérs
the LKP(b) in every possible way (doc. No. 12.Mith the help of the institution of the Commissioné
the CARC and the NKGB-MGB of the LSSR, the CK oé thKP(b) adopted several political documents
directed against the Church, on the basis of wbarditions were provided for the above-mentionedié®
to carry out the policy of intimidation, blackmaghysical violence and repressions against theyglérhe
communist power was afraid of the authority of tmerch, therefore, security services were obligated

" Doc. No. 11.6The decision of 18 July 1945 by the Bureau ofiKeof the LKP(b)On the Irresponsible Attitude Towards the Orgaiusetf the Political-
Mass Work in the County of Utena in Preparing tattdr to Comrade StaliSLA. stk. 1771. inv. 8. f. 83. p. 4-5.
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" Doc. No. 12.1A report of July 1945 by the Commissioner of Mi€VD —NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Lt. Gen. |. Tdteenko to the Heads
of the Operational Sectors of the NKVD-NKGB of th&SR. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 18. f. 39. p. 140.
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infiltrate into clergy layers and, by using avallbmeans, demoralize the Church from the inside and
compromise it in the society.

The main initiators and organizers of the repaesgf the Church were A.Srileus, M.Gedvilas,
K.PreikSas, the Commissioners of the CARC A.Gatiegi (1944-1948) and B.PusSinis (1948-1957) as well
as the heads of the NKGB-MGB of the LSSR.

In the post-war years, the Lithuanian Catholic €hwsuffered much greater pressure from local conistain
than it was demanded by Moscow. The authoritiethef LKP(b) were criticized for that, but they never
admitted their “fault”. On 3 December 1960, at theeting of the CK Bureau of the LKP, A.Stkas said:
“We did not make concessions to the Catholic Chu@mh the contrary, we closed down a lot of churches
and monasteries. At some time, we were blamedtfer feftist deviation”; | was called to the Secretaof

the CK of the SSKP, where | had to explain myselfregard to this issue” (doc. No. 12.2)*. The
Commissioner of the CARC B.PuSinis had a similagugh much more radical standpoint. On 22 March
1950, at the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) he was evéitized for self-willed actions (doc. No. 12.330)*.

At first, the communist power pursued dual, hypizal policy in respect of the Church. In 1945, lwihe
intensification of the resistance of the armed wgaeind, militant heads of the LKP(b) and the NKVD-
NKGB insisted on increasing the pressure on ther€@has “the inspirer of the nationalistic struggle”
However, M.Gedvilas and A.Gaileévus were of the opinion that it was essential “topéoy the Catholic
Church in fighting against bandit formations on teeritory of the Lithuanian SSR”2. In the summédr o
1945, they managed to force or persuade the prefdfaunas metropolitan diocese Siladkuskas to make
an appeal to clergymen, believers, resistancedighand those in hiding urging to cease the resistand
legalize themselves. However, the majority of the¥gy did not support this form of cooperation bedn
the power and the Church. There are more examplasch delusive and hypocritical activity of thaders

of the LKP(b). For example, on 2 December 1946, ddws approved of the proposition made by
A.Gailevicius to prohibit catechization of children in churohildings, but this kind of measure was of no
political use at that time; therefore, A.Stkas and M.Gedvilas ordered A.Gail&ws to postpone this
decision for a few months (until the election te Bupreme Soviet of the LSSR, i.e. until Febru®4/7).3
Having failed to make clergymen submit to the Sopewer, the LKP(b) together with repressive bodies
toughened the policy of discriminating believersmpromising and repressing the clergy, attemptedro
the Church into a national one separated from thgc®&h and controlled by the communist power.4 TKe

of the LKP(b) and the NKGB of the LSSR carried buital repressions directed against clergymen944di
1946,103 priests were arrested5, the property e Ghurch was nationalized, it was forbidden to lieac
religion at schools and catechize groups of childri® rural areas, this required more effort. On 24
September 1946, the Minister of Education of th&RS).ZiugZzda addressed M.Gedvilas and A &uie “to
give directives to the corresponding bodies toitlgte the sources of religious cults at childrdrosnes and
evict clergymen” (doc. No. 12.4)*. The CK of the BKb) could not completely prohibit public celeboatiof
religious holidays, but it tried to restrict thescale by different means. Anti-Soviet demonstratiaf
believers and clergymen and other actions hostitee¢ power during these holidays caused great @ad3
October 1945, Gen. .Tkachenko ordered his subateito keep the troops and other repressive badies
combat readiness and on stand-by in the barrackBeodays of All Saints and All Souls. Personsnigyio
use the holidays for anti-Soviet purposes had toub@inder immediate arrest (doc. No 12.5)*.

" Doc. No.12.2An extract from the stenographed record of théngitof the Bureau of the CK of the LKP on 3 Decemb960. SLA. stk. 1771.
inv. 190. f. 12. p. 110-111.

" Doc. No. 12.3Extracts from the decision of 22 March 1950 by Bureau of the CK of the LKP(I9n the Decision of the Bureau of the CK of
the LKP(b) On the Execution of the Tasks of ParyaDizations in Revealing Hostile Activities of RReactionary Catholic ClergysLA. stk.
1771.inv. 190.f. 7. p. 78, 80, 83.

" Doc. No. 12.4The letter of 24 September 1946 by the MinisfeéEducation of the LSSR J. ZiugZda to the Chairmithe Council of
Ministers of the LSSR M. Gedvilas and the Firstr8try of the CK of the LKP(b) A. Snikus in reference to the eviction of the Catholic
clergy. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 9. f. 278. p. 139.

" Doc. No. 12.5A report of 13 October 1945 by the Commissiorfehe NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Lt. Gen.Tlkachenko to the
People’'s Commissars of the NKVD-NKGB of the LSSRI &éme Heads of Operational Sectors, County and @iitisions of the NKVD-NKGB
of the LSSR in reference to commemorating the Ofah@Dead in Lithuania. SLA. stk. K-1. inv. 1840. p. 121.
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In 1946, a compulsory registration of all religiocemmunities and priests began. It was only thaceat
that could change the order of the Church; theegftuthuanian bishops rejected this requirement and
prohibited the Church from taking part in politidde. Until 1948, the Lithuanian Catholic Churclsed
different means to boycot the registration of gagemmittees and priests; as a result, repressigasist it
were made more severe. In 1946, the bishop T.Metigliwas deported, the bishop V.Borisaws was
arrested and shot dead, the archbishop M.Reinysimassoned (he died in Vladimir prison in 1953), i
1947, the bishop P.Ramanauskas was deported. F8dm, hdministrative penalties were imposed on
unregistered priests. The clergy were accused @peration with the armed underground, therefore,GK
Bureau of the LKP(b) never forgot the Catholic GHuin their anti-partisan decisions and obligated
repressive bodies “to put an end to the hostileviagt For example, Clause 22 of the decision & 1
December 1947 by the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) stat€d obligate party organizations and MGB bodies
of the Republic to extend the unmasking of the treaary Catholic clergy and put an end to its Hesti
activity and, at the same time, exploit loyallyghsed priests who in their sermons to the beliewensld
unmask banditism and some reactionary clergymastegsbands (doc.No. 4.16).*

On 9 July 1948, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) adopthd famous decision “On Tasks of Party
Organizations in Unmasking the Hostile Activity thie Reactionary Catholic Clergy” (doc.No. 12.6)Her
document obligated party committees and bodieh®fState Security to take repressive measures ke ma
all priests register themselves and stop their igrdand or anti-Soviet activities. Clause 2 of thexision
ordered to close down unregistered churches; Clawdlewed religious communities rent from the Stall
nationalized property of the Catholic Church, pded the priest would be loyal to the Soviet pov@guse

4 forbade priests to teach children religion bynmeans. Legal proceedings were taken against thosst
who did not act in accordance with the decisiorauSé 5 obligated the MGB to disclose “religious-
nationalistic underground organizations”, whereésu€e 9 directed the Komsomol of Lithuania to ativ
“unmask the activity of the reactionary clergy diexl against the people”.

This decision of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) wascdissed by almost all city and county committeatef
LKP(b) (with the exception of party committees okrierg and RadviliSkis counties which were later
criticized for that). For example, on 10 August 894Zarasai County Committee of the LKP(b) ordetssl t
Executive Committee of the county not later thanlbyAugust to register churches and priests (Cla)ise
“Priests, who obstruct the registration of Cath@ammunities and avoid to registrate themselvel,bei
forbidden to carry out their duties at churches laelievers’ homes; those, who persistently ignow avoid

to registrate, will face prosecution; unregistecbairches will be closed down (sealed) and not apeit
priests serving at them submit a note about thistragon of the religious community and the emgle\of
the cult from the Commissioner of the CARC". Clag®f the decision obligated the chairmen of the
Soviets of rural districts to nationalize all chiurbuildings and other property of the rural digtiy 20
August. The rest of the clauses of the decisionlicated the decision of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b)
(doc.No. 12.7).*

The campaign of closing churches or the forcedsteggion began. B.PuSinis showed the greatesaiivé in
this activity. Because of his excessive assidhigygot more than one warning from Moscow. The aittks

of the CARC of the SSRS (the Commissioner |.Pokanhsvere concerned not so much about the order of
closing churches or the campaign itself, but ragiirerut the self-willed or too independent decisi@ken by
B.Pusinis. In all cases, Moscow’s agreement wagsseey, and the leaders of Lithuanian communists di
not always obey this. On 13 October 1948, aftehwarah in Kaunas (Aukstieji Saiai) was closed , in his
letter to Moscow, B.PuSinis explained that this Hen done intentionally, seeking to break down the
opposition of Kaunas priests to the registratioa.dhphasized that “this decision was strongly supddy
the CK of the LKP(b) that sanctioned the act”.6 @@ctober 1949, on the initiative of the authosite the

" Doc. No. 4.16 The decision of 12 December 1947 by the BureaheCK of the LKP(bOn the Intensifying of Fighting against the Bourgeo
Nationalistic Underground and its Armed Ban8&A. stk. 1771. inv.190. f. 5. p. 179-187.

" Doc. No. 12.6 The decision of 9 July 1948 by the Bureau ofGieof the LKP(b)On the Tasks of Party Organisations in Revealingth®
Activities of the Reactionary Catholic ClerddLA. stk. 1771. inv. 11. f. 111. p. 9-13.

" Doc. No. 12.7The decision of 10 August 1948 by the Bureau ohgai County Committee of the LKP(®n the Tasks of Party Organisations
in Revealing Hostile Activities of the Reaction@atholic Clergy SLA. stk. 913. inv. 913-3. f. 2. p. 155-158.
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CK of the LKP(b) and formally by the decision ott&ouncil of Ministers of the LSSR, Vilnius Cathaidr
was closed down.

B.Pusinis was supported by A.Stkas, who openly demonstrated his contempt and italdtatred for the
Catholic Church. At party conferences , he kepeagipg that by no means could the fighting agginisists
and religion be made less intensive. At the 18#m&n of the CK of the LKP(b) in 1948, he said: “We
compelled churches to register, nationalized theperty, achieved considerable results in stoptorgach
religion at schools, closed down several dozershofches. However, not everything went smoothlppbe
are not content with the future use of churches]. Qf.course, closing of one or another church stithains

on the schedule. But we must do it carefully, usesé promises for cultural needs, for examplecligbs,
cinemas”.7

In July 1949, the Vatican announced the decreet.0D@hithia, which separated communists and Catboli
supporting them from the Church. It is not yet cie@at influence it had, but around 1950, the cagrpaf
closing churches in Lithuania slowed down. Seekiogpreserve the Church, priests submitted to the
demands of the power and started to register tHegesse

On 22 March 1950, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) addp decision which summed up the two-year-long
repression policy of the Church organized by then@uinist Party. The note said that “42 monasteries
liquidated themselves” (Catholic), the number adgals of worship decreased by 12 per cent, thealbgic
seminary students — by 64 per cent, employeeseofniiinaging apparatus of dioceses — by 50 per @edt,
“Lourdes of Plung liquidated itself” (doc.No. 12.8%).

In 1944-1953, during the implementation of the wismatory and criminal policy of the Communist Bar
and repressive bodies, 362 priests and 4 bishops aveested, imprisoned or deported (two of thédps
perished), 130 churches and all monasteries wesedldown (14,000 monks were dismissed), all ptgper
of churches and monasteries was nationalized, @méytheological seminary was left, teaching ofgieh
was banned, etc. (doc.No. 12.9).*

Due to the repressions, political and ideologiaaispcution, the clergy changed the tactics of thetivity.
They started looking for compromises, some priestgan behaving in such a way as to prove theittpi@

the Soviet power. On 16 January 1950, in his caicub priests of Lithuania, the Head of Kaunas
archdiocese, KaiSiadorys and Vilkaviskis dioceseStahkewtius recommended them “to positively
contribute to the creative work by clearly advisipepple, both publicly and privately, to join thentmon
constructive socialist work”.8 Nevertheless, mdstgy, supported by believers, remained an oppdsircg

to the communist regime until the very end of tlo®i& occupation. The Communist Party never managed
to subject the Church to its will.

" Doc. No. 12.8Extracts from the note of March 1950 by the CKhaf LKP(b)On the Execution of the Decision of 9 July 1948heyBureau of
CK of the LKP(b) On the Tasks of Party OrganisagionRevealing Hostile Activities of the Reactign@atholic ClergySLA. stk. 1771. inv.
190.f. 7. p. 85, 87-88.

" Doc. No. 12.9An extract from the note of 7 December 1960 leyRhrst Secretary of the CK of the LKP A. Stkies to the CK of the SSKP
On the Construction of a Catholic Church in Klada. SLA. stk. 1771. inv. 190. f. 12. p. 101-102.
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Conclusions

In 1944, with the beginning of the second Sovietupation (reoccupation), the communist regime vg&s e
tablished in Lithuania. The Communist Party of th@on (the Bolsheviks) again became the most ingoort
and the only official body and the pillar of thelifoal regime in Lithuania. Its constituent parthe Com-
munist Party of Lithuania (the Bolsheviks) — wate@itorial organization of the VKP(b) and perforintne
main administrative functions of the occupation pow

During the post-war years, apart from the LKP(lojme other political bodies of the SSRS functioneteh
the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) ahé tenin Young Communist League of Lithuania (the
Komsomol). These organizations actively contributethe Sovietization, fought against the resistaper-
ticipated in repressions and acts of genocide.

1. The Communist Party of Lithuania (the Bolshevik}

1. The Communist Party of Lithuania (the Bolsheyiss the most important political body in the eyl
mentation of the criminal Stalinist policy in Litania in 1944-1953. It was considered by the Litharaso-
ciety as an organization alien and hostile to titleuanian nation, having no authority and politicapability

to maintain power without the support of the miltand repressive bodies of the SSRS. The namieeof t
communist was largely associated with the betrayahe aspirations of the Lithuanian nation; theref
communists used to be shot dead on the spot whetared by partisans. Many members of the LKP(b) had
poor education. Disregard of the general Christi@nms and moral values of the society and eveneoapit
for them had an impact on the immoral behaviowashmunists and led to their senseless cruelty.

2. Lithuanians were the minority in the LKP(b) (847, they made up 18 per cent, in 1953-38 per).cent
The Russian language was used in clerical worktlh@djyreatest part of party literature was in Rusdi@0.
The LKP(b) was the core of Russianization of Lithiaa

3. The main function of the LKP(b) was the uncoiodial implementation of the directives of the CKtoé
VKP(b), the CK Politburo of the VKP(b) and J.StalBuggestions by the LKP(b) were taken into account
only in those cases when they coincided with ther@sts of the Kremlin: seeking to deport partigamilies,
sending specialists from the SSRS, etc. The kéygtasd objectives of the LKP(b) were Sovietizatbhit
huania and establishment of the communist regimallispheres of public life, organization of fighgi
against the national underground and its liquichatéxecution of the Stalinist cadre policy.

4. The chief task of party bodies was the day-tpskarch for “people’s or class enemies” and tlgamiza-
tion of their repression. People or social grougs vibecame the victims of the repressive policyhef t
VKP(b)-LKP(b) can be classified into the four caiggs: 1. partisans and members of undergrouncdhérga
zations and their supporters (“bourgeois natiots)is2. farmers (“the kulaks”); 3. office workergachers,
the intelligentsia, former politicians, employesslitary personnel and other officials of the indepent Lit-
huania (“politically and socially unreliable, coenrevoliutionary elements”); 4. Catholic clergymg@the
reactionary Catholic clergy”). All these people wearrested, imprisoned, deported or killed. This wee
largest and the most important part of the crimamlvity of the LKP(b). In other spheres (e.g.amzing
forced elections, pursuing the policy of Russiatirg spiritual pressure, militant atheism, persecuof be-
lievers and the Church, tendentious justice, aamifism, etc.), the activity of the LKP(b) manifegdtthe fe-
atures of political discrimination of people thaaswalso criminal in its character.

5. The whole policy of the Communist Party in ebBsiling the Soviet regime in Lithuania was pursired
total secrecy. Not only the planned repressionacts of terror, but also elementary everyday issua®
kept secret from the society. Both public and gaevde of the individual was under surveillance.

6. Supported by the repressive bodies, the LKPEtabdished itself in the centers of Lithuania witli short
period of time (1944-1945). It took some effortebapand its power network in the country. Partord w
were sent here became the highest local politiocalgp. They were the initiators and organizers oalaep-
ressions, demonstrated brutal behaviour, anti-henamtions and immoral way of life. In 1948, theyreve
substituted by secretaries of party organizations.
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7. In the first post-war years, Moscow demanded te LKP(b) speed up Sovietization and make tlpe re
ression policy stricter. In order to intimidate aoomists of Lithuania, especially Lithuanians, im491946,
the CK of the VKP(b) adopted three decisions inalhit severely criticized the LKP(b) for inadequate
tions in Sovietizing Lithuania. In 1944-1953, thagveloped into decisions and resolutions of theBLike-
au of the LKP(b) and plenums of the CK of the LKR{lhich abounded in gross violations of humantsgh
8. In order to control the implementation of theid®ns of the CK of the VKP(b), different commizss
and inspection brigades were sent to Lithuania Were merciless to communists themselves: because o
ineffective work and lack of diligence, people wdremissed or demoted. This helped the CK of thé{
totally control the authorities of the LKP(b) anidedt them the way they wanted. Communists of latha
made all possible efforts to justify the expectasi@of Moscow. Therefore, virtually no repressiveasges
were taken against the leading Lithuanian commsinist

9. In order to strengthen the implementation cdrafathe decisions of the CK of the VKP(b), begimai
with the end of 1944, non-Lithuanians were appairge second secretaries of party committees padigti
at all levels of the LKP(b) (in 1952, 2 per centL@ghuanians held these positions). They supervisedvork
of the Lithuanian first secretaries, observed theegal political situation over the territory undeeir con-
trol, shaped the policy of the cadre. The institutof second secretaries was one of the majondidieatu-
res of the political control and supervision ofdbcommunists by the CK of the VKP(b) in the postrit-
huania.

10. Alongside the whole Soviet political systeng Btalinist policy of the cadre was establishediihua-
nia. It was the practice of the formation of thetpaomenclature that in a short period of timepleel the
Communist Party expand and reinforce its contr@rall state, economic, cultural and other ingting. Pe-
ople belonging to the nomenclature, the leadingqrarel and specialists of party and Soviet admmatise
institutions of the LSSR, constituted a priviledager of the functionaries of Lithuania, the compos of
which was unopenly regulated by the CK of the VRR{bd the CK of the LKP(b). In 1946 the formed part
nomenclature alongside the repressive bodies bettamaain pillar of the Soviet regime in Lithuania.

In 1952, nomenclature positions in Lithuania tetl42,000. Half of those holding nomenclature fass
were non-Lithuanians, mainly people of differentior@alities of the SSRS, who had acquired Rusdititu-a
des and who had been sent by the CK of the VKP(b).

The policy of the cadre based on the reliabilitypdlitical and professional” qualities of employewas an-
ti-democratic, anti-national, discriminatory andnal (in case employees were imprisoned becatipe-o
litical unreliability). Those belonging to the nonwtature in party committees used to be assignéaet@o-
sitions or dismissed from them in secret, the spdeing unaware of that. Having acquired a nonsnoce
post, a person was forced to carry out all parsyructions. 11. The process of the formation ofrtbmenc-
lature was followed by gross violations of humaghts. The CK of the VKP(b) and the CK of the LKP(b)
organized mass campaigns of dismissing people,lynkithuanians, from work for political consideratis.
They were dismissed from their positions, interaibnprevented from getting employment elsewhenesa
ted, interrogated and, fairly often, imprisoned18%5, 7,128 employees were dismissed from differesti-
tutions, including 4,000 for political consideratg) in 1946, 6,639 and 2,535 people were dismissgakec-
tively. According to the data of the repressiveibedduring the entire post-war period (1944-196367
employees were arrested, though the greatest nundrerarrested during the period of the cleansiripe

cadre: 5,190 persons within the period of 1945-1947
At court, it was impossible to defend one’s worhts or oneself from political persecution, becgusges
were also on the nomenclature lists and execugedihof the local party committee.

12. The key body of the apparatus of the CK ofltk@(b) was the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) that deat n
only with repressive issues (e.g. how to annihitateresistance or deport people), but also madisidas
on many economic, social and other problems ofathrainistration of the LSSR. At the Bureau, thergeve
quite a few Lithuanian communists with Stalinisews: A.Sniékus, V.Niunka. K.PreikSas, G.Zimanas,
J.Bartadinas. J.Paleckis and M.Gedvilas were slightly mooel@nate in their views. Members of the Bureau
were particularly intolerant towards those thinkaiferently. Especially radical in their views veenewco-
mers from the SSRS: second secretaries of the GKedfKP(b), ministers of State Security, the Fdgpu-
ty Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the LSSRPisarev, who held this post for many years, etc.
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Though political decisions were taken in Moscove #mtire political responsibility for the conseqces of
the Soviet occupation in the post-war Lithuanidee®n their executors, i.e. members of the Bureau.

13. The First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) &ms Snigkus was the creator of the Soviet system, the
main Lithuanian collaborationist, a loyal vicegedrehMoscow in Lithuania. Having firm belief in thdeals
of communism and being a person brought up by thisH&vik Party, throughout his whole life he reneain
faithful to the traditions of Marxist dogmatismbexdience, intolerance of the opposite opinion. 9441
1953, his name was associated with the forced 8p&imn and Russianization of Lithuania, orgariaaof
fighting against the national underground, mas®dapons and imprisonments of innocent peoplesgmr-
tion of the Catholic Church and those thinking eliéntly, and destruction of the national cultures tports
at party conferences and his personal signaturesisaing the implementation of the repressive gpotesti-

fy to that. For his obedience and consistent exacudf the political course of the CK of the VKP(b)the
post-war period he was awarded six orders. Afterddmise of Stalin, taking into account the pditicon-
juncture, A. Snigkus tended to change; he even started to consideome extent, the interests of Lithuania,
though he always remained faithful to the ideaBathevism.

14. One of the main pillars of the communist regimehe SSRS was the repressive bodies (the NKVD-
MVD, the NKGB-MGB, the Prosecutor’s Office, spec@urts). In the post-war Lithuania, while perfor-
ming the mission of the CK of the VKP(b) and cehtepressive agencies of the SSRS, these bodirsdjai
significant political influence, because, in fatte existence of the Soviet power and the Commuasdly in
particular depended on their activity, i.e. on tlag-to-day fighting against the resistance of tituanian
nation.

Similarly to the entire Stalinist SSRS, where thpressive bodies were formally subordinated topémy,
i.e. the VKP(b), in Lithuania, the LKP(b) actuatlyd not command these institutions administrativaliye
CK of the LKP(b) had no political power to subjéicé whole repressive apparatus to itself, althaugas
striving for that throughout the entire post-waripé. All these bodies were under the direct comuinah
central agencies of the SSRS. There were pragticallLithuanians, because they were not trusted. at-
horities of the LKP(b) made a lot of effort to extietheir influence and include more Lithuanianghase
institutions, to form Lithuanian military-repressiunits; however, Moscow tried to solve the probtsrthe
armed resistance by its military-repressive powene leaving the obedient Lithuanians the meretion

of institutionalizing the communist regime. Althduthe CK Bureau of the LKP(b) adopted many anttipar
san decisions, the LKP(b) command over the repre$sidies was largely party-ideological in its ccaer.

15. The decisions of the CK Bureau of the LKP (I #re Plenums of the CK obligated the repressivkdso
to pursue the common policy of the reinforcemerthefSoviet regime and state terror. However, thinout
the entire post-war period, there was constantpicke between the LKP(b) and State Security persiann
regard to means and methods of faster Sovietizatidrthuania and breaking down of the resistafidee
two institutions used to exchange criticizing legten which party members and State Security persiosc-
cused the opposite side of different “violationsdncessions to “people’s enemies”, drinking, logtimur-
dering, etc. Heads of the repressive bodies oftanst openly ignored party committees, not alwaysred
operational information about the underground anpkd repressive actions with communists and behave
insolently. Talks spread among State Security persiothat one of the reasons of the prolonged ifight
against the underground was the fact that the atigsof the VKP(b) were too tolerant towards “thatio-
nalists”, and some Lithuanian communists were tledves nationalistically disposed (e.g. J.Palecasplo-
yees of the Presidium apparatus of the SupremeeBokithe LSSR). On the other hand, the leadethef
LKP(b) used to out the blame for all failures irpptessing the resistance on the repressive batieased
them of gross violations of “the socialist justidatrests of defenceless innocent people, killipgsdering,
drinking, etc.) and keeping aloof from active figigt against partisans. The disobedience of Stateir8y
personnel to the party caused the greatest indamat

In fact, in initiating and executing repressionsLithuania there existed political competition beem the
LKP(b) and the State Cecurity.

Nevertheless, disagreements between the LKP(b)tamdepressive bodies were insignificant. All ifwsti
tions of the occupation administration were dirddtem Moscow and performed the same work thatavas
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sastrous to the Lithuanian nation. Besides, disageats also used to occur over the superiorityoofep or
personal ambitions (the relations between A. Saig and D.Jefimov, P.Kapralov, I.Tkachenko wererpoo
16. The communist regime was immoral, because migtardinary citizens, but also high-ranking oféits
of the state — ideological communists, collaborasits — used to be shadowed. Compromising matesials
them were secretly collected and cases were forfeellargest campaign of political distrust wad 50—
1953.

17. In 1944, the leading positions in control ancal power institutions of the occupation admiristm of
the LSSR were assigned not to the invaders, btihédformer citizens of Lithuania, mainly communjsts
who, because of their ideological beliefs, careeseaif-seeking interests, supported the Soviet kinidhey
voluntarily cooperated with the invaders and hael gldministrative mandate of the authorities to ocalmp
their countrymen to obey Moscow'’s instructions.tiddt time, Lithuanian communists were against tiue4
pendent Lithuania and for the unified and indivisitsoviet Union. A.Snigkus, M.Gedvilas, J.Paleckis,
A.Guzevtius, V.Niunka, K.PreikSas and many other famousroamists became the most important execu-
tors of Moscow’s political and ideological direai and organizers of repressions. They did noindetiee
interests of Lithuania but those of the SSRSthe.invaders; therefore, their activity is estintsés criminal
cooperation, assistance and collaborationism.

2. The Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b)

1. The Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of the VKP(b) (fovember 1944-24 March 1947) was a political bo-
dy of the SSRS in Lithuania, the highest institataf the Soviet occupation administration, in tlaadis of
which real political power was concentrated durihg first post-war years. It had unlimited authpand
was accountable only to the CK of the VKP(b). ThHeai@men of the Bureau M.Suslov and V.Shcherbakov,
the First Secretary of the CK of the LKP(b) A.Sikes and the Chairman of the Council of People’s €om
missars of the LSSR M.Gedvilas were included asmpaent members of the Bureau on the side of the Lit
huanian administration. With the help of these w#thian collaborationists, the Bureau could directiyn-
mand and control the administration of the LSSR.

2. Throughout the period of its activity, the Bureas a structural sub-division of the CK of the R(K),
sought to Sovietize Lithuania as soon as possMst important documents of that time that reguldtes

life of Lithuania were initially prepared and apped by the Bureau. All the main issues were coa@iteih
with M.Suslov and other members of the Bureau;atoee, the entire political responsibility for alttions
associated with political repressions, killingsraiocent people and other genocide acts, fullydreshe Bu-
reau as well as on the CK of the LKP(b).

3. One of the most fundamental tasks of the Buveasi to break down the resistance of the Lithuan&n
tion, to erase the aspiration for freedom and ieddpnce from the conscience of the Lithuanian fadjou.

It was during the years of the Bureau commanddhaiverage the greatest number of people weretedres
imprisoned and killed per year in the post-war uéhia. In 1944-1946, the troops of the NKVD (MVD)
murdered or killed in action 14,409, arrested 39,38d deported 9,214 Lithuanian people (mass d&port
tions were carried out later).

4. The Bureau was the political-ideological organiaf repressions and continually encouraged xpare
sion of the apparatus of the repressive bodie#teth@ublic partisan court trials, organized by Miitary
Tribunal, and the cleansing of the cadre, sanctidhe first post-war deportations, supervised forekec-
tions to the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR as wdibaed mobilization of men to the Red Army, and ilaes
initiator of Russianization of Lithuania. The Bunedemanded that heads of party and repressive $bghe
severely and mercilessly against the armed undengo

5. The Bureau failed to suppress the national teesie; nevertheless, in 1947, the Soviet politsyastem,
supported by armed force, was already functioning.ithuania. The process of Sovietization was conti
nuing.
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3. The Komsomol

1. The Lenin Young Communist League of Lithuanid@LL), a constituent part of the LYCLU, was a po-
litical body of the SSRS, an aide to the CommuR&stty and its reserve. In 1944-1953, the prinaijraicti-
ves of the LYCLL had to help the LKP(b) Sovietie tyoung people of Lithuania, fight against theengd
round and train a reserve of the future Lithuami@mmunists.

2. Lithuanian youth condemned Komsomol membersghieir participation in repressions, for the persiecu

of people thinking differently, for the contemptnational values, and considered this organizadi@n to
Lithuania. It was students and teachers that ightite Komsomol the most. Reluctance of the youtjoito
the Komsomol was one of the forms of passive r@sc# to the Soviet regime.

3. Moscow and the authorities of the LKP(b) demanidhat the ranks of the LYCLL be augmented. Komso-
mol organizations resorted to various unlawful nge@ecruitment, administration, blackmail, violenae
order to increase the number of Komsomol membgrr$963, the number of Komsomol members amounted
to 100,000. Certainly, there were Komsomol membérs joined this organization for ideological coresid
rations.

4. The LYCLL was a half-Russian organization. Il@9Lithuanians made up 51 per cent, in 1948 —ef9 p
cent, in 1953 — 63 per cent of the members. Mosh&amol functions were conducted in Russian, nedlly
documents and clerical work in offices were alsoalin Russian.

5. The Komsomol unconditionally carried out alleditives of the LKP(b) and participated in all postr
forced economic and political campaigns, repressimmd acts of terror. Komsomol members took part in
partisan extermination operations, constitutedegaiarge part of exterminators and party-Soviétiats,
were in the ranks of those who carried out deportatof the population, spied upon and reportegaidy
organizations on “people’s enemies” in instituti@msl organizations, were active executers of ecantan

ror against the peasantry and creators of the mystekolkhozes. Alongside exterminators and otlegre-
sentatives of the “activists”, they organized raitsthe country and, making threats, demandedpibaple
carry out all directives of the Soviet power.

6. In its decisions, the CK of the LKP(b) madenaille Komsomol members participate in the armedifigh
against the underground. The compulsion of Komsomebers to join armed groups and participate in
fighting against partisans might be consideredramsial activity. Most Lithuanians were enrolled ihe
Komsomol by force or by applying moral and psyclkatal pressure; therefore, quite a few of them virere
volved in the groups of exterminators or armedyp&dviet activists against their will. Thus, the ©Kthe
LKP(b) and the CK of the LYCLL succeeded in spregdenmity among part of Lithuanian young people
and involving them in the fratricidal war.

7. Moscow did not always trust the authoritieshef LYCLL. In 1945-1947, Lithuanian Komsomol offitsa
were accused of “nationalistic errors”, “loss ass vigilance”, etc. Moscow sought to intimidate Lithua-
nian part of the CK of the LYCLL by the decisiorfstloe CK of the LYCLU and continual inspectionsar

der to make it unconditionally carry out all dirgess. In 1946, the Head of the Lithuanian Komsothdla-
cevkius and his closest associates were dismissedtfrempositions. A.Raguotis, a person of radicalws,
became the new First Secretary of the CK of the LY.C

4. Suppression of the Resistance to Soviet Occupati

1. Suppression of the armed resistance in the-vpastLithuania was headed by the CK of the
VKP(b) and repressive bodies of the SSRS in Moseoaording to the directive documents of which
military operations and intelligence work was origad, the activity of party, repressive and othedibs (of
republican subordination) was coordinated localljie communist authorities of the SSRS did not
acknowledge any political concessions or comprosni$ée resistance had to be overcome by the myilitar
force of the SSRS. From the point of view of thevi8bauthorities, partisans could only capitulate,
legalize themselves. According to the data of taeSSecurity of the LSSR, in 1944-1953, 62,00&:tasce
fighters were arrested and imprisoned, 20,000 wifleel and 38,000 legalized themselves. Overal),2Q0
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people that publicly disapproved of the Soviet powefought against it suffered violence or repi@ss
According to the calculations by the historian AnuSauskas the total number of people arrested dy th
NKVD-MVD-MGB of the LSSR in 1944-1952 was about 1880 (deporties excluded). This was one of the
colossal crimes organized and executed by the ConstiBarty.

2. From 1944 to the spring of 1947, the LithuanBureau of the CK of the VKP(b) directly
commanded fighting against the underground. The(bKPerformed organizational and partially exeaaitiv
functions. From 1947 to 1953, the functions of ffaditical organization of the suppression of panis
resistance came directly under the CK of the LKP[b)1947-1949 and in 1953, the CK Bureau of the
LKP(b) adopted top secret anti-partisan documepied to the whole of Lithuania, which obligateldl a
party and repressive bodies to suppress the nesesta the Soviet power by all means: repressivitgny
operations and deportations), economic (a growimgldn of taxes for peasants, forced collectivizgtio
ideological (slandering Lithuanian resistance feghtand the Catholic Church by employing mass media
Trying to lead the fighting against the undergrautice CK of the LKP(b) organized conferences of the
heads of party and repressive bodies. In ordeigtd figainst partisans, special top secret pagpyessive
bodies were established: "the threes” in ruralrititt and “the fives” in counties.

3. In fighting against the underground, the LKR{igde great efforts to cause enmity among the Litiama
nation. The LKP(b) established special Lithuaniaarty and armed bodies and commanded them —
exterminator platoons (“people’s defenders”), arrgezlips of party-Soviet activists.

4. The most important method of the LKP(b) in figlgt against the underground was not armed force (it
belonged to the repressive bodies subordinateddschv), but anti-humane measures: political blackma
and the organization of deportations and imprisartnfkidnapping hostages) of the members of partisan
families and relatives that did not commit any @snagainst the occupation authorities as well as
confiscation of their property. These people (reprgatives of all social layers of Lithuania) mage a
separate political category of persons to be defoithis contradicted the theory of class strugiglelared

by communists. According to the data of the MGBh&f LSSR, in 1944-1953, 12,259 of these persons wer
arrested, and 7,499 families were deported.

5. From 1950 (except 1953), the CK of the LKP(la) niot prepare anti-partisan decisions to be appii¢de
whole of Lithuania, but paid special attention pedafic districts where resistance fighters were thost
active.

5. Deportations

1. One of the most important crimes of the CommuBRirty was deportations, that is, forced and mass
displacement of people from their permanent pladeesidence to the farthest northern and easegioms

of the SSRS. The purpose of deportations was t@verthe most active, rational opposition groupshef
population and entire social layers, to appropreaid take possession of their property, to intingdae
Lithuanian nation and to suppress any resistancieooccupation regime. By mass deportations of the
population, the Communist Party sought dual purgos® annihilate the social base of the supporérs
resistance fighters and to liquidate strong farmeafled the kulaks, that were independent of theie$
power, and thus prepare the Lithuanian countrydared collectivization.

According to the data of the MGB-KGB of the LSSR 10945-1953, 108,000 people or 29,230 families were
deported from Lithuania. The accurate number ofdygorted people will be determined after the naste

of the deportees are announced.

2. Deportations in Lithuania were executed on thgdof the directives and instructions of the biglparty
and State bodies of the SSRS (the CK of the VKR{i®,Council of Ministers of the SSRS, the NKVD-
MGB of the SSRS and the Extraordinary Conferendb®NKVD-MGB of the SSRS). These administrative
bodies of the LSSR were appointed to organize ardy out deportations: the CK of the LKP(b), the
Council of Ministers of the LSSR, the NKVD-NKGB-MG#f the LSSR and their local sub-units. In 1945-
1948, deportations were carried out under direstrirctions from Moscow, but from 1949 till 1953, a
republican procedure for the approval of the divest came into being. This procedure had to be firs
approbated by the CK of the LKP(b). On the eveegattations, the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) would adop
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special top secret decisions and instructions enotiganization of deportations and appropriatibithe
property of the deported people.

3. The most important deportation documents prepard.ithuania were signed by the best-known leader
of the LKP(b): A.Sniékus, M.Gedvilas and K.PreikSas, who was temporatillgstituting him. At various
party meetings, seeking to raise the fighting spifihis associates, A.Swieus tried to justify deportations
by the necessity of “the class struggle” and urgechake repressions in fighting with “the classraigs”

still stricter.

4. The CK Bureau of the LKP(b) assigned each coarggecial commissioner of the CK of the LKP(b) and
the Council of People’s Commissars (the CouncMafisters) for the execution of deportations. Qéls of

the administration of the LSSR holding the highestnenclature posts headed a group of commissioners
from 4-5 counties. These commissioners (over 58guex have been identified) would become the highest
local power during deportations, and heads of lo8tte Security bodies had to obey them. The
commissioners were assisted by local party bodfesnsomol organizations, exterminators and armed
groups of party-Soviet activists.

5. After each deportation, at propagandistic mestiof the population driven there by force, the GKhe
LKP(b) and local party leaders, while trying to ceal their criminal activity, attempted to proveatth
deportations were necessary. In their reports ghdri authorities they openly lied that the popaolati
supported deportations.

6. The general order of deportations was not aggbeclose relatives of managing officials of theviet
power.

6. Forced Elections

1. All elections to all levels of Soviets organizeg the Communist Party in the Soviet Union weneéd,
anti-democratic, fictitious, discriminatory andrarnal. Forced elections to the Supreme Soviet efSBRS

in 1946, to the Supreme Soviet of the LSSR in 18d4d to local Soviets in 1948 formally completed the
stage of Sovietization of Lithuania.

2. Elections could be arranged only by the ComstuRarty. People who agitated to vote against
communists or those who did not vote at all wenesatered enemies of the Soviet system. They suffere
could suffer repressions and used to become tanféte persecution by State Security personnel.

3. The Communist Party was concerned with theessii political reliability of deputies; not a slag
citizen could become a deputy without the consétite@party committee.

4. Not all people were equal according to the &olaws, certain categories of people were in
advance not included into the lists of voters. 343, 300,000 people were debarred from voting.

5. The main attribute of the communist electionasswalsification of election results. Nobody
controlled them because there were no politicalooppts or public observers. The authorities of LP(
assessed the work of party organizations accoringlection results. At the end of the election,dag
remaining ballots would be put into the ballot b@x&hus, the desired result reaching 99-100 per wessd
to be achieved.

6. All post-war elections were held under condiiaf armed struggle, political pressure and terror
Ordinary people of Lithuania faced threats of tbenmunist power, demonstration of Soviet militaryct®
and actions of repressive bodies. On the other ,htdm®y were constantly urged by partisans to bdycot
elections. No results of elections held under suaiditions could be true.

7. Russianization

1. Throughout the period of its activity, the Conmst Party of the Soviet Union (the RKP(b), the (KR

the SSKP) followed the ideology of Marxism-Leninismd Russian super-state chauvinism. Nations living
within the SSRS had to be gradually assimilated.1938, learning of the Russian language became
mandatory throughout the SSRS. After the war, rtbigiirement was transferred to the education sysfem
Lithuania. The Communist party designated Russ#ioz as “the proletarian internationalism”: altioas
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in the SSRS are equal, but the “most equal” ofsahe Russian nation, rendering altruistic asstsao the
others.

2. Russianization became a constituent part of Sbaalist cultural revolution”, though it was noade
legitimate by any documents or decisions. Russéioizz in Lithuania was conducted according to & iad

in several directions: through the policy of thelreg by employing educational, scientific and awatu
institutions and the Soviet Army. The most impotthatbeds of Russianization in Lithuania were thé¢ C
apparatus of the LKP(b) (particularly the DivisiohAgitation and Propaganda), the Glavlit, the esgive
bodies, the Republican Military Commissariat, agesic enterprises and organizations of Union
subordination.

3. The most active policy of Russianization wasriedrout in the area of the cadre. Lithuanians were
replaced by Russian-speaking personnel (during pibst-war years, about 130,000 persons came to
Lithuania) on the basis of inadequate qualificat@fnemployees or accusing them of nationalism. The
newcomers used to hold leading positions and waldd become deputies of Lithuanian leaders. In 1951
out of 2,500 leading personnel of the LSSR, 54ceet were Lithuanians. Lithuanians made up aboyies0
cent in district power institutions and 41 per centities. The LKP(b) and repressive bodies, idoig the
Prosecutor’s Office, were Russianized the most.

4. In 1944 and 1945, the CK Bureau of the LKP(bpedd several decisions regarding the Lithuanian
language, which was a must for the newcomers. Hewehese decisions were formal. Those speaking
Russian did not study the language, and Lithuaotanmunists, with the exception of several, did naige
this problem until the demise of Stalin either tgiag or fearing to be accused of nationalism. The
authorities of the LKP(b) officially approved of diriavourably estimated all decisions of the Krenitin
reference to the establishment of the Russian kEgein Lithuania.

5. The results of the ten-year-long Russianizatvene obvious. Russian encroached upon the pubiofi
Lithuania not only as the clerical language, bsbas the common and the second “native” langudgst
young and middle-aged people could speak Russiantfly or nearly fluently and could write in it. Bsian
established itself in most power institutions gbublican subordination (in Vilnius and Klgiga in almost

all institutions); information notices and adveztizents in cities and in some other places were ottt
only in Russian, central streets in many citiesem&named after Russian functionaries, monuments we
erected in their honour, etc.

8. Anti-Semitism

1. After WWII, the Communist Party of the Sovietitim implemented the state policy of anti-Semitigxa.
early as the first post-war years, the politicaélof the CK of the VKP(b) started to be discemtilhd restrict
the possibility for Jews to work in party or SovpEiwer bodies or eliminate this possibility altdggt The
Chairman of the Lithuanian Bureau of the CK of Y€P(b), later the Secretary of the CK of the SSKP f
ideological issues M.Suslov always followed Stalirand anti-Jewish attitudes. At the end of the H@s
VKP(b) began to instigate political and ideologieali-Semitic campaigns and resorted to repressiomis-
Semitism was officially designated as fighting agai“Zionism”, “cosmopolitism” and “Masonry”. Jews
were incriminated with non-existant crimes, nobwa#d to hold leading posts, dismissed from woriedtr
and imprisoned, and some of them even killed. Hawet was not the racist policy of the extermioatof
Jews. The authorities of the VKP(b) tried to ob&inh from state governing institutions and activbliguife.
Persecution and repression of Jews went on thraighe SSRS and in communist countries of Eastern
Europe. In the post-war Lithuania, Jews were fatbidto have their schools, press, they were petese:dor
their religion, synagogues were closed, cemetavie® destroyed, etc. In 1949, the Museum of jews wa
liquidated. In 1952, the monument to the victimghef Holocaust in Paneriai was pulled down, andgbee

of the Holocaust was being ignored altogether.

2. After the war, due to the Holocaust and othasoas, few Jews remained in Lithuania. Their comtypun
was supplemented by Jews coming from the SSRS%6,1about 10,000 Jews lived in Lithuania). They
worked in various institutions, some of them heighhpositions in the administration institutions tbie
LSSR and repressive bodies. The latter, as partybaes participating in repressions against Lithaasi
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people of other nationalities and even Jews tharasgWwere functionaries of the Soviet Lithuania, oot of
Jews. In fact, these Soviet officials did not paptte in the life of Jews and did not represeeirth

3. In Lithuania, the anti-Semitic policy was catrieut by the CK of the LKP(b) and the MGB of theSF&
LKP leaders tried to prove that some Jews consljicc@ammitted acts of sabotage, that is, hindered th
establishment of socialism. At CK plenums and otbeaty meetings, party apparatus laid politicalugids

for anti-Semitism. However, it did not resort toge-scale political repressions. It was the MGBhef LSSR
that tried to make this issue urgent. State Segcpdtsonnel, trying to exaggerate the issue of@atnitism
and make it more urgent, used to inform the autiesriof the LKP(b) of the discontent of “the Soviet
people” with the “sabotage activity of Jews”. Itsuaostly extracts from the letters confiscatedheyMGB

as well as anti-Semitic conversations of the pdmrarecorded by intelligence agents. State Securit
personnel began to suspect and persecute evenhJewrsmunists, loyal supporters of the Soviet power.
Thus, the MGB tried to prove that Jews were pdlltjcunreliable and the LKP(b) had to take measures
against them justifying the political necessityapress Jews.

4. The greatest political repercussions were cahgebe “killer doctors” case in 1953. The authestof the
MGB of the LSSR, following in Moscow'’s footstepdsa@ tried to prove that the health care system was
“contaminated with hostile elements”, mostly Jewke case of “killer doctors” caused great moral and
spiritual damage to Lithuanian Jews.

5. In the post-war Lithuania, anti-Semitic phenometid not acquire the scope of those in Moscow and
Leningrad. The moderate attitudes of the Lithuateaders of the LKP(b), particularly that of A.Sfkas, to

the issue of anti-Semitism had a great influencéhan In 1953, the new authorities of the SSRSaouend

to the open persecution of Jews, though eventladee were cases of discrimination of Jews.

9. Soviet Law and Order

1. The Law in the Soviet Union nearly always detghthe interests of the Communist State but nctetlod
the citizen. Any criticism of the Communist Party the Soviet power (the communist regime) was
forbidden. The party controlled courts and the Ecasor's Office. All judges and prosecutors belahge
the party nomenclature, their work was discusseldeasittings of party committees.

2. In the post-war Lithuania, the system of law armdker had two key functions: it assisted in supgirey the
resistance to the Soviet occupation and reinfotbedcommunist regime (the totalitarian state). mgkiis
into consideration, in 1944-1953, two categoriesafrts functioned in Lithuania: special and common

3. Special courts were the repressive bodies 068RS in Lithuania, that is, the Extraordinary @oehce
at the NKVD(MVD) of the SSRS, the Military Tribunaf the NKVD(MVD) troops of the LSSR and the
Transport Courts of the SSRS. Administratively,ytinere directly subordinated to Moscow, heard nyostl
political cases, tried Lithuanian resistance fightelergymen, adopted decisions on the deportatfahe
population, etc., and in fact were among the nmogbirtant tools for suppressing resistance. Accarthrthe
data of 1954 by the KGB of the LSSR, in 1944-136dse courts convicted 34,012 persons (accordititeto
calculations of Lithuanian historians — about 48)0fr “counter-revolutionary crimes”. All other s@s
were heard and judged by common courts, the seecdfpeople’s courts” of counties, cities and their
districts, and to their higher institution, thattise Supreme Court of the LSSR.

4. The CK apparatus of the LKP(b) maintained vdoge relations with special courts, the leadingcatfs

of which belonged to the nomenclature of the CKhef LKP(b) (there were almost no Lithuanians irsthe
courts). They sent A.Snikus information reports about convicted resistarfgghters, arranged
demonstration trials of partisans. The authoribéshe LKP(b) had no major reproaches for the wofk
these courts; in fact, they approved of all suggestsubmitted by them and only urged them to gean
more open trials. Repressive bodies did not talkatginterest in these courts, because they quit of
discredited the repression policy of the Soviet @oand disclosed crimes committed by it. Becausgioh
failures, heads of special courts critically assdshe propaganda work of the LKP(b), its inabitibywin
over “poor and middle-class” peasants, who cortstitihe greatest part of resistance fighters. Thesds,
particularly the Military Tribunal, encouraged ktiitronger reinforcement of repressions, criticizbe
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Ministry of Justice of the LSSR and the work of dswsubordinated to it for apolitical attitudesstdition of
“the class line”, occurrences of impartiality inetlwwvork of courts, their “contamination” with pot#lly
unreliable personnel, etc.

5. Common courts, that is, “people’s” courts ofedt their districts and counties, and the Supr@mert of

the LSSR were directly subordinated to the CK ef tiKP(b) and local city and county party committess
well as to the Ministry of Justice of the LSSR. $deourts mostly heard administrative and crimaaales
that had to reinforce the communist regime. Ther&up Court of the LSSR that was entrusted with a
relatively small number of political cases was &oeption. In 1944-1954, this court convicted 2,p88sons

for “crimes against the State”. During cadre cl@ag€ampaigns, the CK of the LKP(b), particularbuaty
party committees, accused court employees of begpogjtical and judges of being politically unreliaand
ingratiating themselves with “the kulaks”. The ngwalppointed judges had to be of communist views and
merciless to class enemies, particularly to welllpgfasants (“the kulaks”).

6. Common courts became repressive bodies of theoedc terror policy executed by the Communist yPart
against the country of Lithuania. In 1944-1953, ,80% persons were punished for not paying landstaxel
33,019 people—for not carrying out forced labowl produce deliveries to the state. The CK of thé>(
demanded that courts follow “the class line”; there, the severity of the punishment had to depEnthe
social origin and the status of the person undetrihl.

7. The Communist Party controlled the work of thesecutor’'s Office. All prosecutors belonged to the
nomenclature of the CK of the LKP(b). Two categerd prosecutor’'s offices operated in the post-war
Lithuania: 1. the Prosecutor's Office of the LSSRectly responsible to the CK of the LKP(b) and the
Prosecutor’'s Office of the SSRS; 2. the Militaryogcutor’'s Office of the NKVD(MVD) troops of the
LSSR and the Prosecutor’'s Office of the Railwayshaf Western Region directly accountable to central
agencies in Moscow. All these prosecutor’s officas,repressive institutions, sanctioned genociderec
and political repressions of the Lithuanian popalat

10. Spiritual Pressure

1. Through the apparatus of its power, particultrtough party bodies, the Soviet Union controlled
culture and the spiritual life of the Lithuaniarcedy and persecuted those thinking differentlyngsilrastic
measures. The alien communist ideology of Marxisnihism and mandatory materialistic view of the
world were imposed on the population of Lithuaribe intelligentsia of Lithuania were forced to &l the
communist ideology, praise the advantages of theeSeystem, the exclusiveness of the Russian mait®
extraordinary mission in the world and LithuanidaeTcommunist ideology defended the imperial potity
the SSRS and treated the national culture as an plhenomenon for the interests of socialism. I wa
declared that culture must be “national in its fdyat socialist in its contents”. It had to reinferthe Soviet
regime.

2. In 1944-1953, the achievements of Lithuaniainitapl culture and historic heritage were being
destroyed or transformed into the system of cultuadues of the totalitarian state and communisiety.
Creators of Lithuanian professional culture wenmeéd to obey the Soviet regime and the ideologiczhte;
therefore, their creations did not reflect the syl life of the Lithuanian nation or the trageté of the post-
war people. Creative work was turned into an appgadf the policy of the Communist Party, an imgam
of the ideological brainwashing of the society. Adistrative and instructive methods of the commahthe
LKP(b), dissociation from the achievements of adtand science of the world as well as from thénat
origins impeded the development of the nationalucaland science in Lithuania, eliminated the puoktsi
of attaching the meaning to universal human values.

3. The policy of the VKP(b), directed against flostering of Lithuanian national traditions and
knowledge of the culture of the world, was callede” cultural revolution”. Its objective was to Setize,
Russianize and ideologize spiritual life of peogabdue national and religious awareness and litisél
Bolshevik ideology of intolerance of universal vaduof the mankind. The Communist Party considdned t
Lithuanian nation culturally backward, religiousdasuperstitious.
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4. All areas of culture and education in Lithuaniare controlled and strictly administered by the
apparatus of the CK the LKP(b), which was assibtedtate institutions managing certain spheresubifie.

The Directorate of Art Affairs was in charge of ters, artists, composers and theatre personnel, the
Committee of Cultural and Educational Institutiomas responsible for libraries, museums and culture
centers, the Ministry of Education supervised sthowhereas they all were under the control of the
Division of Culture and Science and the DivisionAgfitation and Propaganda of the CK of the LKP(bgT
local communists of the CK apparatus of the LKPHKiPreik3as, V.Niunka, G.Zimanas, J.ZiugZda,
A.Venclova had a great influence on the activityhase divisions.

5. Most Lithuanian intellectuals did not urge foealy oppose the Soviet occupation, almost did not
participate in the illegal underground activity (fwthe exception of teachers), though they didghatify or
support the communist power, either. Therefore,yhadficials who were sent from Moscow did not triise
intelligentsia and wanted to get rid of them allbwéver, the official attitude of the Communist Rart
(A.Snieckus, M.Suslov, M.Gedvilas) was that “the old ingg#htsia must be reformed and employed in
establishing socialism”. It was necessary that fasngeople approve of the Soviet power by makindipub
statements and ordinary teachers express this\sigtoring their lessons.

6. In order to discuss “the education” of the Lahian nation, the LKP(b) used to organize different
congresses and conferences of intellectuals, sgeisecretly (with the help of State Security parsel)
find out their political attitudes. Later, in spaciplenums of the CK of the LKP(b), famous Lithuami
people used to be condemned.

7. The reformation of the intelligentsia, whichsa@ganized by the LKP(b), was carried out together
with the repressions executed by the NKVD-MGB of thiSSR. In 1944-1953, 1,651 representatives of
creative and scientific intelligentsia were arrdsteost of them were deported or imprisoned; tlvesee
also persons who were killed or otherwise punistfedong men of letters alone, 91 were repressed (in
1940-1953). In many cases, the CK of the LKP(b)yaypgd of the imprisonment of intellectuals. J.Phigc
made attempts to save some intellectuals and defemain aspects of Lithuanian history and marefiests
of national culture as well as the use of the lathian language.

8. The Communist Party controlled each printeddvésssisted by the Glavlit, the CK of the LKP(b)
organized “the cleansing” of all libraries of Litwia. Library stocks related to the time of theeppendent
Lithuania and the achievements of the nationaluceltwere being destroyed. Those who concealed the
literature to be confiscated were charged with seaecusations. In 1944-1951, more than 600,008%00
were withdrawn from libraries; few of them werenséerred to special stocks, while the rest werérosd.
Literature published in the years of the Germarupation (3,7 min books) was destroyed too.

9. The CK of the LKP(b) organized campaigns fostd®/ing monuments erected during the years of
independence. In total, during the Soviet periodinty in the Stalinist years, 526 monuments, scus and
fine architecture works were destroyed, desecratadkevastated. The monument of the Three Crodses, t
frontal sculptures of Vilnius Cathedral, etc. wé@barously demolished. In the places of the tawrd
monuments or in other sites, memorials to the niastous representatives of the Russian nation or
distinguished Soviet statesmen or leaders wereegtec

10. The education system of Lithuania creatednduthe period of independence was completely
destroyed, and comprehensive schools were turriechotbeds of propagation of the communist ideology
To prevent the occurrence of persons opposingdgiene among future intellectuals, candidates tdnérig
schools were selected by special admissions bedrith were under the control of local party comegs.

11. Lithuanians suffered great moral harm whenGhkeof the LKP(b) banned the old Lithuanian
anthem “the National Hymn” by V.Kudirka. Singing iblbecame politically intolerable, legal chargesiid
be brought against people for that (accusing thEcownter-revolutionary agitation”). In 1950, th& ©f the
LKP(b) approved a new anthem of the LSSR. Wordsifglng the Russian nation, V.Lenin and J.Stalin
sounded in it.
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11. The Forced Campaign for Signing the Letter to Btalin in 1945

1. In the summer of 1945, Lithuania boycotted tlaenpaign for signing the letter of gratitude of the
Lithuanian nation to J.Stalin, which was organibgdhe CK of the LKP(b). The Communist Party, assis
by exterminators, members of the Komsomol and pactivists, resorted to forcible measures to make a
least the majority of the population sign the letReople avoided that.

2. 0n 11 July 1945, being aware of the politicéufa of Lithuanian communists, the Commissionetof
NKVD-NKGB of the SSRS in Lithuania Gen. |.Tkachentalered his subordinates to arrest everyone who
would hinder signing the letter. The number of peogho suffered for that is not known, but later,
collecting of signatures was more successful.

3. In the course of this action, disagreements éetvthe repressive bodies and the authoritieseof KiP(b)
came to light. In their address to Stalin, . Tkadte and others accused the CK of the LKP(b) ancetow
party bodies for their inactivity. Taking this inb@nsideration, in conjunction with the repressaapparatus,
the CK of the LKP(b) took various measures to iaseethe number of those who would sign.

4. According to the official data of the Soviet pawout of almost 1.5 min of the Lithuanian popigiat
having the right to vote, 640,875 people signed létter to Stalin (the data have not been verifieg)
exerting psychological, moral and physical presgareests).

12. Repressive Policy against the Lithuanian Cathia Church

1. One of the main spiritual opposition forces bé tLithuanian nation resisting Sovietization was th
Lithuanian Catholic Church. The communist poweroresl to brutal violence against clergymen and
believers. During the post-war years, the auttewitried to eliminate the Church from public lifieterfered

in the internal affairs of religious communitiesdaontrolled them. The communist power did not
acknowledge any prerogative of the Vatican witharegto the issues of the ruling and hierarchy & th
Lithuanian Catholic Church. The most important exattof the Church used to be discussed at the mgseti
of the CK Bureau of the LKP(b) or its divisionswasll as at the Commissioner’s of the CARC, whergwa
of damaging the Church or permission to priestsite different clerical positions were discussed.

2. With the help of the institution of the Commasser of the CARC and repressive bodies, the CKhef t
LKP(b) adopted several political decisions directaghinst the Church, which later enabled the above-
mentioned institutions to pursue the policy of nmtlation, blackmail, physical violence and repressi
against the clergy. The property of the Church wasionalized, teaching of religion at schools and
cathechization of groups of children were banneakssicelebration of religious holidays was made mahi

In 1946, a forced registration of religious comnti@si and priests started. The clergy were accused o
cooperation with the underground; therefore, inansi-partisan decisions, the CK of the LKP(b) gated
repressive bodies “to put an end to their hostieviy”. In 1944-1953, 362 priests and 4 bishopsrav
imprisoned (two of the bishops perished). About I3@irches and all monasteries were closed down
(approximately 14,000 monks were dismissed) ang Balunas Theological Seminary was left, which was
constantly persecuted.

3. During the post-war years, the Catholic Chunestaned considerably greater pressure of the aitlaun
communists than it was required by Moscow. Duehtdxcessive assiduity of the LKP(b), its activitgs
later called “the leftist deviation”. A.Snikus and other communists were criticized for thalVioscow, but
they never admitted their crimes (the so-calleddies”).

4. The main initiators and organizers of the regmsagainst the Church in Lithuania were the comisis
A.Snietkus, M.Gedvilas, K.PreikSas, B.PuSinis and allitbads of the NKVD-NKGB-MGB of the LSSR.



General conclusions

The crimes of the communist regime in Lithuania 1844-1953 were predetermined by the
totalitarian nature of the communist State of tlwi& Union and the anti-Lithuanian policy of thevgt
occupation executed by Moscow as well as its carssees. Seeking to retain Lithuania within the 8bvi
Union by force, the communist regime prohibited fileedom of the world view, continually grossly lated
elementary human rights and freedoms, executedr@imolicy of state terror, war crimes, repressicend
the extermination of the Lithuanian nation that wadact, equal to genocide.

All most important political judgements in refecento the extermination of the Lithuanian people
and repression used to be made by the authoritiéiseoCommunist Party in Moscow. In Lithuania, all
occupation bodies of the administration power appdoof them and would adopt corresponding decisions
The Lithuanian Communist Party (the authorities #iredstructural parts of the party: the Central Guttee
of the LKP(b), county, city and rural district contr@es of the LKP(b), secretaries and partorgs astyp
committees and party organizations) became thararsprganizer and executioner of criminal actjiyit
involved functionaries of the Soviet apparatus guitie a few young people, that had been forceditothe
Komsomol, into the criminal activity.

All activity of the Communist Party was based ¢w tStalinist theory of the intensifying class
struggle. At ideological communist functions, oreial group of the population would be opposed to
another, attempts would be made to prove that tloegst part of the population was the most progress
social layer, national discord was instigated btifiailly extolling the Russian nation. The LKP(b)
ideologically based, justified and even encourage@rmination of part of the Lithuanian nation @ople
thinking differently in regard to politics. Commauhiterror and political repressions affected abimlf a
million of Lithuanian people.

In 1944-1953, the LKP(b) and its territorial subitu— the Communist Party of Lithuania (the
Bolsheviks) were, in fact, an organization of poét criminals, that, secretly from the societyanhed and
executed crimes against humanity, the Lithuaniaionand the statehood. The Communist Party (thE)LK
never publicly assessed its past or admitted thematted crimes.
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