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Introduction

The period of World War Il and Lithuania's occupatiby Nazi Germany in 1941-1944
has been scarcely researched and objectively assbgshistorians. More than fifty years of the
Soviet occupation left major gaps in the reseafdhistory and a number of suppressed, unsettled
important issues in the knowledge of the past:iaatisources were not accessible to researchers,
research into certain topics was simply prohibitbitorical research was to a great extent
ideologised and politicised. Judgements about #s¢, pleep-rooted myths and stereotypes created
in the historiography of the Soviet period affédet public conscience (including that of historians)
up to now.

The most painful heritage of the war and Nazi oetign regime in Lithuania is, first and
foremost, the tragedy of the Jewish citizens ohuidtnia, the atrocious historical phenomenon
difficult to perceive by common sense, i.e. the ddaust and its consequences: slaughtering of
approximately 200 thousand of Lithuanian Jews. 8ieptep, though with difficulty, Lithuania is
attempting to trace the history of the Holocaust emcomprehend the tragedy of the past.

The historical heritage of the war and the Naziupetion embraces more than the
Holocaust and its consequences; it also includes riépressive operations against other
nationalities of Lithuania, their killing and los3hough incomparable in their scope and
consequences to the Holocaust, these ways of spnedoo, call for in-depth research into the
complex and contradictory historical processes, npheena, circumstances and facts that
underpinned these historical acts. As distinct fthmhistory of the Holocaust in Lithuania, issues
and problems related to the repression againstlewish nationals of Lithuania attract almost no
international (foreign) attention of historians angto the present, remain an "unconquered past".

The purpose of the present research was to andigsepressive policies pursued by the
German occupational regime with respect to nonslewopulation of Lithuania and to overview
their consequences. It goes without saying thativision of the Lithuanian population into Jews
and other people (non-Jews) can be only conditjoimaimal, made to facilitate the historical
research, to identify historical developments ia geriod of the Nazi occupation and their main
consistent patterns. The division has to take atmount that Jews were the only people who were
recklessly murdered just because they were Jeeseftire, deaths of thousands of Jewish citizens

of Lithuania must not be forgotten when discussaangomparatively small number of murdered



non-Jewish people. With the above-mentioned stinatif historiography in mind, the author of
this research, first of all, aimed at providingengric overview of the opinions prevailing among
Soviet historians, researchers of the Lithuanianggmcommunity and independent Lithuania
about the consequences of the Nazi occupation dsaweat defining the tendencies in the
development of historiography problems. Based oa thaterial stored in the archives of
Lithuania, the work attempts to reveal the caupescedure and processes of repressive actions
perpetrated by Nazi occupiers and their collabosatto present relevant factography data, to
distinguish categories of repressive operationstaed victims as well as to give approximate
figures reflecting the total scope of the reprassedc.

The choice of the research topic was determinethéyResearch Work Outline approved
by the Commission. Since deportations of Lithuaman-Jewish population for forced labour to
Germany, their incarceration in concentration cgmppression of their cultural life and other
topics have already been researched or will beareBed in future, the present work does not
address them. Certainly, the choice of the reseamib was also influenced by the availability of
sources and data as well as, naturally, by theestib¢ attitude of the author towards the period of
the Nazi occupation in Lithuania. A point shouldabe made that the subject of the research was
only the so-called direct consequences of the war ldazi occupational policies in terms of
civilian losses, with a focus on the victims of tfepressive policies. In addition to the direct
losses, there were also indirect consequencese éfdcts) of the war and the occupation, for
example, fallen birth rate, increased death ratiesng of the people of Lithuania, various other
losses and social and demographic processes. dpe stthe present research does not extend to

any of these aspects.

Overview of Historgraphy
Soviet historiography.The first "collective historiographer” to examin@ssacres and other

crimes committed by the Nazis and collaboratothénUSSR was the Special State Commission. It w
formed and operated under agreements made at tlsedwWloconference of Anti-Hitler Coalition
member states (in October, 1943) and elsewher@enulpability and punishment of the Nazi Germa
leadership for crimes committed in occupied teri@®, and it undertook political and practical &&br

establishing what the effects of the war and theiNg&cupation were. The USSR Special Stal

Commission for ascertaining and investigating thenes of the German fascist invaders and the



collaborators (further to be called Special Commigsbegan working in early November of 1942
Territorial units (Soviet republics and oblastsklwé commission were formed in liberated territorod
the USSR. The Lithuanian SSR Special Commissionfarased on August 13, 1944 (its chairman wa
Lithuanian Communist Party Central Committee chamnAntanas Sné&kus and its deputy chairman
was chairman of the LSSR Soviet of People's Conarsskl€islovas Gedvilas), its members were
BartasSiinas, J. Jurginis (later a well-known historian a@wddemic), and its secretary general was |
Ciplys. USSR Special Commission representative \fadav worked directly with the Lithuanian SSK
commission.

Later, city commissions subordinate to the oblast republics were formed, with from 5
to 7 members each and working groups (of from 125qgeople) attached to them. Rural districts he
district commission with from 3 to 5 people.

Special commissions were formed by resolution bé tLithuanian SSR Special
Commission: 1) to investigate the sites of massa@g to establish the extent of material damag
caused to residents.

In total 16,210 people worked in 3,242 institusomnd public and co-operative
organisations formed by the commission. The totahlper of people involved in the work of the
Lithuanian Special Commission was 24,256

The special commissions and their auxiliary groupgestigated crimes committed,
collected testimony of witnesses, compiled listpebple killed, exhumed mass graves and perform
other tasks. The data and primary sources collertdn important source of information on thedmist
of the Nazi German occupation period (althouglelittvestigated by historians).

But the work of the Special Commission was exttaarily hurried by the Soviet political
leadership. The Lithuanian Communist Party (b) @@ommittee Bureau, after considering the wor
of the city and district commissions at the enddatober, 1944, noted that the material collected al
reports made by the Special Commission were fan fromplete, superficial and failed to reflect "the
true nature” of crimes committed by the German ps. Until then certain Lithuanian cities (Siaijli
Panezys) still hadn't had their mass grave sites orséreding of their civilians to "German slavery'
investigated. Drawing up lists of those murderedtured in prison and concentration camps, sent
Germany and killed during the war and investigatiohmassacres of Soviet prisoners of war had to

! Writing by Chairman A. Snigkus and Secretary &iplys of the Special Commission of the Republidihuania to
the USSR Special State Commission Chairman N. r@hven July 25, 1945, Special Lithuanian Architgefuvos
Ypatingasis archyvagurther abbreviated as LYA), doc. f. 16895, i@yfile 197, p. |. 1-15.



performed as quickly as possible. All these aneotasks were supposed to be finished by Novemt
15, 1944

It's unlikely that such a vast task, to estabtish crimes of the Nazi occupiers and thei
collaborators and especially mass-murders (incydiolocaust victims), could have been finished i
such a short time.

It's possible to conclude that the Special Comimmsand in general the Soviet political
leadership was completely indifferent to the nemdpirecise and objective data. The Internationat W
Crimes Tribunal set up in August, 1945 and opegatih Nuremberg in 1945 and 1946 was forced
accept information from the USSR Special State Cimsion without proof (as indisputable evidente).
The amount of reparations from Germany, which hagesdered unconditionally, depended on th
losses caused by the German occupiers. (This lad iommoderate, unfounded inflation of human ar
material losses, total figures.)

On December 20, 1944 Pravda published the USSBi&@&tate Commission's report on
the Hitlerite invaders' crimes in the LithuanianRSSThe report stated that according to far fror
complete data, 165,000 POWs were murdered and timane300,000 civilians were shot, burnt to deat
and killed in Lithuanian territory.

The USSR Special Commission's report provided tenyative data (although they can b
considered the most accurate of all the data phudadidy the commission). Reports on material loss
only began to be compiled in December of 1944. layMf 1945 the Lithuanian SSR Specia
Commission stopped receiving all primary documédidsa) from city and rural district commissichs.

According to a July 25, 1945 finding by the Litimien republican Special Commission
made with total data available, 436,535 "peacedsidents” and 229,738 prisoners of war were kited
the Lithuanian SSR, and 36,540 people were drimemslavery (transported for labour -R.Z.).

The Special Commission's 1945 documents contathanfigure: German occupiers anc
collaborators killed and tortured 623,000 peopitepag them 426,000 "peaceful residents” and 197,0
Soviet POWs, and sent another 38,000 people as klhour to Germarly

2LYA, doc. f. 1771, inv. 1771, file 64, p. |, p. 76

3HiopH6epzcmuZ npoyecc, m. 7, Macksa, 1961, c. 616. (Nurnberg Process, vol. 7, Mosd®61, p. 616)

* Pravda, December 20, 1944, p. 2: the report wakghed as a separate publication, see Reporteb$precial State
Commission for ascertaining and investigating thimes of the German fascist invaders and theiaboltators in the
Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic, Vilnius, 1946 6. The report was republished in Vilnius ir519

® Lithuanian Republican Commission ... p. 9.



LSSR Soviet of People’s Commissars chairman (gemiairman of the Special
Commission) M. Gedvilas in a speech given to thawamnsary session of the LSSR Supreme Soviet
July 21, 1945, presented different data yet agHitlerites shot to death 364,188 people; hung 2
tortured in camps, prisons and Gestapo cellars480a®d killed another 1,235 people during militar
operations in Lithuania. According to M. Gedvilfigures, more than 425,000 people were killed i
total in Lithuania®

At the start of 1946 the Baltic Military Distriatilitary tribunal meeting in Riga convicted
the most notorious Nazi war criminals who had ofsetan Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia. In the
tribunal's findings and sentencing it was notedt th@erman invaders annihilated about 700,00
peaceful Soviet citizens and prisoners of war, semt 36,000 Soviet citizens into slavery in German
from the Lithuanian SSR.

Again, the number of those killed in Lithuania idigrthe Nazi German occupation wa:s
further increased by the Riga military tribunal.eTigure of 700,000 killed used to illustrate thieres
committed by Nazi occupiers and collaborators becastablished in Soviet historiography and beg:
to be used universally.

Lithuanian Communist Party Central Committee fsstretary A. Snigkus in a speech
opening the 9th Fort Museum in Kaunas in 1959 treeflistify and explain this figure, saying the alat
released by the Special State Commission at thee @b 1944 were not complete, since not all of tf
territory of Lithuania had been liberated by thatd, and after liberation of the entire country,aim
new German fascist crimes" had been reveHled.

In 1965 (probably for the first time) A. Sadlais "differentiated"” this figure somewhat anc
explained that the Hitlerite invaders had killedrenthan 500,000 civilians and around 200,000 P&\Ws

® Special Commission of the Republic of Lithuaniaaman A. Snigkus' victims of German fascist crimes, LYA,
doc. f. 16895, inv. 2, file 197, p. 1, 26, 27; Magsrder in Lithuania (1941-1944): a collection afadiments, doc. 1,
Vilnius 1965, p. 142. These summary data in thiectbn are incorrectly dated from 1944.

" Note by A. Snigkus, Chairman of the Commission of the Republititfuania, LYA, doc. f. 16895, inv. 2, file
197, p. |, p. 19.

8 Taryhy Lietuva (Soviet Lithuania), July 24, 1945.

® Kaltinamoiji i8vada ir nuosprendis bylojeldsokishjy fasistiny grobiky piktadarybi Latvijos, Lietuvos ir Estijos
TSR teritorijoje(The Indictment and Verdict in the case on Gerfaanist invader crimes in the territory of the
Latvian, Lithuanian and Estonian SSRS), Vilnius489. 5; Hitlerininky piktadarykes Pabaltijyje(Crimes of the
Hitlerites in the Baltics), Vilnius, 1957, p. 7.

10 Tiesa(Lithuanian Pravda), May 31, 1959. By the end @44 the Red Army had only failed to occupy Kiaip and
environs. The larger part of Zemaitija was "libeditin October, 1944. It's partly true that the GgleCommission
had less time to do its work in this part of Lithisa

1 Antanas Snigus, Su Lenino #liava: straipsniai, kalbos ir pranesim&With Lenin's Flag: articles, speeches and
reports) , Vol. 1 (1927-1969), Vilnius, 1977, p127



This "summary'figure became de rigueur for all Soviet authorsvds used in virtually all
"prestigious,” academic and scientific works.

A publication of the Central Statistics Office @ndthe Lithuanian SSR Council of
Ministers on data from the 1959 general Soviet gem$aimed that "during the period of the Great W:
of the Motherland and the fascist occupation, ado850,000 people died or left the Lithuanian SSF
(this number included 150,000 residents of thepé@a district who fled to Germanyj.

The academic History of the Lithuanian SSR, piigidsin 1975, stated that "Hitlerites anc
collaborators murdered and tortured about 700,086ple -- citizens of the Soviet Union and othe
European states, including Soviet prisoners of-wir Soviet Lithuania®

The Russian-language edition of the History of titbuanian SSR published in 1978
provides a figure on the number of people tranggbtt Lithuania from elsewhere and killed. It claon
that "about 100,000 citizens transported from otlegublics of the USSR and occupied Europes
states" were murdered. Thus the number of loc&luaihian residents killed is much reduced. It state
that just over 370,000 Lithuanian residents weledi*

The best work from the scientific perspective bbfwaorks from the Soviet period on the
Nazi German occupation of Lithuania, the Germarupers' policy of repression carried out again:
residents, the murder of residents and Lithuardalenisation and Germanisation was K. Ruias'
"Policy of the Hitlerites in Lithuania, 1941-194% The author used a lot of new and important ar¢hiv
material and shed light on losses experienced thyanian residents. But in summarising the process
of exterminating Lithuanian residents, he basedfihdings on the official historiography line, thiat
total 700,000 people were killed in Lithuania ahdttthe Nazi administration in Lithuania had cafrie
out a policy of mass terror and extermination ef populatior’?

In truth, there were some exceptions in surveyirgmurder of civilians and other Nazi
crimes. It's interesting to note that the SpecialteSCommission's report republished in 1957 didr

provide "revised" (inflated) data on the death 60,000 people in Lithuania. It indicates more tha

121959 All-Union Census Data, Lithuanian SSR citied regions, Vilnius, 1962, p. 4, 8.

13 Lietuvos TSR istorija. IV ( 1940-1958 meta{History of the Lithuanian SSR, vol. IV (1940-1958/ilnius, 1975,
p. 110.

14 Pemopus Jlumoscroii CCP (¢ Opesnetiwux epemen 0o nawux oneii) (History of the Lithuanian SSR Russian-
language edition) , Vilnius, 1978, p. 456.

15 See the manuscripts section of the Lithuanian Aoadof Sciences Library, doc. f. 26-1475; K. A. Biras,
Hitlerininky politika Lietuvoje 1941-1944 niHitlerite Policy in Lithuania, 1941-1944, writtém Russian), Vilnius,
1971. — 20 pages. The author published a monodgrdplergow” (Into Slavery) based on this dissertation, Vikiiu
1967, — 152 pages.



300,000 civilian and 165,000 prisoners of war kifté The same figures are presented in the History
the Lithuanian SSR published in 19%8.

J. Jurginis wrote the first post-war academicchrton the history of mass terror by the
German occupiers in Eastern Lithuania. The artiakedst important ideas were: Germans carried
mass terror, its main cause was the Soviet resistarovement going on in various spheres by vario
means, and whose main force was Soviet partisaslte to destroy armed partisans, the Nazisdkille
unarmed civilians instead and used the most brogas terror measures. The author sheds light on
massacres of civilians in the region around Sigetys in spring of 1942, a "vast destruction operat
demanding the lives of several thousand peopleEastern Lithuania in fall of 1943, the burning o
Pirciupiai village in spring of 1944 and others. Théicke presents real and realistic mass terror ac
carried out by the Germans in Eastern Lithuanthpalgh they are used as a basis for making toalbrc
and politicised conclusions and generalisationschvlater became standards in Soviet historiograph
the occupiers in Lithuania used the most brutabtemeasures, shot hundreds of unarmed residents
death without trial or charges, burned entire g#la and sent their residents as slave labour tm&wsy,
took hostages and shot them and burned peoplewiieheir farmsteads’

J. Bulavas' 1969 monograph "The German Fascistjiational Governance of Lithuania”
(this is another important Soviet historiographiorkvin general) also mentioned the totals on tr
number of people killed presented by the Specian@dsion and M. Gedvilas in 1945 (300,000
364,000 and 436,000) and described them as "rdifferent” figures, "arrived at, it seems, througt
different methods of calculatio®

Therefore, based on Soviet sources and histopbgralata on the mass destruction c
Lithuanian residents during the Nazi German occaapatthe conclusion would be that in Lithuanie
overall 300,000 to 500,000 people -- including dews, victims of the Holocaust -- were killed. Traki

into consideration that Soviet, Western Europead knaeli historiography indicate not less tha

16 SeeTaryhy Lietuva DidZiajamedvyreés kare(Soviet Lithuania in the Great War of the Mothadaa collection of
articles), Vilnius, 1975, p. 50 and others.

17 Ypatingosios valstybiis komisijos... pranesimags.6.

18 | jetuvos TSR istorijaVilnius, 1958, p. 420.

193, JurginisHitleriniy okupang masinio teroro priema#s Vilniaus krasteLietuvos istorijos instituto darbai, t. 1
(Mass Terror measures of the Hitlerite Occupieth@Vilnius Region in "Works of the Lithuanian ktisy Institute,"
vol. 1), Vilnius, 1951 , p230-241.

20 3. Bulavas, Vokisly fasist; okupacinis Lietuvos valdymas ( 1941-1944), Vilnili869, p. 200.



200,000 Lithuanian Jews were murdered, the corariugiould be that non-Jewish losses of resider
came to 100,000 or 300,000 people, respectivély.

It seems it's not necessary to prove and exphaihfor Soviet historiography the genera
data on losses of Lithuanian residents during tlaei NGerman occupation from the Special Sta
Commission', or more precisely, as dictated by &opoliticians and ideologues "from above," wer
thoroughly politicised, tendentious, don't standta@ny academic criticism and are absurdly inflate
On the other hand, many Soviet authors, broughinujpe Soviet milieu and under the influence o
Soviet historiography, didn't feel any discomfovieo these unrealistic figures on the fascist Germ:
occupational period; these figures served, as liewsble purposes and unmasked German fascism .
Lithuanian bourgeoisie nationalism.

In recognising these figures as real and well-flmeh one must deny an especially brutz
Nazi German national racial policy regarding thevsleand deny that the genocide of the Jews carri
out by the Nazis (the Holocaust) was an exceptibisabrical expression. (This was also the motorati
at least partially, in calling the Jewish genodide massacre of "peaceful Soviet citizens.")

Pragmatic material (largest possible reparatiom® {Germany, in unconditional surrender
for restituting losses that country caused) and piditical propaganda goals were sought through t
absurdly inflated figures, real and imaginary histl facts and the heaping of victims of Naz
repressive policy from different historical circutasces into one group. Supposed Nazi and "Lithuani
bourgeoisie nationalist" crimes were used as cdard compensated) for crimes committed by tr
Soviets themselves, e.g. large losses of the Lilamapopulation which appeared as a result of ma
deportations after the war, the mass murder ofipaliopponents and other repressions.

Facts and figures on the crimes committed durlmgy German occupation, horrifying
crimes and, first and foremost, the murder of haddrof thousands of Lithuanians, were a means |
Soviet ideology and propaganda to convince theuaithan nation of the horrible fate which hac
awaited it in the course of history and from whdaeager the Red Army had rescued it. In November
1942 the Lithuanian Communist Party Central Coneaitin Moscow had released a proclamatic
which stated Hitler had already deported more %1000 men and women from Lithuania and he
murdered more than 100,000 men. Soviet propagaodanents stated that the Baltic states "belie

and know" that only Soviet government would guagartheir national sovereignty, freedom, restoratic

2L A, Bubnys Vokie’iy okupuota Lietuv#1941-1944). Vilnius, 1998, p. 309-310.
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of independence and "unforeseen" economic and rebltlevelopment? The Soviet system, "the
fraternal family of Soviet nations,"” was meant fpear to the Lithuanian nation as an unavoidab
historical necessity and a blessing from on high.
The study of history was supposed to accompligseéhunchanged propaganda goa
during the Soviet period, and it was given the afleandmaiden to policy and propaganda.
Historiography in the Exile Community. Soviet authors wrote about population losses aad t
entire Nazi German occupational period within tlevigt ideological context, and Soviet ideology (it:
executors) dictated the perspectives, stances ssessments held and made by historians and ot
investigators. In the free and democratic Wesfferdint situation prevailed, and there were opputies
to present a variety of facts and interpretatioth nlook for answers to complex historical probéem
Even so, as authors in the exile community rewkélazi repressions of the Lithuanian
population, there was a marked tendency to inftage significance of their results, to create a
unrealistic picture and to manipulate the pictuseng unrealistic figures. In the foreword to theoko
published in 1950 of memoirs by Stuthoff concemracamp inmate A. Gervydas (whose real narn
was Antanas Ktinskas), A. Vaiiulaitis makes confirmation that 29,500 Lithuaniansgfered in Nazi
German camps and 6,225 died there. The majoritiitbianians, 2,480, died at Flossenberg, wit
another 1,100 at Stuthoff, he claifisThese figures aren't supported by any sourcesappdar too
large.
Reports on Lithuanian population losses often apggkin the large Lithuanian exile press
Dr. J. B. [Dr. J. Budreckis it seems - R.Z.] pubéd an article in the February 13, 1963 issue o¥di
called "The Destruction of the Baltic Nations ire tBtatistical Aspect.” The author based his work ¢
the calculations of Lithuanian population losseslenay economist Albertas Tarufi$published in his
article "A Heavy Population Loss in Lithuania" imetJournal of Central European Affairs (1962, No.
pages 452-464). According to Tarulis' informatidithuania lost almost 1 million of its populatioor,
one-third of the "entire nation,” from 1939 to 19%%ermans murdered around 136,000 Jews, wh
German punishment squads and concentration cargd k4,000 to 16,000 Lithuanians. It appears tr
author included Lithuanian residents of other nedlities (except for Jews) and not just ethni
Lithuanians in this figure, because he comes toctireclusion that German occupiers killed 152,00
residents in total in Lithuania (136,000 Jews a6@Q0 Lithuanians).

2| YA, doc. f. 17635, inv. 1, file 311, p. |, 36, 7480-181.
% A GervydasU? spygliuag viely "(Behind the Barbed Wire), Chicago, 1950, p.7.
24 Encyclopedia Lituanica, vol 30, Boston, 1964, §6-3397.
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It should be pointed out right away that econonfiatulis’ calculations of Lithuanian
population losses during the Nazi German occuparenamong the more realistic, in conformity witf
the historical reality in the Lithuanian exile (@agn) and more generally in all the historiography.

The late 1950s and early 1960s saw a flurry ofimgg appear in the Soviet press on the ma
murder of "Soviet people" in Lithuania and the asation of the "Lithuanian bourgeoisie nationtdis
in those massacres, and the press raised theaksueinal prosecution and accountability (at timee
court proceedings against members of the 12th &l lithuanian Self-Defence (police) battalion:
were under way). In reply to the Soviet propagattaaLithuanian exile press published what amount
to essentially the same kind of propaganda repérmsong those deserving mention are the bulletir
released by ELTA, the Lithuanian Telegram Agencegstablished in Germany in 1945. The bulletin
were sent to the press, to radiotelephones, pdigires, politicians and diplomats and provide
information on Lithuanian events and the situationccupied Lithuani&®

Several essential (principal) positions and tengsnare notable in the ELTA bulletins:
any larger participation by Lithuanian residentsriass murders is denied and the crimes committed
Soviet occupiers are given prominence. Lithuanians described as "a peaceful nation,” nev
displaying hatred of other nations over the cowsdistory. Massacres in Lithuania began with th
arrival of Soviet power. The Nazi occupiers wholaepd the Soviet occupiers carried on the mas
murders, and the Nazi occupiers are "Stalin's Hileaccomplices.” As the Lithuanian nation suftere
through the period of Soviet terror in 1940 and1,94ne or another" Lithuanian may have appeare
afflicted by the sufferings of the Bolshevik perjdving lost his parents or loved ones, havingtios
will to resist and drawn into the massacres. ttassed that the Soviet and Nazi massacres occimre:
Lithuania under conditions of foreign oppressiormc(gation) and that the Lithuanian nation wa
deprived of its rights. Therefore the "executorsSoviet dictatorship” who had "smeared themselues
the blood of a multitude of the murdered and ta@duLithuanian people” couldn't assume the role
judge (with the above-mentioned court proceedidgarly in mind). Only the free Lithuanian nation
could judge the massacres of the Lithuanian pojmathich took place on Lithuanian lands during th
years of occupation, they claim&d.

ELTA bulletins claimed the Hitlerites (the Naziocopational government) killed 300,000

residents in Lithuania. That figure was constarfiergas the number of Lithuanian residents killedl at

% Elta, Encyclopedia Lituanica, vol. 5, Boston, $9p. 489-490.
% Jie negali imtis teigo vaidmens, ELTA informacijos: Laida “B{They can't take the role of judge in ELTA
informational bulletin, program B), April, 1961, ifirary of the Lithuanian History Institute).
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deported by the Soviet occupiers fluctuated somévitheas stated that in 1940 and 1941 up until tr
beginning of the war the Soviets deported more tB&000 people from Lithuania and shot 1,20(
while from 1944 to 1959 they killed and deportezhir400,000 to 420,000 people.

It was reported that both occupiers using physicdéstructive means in violation of
various international laws and in violation of thmst basic understanding of humanity, and killed |
total 740,000 innocent Lithuanian residents. Lithaaallegedly lost 857,000 people in total as altes
of the Soviet occupation. Taken together with tlapypation losses during the Nazi occupatio
(300,000), Lithuanian population losses totalled 57,000 peopl€.

It's interesting to note that the number of vidimf the Nazi occupation among the
Lithuanian population indicated by political actis and their propaganda organisations in t
Lithuanian exile community -- 300,000 dead -- agraeseems not coincidentally, with the summar
figure from initial counts by the Soviet Special@mission. From the point of view of the Lithuaniar
state and Lithuanian history, the Soviet and Nazupiers and their criminal policies differed in nc
way, crimes by both occupiers are considered ta iegle common crime. In this particular casemfro
the political point of view, no reason was percdifer rejecting, denying or criticising the mytreated
by Soviet propaganda on the large losses sustaipndde Lithuanian population. Data of Soviet origir
on Nazi crimes in Lithuania, "supplemented” by ewveare impressive numbers (and also, with th
others, far from true) on Soviet crimes were used boosters of Lithuanian independence t
demonstrate to the Western world how Lithuania $i#tered as the victim of two totalitarian statesl a
the remarkable facts surrounding the sufferinghef ltithuanian nation. All the more so, becauser aft
the war no state released objective numbers of hulmsses. On the other hand, it seems it was
politically convenient for Lithuanian exile represatives to reveal the real extent, relatively minc
(except for Holocaust victims), of Lithuanian deadd the other realities of the Nazi occupation:
period, which could witness to expressions of caaitg| collaboration and other matters unseemly t
Western eyes.

The political significance of population lossesctims and blood spilt was always
important. One of the most notable Lithuanian exiléblic figures, Juozas Brazaitis (acting prim
minister in the Provisional Lithuanian Governmehtl®41) in his bookViery Vieni wrote about the
political significance of the victims of the Jun@41 uprising as "a stand for independence agdiest

Soviet occupation witnessed to in the blood of Hithuanian nation." This argument of political
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significance was later much used in the Lithuardgrilomatic and informational effort to undermine
Soviet claims that the Lithuanian nation joined 8mviet Union of its own free will. Unrealistically
large figures describing losses among those indolaethe uprising (upwards of 2,000 people) wer
used in the effort. This is, he alleges, a largguré than human losses experienced in the 1918-1¢
battles for Lithuanian independen@e.

J. Brazaitis' booW/ieny Vieniis one of the most interesting and significantksoaritten
by Lithuanians in exile on the Nazi occupation dthluania. Its author writes generally on the
extermination of the Lithuanian population durihg German and Soviet occupations and compares
political objectives, methods and tactics of botleupying powers. Based on Jewish sources, he clai
that more than 71,000 Jews were murdered in Litlau@his is an inaccurate, greatly reduced figure
Although not on the scale of the Jews, innocentdi®ag Poles and Lithuanians were also murdered
victims of discrimination or repression, except f@what more mildly,” he claims. Gypsies wer
completely exterminated in places, although thexé been so few that their disappearance was lit
noticed, he alleges.

From among the various aspects of the Germansesgipn policies in Lithuania the
author justifiably singles out repressions for ifagl to meet agricultural delivery requirements fo
inclusion in a separate category: several hundagddrs in the Suvalkija region of Lithuania, inchgl
women, were deported to German concentration camd®42 and "nobody ever heard from ther
again." A series of farmers were shot as publiav@as for failing to meet the agricultural demand
placed on them. Vilnius district commissar [H.] Wwias especially notorious for meting out shooting:
In 1943 in this district farmers in lots of 3-5 ifinoa small rural district were to be shot. The simoyst
were public, on market days or other holidays, ffrthe back to the base of the skull." They used
leave the victims of the execution in place on ldigor several hourS. J. Brazaitis' book has more
specific facts on German repressions, although samealoubtful and the author also fails to provid
total data figures on the massacres.

Adolfas Damusis' special studiiietuvos gyventgjaukos ir nuostoliai Antrojo pasaulinio
karo ir pokario (1940-1959) metdi¢"Victims and Losses among the Lithuanian Popotatduring the
Second World War and Post-War Years (1940-195%3ufias, 1991) is dedicated to revealin

2T ELTA Informational bulletins in March and June 649 J. Au¢nas,Genocidas LietuvojéGenocide in Lithuania),
ELTA information: Western Europe, June, 1965, paogB, p. 2.

28 . BrazaitisVieny vieni: fotografuotinis leidimagAll Alone: photographic edition), Vilnius, 199, 69-71.

2 |bid., p.133, 147, 151.
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Lithuanian victims and population losses over t8é0t1959 period. The author says in his studyhkat
attempted "as accurately and objectively as pasgiblascertain Lithuanian population losses durir
World War Il and in the post-war years." Damudiagirtis the number of Lithuanian people killed is s
large that some authors have sought to reduce v&igous reasons.
According to the author's calculations, duringhbperiods of Soviet occupation [1940-
1941 and 1944-1959 - R.Z.] about 592,330 Lithuamesidents fell into the occupiers' "millstones o
destruction.* Data on the victims of Nazi terror are preseritetivo tables: "Holocaust Victims in
Lithuania" (according to the author's figures, thetalled to 165,022, and "Approximate Calculation
of Victims of Nazi Terror."
In the last table, A. Damusis indicates the follugv categories of and figures for
Lithuanian residents who perished:
"Labourers, deserting from worksites in Germanyprisoned in concentration camps an
dying there - 1,700 ;
"Farmers, boycotting agricultural requisitions, sbodead at concentration camps - 11,000 ;
"Deserters from military transports, auxiliary ouagd units, shot to death or dying ir
concentration camps - 13,000;
"Various sporadic executions - 4,000;
"Total dead during the years of German occupatl®d{-1944) - 45,000
Although the total number of dead Lithuanian resid during the Nazi German
occupation period supplied by A. DamuSis comparedthe figures from the Soviet Special
Commissions and ELTA informational bulletins isig btep forward toward historical truth, overaléth
total and its component parts (elements) rais@gerdoubts, and, taking into consideration theadctt
situation during the Nazi occupation of Lithuanaauld appear unrealistic and inflated, except pesha
for the "victims of various sporadic executionstlizated. The author doesn't base his figures on a
arguments or historical sources, and combinesiaivitictims with military losses (Lithuanian milita
formations) in a single group. The latter, incidelyt are truly impressive: "13,000 people who gk

were shot or died in concentration camps." Figuresleserters from labour in Germany killed, thos

30 A.DamusisLietuvos gyventajaukos ir nuostoliai Antrojo pasaulinio karo ir paio (1940-1959) metaig/ictims
and Losses among the Lithuanian Population duhiagsecond World War and Post-War Years (1940-1959))
Kaunas, 1991, p. 4.

L Ibid.

%2 bid., p. 29.

% Ibid., p. 28.
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imprisoned at concentration camps and dying thieneners shot for boycotting Nazi farm produc

guotas and others are comparatively more realistic.

On the other hand, it can be pointed out thad@&musis didn't include all the categories of thuanian

people killed in his calculations.

A. Damusis (and J. Brazaitis in part also) asstohian denies the ideals of the anti-Naz
resistance activities and its historical merit. iBbistorians belong to the influential Catholic ipoél
resistance current, which most consistently adheredstrategy of passive resistance to the Nanis,
they hold to the primary position that the Lithummination's number one enemy was the USSR &
Germany only second. Their theoretically based prattised tactic of resistance activity can b
described in broad terms as manoeuvre, co-operationtactical considerations, entering intc
compromise with the Germans, avoiding actions whiclght provoke the Germans and caus
casualties, attempting to protect Lithuanian yoatimserving the nation's vital powers and so omes€&h
goals were essentially attained.

It's difficult to believe the total figures supgdi by A. Damusis of victims of the Nazi
occupation, which must be called large and equgtie scale of losses of members and victims of t
post-war anti-Soviet armed resistance, despitéatttethat he, as a former member of VLIK (The Senic
Committee for the Liberation of Lithuania - an aBbviet pro-Lithuanian independence organisation
exile and operating underground in Lithuania), wedl-informed on the situation in Lithuania during
the years of German occupation.

A. Damusis' calculations of Lithuanian victifepulation losses) differ a great deal fron
the data supplied by another Lithuanian exile aytRoanas Zung in K. Pakstas' article "Area and
Population of the Lithuanian Nation" in the Lithuam Encyclopaedia.

P. Zuna distinguishes the following categories of Lithusmpopulation losses during the
Nazi occupation and their characteristic numbers:

Deported as slave labour to Germany and nevemiaty 1942-1944, 9,800 ;

Murdered by the Nazis in 1942-1945 (mostly Jews) 170,000. Other
losses during war time, 1942-1945 (dead soldieduding those mobilised into the Red Army
dead from aerial bombardment, etc.) 25,000;

Refugees from the Soviet Union to the West, 1944 60,000. Fleeing
or evacuated from Klagala region to Germany, 1944 105,000.
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The Lithuanian Encyclopaedia makes this intergstianclusion in the same article: "It
needs to be taken into consideration that during years of war and German occupation (1942-194
the average annual natural Lithuanian populati@wt increased by as much as 12 per thousand. T
demonstrates that the last war didn't reduce tllbeuanian nation: she was destroyed by the ne
genocidal Russian measures of slave camps and ¢iving out residents®*

P. Zuna's categories of Lithuanian population losses atedifferentiated more precisely
or defined: those deported for forced labour andreturning didn't necessarily represent the dead,
the category "other military losses," includingdiets who perished in the German and Soviet armi
and others, doesn't say very much more of a spewature.

Statistical data in the Lithuanian Encyclopaedia aot, it seems, accurate, and it
statements and summary conclusions are also chasticilly politically tendentious, but from them
one can make the fundamental conclusion: the nuaifbdead (murdered) Lithuanian residents (exce
for Jews) was very small (slight).

Romualdas J. Miahas and Rein Taagepera's bddgrovides interesting data of a genere
nature on Lithuanian population losses during theziNGerman occupation, and the book can
generally judged as one of the most exhaustiveaegumbmparing the histories of the Baltic states.

It's true that the authors don't discuss the probdf massacres of Lithuanian residents i
the text of the book itself, don't provide gendrglires and don't analyse such figures (exceptHer
Holocaust and its victims). The authors guess r(edg) that 170,000 Jews were murdered
Lithuania®

R. J. Misiinas and R. Taagepera provide the following taldesppendices to their book:
1) "Changes in population 1939-1945: approximatleuwtations" and 2) "Deaths during the war an
occupation (1940-1945): approximate calculatiosSome general conclusions can be drawn fro
them regarding civilian population losses in Estipriatvia and Lithuania during the Nazi Germa

occupation.

3 Lietuviy enciklopedija(Lithuanian Encyclopedia), tome 1i5etuva(“Lithuania”): second printing, Vilnius, 1990,
p. 448, 447.

% Romualdas J. Mighas, Reinas Taageper8dltijos valstylss: priklausomybs metai 1940-1980Vilnius, 1992.
Translated from Romuald J.Misiunas and Rein Taagefi€he Baltic States: Years of Dependence 1BEB !
University of California Press Berteley and Los Aleg, 1983.

% |bid., p. 68.

37 bid., p. 298-300.
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The authors stress acutely that the figures irtahkes are very approximate and are presentsdtomive the reader
some idea of the kinds and scale of changes ipapelation, and to encourage investigators (inEaset and West) to

come up with more accurate data. (These notesebguithors illustrate well the historiographic statéhe problem).
In the first table "Changes in population 19398:94pproximate calculations" the
following figures reflect the number of victims liithuania during the Nazi occupation:

Nazi executions and deportations 1941-1945 [togethth executions performed by "local
stooges," including the murder of 180,000 Lithuanlaws] 200,006,

Thus, besides Jews, losses of other Lithuaniandesets killed in "executions and
deportations” comprised about 20,000 people. Adngrtb the approximate figures supplied by th
authors, Lithuania lost 15 percent of its populafimm 1939 to 1945 (Latvia lost 30 percent, Esad?h
percent)®

In the table "Deaths during the war and occupati®%0-1945)" on losses of people during

the Nazi German occupation in Lithuania the autisoggply the following figures:

Nazi executions 1941-1945 140,000
Number of dead in German deportations 1942-1945 0,00®
Number of civilian dead among those fleeing to\test 5,000
Bombardment and other war victims 15,500

Thus, according to the approximate figures suppligdhe authors, 10,000 to 20,000 non
Jewish Lithuanian residents became victims of Na@&cutions in Lithuania. This is a sufficiently
realistic and credible number, although it's notegi finer detail by breaking it down into separat
categories of victims. These figures clearly canflith the summary figures supplied by A. Damusic
It's true that the figure representing bombardnaerd other war victims would seem rather inflatec
especially compared to Latvia (10,000) and Est¢®/@00). It would seem Lithuanian residents had f
suffer less from military actions than Latvian @té&nian residents.

Discussing the historiography of the Lithuanianegommunity, historian Thomas Remeikis
(author of the monograph "Opposition to soviet ruelithuania 1945-1980,” Chicago, 1980) 198¢
article in the Lithuanian exile monthKkiraciai can be mentioned as well. It raises the questimh a
dimensions of the June, 1941 political massacréstimuania, after the USSR-German war began. Tt
author calls June of 1941 "the terrible June":tédreors in Lithuania didn't end on June 15 and1Bgi1,

i.e. with the Soviet occupation of Lithuania, maegportations, and the later massacre in the Rain

3 |bid., p. 298—299.
39 1bid., p. 299.
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Forest as the Red Army was pulling out of Lithuafiae Nazi terror replaced the Soviet one: pogrorr
witch-hunts for Soviet collaborators and suspecteithborators and vigilante executions, the runnir
wild of Nazi special units and the annihilation tbe population all began. The second half of Jun
1941, was not just the beginning of the Jewishettlgg but a continuation of the Lithuanian nation’
tragedy, and was even more horrible for its "loagrt implications.” The author believes "Lithuanic
lost up to 850,000 people [that's a figure from i8blistoriography - R.Z.] during World War 11" and
claims it was the highest percentage of war vici@mgwhere in Europe. Proportionally even Russia lo
less of its populatiofr:

National Rebirth and Independent Lithuanian Historiography. Not a lot has been written
on the theme of Nazi repressions and the mass&a@nelewish Lithuanian residents. The attention «
Lithuanian historians falls first on the Stalin mag@'s mass destruction of Lithuanian residents,sme
deportations and so on. This situation in Lithuarh&toriography can be considered both symptoma
and a shortcoming in the study of history.

Perhaps the first to touch upon the "blind spots”Lithuania's wartime and post-war
demographics, the problem of population losses, wadruska. He showed that about 200,00
Lithuanian Jews were killed during the years of fdmist occupation, while he gave the startingrig
for the number of those killed from other ethnickgrounds at 50,000 people, and later as "sevemal t
of thousands®*

L. Truska's figure entered "the international atemrad was used in the History of the Baltic
States. That work's authors state 50,000 Lithuanieare killed during the Nazi occupation (and 18,0C
Latvians as well as 5,000 Estoniaffs).

Historian A. Bubnys has taken the greatest interasproblems associated with Nazi
repressions and massacres of Lithuanian residgojsulation losses). In his monograph and oth
works, using both archival and published sourcesather authors, especially K. Rgkas' studies, A.
Bubnys reveals broadly the destruction of Lithuanmi@sidents, including non-Jews, and presentsaf |ot

different historiography data and loss statistegen so, A. Bubnys doesn't express a clear opiaron

“%bid., p. 300.

*1T. Remeikis, Birzelia Lietuva, in Akiraiai: atviro ZodZio manrastis(Lithuania in June" in Akir&iai: a monthly of
the public word), No. 7, July, 1985, p.1,15.

2|, Truska, Baltos dmés” karo bei pokario met Lietuvos demografijoje, Naujas pgiis ; Lietuvos istorig [a
collection of articles] (Blind Spots in the Demoghy of War-time and Post-War Lithuania, a New Take
Lithuanian History), Kaunas, 1989, p. 204; L. TkasLietuva 1938-1953 metaitithuania from 1938 to 1953),
Kaunas, 1995, p. 125.
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how many non-Jewish Lithuanian residents weredidlaring the Nazi occupation. The author bases t
work on the figure from the Soviet Special Comnaasof 100,000 killed and murdered non-Jewis
Lithuanian residents, and claims that this figuen doe considered the base figure for specif
investigations of losses of the populations of etéght Lithuanian nationalities (Lithuanian, Polish
Russian, Belarussian and others). In concludingpua data are presented, and the author condiuers
number of dead and murdered Lithuanian residemsemted by A. Damusis -- 45,000 -- to be "close
to the truth." A. Bubnys revises this figure an@gtd it to conditions of Lithuanian historical ri&ak, at
the same time making it somewhat more comprehen&ipl breaking this number down into abou
15,000 Poles, 10,000-20,000 Lithuanians and theaireng 5,000-10,000 as people of othe
nationalities (Russians, Belarussiaffs).

Thus, the data summarising the dimensions of thesmaurder of (non-Jewish) Lithuanian
residents in historiography are very different aodflicting, and large disagreements among histsria
are readily apparent. The estimates of Soviet higjcaphy and some Lithuanian exile author
(200,000-200,000 victims) have to be rejected ashdawn, politicised and ideologised, without al ree
foundation. In general there is a tendency in tiseoHography to present a much too exaggerated a
academically unsubstantiated picture of populagioth other losses during the German occupation.

The author of this document believes the real nurelpressing the amount of Lithuania’
non-Jewish population lost is several thousand eredi The most rational and productive course
action would be to consider this figure as the junggff point for more detailed investigations of
Lithuanian population losses.

Lithuanian Residents — Victims of the German-SovieHostilities in 1941
First, we need to discuss the losses of and vicimeng Lithuanian residents that were determinethby

Nazi-Soviet hostilities on the territory of Lithuan Lithuanian citizens, irrespective of their woathlity, gender or

43 7. Kiaupa, A. Maesalu, A. Pjur, G. Straulaltijos Sali istorija (History of the Baltic States), Vinius, 2000, p.
177.

4 A. Bubnys,Vokie‘iy okupuota Lietuva (1941-19%4German-Occupied Lithuania (1941-1944)), Vilnia898, p.
312; A. Bubnys,Lietuvos gyventajnaikinimas nagci okupacijos metais (1941-1944Restruction of the Lithuanian
Population during the Nazi Occupation (1941-1944jgtuvos Zmomi genocidas nagiir soviet; okupacijose(The
Genocide of the Lithuanian People in the Nazi andi&d Occupations, conference material, June 1231 %ilnius —
Kaunas, 1944, p.26; A. BubnyNaciy genocido aukos Lietuvoj@/ictims of the Nazi Genocide in Lithuania), in
Lietuvos naikinimas ir tautos kova (1940 - 1p@Bhe Destruction of Lithuania and the Strugglera Nation (1940-
1998)), compiled by lIzidorius Ignat&uis. Vilnius, 1999, p. 79-80; A. BubnyNacisi okupacinio rezimo politika
Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m(Policy of the Nazi Occupational Regime in Lithie 1941-1944), J. P. Kedys,
Terorizuojama ir naikinama Lietuva 1938 —19@errorized and Destroyed Lithuania 1938-1991pijdda, 1994,
p.192.
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views, perished as innocent victims of the Germggression against the Soviet Union in the armedrontation
between the two imperialist powers and their arrtiias waged war against each other.

Lithuania, situated in the neighbourhood of Germédmcame the arena of the war from the first momeht
the German aggression in the morning of 22 Jund.184huge mass of the German army — the entire mafu
Northern armies and part of the Centre armies,ta tf over 40 divisions and approximately 700,G@ddiers —
invaded Lithuania.

The German invaders were met by a very weak resistaf the Red Army. The German divisions that
attacked in the direction of Riga and Mintauja tilgbh Samogitia, reached Latvia already on the sedarydof the
war. The divisions that attacked in the directioh\dInius-Minsk reached Alytus and Merkin(Southeastern
Lithuania) already on the first day of the war. TGerman breakthrough in the direction of Kaunas Badgavpils
was a little slower.

Kaunas and Raseiniai were taken on 23 June, Vijliiagiadorys, Trakai and Ukmergvere seized on 24
June, Tel3iai, Kel# Kedainiai, Radviliskis, Maitai and Zarasai were occupied on 25 June, andi&iiaRaneyzys,
KupisSkis and Pasvalys were taken on 26 June. OduR@, that is in less than a week, the Germangaiaah the
entire territory of Lithuani&”.

The success of the attack by the German Wermachtdetermined by many different circumstances. The
Soviet Union was not ready for the war and the Germrmy was superior in all aspects. The new wedierder
between Germany and the Soviet Union, which emegftat the latter occupied Lithuania, was not seduor
prepared for defence; the Germans bombed the Sawiegion in the aerodromes; the Red Army failefbton a solid
defence front in Lithuania, retreating hastily atisiointedly, uncontrolled by its command and dffgrresistance in
separate locations only.

On the very eve of the outbreak of the war, the Redy units deployed at the frontier had been cederot
to fire at the Germans even if they invaded thei@derritory and not to respond to the provocatigrthe Germans.
The order to mount a strong counterattack agalmstGermans with an aim of smashing their majordsrand
shifting the military action to the territory of Geany was issued only in the evening of 22 Jtine

Such nature of the military action in Lithuania atsdshort duration determined the relatively lowmnber of
victims among the residents of Lithuania and mimaterial losses. Moreover, Soviet military mobitina was not
conducted and voluntary or forced evacuation asidtance was not organised due to lack of timethdl influenced
the potential victims among and the material losddbe people of Lithuania.

The course of the military action, its nature arftéranath was reflected in the official press of Naz
occupation times. It said: “ The frontier saw nadobattle..., the “invincible” columns of the Red Aymman
incoherently, trying to blow up the bridges wheosgible [..]”. More fierce combat took place neaarlfampot and

Alytus, in the area of Kaunas and elsewhere.

“ Petronis, PKova uz Lietuvos TSR iSvadayilidZiajame Bvyres kare(Fight for the Liberation of the Soviet
Socialist Republic of Lithuania in the Great Pdtd&Var). Vilnius, Zinija, 1984, p. 18-34
6 Geller, K., Nekrich, AUtopia In Power Moscow, 2000, p. 368-370.
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The following Lithuanian cities and towns sufferest from the German artillery and air-raids: Abjtu
Marijampok, Vilkaviskis, Taurag, Kretinga, Raseiniai, Keltnand others. Generally, the largest damage was
inflicted on the counties of Alytus, Raseiniai afaurag”’.

However, the majority of Lithuanian towns and \gks suffered minor damage or remained entirelcinta
The press said that Kaunas suffered very little algenthe city “was not bombed at all”, “only the@drome and the
major warehouses of military equipment and oil-ftesdlervoirs” were bombed, civilians “suffered véttye damage”
and the normal pace of life of the city was hawdibsrupted by the hostilities at all.

Similar news was reported about Vilnius: “Vilniusffered little damage in the war. Although statiatidata
suggests that approximately 300 houses were destrioythe war, the general picture of the city edseno traces of
war”. According to the data of early July 1941 ,i@l@n Lithuanians were killed in Vilnius duringonbing raids®.

Official press reports presented partial data gaditicised the number of civilian victims and tdamage
inflicted on the residents. According to the daigujoji Lietuva published in Vilnius, “there was no time to cotim
casualties among Bolsheviks, since they were nothwt3®. Victims among the Jewish population must not Haeen
counted either.

However, there is generally no data confirminghlavy casualties among the Lithuanian populatiagingu
air strikes (bombing) and other military action ttlsmme authors referred to. The Soviet propagarididorical
research literature also indirectly suggests thk &f data: it contains hardly any facts. Sovietdipublications tell
about an allegedly horrific German air strike agaenpioneer summer camp in Palanga and numerotisigiamong
children: the shell hit a room in the camp, whidt@nmodated 80 children, killing all of them. Alsbe Nazi
soldiers were said to have allegedly fired at rngrpeople in Palanga. After each air raid, “the benof blood stains
on the sand increased”, é&fc.

The reporting on the events in Palanga resembéeSaliet propagandist myths about the Nazi occopat
Lithuania. Palanga had no military objects; a pesnsummer camp could hardly have been a targethfoiNazi
military occupation. Some witnesses of these eveat® claimed that no one was killed in the Palazagap on the
morning of 22 Jurrd.

Civilian casualties were greater in those areagevttee units of the June 1941 uprising were formethe
outbreak of the war and offered more active restsga(And the participants of the uprising, at iéhe unarmed and

unorganised ones, can be considered civilians). \\vgelling Bolsheviks from the environs of KazRiada

" Karas ritasi per Lietuy: lietuviai dZiaugsmingai sutinka Zygiuojéns vokieiy karius(War raging across
Lithuania: Lithuanians joyfully meet the marchingi@an soldiersy laisve: Kauno dienrastis20 June 1941Sudeg
miestai ir miestelia{Burnt towns and villages20 June 1942. 8./ laisve, 19 May 1941.

8 §uo metu KaunéKaunas Today)Naujoji Letuva 2 July 1941; HAvusieji civiliai lietuviai(Victims Among Civilian
Lithuanians) Naujoji Lietuva 2 July 19410kininko patagjas, 28 June 1941Gyvenimas Vilniuje tvarko$Life
Normalises in Vilnius) Ukininko patagjas, 24 October 1941.

9 Gustaitis, A. Pirmieji kritusieji Lietuvos laisés priesausryjéThe first victims at the dawn of Lithuania’s foksm),
1 July 1941.

0 Ruk&nas, K., Sinkewiius, V., Lithuania under Hitlerian Executionerstletian Occupation of Lithuania (Article
Collection), Vilnius, 1966, p.86.

*1 Visa tiesa apie Palangos stowyktlar nepasakytéThe truth about Palanga camp not told ykigtuvos Rytas
July 1995
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(Marijampok County), sixty partisans and “ordinary people” evéilled. During a firefight in Klovainiai (Siaulia
County) on 23 June, three partisans and 3 civilgershed’.

Research literature (historiography) provides uaidata on the number of uprising participantstigers)
killed. Skirpa claimed that the total number of EAighters killed was over 4,000 ni&nHistorian Brandiauskas
notes that a total of 600 freedom fighters werkediin the entire Lithuania, and presents reasadsgaounds to call
the number suggested by Skirpa obviously “too afgén Kaunas, the centre of the uprising, as fevt 3 killed
partisans were registered by 27 June 1941

The intensity and fierceness of military actionnagdl as the statistics of victims among soldierdoth sides
can serve as a rough indicator for the estimatiowiaims (casualties) among the people of Lithaaduring the
hostilities. K. Skirpa referred to the Nazi docunserlaiming that the German Wermacht lost 218ef and 3,144
soldiers, a total of 3,362 people, during its mattuiough Lithuani®. L. Truska notes that the Nazi army lost up to
3,000 soldiers during the occupation of Lithudhia

Taking into consideration the non-intensive andrshwed nature of the hostilities, these numberighh
seem exaggerated (inflated). Russian historiogrgptgss) contains data suggesting that the Germmay last from
10 July 1941 slightly over 20,000 people in theérenGerman-Soviet Union front from the Baltic t@tBlack Se¥.

In this case, the number of German soldiers killedlithuania that the above mentioned authors sstggewould
really be overestimated.

The author of the present research conducted a etaperate analysis of archive sources about tttems
among the residents of the Taurdgounty at the outbreak of the war. On the evéhefwar, the Red Army soldiers
were building fortifications in this district onehLithuanian-German frontier; after the hostilitsrted, two Red
Army riflemen divisions fought the Germans. The Redhy attempted a counter-attack on 23 June, dadga-scale
tank combat took place on a 60-kilometer stretcheafitory between Kaltighai and Raseiniai. Thus, the Taurag
County had become the arena for the most intendefiarce battle between the German and Soviet a@rrime
Lithuania.

As regards victims among the civilians of Taur&punty, the Nazi occupation authorities orderedhim
spring of 1941 to collect data on “persons killedseriously wounded (having lost not less than 80gent of their

working capacity) by the Nazi weapons”. The heafisTaurag Rural Districts presented to the occupation

*2 Naujoji Lietuva 16 July 1941 Tevyre (Siauliai), 20 October 1941.

%3 Skirpa , K.Sukilimas Lietuvos suverenumui atstatyti: dokumertpzvalga(Uprising for Restoring the Statehood
of Lithuania: Documentary Survey), Washington, 197.397.

% BrandiSauskas, V.Siekiai atkurti Lietuvos valstybingufr(Efforts to Restore Independent Lithuania (Juné0t9
September 1941)), Vilnius, 1996, p.85.

% Krite partizanai(Partisans Killed){ laisve, 1 July 1941.

%6 Skirpa, K., Uprising... p. 297. The author drew adasion that over 600 Lithuanian freedom fighteese killed,
evaluating respectively the role of the particigeoftthe June 1941 uprising “in defeating the ferokthe Russian
Red Army” in Lithuania, ibid, p. 297-298.

" Truska, L Lietuva 1938-1953 metafkithuania in 1938-1953), p.100

%8 Krasikov, V. They Died in Defence of Our Cijaint Petersburg’s Peak Hours: Daily Revje&aint Petersburg,
12-18 September 2001, p. 4.
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authorities information on 78 persons killed ands2viously wounded. These figures should be quite accurate since
the Germans paid minor compensations to the fagrilighe victims and the wounded.

People in TauragCounty died mainly from bullets or from artilleshell splinters, however, the Germans
also executed some. These included people who higireg from the hostilities in shelters and cellgrsople whom
the Germans took for Red Army soldiers, also themmrted (suspected of) as having fired at the @esntaken
away and executed by the Germans (also probablyotitical grounds). People tortured to death by Ehessians
were also included into the lists of victims. THere, not all the residents of TautaGounty registered in the lists
were the casualties of immediate military actiod #re number of casualties can be considered low.

The casualties in the other frontier counties ahliania that suffered more from the war (Vilkavsski
Marijampok, Alytus) and the rest of the counties that were gbene for more intensive military action (Rais&in
Siauliai and other counties) might have been simitaMerkine (Alytus County), 8-10 people were killed as a fesu
of military action, and in Kagl Rida (Marijampat County) approximately 20 persons digatc.

Thus, a general conclusion can be drawn that thebeu of Lithuanian residents who were killed in 1%%

a result of military action, air strikes, and aetiy attacks, etc. was not large. The theoretigaluation by some of
the above-mentioned authors, amounting to thousahdsich victims among civilians, is not groundddchive
sources provide no data on such number of cassia@tid the Soviet propagandist literature had nb suformation
either. Research on regional (area and distrisfphy, published abundantly in independent Lithaamier the past
years, again mentions only occasional and minasaiiss.

During the years of the German occupation, listpebdple killed by the retreating Red Army and local
Communists were compiled, which included a totallgf27 victims of Soviet terror in 21 counties dfhiuania

The majority of these were innocent and meaningl&tsns of the vengeance of the retreating Red yArm
Motifs for killing were mainly banal: “shot whildding a bicycle”, “shot as an unreasonable Lithaahj “shot as
disloyal to the Soviet system”, “shot for hoistitige flag”, “shot as former member of the Home Guatshot for

n o« " ow LLITS

possessing binoculars”, “shot for hoisting a wifiég near his house”, “shot for supporting the igaris”, “shot for
service in the police of independent Lithuania’hdsin a quarrel with Communists over a confiscdiegcle”, “shot
for looking at the running Red Army soldiers frorbash”, et

Thus, the tactics and nature of the military atitgi and repressive structures of the two impstialates —
the Nazi Germany and the Stalinist Soviet Uniorurird) the hostilities in Lithuania were generaligngar. The two
powers acted as an aggressive alien force in @foeccupied country, whose action can be evaluatkedommon

crime against the people of Lithuania.

The People of Lithuania as Victims of “Pay-back” (Revenge) Operations by the German Occupants

*LCVA, doc. f. R- 1476, inv. 1, file 16, p. 16-11R, 69, 71-72, 74-75, 78, 83, 89, 93.

91941 m. birzelio sukilimas: dokumentnkinys (The Uprising of June 1941: document collectign)05.

®1 Brandi$auskas, \Siekiai atkurti Lietuvos valstybingun1940 06— 1941 09Efforts to Restore the Statehood of
Lithuania (June 1940-September 1941)), Vilnius,6,92 82.
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The majority of Lithuanian residents who sufferbe Soviet occupation of 1940 welcomed the invading
Nazi army as “liberators” from the Soviet subjugati meeting them with flowers and, according to ltiteuanian
customs, with “bread and salt”, demonstrating tgedtitude and offering truly or formally sincerenspliments. This
undoubtedly influenced the conduct of the Germambktheir favourable psychology regarding Lithuasian

After the invasion of the Nazi army, the Commankhe€hief of the Nazi army issued a proclamation to
“Lithuanians”, which announced the establishmentilitary rule. The proclamation declared a gendrandly
(loyal) approach towards Lithuanians. The Nazi motdwere presented as “friends and liberators fthenSoviet
subjugation”, bringing “freedom” and restoring “ham living conditions”. However, the proclamatiorricty
demanded to yield weapons, and report on Soviétenff and soldiers as well as Bolsheviks commisisatsding.
Those who hide Soviet soldiers, their weapons, anition or other possessions of the Red Army andSingets, or
those who appropriate such possessions, offetaasis or attempt to contact the enemy, were thredtexecutio.

Having entered Lithuania, the Nazi soldiers at sinaeted not as “liberators” but rather as merciksd
brutal occupants. Less than in a week of militactiam, they perpetrated cruel massive acts of mideagainst the
innocent civilians, which was absolutely not inelinvith the overall euphoria, not to mention the édpr the

restoration of statehood and other political exgans of the Lithuanian nation which later provede unjustified.

When occupying Lithuania, the German troops treate@s part of the Soviet Union
territory, thus, despite the friendly political ®ments, they were supposed to act as on the
territory of the enemy. Any hostile action by ciails against the army, its representatives or
auxiliary personnel had to be followed by the hasthpunishment on the spot, even by
annihilating the assailant. In those areas whezeGrman army was treacherously attacked and
the circumstances prevented the Germans from fgiergiindividual culprits, the commander of
the battalion or a senior officer had the righinimediately implement coercive measiires

Several collective punitive actions perpetratedigyNazi in Lithuania were reported.

On 23 June 1941, the Germans burned the villagélinga (Kretinga County, 4
kilometres north of Endriejavas) and killed 42 iblants of this village and neighbouring village
of Zvaginiai.

The motives and reasons behind the exterminatioAldihga Village are not entirely
clear. Out of several versions, the following ie thost realistic. In the spring of 1941, the 295
engineering battalion of the Red Army was deployedthe village, which was building
fortifications till the very outbreak of the war.ftAr the war started, the village of Ablinga
appeared to be located in the area of attack oBtvenan 297 infantry division’s 508 regiment,

which attacked in the direction of Liepaja. The Re&uiny soldiers withdrew from the village

%2 proclamation by the Commander-In-Chief of the Garrarmy “Lithuanians!”[/kininko patagjas, 28 June 1941.
8 Mass Killings in Lithuania, part 1., p. 30.
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already on 22 June, after an artillery attack, alile Germans entered the village at the noon of
the same day. On 23 June, several Red Army soldieosremained in the village opened fire on
the regiment of German cyclists who had stoppednbblinga, killing two German soldiers.
After a while, the German punitive squad startgdiaitive revenge action in the village.

When the Germans started arresting the people figeh the inhabitants of the village at
first feared nothing bad. Some of them, especiatiynen and children, were released, and some
of the women were unwilling to leave their men, ingpthat the rest of the arrested would be
released as well.

However, the arrested residents of Ablinga wererék the valley of Dirsteika stream and
executed in three different sites. A total of 42spas were shot: 33 residents of Ablinga (20 men,
mainly young, 13 women and girls), 6 inhabitantsZefiginiai (men) and 3 persons who were
visiting Ablinga (2 men and 1 woman).

Having executed the people, the German punitivadgget the village on fire and burned
it down. Over 20 residents of Ablinga survi¥éd

Massive Alytus. After the front striking divisiorsf the Nazi army entered the South-
eastern Lithuanian city, chief of Home Guard regitd.ieutenant B. Meskelis, and his men
(partisans) came to report to the Germanskillimggarently even more violent and on a larger
scale, were also perpetrated in. The regiment weeging bands on their sleeves, as the Germans
had requested. However, the Germans took the mffeof Alytus for enemies, disarmed them,
took to the bank of the Nemunas River and execthieth (a total of 42 mefn) (It was later

admitted that the partisans of Alytus were execubtethistake).

This was not the end of the killings in Alytus. @8 June, a group of Red Army soldiers, hiding irrdé&kas
mill, shot dead two Nazi patrols. In revenge, trer@ans persecuted and shot men in several sithe afity. Even
though different authors and sources give extrerehtroversial information about the killings inyds, the very
fact of massive killings raises no doubts. Among #&xecuted were 2 Catholic priests, several pdalitieers, etc.
One of the witnesses of the killings, Jonas Baiasi (born in 1914, reserve lieutenant of the Litiaa army, chief
of the regiment of TDA Alytus company, later waspdoyed at the Office of Alytus County Governor,\sst in the

Lithuanian engineering battalions, organised by @smans in 1943 and sent to the Leningrad regidrere he

® Rimgaila, V.Dar kartg apie Ablingos tragedij(Once Again about the Ablinga Tragedy)litika,1990, No.
15,19; Riauka, DKodeél sudeginta AblinggWhy Ablinga Was Burned)Politika, 1991, No. 3, p. 14, etc.

% Graziinas, A Lietuva dviej okupacij replese 1940-1944Lithuania in the Claws of Two Occupations in 1940-
1944) Vilnius, 1996, p. 92.
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deserted to the Soviet partisans) wrote in hisestaht of evidence after the war that the Germarswgzd

approximately 150 residents of Alytus and claimedsaw himself the bodies of 19 victiths

A similar number of the executed inhabitants oftAy around 170 persons, is indicated in
memoirs written by A. Vilimas in 1948 The Soviet press presented even a larger nunitiee o
executed — around 250-300 pedfle

The press of Lithuanian émigrés and the indepentigémbiania gives figures similar to
those published in the Soviet period or even lartgy St. John’s Day [24 June — R. Z.], 296
residents of Alytus had perished in the war, anel @estapo were still taking other men for
execution®. An émigré author A. Grafinas wrote about “the execution of 300 civilians in
Alytus”’®.

Soviet historians K. Rukfas and V. Sinkewius did not present such large figures when
writing about the killings in Alytus; according them, “entire families” were executed

J. Abraitis wrote about “a sly Red Army” soldier evlopened fire at a German infantry
company and several innocent victims, among oneimgea uniform, a Lithuanian police officer
on duty?.

Rumours about the killings in Alytus had even reatHuring the war period the partisans
of the Soviet Belarus: a famous German officer aldegedly shot at the outbreak of the war in
Alytus; the Germans in revenge “executed an engiselential quartef®. The killings might have
also been indirectly reported in the official pressing the period of Nazi occupation: tNaujoji
Lietuva published in Vilnius, wrote about “fierce battlet’ Alytus, where streets were “covered
with the bodies of the killed”.

During the Soviet period, the killings in Alytusddnot receive any broader coverage; the
circumstances of the killings were not investigataa the very fact of mass murder was not used

for the purposes of propaganda (unlike the exteation of Ablinga or Pifiupiai villages). The

5 LYA, doc. f., inv. 1, file 99, p. 3-4

% Ibid, doc. f. 3377, inv. 3377, file 1237, p. 55

® Soviet Lithuania, 17 July 1979; LYA, doc. f. 337fy. 55, file 11, p. 8-9;

8 Launikonis, RApie Emilijan; Cimermam, pries 60 met igelsjusi trylika alytiski; (About Emilijanas
Cimermanas who 60 years ago saved thirteen residéntlytus) Lietuvos aidas]0 July 2001 (Cimermanas was a
German resident of Alytus who saved people forncetien).

" Graziinas, A.Lietuva dviej okupacij replese(Lithuania in the Claws of Two Occupations), p. 93.

" Ruk&nas, K., Sinkewiius, V. Lithuania under Hitlerian Executioners... $80.

2 Abraitis, J.Gedimino pulko likimas (atsiminimaiJThe Fate of the Gediminas Regiment (Memoirs)iius, 1994,
p. 87.

BLYA, doc. f. 1, inv. 1, file 29, p. 58.

" Naujoji Lietuva 13 August 1941.
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reason behind this must have been the fact thavithiens of the Nazi crimes in Alytus were

participants of the June 1941 uprising, Lithuanpatice officers, priests, former members of the
patriotic Home Guard Union and other “bourgeoisamatlists”, that is “public enemies” (rather

than ordinary “working people”).

Mass murders were also perpetrated in the villageSwendina (Raseiniai County,
Nemaksiai rural district). On 23 June 1941, retreatingdR&my troops killed and wounded
several Germans near Svand village (Raseiniai County, between NeméigSand Erzvilkas).

In revenge, the Germans drove women and childrémfothe village and assembled all the men
of Svendira in one place. Eleven men were selected for ¢ieguvhile the village was burnt
down’™.

The killings of people (mainly civilians) in Ablimg Alytus and Sverha were
“retaliation” (revenge) acts, crimes perpetratedh®/German occupant military structures against
the inhabitants of Lithuania. All of them were poted by the Red Army individual attacks
against the Nazi troops; these were ambush attaw#ter unclear circumstances. (The Germans
did not revenge for losses in the battle field).

Research literature and archive sources presene rdata about different collective
punishments executed by the Germans. For insténagyé author A. Graithas wrote about the
villages of KirceliSks and Verstaminai (Lazdijai County), burnt down thg Germans on 24
June, and the execution of the men of the vill&g&ome of these men were armed participants of
the uprising, and the Germans took them for arnrmesinges, which provoked the mass murder in
these villages. Other cases like this were reported

Another aspect of the issue of terror against teentan army and “retaliation” actions by
the occupants can be discussed. The Germans wsedrtalleged attacks against them and the
cases of firing at the Nazi army as a pretext fapptrating the murders of Jews and Communists.

(It should be noted that speculations and incotata are possible in this case).

7V5 Svendnos tragedija: Nemak$ vidurines mokyklos krastotyros darbas, vadovas A¥air(The Tragedy of
Svendina: Research in Regional Studies, Nemaéi&Secondary School, Academic Adviser &8; Rukgnas, K.,
SinkevEtius, V. Lithuania under Hitlerian Executioners8g.

% Graziinas, A Lietuva dviej okupacij, replese(Lithuania in the Claws of Two Occupations), p. ®2.-
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Some authors claim that a considerable number ah&e soldiers were killed in Kaunas
in the first days of the war, and these soldiersevadlegedly killed by the Jews. The Germans
allegedly brutally punished the Jews, shooting 1&@ish men, women and children, caught on
the streets, for an officer killed. Similar exeoms took place in other locations as Well

The German occupants announced in 1941 that fieedghvered at the former Chambers
of NKVD from the Church of St. Jacob in Vilnius the evening of 12 July. On this pretext, 300
“Jewish-Bolshevik activists” were executed in Vilgi®. Remeikis wrote that the Germans
executed 60 people, among them 15 Lithuaniansrasidential quarter in Vilnius because a Jew
had allegedly fired at the Germahs

At the outbreak of the war, the Gestapo of diEnd the German police officers of
Klaipéda started perpetrating mass murders in a 25-kilenfeontier line; in order to justify the
killings, orders were issued to spread a rumourdivdians in Gargzdai had allegedly resisted the
German army.

The German units implemented “retaliation” actiafter coming under fire not in all locations and moall
cases. After the town of Seirijai was occupied, tbeals informed the Germans that a Jewish Comrhuhis
Garbarskis had allegedly fired at the German sddiEhe Germans took Garbarskis and executed hgethier with
his father, who tried to save his son and sevehalralew?'.

As regards the “retaliation” actions by the Germatnshould be noted that the German troops moairgss
Lithuania and the security police forces assigetthém took part in the killings of Lithuanian Jev@mmunists and
Soviet officials.

Fortunately, the German “retaliation” actions we@ numerous during the brief period of the militar
action in Lithuania. On the other hand, while ratiey from Lithuania, the Red Army and the CommuRiarty and

Soviet activists committed similar or even moreletd acts of terror. On 24-25 June 1941, they tiyutartured and

executed in Rainiai (near TelSiai) 76 politicalsorers; on 26 June, about 400 people imprisondtedravienisés

" Eidintas, A.1946 met dokumentas VLIK'ui apie lietuyiZyd; santykiugDocument of the year 1946 on the
Lithuanian-Jewish relations addressed to VLIK)/tizros baraj 2000, No. 8-9, p. 93.

BLYA, doc. f. 3377, inv. 58, file 512, p. 7.

"9 Remeikis, TBirZeliné Lietuva(Lithuania in June)Akiraciai, 1985, No. 7, p.15.

8 Bubnys, A Holokaustas Lietuvos provincijoje 194The Holocaust in the Province of Lithuania in 1@#aft), p.
53.

& Ibid, p. 16.
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labour camp were killéd in Panewzys, 19 workers of the sugar plant and 3 surgendsaanurse were murdeféd
people were also massacred inaisis (near Kaunas), JuodugRokiskis County) and in other locatidhs

Crimes committed by the retreating Red Army and $lowiet repressive structures were more grave and
violent; in a way, these crimes “neutralised”, seended and minimised the horror of analogous retly the
occupants; this had a significant psychologicaldstpn the mentality and behaviour of the Lithuarpaople during
the period of Nazi occupation and the political @epment. Emigré priest F. Juc&vis wrote: “We have to admit
that we fully became aware of who are the Red Ruassbnly during the deportations, and the massadhe forests

of Pravieni$ks and Rainiai and iGervert finally opened our eye&”

Massacre of Communists, Members of the Komsomol, Siet Officials and Party and Soviet Activists
of 1940-1941

Although the German army and its rear security sumibmmitted atrocities against the inhabitants of
Lithuania when invading the country, these actdeofor were isolated local cases that by no meauslked the
outbreak of terror throughout Lithuania againstdffecials of the Communist Party, the Soviet auities and Soviet
activists. The activists of the Communist Party dhe Soviet authorities were a particular socigegary that
emerged in 1940-1941, when the Soviet Union occlfiie state of Lithuania; these people anchordldrcountry
the occupant Soviet authorities and unconditionatiglemented the Communist Party policy.

The developments during the Soviet period of 19d011resulted in numerous changes in Lithuania. The
Lithuanian nation experienced the long-lasting Garraxpansion eastwards, the “Drang nach Ostentygakhich
its implementers based on the “historical missiofithe Germans in the East, on their need forrifivspace”, etc. the
threat to the vital interests of the Lithuanianioatbecame especially real after Hitler and hispsuers came to
power in Germany. In 1939, they tore the Kégip region away from Lithuania, which was a pairgaberience for
all sectors of Lithuanian society. The plans ofraggion of the Germans as well as their racismcatwhialist goals,
alongside with other factors, created a generaifigvourable political and psychological climate the coming of
the Nazi army and triggered an unfavourable reactib the Lithuanian society as well created coodi for
resistance.

Paradoxically, the situation developed in realityan absolutely different way: many (except far dewish
population) awaited the war and the coming of tleen@ns as salvation and the Germans were recesvidfueaators.

This happened because the Nazi army entered Liiduent as a free and independent state (which heasdse with

82 Zemaiiiy kankiniai: Raini; miskelio tragedijgThe Martyrs of Samogitia: The Tragedy of Raitfarest) 24-25
June 1941, Vilnius 1991, p. 1-68; The MassacraaviEnisks, LCVA, doc. f. R-978, inv. 2, file 40, p. 45-49;
Lazauskai, R.Raudoni uogienojai Pravienigke(Blood-logged Berry Fields in Pravienis, Tiesg 1988, 11
November.

8 Bielskyt, V., Tragedija prie Newzio (Tragedy at Neszis), Tiesa 29 October 1998.

8 Umbrasas, Raaislio tragedija(The Tragedy of PaZaislifomjaunimo tiesa9 June 1989; Gawmavisiens, J.
Paraislio misko tragedijgThe Tragedy of Raislis Forest)\Vakarirés naujienos20 July 1989; Jurgelis, Juodup,
Komjaunimo tiesa7 February 1989.

8 Jucewkius, F.Tarp mirties ir mitg (Between Death and MythAjdai: monthly cultural journal, 1967, No. 4(199),
p. 145.
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the other Western European countries occupied é&WHri Germany) but as a state (region) occupiedaanexed in
1940 by a neighbouring aggressor (Soviet Union)iaadrporated into the Soviet Union.

Not a single case of spontaneous opposition tantreeding Germans is known (recorded) that would et
connected to the Soviet resistance.

Another significant (additional or explanatory)atimstance of this paradoxical phenomenon is relatédioe
nature of the Soviet occupation and the processowietisation: the Soviets totally and forcefullgstroyed the
statehood of Lithuania over a short period of tiresy committed violent represessions (mass degpamtaof the
people, massacre of the political elite, etc.), lempented a social and economic Soviet policy (laefbrm,
nationalisation, etc.), and eliminated private @y the major share of the population came uadegavy burden of
taxes and charges; the Lithuanian culture was 8se&tt restrictions were imposed on the Church #rel
congregation, russification started, etc. (Theltdéstructive impact of the sovietisation in 194341 on all areas of
life in Lithuania was not exceeded during the yediidazi occupation).

It should be noted that the Soviet reality of 19421 also disappointed even that share of the @it
was more or less indifferent towards the collapsth® authoritarian rule of Antanas Smetona andctviiad faith in
the “humanistic” ideas of socialism and the prospé@ more democratic and socially just society.

Moreover, this severely injured the patriotic fagk of the people, humiliated national dignity amdused
the feelings of fear and hatred (as well as a ddsirrevenge) among the public.

Different sources and authors as well as the wseesf the events testify to this.

On the eve of the German invasion, the people@Bd#ltic countries were extremely shocked by thei€o
deportations: “This must have been purpose ofHiwever, the deportations had a different effeohti@ry to the
one expected. The people were frightened but tpertitions also stirred up hatred towards the regiespecially
among the people who would have probably remaimedral under other circumstantes

Even outsiders, neutral withesses efdfvelopments in Lithuania noted an extreme iser@aanti-
Soviet feelings in Lithuania. For instance, Gen&aRowiecki, an activist of the Polish undergronmavement,
stated in his report to London of 19 February 19¢# hatred of Lithuanians towards the Bolshevikall-round’®’.

Deportations were not fully completed as the Geromeoupation interrupted them. It was innocent peppl
mainly the intelligentsia, rather than the “trueleenies of the Soviets that were deported and suffsom repressive
Soviet actions. The “true” enemies of the Sovitite,patriotic young generation that grew up anduneat during the
two decades of independence and its radicals padigtremained untouched.

On the other hand, the Soviet repressions weakiatgart of society whose mind was oriented towaine
statehood of Lithuania and which was realistictinthinking; this part of society could have re=isthe artificial
euphoria and prevented the radicals from executilgrounded “punishments”, inadequate to the criomgsmitted
during the Soviet period, and from national andspeal revenge and retribution actions, or coulcehiaterceded for

the victims of repressions (at the outbreak ofwhe) or condemned the killings.

8 Misitnas, J., Taagepera, Baltijos valstyls:priklausomybs metai 1940-198(The Baltic States: Years of
Subjugation 1940-1980), p. 49.
87 Eidintas, A.7ydai, lietuviai, holokaustaglews, Lithuanians and the Holocaust) (draft),1p. 9
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A question arises as to the social category ofphaple who comprised the group of the CommunistyPar
and Soviet authorities’ activists as well as theiacand political nucleus of Soviet collaboratoiready in the first
months of the Soviet regime in Lithuania, aroungd00 workers, farmers and working intellectuals evervolved
into the “administration” of the country; a congidele number of them were “filled with resolutioahd were
“capable of implementing” the Party and Governnpiicy?®,

The patrticipation of local Communist Party memtaard activists in the “administration” of the Sovaate
was formal, however, their participation in the degtions of June 1941 (often called the “greatpaltations in
émigré historiography), in compiling the lists oégple to be deported, in hunting down those coneeimior
deportation, in attempting to justify deportatioims the propagandist meetings organised then as alin
implementing many other tasks of sovietisation i¢matlisation of land, confiscation of property, .¢twas real and
massive. The total scale of “Soviet reform” invalv@mmersed) into the political life many ordingpgople, with
whose hands numerous true or alleged crimes werendted. Since the Red Army and the Soviet autiesrisoon
withdrew from Lithuania, these people were leftheir own devices, condemned to brutal politicalspeution and
retribution; often they would even fall victim tbetir former victims.

As has already been mentioned, the brief (less ¢hareek long) military action in Lithuania resulted
minor victims among the people of Lithuania. Howevhe factor of time had a different effect in dese of Party
and Soviet activists. Retreat to the Soviet Unioobpbly was their sole chance to save themselvgs bonsiderable
number of the activists did have enough time fat.tiNo clear directive was issued as to evacuadioth no
preparations were made for this; the uprising oJL941 and the remaining state border betweeocdtepied Baltic
states and the “old” Soviet republics, etc. pregdnthe evacuation. Generally, no one expected safdvourable
developments in the war and by far not all thevésts, especially those from the lower ranks, wesmlved to retreat
from their homeland.

According to the data of Soviet historiographyfe@s as 20,000 Lithuanian inhabitants (among theb0@®,
Jews) were evacuated; out of 4,625 Communists 3255 per cent) managed to retreat; out of ovedABmembers
of the Komsomol, as few as 2,200 (16,6 per cemtpased’.

The war and the coming of the Germans stoppeddhiSoccupation, the crimes of the Stalinist regjitie
Soviet repressions and the destructive sovietisafibis is one of the aspects of the turning piiritistory of 22 June
1941. On the other hand, this turning point raitednation’s hopes of restoring freedom and statéhahich were
not fulfilled, unfortunately. A considerable numbefr the country’s residents not only welcomed therr@ans as
liberators but also became active participantshef anti-Soviet uprising, one of the most controedrkistorical
processes in Lithuania.

The formation of the groups of the June 1941 upgigiarticipants (partisans) was not altogether sp@ous
(as it is sometimes suggested in historiograpmmynany parts of Lithuania, the nucleus of the upgigroups and the

organisational framework of the uprising emergedady on the eve of the war among patrioticallydaih people,

% Lietuvos komunigtpartijos istorijos apybrah (Outline of the History of the Lithuanian Communisrty), vol. 3,
1940-1959. Vilnius, 1958, p. 95.

8 varadinskas, K.Karo sulgriuose(ln the Vortex of War), Vilnius, 1970, p.p. 35, a9-



32

hiding from deportation and other Soviet repressidrhey started bearing arms, they would get iigbt$ with the
Soviet militia, and it was from them that the fiviet officials suffered before the outbreakha war®.

Mass persecution and arbitrary killings of the @#ls of the Communist Party and Soviet authoritied the
true and alleged Soviet collaborators started ieJ1B41, after the Germans invaded the countryndny locations
of Lithuania this persecution transformed into mogs. This “area” of activity (alongside with thetiao against
retreating Red Army troops) became the major fafuke partisan groups of the June 1941 uprising.

The developments in “the Lithuania of June” and filmther events related to the terror against theie3
collaborators, the massacre of non-Jewish peoptenitied not on racial but other, political motivégve barely
been analysed before; these events have not beperfy reported and remain idealised and mythokmgisot
separated from the Holocaust, even though thessgses were historically (qualitatively) different.

Terror against the activists of the Party and Soa@tivists and the massive killings of non-Jewisople
were 1) partly a phenomenon inspired” from on hjg®)’ a spontaneous, chaotic and unorganised reaatiainst
Bolshevism. Generally, as it is stated in one efdocuments of those times, it was “retribution” farticipation in
destroying the state of Lithuania and all the galtueconomic and other achievements of the inddgece period,
for the killings of people and deportations to Raiséor their deaths; it was revenge on a patrigtiational) and
personal basis against the people (Bolshevikshas‘dravediggers” of Lithuania and the killers oitHuanians.
“Personal motives and retaliation (revenge, payaactions)” were also among the reasons behind treggessions
against the Soviets; all this determined the regivesactions against innocent people and resuftadctims among
then?™.

A question arises as to the relation between tgarésed and unorganised, spontaneous elementgiof an
Soviet terror.

The proclamation (directive) of the LAF propagarmintre in Berlin — Lithuanian Information Bureau,
issued on 19 March 1941, after the outbreak ofathe urged to start “local uprisings”, seize powé&nmmediately”
(promptly) arrest local Communists and other traitof Lithuania, so that not a single one of theould avoid
retribution for their actiond.

The Germans sought to demonstrate that that oltboéahe massacre of Jews and people of other
nationalities was spontaneous, a cleansing acéisulting from national wrath and committed at thiéiative of the
locals. According to Stahlecker, “...action was talrthe very start to ensure that reliable peomlenfamong the
locals would help to fight the vermin, that is Jeavel Communists primarily”. It was allegedly nodésportant to

establish an undeniable fact that could later leel us prove that the liberated locals themselvésrally resorted to

% For instance, St. Step3ys, Soviet activist of Marpok district, was sent on a mission on 28 Januaryl'éd1
confiscate a kulak’s farm” and did not return froime “mission”; he was found murdered, his body mggpsigns of
torture; LYA, doc. f. 3377, inv. 66, file.18, p. 58

1 See:Eidintas, A.1946 met dokumentas VLIK'ui apie lietuyiZyd; santykiugDocument of 1946 on the
Lithuanian-Jewish relations addressed to VLIK)/tizros baraj 2000, No. 8-9, p. 93.
92 Masires Zzudyss Lietuvoje(Mass Killings in Lithuania), part 1, p. 49; LY&pc. f. 3377, inv. 55, file 50, p. 212.
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the most strict measures against the Bolshevik Jawish enemies. This had to be done without rawgaie
instructions given by the German authorities

Other Nazi officials suggested employing similastiizs. Knut Stang writes that Heydrich issued onJ@8e
a directive urging to prepare for pogroms and eragel anti-Communist and anti-Semitic sectors ofiespcto
undertake “cleansing” themselves; the directivéestahat pogroms should be incited and intensifigtiout leaving
any trace and, if need be, put on the track swtbdylthe Germans, so that the local elements weable to base their
activities on decrees or instructions. Pogromsheflewish population were to appear as a particaonal wrath
against the Jews, which rose after the Red Armipcxéw”.

However, one should not overestimate the impadhefinitiative “from above” on resorting to the hagt
form of terror (killing). The directives on the asts of “local Communists” and “traitors” were @otlirect incitement
to kill these people. In the documents of the fyrsar of the Nazi occupation, the term “cleansitigf area of Jews,
Communists and the Soviet troops meant hunting deatching) persons in hidifty

Contrary statements might be more true to life.rfigoeous and uncontrolled killings of Soviet callediors
as well as the anti-Communist terror was easy ¢dipt; on the other hand, all of this was revedatetthe scale of the
first acts of terror. Thus, more effort was takénoth above” to prevent the atrocities and to cimdnt so that they do
not gather momentum.

The first issue of the Kaunas-based daigisve of 26 June 1941 included information “For theeniflien and
the partisans”. According to this piece of inforioat “the Home Guard use their weapons too oftee,feedlessly
and cause alarm” among the population; it was atged that the Home Guard and the partisans attergsal with
unreliable persons. A further statement was ewdstest “It is strictly forbidden to take the lawtb one’s own hands.
All the elements that have done injustice to thbwanian nation will pay the penalty by a decisiéthe court”.

The Kaunas Military Commandant J. Bobelis warnedthy order No. 6 of 24 June 1941 that thieves,
marauders and the other “elements” similar to tieould be punished [that is executed — R. Z.]Jongtene of their
crime. Partisans of the Kaunas City and County auitta license to possess a weapon were “striatigtiiiden as of
11 p.m. of 25 June to appear in public when arrmiée. Ministry of Trade and the Kaunas Commandanpesuged
the sale of alcoholic beverages. It was informe® duly that licenses to possess weapons woulben@sued to “all
citizens”; people were recommended not to addnegsrstitutions regarding this issiie

The Naujoji Lietuva published in Vilnius and marked by extreme amtirBic and-Polish views, also issued
statements forbidding “dealing with unreliable pas’ and administering “arbitrary” justite

The German military authorities also curbed andricted the activities of armed people in ordeetsure
their own security: on 25 June 1941 they annourtbatthe German army will treat “all armed men” wih@ not

posses documents stamped “Wehrdienst” as eneméeshahthe lives of such men are in danger. Pasiseere

93 Stahleckerio ataskaita, Magis zudyaes Lietuvoje(Stahlecker’s report, Mass Killings in Lithuanjzgrt 2, p.19.

% Quoted fromLietuvos Zyd Zudyni; byla, Dokument ir straipsniy rinkinys(The Case of the Killings of Lithuanian
Jews). Compiled by Eidintas, A., Vilnius, 2001 1060.

% Truska, L.1941 m. Birzelio sukdliai—tautos didvyriai ar naaj agentai(The partisans of June 1941 — heroes of the
nation or Nazi agentsfsenocidas ir rezistencij@2001, No. 2(10), p.169

% Svarbios informacies Zinios(Important News)/ laisve, 26 June 1941; 3 July 1941.
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issued special documents, and the forging of sudlumients and the stamps was proclaimed “treasoichwhias
threatened to be punished by the “most strict nrea&t.

In order to secure against “evil-minded personsg, Military Commandant of the Vilnius City changex
bands that had to be worn by the police officdts:iands had to feature two stamps and a ndiber

However, restrictions on different arbitrary actionust have primarily been aimed at fighting theninial
elements, marauders and the plunderers of matgnakrty and assets rather than the arbitraryadisrror against
the enemies of the “Lithuanian nation” and the GamnReich. The following example illustrates thish&y
considering in 1942 who had the right to call theimss “Lithuanian partisans”, it was decided tolede such
persons who had “disgraced their name by the phimgl®f property”. Participation in different remsve actions
against innocent people was not mentioned as digicrg behaviour. Consequently, such actions (ekoly anti-
Semitic actions) did not bring “discredit” on tharfisan’s name. No data exists on any penaltiehempeople who
took part in the repressions.

On the other hand, the position of the official ggrewvas ambiguous and controversial. Alongside the
prohibition of acts of violence and arbitrary “jie®t’, other statements were issued as well. Néw Lithuaniainvited
the residents of Vilnius to help the security efiate in Vilnius and the liberated areas of the oy “the remaining
radical elements”, to act “radically and resolutedince “it is enough with the losses inflicted idgrthe bloody years
of the Red rule — the years of subjugatiGh”

The Kaunas daily laiswe reported in early July in the column “Partisans &ittiuania” the situation in
Keturvalkiai (VilkaviSkis County) as a normal phenenon: “Life is back to the normal in Keturvalkiiea. Local
“activists” have been eliminatetf".

Controversial and inconsistent reasoning on theeigs political anti-Soviet repressions can alsddumd in
the original of a document from the war period ardiof Zenonas Blynas, Secretary General of theNaz
Lithuanian Nationalist Party (LNP). In the recorfdl® July 1941, he commented on an interestingyraiieg to him,
article by A. Bruas under the title “Let us not judge others so thatare not judged ourselves”, published in the
Naujoji Lietuva Blynas wrote in comment about the journalistsnd@®mnation of the killings of the people:
“consequently, all the spies, provocateurs, infesv@d Communists [...] deserve respect and gratifigeshould
not overdo in idealising”.

However, Blynas, one of the nationalist leaderterla&poke against the anti-Soviet repressions. @n 1
August, he wrote in his diary: “I have talked t@ tGounty Governor of Rokidkis. | advised him totetaclosely so
that Lithuanians are not eliminated needlesslyold thim to be careful with repressions against memstof the

Komsomol. Reminding him about the Jews, Poles amkians, | told him to keep in mind that thereriy@ million

7 \ykdyti teismus savo nugiz draudZiama/Administering arbitrary justice is forbiddemaujoji Lietuva 7 July
1941.

%1 laisve, 25 June 1941.

% Naujoji Lietuva 1 July 1941; 2 July 1941.

199 Naujoji Lietuva 29 June 1941, p. 2-3; 5 July 1941.

1017 |aisve, 4 July 1941.
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of us, and there will surely be others who comearaihilate (terrorise — R. Z.) us..., we should rlaughter each
other®.

The Provisional Government also condemned therargipunitive actions. In its “Appeal to the Natipthe
Government claimed: “And it is not the fight of thiasses that we need. We do not need a fight leattye worker
and the farmer because both of them are labouAégsare too small a nation to afford destroying eattier in such
fights. Let the nations of hundreds of millionsoallthemselves such luxury and degeneration; weastherery single
Lithuanian irrespective of his social standing aivs'®.

High-ranking responsible officials of the ProvisibrGovernment and newly-established administratibn
Lithuanian self-government also made attemptsdp #te killings that had gathered momentum. Firglisosecutor
M. Krygeris of the Siauliai District Court should: bmentioned. In his note to the district's counbyernors of 29
July 1941, he disapproved of “the ungrounded elatiom of Lithuanians who had served in the Bolskevi
institutions”, treating this as “the exterminatiof the Lithuanian nation”; he suggested to the tpwovernors
“taking strict measures against those who comnaitetts of terror, pass capital sentences and exéwoemn”. In the
same note M. Krygeris underlined that some of thenty governors and LAF county headquarters hagacted
properly” to this and their officers had alreadgaded to concrete measures aimed at “eliminatinthe abnormal
phenomena®™.

On the basis of this note, the chief of the Taéir@gunty police ordered the police officers on 5 Asigto
“follow closely” the instructions by the Siauliaistrict prosecutdf™.

Pane¥zys Prosecutor lg. Kazlauskas, Ukme@ounty Governor J. Krivickas, Ukmerd@istrict chief of
Lithuanian security police and several other resge officials issued similar notes in July 194ithvthe same goal,
instructing to refrain from “purposeless executians other ungrounded repressidfi%"All the mentioned measures,
the statements condemning the repressions, andrttes and instructions by officials in particulanust have
undoubtedly limited the scale of arbitrary repressictions.

On the other hand, one should be aware that, ihigterical context, managing the situation andtimiing
the emotions under the circumstances of “revolatignstate of affairs” was difficult even with goadll. The
massacre of the Communist elements, not to metti®ther forms of repressive action, was perceasehevitable
reality and the policy of the German occupants Witiad to supportéd.

The sovietisation of 1940-1941 and the Soviet repoms — massive arrests, killings, tortures and

deportations — had a very broad political and ddmaais and touched nearly all the sectors of $pamelndependent

192 Blynas, Z.Karo met; dienorastigDiary from the Years of the War), LYA, doc. f. 337nv.. 55, file. 235, p. 63,
159.

193 Nepriklausomos Lietuvos Laikinosios Vyriausybodis Taui: Lietuviai tautiefiai! (Appeal to the Nation of the
Provisional Government of Independent LithuanidtaveLithuanians!),Ukininko patagjas, 28 June 1941.

194 Note by M. Krygeris of 29 July 1941 to the Cougvernor of TauragVl. Mylimas, LCVA, doc. f. R—1476, inv.
1, file. 3, p. 110-111Masires Zudyss Lietuvoje(Mass Killings in Lithuania), part 1, p. 87—88.

195 CVA, doc. f. R-1476, inv.1, file 3, p. 112.

1% Masires Zzudyss LietuvojgMass Killings in Lithuania), part 2, p. 187-18832-294.

197 Eidintas, A. ¥dai, lietuviai, holokaustaglews, Lithuanians and the Holocaust) (draft),39.
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Lithuania — the military, members of the patriddomeguard Union, the police, civil servants, trergy, farmers and
even workers. The retaliatory anti-Communists regike action was also large-scale and all-round.

The process of anti-Communist repressions andliménation of Communist Party and Soviet officialan
be roughly divided into three stages (periods):

1) 22 June 1941 — early (mid) July 1941. This wWes initial or “interregnum” period when one occtipa
(Soviet) was replaced by the other (Nazi): the 8vino longer had the power but the Nazi military
administration had not yet taken control of theuaibn (in the periphery in particular); organisedd
unorganised groups of anti-Soviet partisans hadstirmbsolute freedom, and arbitrary action presaiteassive
arrests of Communists as well as their spontaneresutions after brief “trials” started.

A specific feature of this period lies in the fabat, with minor exceptions, Jews were being aecksind
massacred not on a racial basis (though there sverie cases), not because they were Jews, but B@@ntnunist
grounds, as activists of the Communist Party aedStbwiet authorities. The perpetrators of repressigere mainly
after the Communist “anti-state” elements ratheaintilews; the Jewish population was apparently defthe
“competence” of the Germans.

Jewish Communists accounted for as little as 15cpat of the Soviet officials in Lithuania, thubetanti-
Communist repressions had by far greater impac¢heriithuanian and other (non-Jewish) elementsiodarsources
and data serve as proof of this. For instance, ltiet of Anti-State Elements” of Alytus County Meri¢ police
station of 6 July 1941 included 98 persons, of wlasnfew as approximately 15 were Jewish. The fithe residents
of Alytus to be arrested included 51 persons, omionly 7 were Jews, et®.

The fact that a relatively large number of innocpabple who were suspected by mistake became the
victims of repressions (were killed) can be congdeas yet another specific feature of the perdicthe arrested can
be grouped under two categories: 1) persons whoaidnanage or did not wish to retreat and weresged in their
areas of residence, and mainly well, sometimes epersonally, known to the partisans; 2) persons who
unsuccessfully attempted to retreat to the Sovigbtand were arrested not in their places of exid. The number
of innocent victims might have been relatively highthese two groups since all the retreating waoesidered
enemies: the prevailing opinion was that retreatesgaping) is proof of “guilt”.

The[ laisve wrote on 24 June 1941 (in its first issue): togethigh the “Bolshevik collaborators, the Jews”,
all the Lithuanian traitors who served the Rus8atshevism are escaping from the Lithuania. Theyewdescribed
as pitiful people, disappointed and deceived vistimho had imagined they were working for the vbeling of the
people and the nation but who in reality servee ‘ittsatiable and predatory greed of the Russidhsit imperialist
goals, etd®

The first period was rather brief. In early Jullye tGerman military leadership informed the partisabout
the end of their activity as “individual units” amotdered them to disarm as well as banned them faom

administrative action (carrying out searches, éimggeople and interfering into the other affaifghe citizens). The

198 Masires Zzudyss LietuvojgMass Killings in Lithuania), part 2, p. 90-94, 4Z-
199 priespaud numetan{(Predicting Subjugation),laisve, 24 June 1941.
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partisans could only be used as an auxiliary fdocethe police (and only in that case if the polasked for that).
Disobeying partisans were threatened the most lmaestsures of “the military law™’.

A witness of anti-Soviet terror in Wyonos rural district, Utena County, gave in his ragma very vivid
(and true) description of the initial stage of eé®dtiviet terror: the June of 1941 (after the outbrafathe war — R. Z.]
was the time of “free days’. “The Red” had not b&eanished” yet when the rural district gave pesiua to execute

the Jews, and “again we had to” fire at petjle

2) mid-July 1941 — November 1941. This was the qaenf massive killings of the Jews (the Holocaust)
Lithuania, and of most atrocious acts of terrorimgfathe Communists, the period of massive arresis
massacre. The authorities and the repressivedutistis of the Nazi occupant regime took over thetmd and
perpetration of anti-Communist terror. The Commutasiti-state elements” were being arrested on ssmsaale
by “cleansing the areas”, hunting down those wthiledato hide, returned back after unsuccessfulngits to
withdraw to the Soviet Union, those whose collabiorawith the Soviet authorities was revealed, €lcials” of

the “offenders” were held, and executions of theilty” were carried out; those whose “crimes” wéges grave

would be released and live under the supervisichepolice.

3) November 1941 — late 1944. This was the perfogressions against (isolated killings of) Commtmand
officials of the Soviet authorities who survivedetimassive killings or were imprisoned in prisonsfanced
labour camps but failed to register at the polioe\iolated the procedure of registration), alsospas whose
Communist activities or new facts about such aitisiand their “guilt” had been recently reveal€His period

continued to the very end of the Nazi occupatiohiithuania.

As has already been mentioned, this is only a rodigfsion; the three periods constituted continuous

repressions against (elimination of) the Commui&bviet) elements during the entire period of thern@an
occupation. (The process was even more intensividénpost-war years, during the armed anti-Sowststance,
when it took increasingly violent forms).

In order to have the broadest possible picturénefanti-Communist terror in Lithuania during ther@an
occupation, extensive empirical materials from masi sources, numerous facts and data on the cofitke entire
process or its different stages, forms and metheligh reveal the most characteristic details, lmapresented.

The data “on those who died for the Soviet powerlitmuania”, collected from 1979 to 1985 in the
framework of the Soviet Lithuanian Socialist Repalregional studies on the basis of specially pregaorms
(registration lists) at the instruction of the GenCommittee of the Lithuanian Communist Party titutes one of the

most valuable sources of information about theimist of anti-Communist terror in the years of ther@an

110 Order by the Kaunas Commandant Lieutenant J. BobieJuly 1941 “To all chiefs of partisan groupfsthe
Kaunas City and County,he Uprising of June 1941: document collectipn70.

111 sakalauskas, Burzuazini nacionalisy teroras Utenos aps. VyZupwalsiiuje 1941 m.: atsiminimgiActs of
Terror by Bourgeois Nationalists in Yyonos rural district, Utena County in 1941: Mempid®951, LYA, doc. f.
3377, inv. 3377, file 996, p. 2.
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occupation. In total, data about 4,254 personsagliected. Although the information included inteetforms is far
from being exact and fully reliable (inaccuracies possible), and the majority of the registratists deal with those
killed in the post-war years, this source still ggBts considerable valuable data on the victimsngntbe Soviet
activists in 1941, the circumstances of people&higin particuldr

During the spontaneous executions and “trials” (@timmes called “court-martials”) in the first andcead
period of anti-Communist terror, it was primarihetpeople who had contributed to the deportatiédsioe 1941 and
the Soviet land reform (members of county and rdrstrict land commissions), party organisers (@ag) in rural
districts, agricultural products purveyance agestsive members of the Komsomol, militia officees;. who became
victims of massive killings. It should be noted tthmembership of the Communist Party was often éckas a
formality: Communists would survive (suffer morenilent repressions), whereas “non-party activistgulad be
killed. Various “denouncers” and “informers” belotgthe category of people who were executed oitattgest scale
or suffered the most violent repressions. (Certnrces and research literature sometimes call tiremocent”
victims of “account settling”).

Various sources give ground to identifying suchegaties of the people who were the first to suffer
repressions (be executed). In January 1943, Liianarnwho had served in the German army, the sedalilitary
transport specialists, were taken prisoner in teaihgrad front by the Red Army and Soviet partisand gave
evidence still in the war period. According to thewhen arrested and interrogated by Lithuanianceff in June
1941, they were primarily asked whether they hadigipated in the Soviet deportations of the peagd.ithuania
and in exacting the Soviet duties, whether theyeweembers of the Komsomol, whether they spied apdrted on
Lithuanians, where they had weapons, ¥fc.

As has already been mentioned, in some areaspthalled “courts” were set up and operated in thst f
days of the German occupation. Prosecutor M. Kiiggafrthe Siauliai District wrote that not all dfet arrested were
“handed over to the Gestapo”; sometimes “brethrigmuanians” carried out the executions of arresfigiiuanians at
their own initiative. In Teldiai, a “super patriotiLithuanian “court-martial” was set up, which pgdbmmunists on
trial and executed capital sentences; once it égdci3 people, 1 managed to escape. The Teldiaiheselquarters
kept a large number of people under arrest, armbk a lot of persuading to achieve that they ateased*.

A similar “court” operated in Pasvalys and was lezhtly Reserve Second Lieutenant Sitzss. The court
put people “on trial” and executed capital sentenk#ling a total of 15 persohs

In Jurbarkas, an “anti-Soviet committee” was setwipich compiled lists of “all Communists”, Jewsdan
other Soviet activists to be eliminated by the Nasiitive structures®

The Soviet propagandist literature also providg®res on the activities of the “courts” and the ax@®n of

punishments: in Kretinga, the “trial” was conductedthe Nazi Gestapo officers and Lithuanian potiea, P. Jakys

12 Note on the resolution by the Centre CommittethefLithuanian Communist Party “Regarding the ait: of
data and materials on the people of the Sovieuhitian Socialist Republic who died for the Sovigwvpr”, 1979—
1985., LYA, doc. f. 3377, inv. 66, file 1, p. 1-#orms (registration lists) see ibid., file.1-89.

“SLYA, doc. f. 1771, inv. 6, file 124, p. 1, 6-7,,384, 47.
114 Quoted from Eidintas, A.yfai, lietuviai holokaustagJews, Lithuanians and the Holocaust) (drafi,28.
115 Evidence given by A. Ogintas on 18 May 1944, LYia¢. f.1, inv.1, file 99, p. 43-44.
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and G. Brazinskas. The arrested were called oranbyand P. Jakys would briefly inform the Gestafficers about

the arrestees’ activities during the Soviet rullkee Tdefendants” would either be sent to the lefid(&ter released) or
to the right (and sentenced to death). Thirty-fre®ple were released. Later, the execution stari#tlanians were
executed kneeling on one knee and facing the filewlews were executed standing and facing theutaes, who

were Gestapo officers from the Tdlbperational squad and German police officers fkdaipeda. A total of 214 men
and 1 woman, mainly Jews, were exectited

The victims who survived the repressions also witieir memoirs about the “trials” and their pedares.
For instance, Pr. Sauléuis (born in 1908, Communist and Soviet officialAlftus County in 1940-1941) gave the
following description of the “trial” that took pladn Alytus prison: on 13 August 1941, all prisanherere taken to the
courtyard and lined up against the wall. Officiitem the Alytus Lithuanian security police broughe files of the
prisoners and piled them up on a table in the middlthe courtyard, whereas two Germans broughtitwg whips.
Having “pushed aside” the files, they walked aldhg lined up prisoners, chose at random those totberogated,
asked them how long and where they had workedflagded ther'®.

The report of 1 December 1941 by the Chief of tieen@n Security Police and SD (as well as tA&guad
of the Operational Group A) K. Jager on the exengiimplemented by the Squad under his leadershis @ rather
detailed description of such “trials”. Prisonersulgbbe lined up in the courtyard of the prison amecked and
assigned according to the lists and documents parate groups: those imprisoned needlessly or dumihor
offences; those sentenced to 1-3 or 6 months ofismpment; those to be eliminated — criminals, Camist
activists, political instructors and other “scuniih. addition to their sentence, some of the prissn€@ommunist
activists in particular, would be flogged on thetpeceiving 10-40 blows. After the checking, gresoners would be
again taken to their cells. Those to be releaseddvbe taken to the market places and, “in thesgwee of many
residents”, the Germans would address them throughpreters with a speech of the following contélitwe were
Bolsheviks, we would execute you, but since weGeemans, we are releasing yod”

K. Jager’s report is also interesting in terms o bther aspects of anti-Communist terror. Besities
massacre of the Jewish population, one of the ntagks of the '8 operational squad was “checking the most often
overcrowded prisons in different locations andesiti K. Jager reported the situation in prisondhwitie “horror”,
overcolouring it: in the prisons of each city oétbounty, approximately 600 Lithuanians were aliidggé&ept without
“any grounds” for arrest; the Germans (K. Jagemeveven concerned about the hygiene in the “pac&els, which
“beggars all description”. In Jonava, girls of 18ylears of age were imprisoned for attempting o flle Komsomol
in order to get a job.

According to K. Jager’s report, the Germans hacesort to “harsh measures” so that the respectiu®ss
of Lithuanian society would be perfectly aware ofcear division”. The essence of this “clear digis’ can be

described in the following way: not all enemies tbe Lithuanian nation and the state of Lithuania {lne

116 Evidence given by A. Mikalauskaibn 28 November 1945, LYA, doc. f. 3377, inv. 86 151, p. 148

17 Hitleriniai Zudikai Kretingoje(Hitlerian Killers in Klaipsda) Vilnius, 1960, p. 21-22.

18 saulewvkius, Pr.Atsiminimai— autobiografijigMemoirs and Autobiography), 1959, LYA, doc. f. 33Tv. 23, file.
298, p. 3-4.

19 Masires Zzudyss LietuvojegMass Killings in Lithuania) part 1, p. 139.
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understanding of Lithuanian officials) were alscemies of the German Reich. The report reflectspitamatic
interests of the Germans in Lithuania, covered ith demagogy and “humanism”: all the inhabitantgrethe less
“guilty” Soviet collaborators, had to “immediatetnd efficiently join the rehabilitation, primariip the agricultural
sector, refrain from any political activity and énfn the German authorities about any hostile fgsliamong the
populatiort?°.

It is possible to draw a conclusion that such pratism of the occupants saved many of the Soviet
collaborators from the revenge of Lithuanian radicllo data suggests that the Germans could hdistatestricted
the departure of the Communist elements as labage fto Germany. It is interesting to note that 11941-1942
mobilisation of labour force for working in Germamas called in Lithuania the “Komsomol” mobilisatidue to the
relatively large number of former Komsomol member® had enrolled for the mobilisation.

As has already been mentioned, one of the tasksth®rGerman security police was to encourage
“tendencies” of political “cleansing” and put thé'om the right track”, proving that “the liberatedsidents resorted
themselves to the most harsh measures againsothke®ik and Jewish enemié$” Defending their own interests in
Lithuania, the Germans had not to encourage bherauppress the anti-Communist terror; directiregterror and
the atrocities against the Jews was a more contgtidask.

Specific “trials” were conducted not only in prisoaurtyards but also in public places, city squgnearket
places). The official press reported the extra@dircelebration that took place on 19 Septembed 1$4turday) in
biauliai, when 85 residents of biauliai, “disoriated” by the Bolsheviks, were granted amnesty atehsed. The
“celebration” was organised at the Diauliai margktce, decorated with the German and Lithuaniaifomat flags,
and with the participation of 2,000 city residerits.the middle of the crowd, a group of men and wanstood
surrounded by the police. The Commissar of PBauiairict (region) H. Gewecke arrived and deliveedpeech,
which was word for word translated into Lithuanigkccording to him, the saboteurs were executed uhlip,
whereas the 85 men and women brought by the gweeds clearly misguided by the promises of the Beliks,
however, they “took no active part in serving MostoThe great German Reich harshly punishes thainpgls but is
kind towards the misguided who can return back&irtwork and to the community of nations, he skidGewecke
then granted amnesty to the 85 arrested people; Wkee allowed returning home and justifying thestrthat was
put in them. The released allegedly listened tocdbmmissar’s statement “with tears in their eyes”.

Similar “celebration” took place in Teldiai and wattended by as many as 6,000 people. H. Gewedleega
speech there as well, noting that the Germans bat ¢o Lithuania not as enemies of the Lithuaniation but as
“friends and defenders”. In Teldiai, 62 “Lithuan&@disorientated by the Communists” were “grantedesty™*>
Thus, the occupants used demagogy, played thefdliberators”, judges and defenders of the repeésin

general, they made a psychologically subtle ugbesituation to promote their interests, imprdweirtimage among

120 |pid., p. 139-140.
121 Report by the Chief of Operational Group A Stakécup to 15 October 1941, ibid., part 2, p.19.

'2 Siauliuose amnestuoti 85 bol3eyiuklaidintieji(85 people misguided by the Bolsheviks granted atyria
Siauliai), Ukininko patagjas, 26 September 194Misy kraSte: iSkilngs TelSiuos€ln our land: celebration in
TelSiai), ibid., 10 October 1941.
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the population and form a group of people well-dsgr towards them. This might have generated nemsults in
the beginning. (In return for their saved livesmsoof the former Soviet activists became activéabolrators of the
Germans).

Several categories of the killings can be singletimthe process of anti-Communist terror.

First, the cases of massacre or revenge which wexked by extreme violence and torturing of the
condemned. One could even state that some of tmen@aist and Soviet activists suffered greater totrrand
derision than the Jews, executed on a mass scale.

P. Mikailionis (born in 1918), the head of the Rkl cooperative in Alytus County, member of the
Komsomol, was tortured to death in June 1941: s evere put out, ears and nose cut off, his bbdyan into a
lake; P. PaSisketius (born in 1922), member of the Komsomol of Pagiai village in Pakruojis District, Linkuva
County, was found dead from wounds, tied to a Wik a rope, with a pentagram burned on his chesDumpis
(born in 1907), chairman of the executive committé&aboniai area, Pasvalys District, was tortuaed afterwards
hanged by the “white-bands” on 22 June 1941; hie wwas allowed to bury him only as a “an infideP;
Cekanauskas (born in 1903), a Communist from Zarasas arrested near Rdkis; he was lead across the town of
Salakas carrying the portraits of Lenin and Stadinffered beating and torture and was executed 2odude; Z.
Bertulyte (born in 1924), the head of a club in Zarasairidistwas raped and killed with the butts of rifieghe forest
of BaltamiSkis when driven to Zarasai; J. Velrsks (born in 1922), the secretary of the Komsom@evynduoniai
village, Kedainiai County, was lead across the village antited before his execution in 1941; K. &anis (born in
1908), the headmaster of Zag&@econdary School, was brutally tortured and exton 14 July; V. SapoZnikovas
(born in 1904), member of the council of Smahrea, Zarasai County, was brutally tortured by theite-bands”; a
pentagram was burned on his chest, his legs brdkenyas left unconscious for three days, later @eek his
remains were buried in the cemetery only 6 monftervmards; P. Kolys, chairman of the executive cattea of
Luksiai rural district, Sakiai County, suffered g&n and humilitation at the Lukdiai market plabefore his
execution in July; Dirzinskas (born in 1899), membgthe underground Communist Party since 1933jrofan of
the executive committee of Pajevonis rural distrigitkavisSkis County, was executed in diytis on 14 July after
brutal torture; A. Osmolskas (born in 1893), heasteta of Merkig pro-gymnasium, was arrested and brutally
tortured, and executed on 6 July; Bizauskas (born in 1909), secretary of the Bureaih®fLithuanian Communist
Party in Kybartai rural district was executed tdgetwith the other Soviet activists in June 1941hia trenches of
Soviet border guards; the body of a horse was thromio the executed; when examining the burialelaear the
Zarasai church of people executed in 1941, the i8p8oviet Commission found the body of one victivith a
bucket on the head, €t

Not only the activists of the Communist Party ahd Soviet authorities but also members of theirilfam

and sometimes even entire families perished duhiegeriod of anti-Soviet terror.

12 Registration forms of the killed, LYA, doc. f. 387inv. 66, file. 9, p. 5; B¢nas, JNebaigta bylgUnfinished
Case), Svyturys 1978, No. 22, p. 18; LYA, doc f. 3377, inv. 629, p. 89; file 31, p. 19; file 55, p. 34, Zde 21,
p. 244; file 13, p. 101; file 55, p. 112; file. 42,59; file 54, p. 48; file 53, p. 53; file 54,186; doc. f. 913, inv. 913,
file 1, p. 4.
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In Kudirkos Naumiestis, Sakiai County, 4 brothersSeviet activists and father and son Linkaitis were
executed in 1941; on 29 June 1941, K. Ziten (born in 1888), non-party supporter of the 8bwuthorities, was
executed in his home in Pakruojis rural district 28h April 1941 together with his son Alfred who wastive in
campaigning for the Soviets; L. Vistedytborn in 1923), member of the Komsomol, pionead&r in Pakruojis, was
executed together with her father, a blacksmith;Gzianovas (born in 1887), deputy chairman of the exeeut
committee of ViStytis area, Vilkaviskis County, wesecuted in Vilkaviskis on 14 July 1944 togethéthvhis two
sons, Jonas and Juozas; K. Dailyda (born in 1984)peigned in Vilkaviskis for the Soviet rule; hesaexecuted
together with his wife O. Dailydienon 21 July 1941; J. and K. Medelis, Soviet acts/isnembers of the
underground Lithuanian Communist Party since 1928¢ executed in Vilkaviskis in June 1941; N. Speas (born
in 1911), Soviet activist of Pluagrural district, was executed in 1941 together wiiis three brothers; A.
Kadusewier¢, resident of Babtai rural district, Kaunas Couniyas executed in July 1941 as the wife of a
Communist underground activist; S. PotaSova, residethe same rural district, assisted her husparfdommunist
underground activist, gave speeches in meetingsysis executed in Babtai in 1941 together withsberLeonas”.

In certain cases, hostages were killed or innopeaple fell victim to collective punishment:

P. Giz¢ (born in 1923), resident of KlaiSiai village, Akdndrija area, Skuodas District, took part in no
Soviet political activity in 1940-1941, however, as arrested in June or July of 1941 and exeasdte had two
brothers, active Soviet administration officialshavhad retreated to the Soviet Union; &erdkus (born in 1921), a
worker of a mill in Utena County, was arrested doatage instead of his father who served as @tige in court.
After the father failed to appear, the son was etezton 4 August 194%.

Other cases of anti-Communist terror and killimgs shocking due to their ungrounded violence aed t
inadequate severity in terms of the “crimes” conteit

P. Sapagovas (born in 1908), farmer of RokiSkis fdgunon-party Soviet activist, attended the events
organised by the Soviets in 1940-1941 and was égdcin 1941; VI. Junas (born in 1919), member of the
Komsomol, student of Vilnius military school, esedphe German captivity and was hiding in KupiSkias arrested
and executed; N. Rybakova (born in 1920), activenber of the Komsomol in the area of Siesikai, UkgaeZounty,
who “carried” a red flag during the period of thev&t rule, was executed in 1941; R. Fresdorf, &ariierman)
from Sakiai County, had put up a red flag on a chuower, and was executed on 28 June 1941 in Koslir
Naumiestis together with the other Soviet actiyi§ts KaStaljanovas (born in 1905), a resident ofti®las who
supported the Soviet authorities, was executedréefght before the coming of the Red Army in 19%4inta (born
in 1903), resident of Skuodas District, was in hgdduring the years of the German occupation, netihome before
the very withdrawal of the Germans but was arreatatiexecuted; $Jsas (born in 1923), member of the Komsomol
of Kédainiai County, was executed in 1944 at tHeF®rt of Kaunas as an active member of the Komspthol
Radinskas (born in 1920), secretary of the KomsoaofidPakruojis Soviet farm, was arrested in 1944 dsrmer
member of the Komsomol and executed in Siauli@opr in July; V.CiZinauskas, chairman of the executive

committee of Babtai rural district, Kaunas Counigs executed in the spring of 1942 for failing égister at the

124 Registration forms of the killed, LYA, doc. f. 387inv. 66, file 42, p. 910; file 29, p. 153-154; §ile 54, p. 86,
57-58, p. 44, p. 102-103; file 32, p. 69; file 943, 74-75.
125 |pid., file 87, p. 13; file 52, p.14
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police; JuSknas (born around 1900), secretary of the Commuiasty of Salakas rural district, Zarasai Countyswa
informed that his wife had been arrested and stdyeto torture; trying to save her, he came tol&aahowever, his
wife had already been executed; Juils was executed as well; L. Fiodorovas (born i©11,9Communist from
Ukmerg: County, was in hiding after the outbreak of the;wehen he returned, he got arrested. When thetéwhi
bands” surrounded his house on 28 June 1941, fgetdimself.

Cases of dealing with the Communists and Sovietsehmvere initiated “on the grassroots” level, witiho
any instructions from outside, even ignoring théngs of the courts set up by the occupant autiesribr the
Lithuanian police not to punish the accused, ase e#ported:

A. Norgela (born in 1914), resident of Syliai village, Zeitfia Naumiestis rural district, TauragCounty,
secretary of the rural district's Komsomol, was dieth over by the people of the village to the “Ggstaf Zematiy
Naumiestis in June 1941. He was imprisoned for atmointerrogated, “acquitted” and released. Howgetee
villagers arrested him again, “subjected to hurtidia (thrust cabbage into his mouth, etc.)” andwadeéd him to
Zematiu Naumiestis, demanding his execution. A. Nbaigvas imprisoned again and executed in mid-Ju119.
Jurevitius, resident of tentis rural districtbiauliai County, forester, Soviet activist, was repd to the occupants;
during a search in his home, a red flag and Sdweks were found. When driven for execution, heresked the
Germans in fluent German and explained that theedld not belong to him but was the property ofadesinstitution.
The Germans released J. Ju¥ms, however, the “white-bands” executed him inleduly 1941 in Ktiai; J.
Kaminskas (born in 1921), member of the KomsomdRaseiniai County, agent of food products purvegamas
found in July 1941 shi.

Still, despite the hatred towards Communists andebofficials and the anti-Communist psychosist thad
overtaken the minds of the majority, some peopleirtiy the clergy, just like in the case of savirp tJews)
attempted to save the people condemned to exegution

P. Pegiulis (1896-1948), resident of Vangelioniai villag&love rural district, Alytus County, chairman of the
rural district's Soviet land commission in 1940-194vas arrested by the “white-bands” on 23 Juneimpdisoned
together with the other activists in NemunaitiseThajority of the Soviet activists were executed B&iulis was
saved by priest Zelnia. In 1942-1944, P¢iBis was hiding on his farm a Jewish doctor O.Ka®s and his wife, and
saved them; priest (lepznas of Anyksiai urged his congregation to avoid revenge antigiaation in the killings of
the Soviet activists and Jews; he visited the Garatanmandant in Utena regarding this is&lie

All the mentioned “forms” of anti-Communist terrand the killings of the activists of the Commurisirty
and Soviet authorities as well as members of theg@mol testify to the enormous political and idgidal gap that
existed between those who collaborated with theeS®and the rest of society, and to extreme hatred

A question arises as to the scale of the massdctieeocCommunist Party and Soviet activists durihg t
German occupation of Lithuania in 1940-1941. Aushofrthe Soviet period claimed, without referringany sources,
that a total of 5,000 were killed (perished in fight). A. Rakinas wrote that around 10,000 Soviet activists eshis

128 |pid., file 87, p. 223; file 35, p. 90; Simonaiis, V. Atsiminima(Memoirs), ibid., inv. 53, file 359, p. 201.

127 |bid., file 87, p. 223; file 35, p. 90; Simonaiis, V. Atsiminima (Memoirs), ibid., inv. 53, file 359, p. 201.
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the Red Army in fighting the German invaders arel dhbmed gangs of LAF. Approximately 5,000 of thdlagedly
were either killed in battle or died in the handshmurgeois nationalists” and Hitlerian occupaatsvictims of their
bloody terror. P. Staras gave a similar accourthefevents: according to him, around 5,000 Soétiats were
killed in armed clashes with the enemy or in bregkihrough encirclement. K. Ruktas claimed that 5,000 Soviet
activists were eliminated in the first days of tiezupation, and another 800 Soviet activists anticgzants of the
resistance were killed from July to December 1841

Lithuanian historiography has also used these digjtin reveal the scale of the killings of 1941.tB basis
of anti-Nazi resistance press (the newspayepriklausoma Lietuyahe Soviet authors must have also relied on this
source), L. Truska stated that the “hours of ratidn” claimed over 5,000 lives in Lithuania; duethe retaliation,
the nation lost in the first weeks of the war mafits patriots, even former volunte&ts

Is this figure grounded and reliable? So far, ne bas doubted it or presented other data.

The Nepriklausoma Lietuvag leftist (populist) newspaper of Lithuanian antidzlresistance mentioned this
figure during the Nazi occupation on several oaasiIn the summer of 1942, when condemning masdiiregs by
the occupants near Svgonys (around 400 people were massacred), the mgesplenounced the massacre as a
“totally arbitrary, atrocious, brutal and inhumast’aThe newspaper also reminded then of the kjlim the summer
of 1941 (unequivocally condemning them):

“We urge you to register all Lithuanians who weikteld and to remember the perpetrators, however, we
strictly forbid to execute arbitrary punishments,aresult of which different irresponsible elersemvil avengers,
various narrow-minded and fanatic people engagingcicount-settling, partially provoked by the aliemassacred
around 5,000 Lithuanians. Independent Lithuanid gét even with all those taking arbitrary actiati, those who
have played or will play with the lives of Lithuams. No one who has committed a crime against aitluwill
avoid justicé®”.

The sources on which the publishers of the newspl@sed this figure are unclear. It is unlikelytthay
“study” could have been carried out under the cirstances of the German occupation, a study onehths (losses)
of the inhabitants of this category in particulaihe Museum of Red Terror, established in the year&erman
occupation, collected data mainly on the victimstlué Soviet terror in 1940-1941; throughout the ntoy the

Lithuanians killed were being registered; the reggtfon was followed by a respective propagandapzagn.

128 Registration lists of the killed, LYA, doc. f. 337inv. 66, file 87, p. 66—70; Bubnys, Bolokaustas Lietuvos
provincijoje 1941 metaiéThe Holocaust in the Province of Lithuania in 194draft), p. 82.

129 Ralinas, A Klasiy kova Lietuvoje 1940-1951 metéihe Fight of the Classes in Lithuania in 1940195
Vilnius, 1976, p. 102Taryly Lietuva DidZiajame dvyres kare(Soviet Lithuania in the Great Patriotic War), \fils,
1975, p. 26; Rukéas, K Hitlerininky politika Lietuvoje(Hitlerian Policy in Lithuania (research papeiRuassian), p.
11.

130 Tryska, L.Lietuva 1938-1953 meta(kithuania in 1938-1953), p. 102.

131 D¢l teroro veiksm (Regarding the acts of terrofjlepriklausoma Lietuyal August 1942, No. 3-4, p. 4. In the
autumn of 1943, unequivocally condemning statemantbe official press encouraging Lithuanians tegare for
“the hour of retribution for the traitors”, the nspaper said: “Such “hours of retribution” have athg cost us over
5,000 lives”.Déel atsiskaitymo valangd (Regarding the hours of retributioNepriklausoma Lietuval5 September
1943, No. 15-16.
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It should be noted that the official daily of Kashalaiswe, estimated in May 1942 that, on the basis of then
available data, the Bolsheviks “must have massaarest 5,000 Lithuanians when withdrawing from Ligmid®2 Is
this an accidental coincidence in figures? Possifiy. The underground newspaper “appropriated” fihere,
distorting its essence for the purposes of propdaathe newspaper sought to “neutralise” the Bolkherimes by
bringing to the attention of Lithuanian society eth(non-Soviet) crimes and by expressing conceputafuture
“hours of retribution” and their disastrous effect the vital interests of the nation.

Irrespective of the “origin” and “story” of thisdure, its propagandist nature is undeniable, agutdis used
for the purposes of propaganda are always consijeeaxaggerated (inflated). This must have beerctse with the
figures related to the scale of the killings of @@mmunist Party and Soviet activists and peopiameoted to them.

What could be the approximate real scale of thesaas of Communist and Soviet activists in 19401294

When collecting in 1979-1985 the mentioned infoipyabn those killed in the fight for the Sovieteubver
1,000 activists of the Communist Party and the &owsuthorities killed during the years of Germarupation
(mainly in 1941) were registered. Although the datgenerally incomplete, more or less full datesswallected in
several districts of Lithuania: in Zarasai Distyi¢8 people were killed, in Vilkaviskis District#6, in Alytus District
— 47, in Pakruojis District — 61, in Pasvalys Oidtr 38, in Raseiniai District — 37, and in Rokigbistrict 54 people
were killed®,

The scale of the killings of the Communists who a@red on the territory occupied by the Germanstisar
precisely reflected in the documents of the LithaarCommunist Party. In the period from 1944 to 3,%he Party
closely followed their lives and political behaviand solved the issue of their further membershibe Party.

In the occupied Lithuania, 72 Communists afddiniai County stayed; 24 of them were executediete
missing (must have been killed when retreatingh® $oviet Union), and 6 were deported to Germanyded
labour. In the same County, 461 members of the Komo$ stayed; in the four rural districts of the @oy 19
members of the Komsomol were killed, 14 were takeGermany for forced labotif.

In Teldiai County, 70 Communists stayed during @e&man occupation, 24 of whom were either executed
or died; in Trakai County, 52 Communists stayedoflvhom were executed; in TautaGounty, 35 Communists
stayed, 13 of them were executed,"&tc.

By 1 April 1945, the Communist Party committees dounties and cities detected a total of 1,046
Communists who had stayed on the occupied territ®rg of them were killed, and 38 were deporteG@many.
According to the data of 1 July 1950, the fate gf0OD Communists had become known; 591 of them reitleze
killed or died®.

132 Traukdamiesi i$ Lietuvos bolSevikai is2ymr 5 000 lietuvi (Retreating Bolsheviks kill over 5, 000 Lithuanijns
[ laisve: Kauno dienrastis22 May 1942, p. 6.

133 See: Registration lists (forms) of the kiled, LYAoc. f. 3377, inv. 66, file 1-90.

134 Note of 1945 by J. Piligrimas, secretary of thgl#&iniai County Bureau of the Lithuanian Communisit, to the
Bureau of the Centre Committee of the Lithuaniam@unist Party, LYA, doc. f. 749, inv. 749, b. 49,6-109.
135LYA, doc. f. 1203, inv. 4, file 3, p. 1; doc. 64, inv. 164—7, file 3, p. 22—23; doc. f. 381, i881-16, file 3, p.
41.

1% Treiniers, E. Lietuvos komunigtpartijos gret; augimas ir stipgjimas(The Increase and Strengthening of the
Ranks of the Lithuanian Communist Party) Vilniu87Z, p. 16.
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Annex No. 8 “Report on the liquidated” to the refpon the period up to 15 October 1941 of W. Stdtdec
chief of operational group A, indicated that 860n@ounists were liquidated in Lithuania (Kaunas Gihd District
and Siauliai and Vilnius Districts). The same repuoted that 5,502 Communists and Jews were ligeitlan the
frontier area controlled by the TdZsecurity police and security servit€s There can be no doubt that the total
majority of these victims were Jews, Communistsewet many (the number of Communists killed iseetfd in the
mentioned registration lists of those Kkilled in fight for the Soviet rule).

In the “consolidated news”, presented by K. Jageief of the Nazi security police and SD as weltaes 3
operational squad of the operational group A, @ekecutions perpetrated by the squad till 1 Deeerhib41, a total
of 283 eliminated Communists (Communist activissjlifferent nationalities can be count&d

Historian K. Ruk8nas estimated on the basis of the report by thef oiithe Nazi security police and SD in
Lithuania and the files of the executed kept by\iiaius SD division that 781 non-Jewish Communistembers of
the Komsomol and Soviet activists were killed ild1ghowever, the victims of executions by the Jizestapo were
not included; also, the data on the number of pebpim this category killed in Vilnius District iduly-August 1941
and in Siauliai District in July-August 1941 is iriicient).

According to the data of K. RulSas, the operational squad of the security politet @D, headed by K.
Jager, killed by 1 February 1942 a total of 1,0@&mBunists. In 1942, the German security police 8Bdexecuted
415 Soviet activists, red partisans and undergrauatighists>°.

In the period from December 1942 to 1943 (the détiune, July and November excluded), 99 people wer
executed in Lithuania for “Communism and Marxisf”

Thus, the data presented by different authors rdiffarchive sources provide incomplete informatom
have not been fully analysed. Still, a conclusian be drawn that 1,500-2,000 activists of the ComistuParty and
the Komsomol, officials of the Soviet authoritiesdathe Communist Party and activists of the Soaighorities in
1940-1941 were killed during the Nazi occupatioraifity in 1941). These people constitute the largastgory of
victims from among non-Jewish civilians who peridle the years of Nazi occupation.

Some of the Communists, members of the KomsomolSowiet officials were imprisoned for long periods
in prisons and forced labour camps. However, thégoritya of them, having pledged to refrain from apglitical
activities and agreed to register at the policaeweleased and lived under the supervision opttiee, and some
were even exempted from it. Some established ctameth the Communist underground.

Apart from the killings as the highest form or terand punishment, former Communists and members of
the Komsomol were also subjected to different foahmoral terror, humiliation of their dignity amdlicule of their
views. Such cases were reported in the officiabgréFormer members of the Komsomol were tauglgsadn in
Joniskis in a rather original manner. Lined upanks and carrying Stalin’s portraits and slogalmsy thad to march
through the city. The people were at first surgtibet later roared with laughter when they sawhéat Stalin with

his eyes put out, his head parading a pair of h@mg a caption “Stalin — the Jackass of Georgiaen the portrait.

137 Masires Zzudyss LietuvojgMass Killings in Lithuania), part 2, p. 22.

138 |pid., part 1, p.131-137.

139 Quoted from: Bubnys, A/okie’iy okupuota Lietuva (1941-1944)ithuania Under the German Occupation)
(1941-1944) p. 310-311
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After the march, the same Komsomol members hadl@¢aip the former “scarecrows” and burn tHén

In the prison of TelSiai, Communist prisoners wéreed to make confessions and repent for theis;sin
those who refused to obey were threatened exedfftion

The anti-Communist terror was determined by the plarated historical situation and the events of the
1940-1941 Soviet occupation; however, its violemes unjustified, brutal, ruthless, inadequate inmte of the
“crimes” committed by the victims, and unlawful.h& problem of political violence is complicated atitficult to
approach in terms of historical research and imégpion.

The anti-Communist terror of 1941 and later yeans loe compared to the punitive acts during the-past
armed resistance, the fight against the Soviet panats, the elimination of their political and sdodiase, and the
merciless punishment of the true and alleged Sawakdborators.

Lithuania must have been distinguished in the eriastern European region by the scale and tragfeithe
events discussed. These events can be (at ledisllpacompared to the behaviour of those who katfered the
Nazi occupation with the Nazi collaborators in soofighe Western European countries after World Wain the
Netherlands, around 150,000-200,000 people wenstiftbsl as suspected collaborators; the fact thpeeson had
lunched with a German or subscribed to a collaimmet magazine was enough to accuse him or heoltfboration.
During the liberation period in France, thousan@seaAynched on the basis of capital sentences gdmseourts that
had not been set up by anyone. According to thieialfidata alone, the partisans killed 4,500 caltalors, and the

unofficial figures are even larger, &t

Victims of Repression against the Soviet Undergrouhin Lithuania

The Soviet underground and its political-socialébass nipped in the bud by the anti-
Soviet terror against Communists, Members o the ngoCommunist League and Soviet
government officials in Lithuania and the murdepablific members of the Soviet government in
the first phase of military occupation. This circatance, however, was only one of many reasons
behind the weakness of this underground. In genttrale were no historical preconditions for the
activities of a Soviet underground in Lithuania,iethhad only recently (on the eve of war, in
1940) been occupied by the USSR, and the majofinesidents did not support it, even when
more favourable conditions arose for anti-Nazi actiSomewhat more massive and better-
organised activity by the Soviet (especially armeddlerground with significant participation of

local residents only began in autumn 1943.

190 Masires Zudyas LietuvojgMass Killings in Lithuania), part 1, p.140

141 Zinios i§ visos Lietuvo@ews form all over Lithuania)Naujoji Lietuva 21 August 1941.

142 Evidence by M. Nikas given on 14 February 1950AL¥oc. f. 3377, inv. 55, file 250, p. 98.

143 aqueur, WEuropa nisy laikais 1945 —1992Contemporary Europe 1945-1992), Vilnius, 199%3-43, 46-47
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According to preliminary general (and, without auldh exaggerated) data in Soviet
sources, in total 3904 Soviet (red) partisans dpdran Lithuanian territory, of whom 1386 were
Lithuanian, 1475 Russian, 676 Jewish and 367 oéro#thnicities. The number of Lithuanian
residents among them came to 1884.

Despite the fact the Soviet underground in Lithaamias small, weak and without
influence, its actions incurred massive repressibypsthe German occupational forces, the
sacrifice of the lives of residents and materiaindges. From the first days of occupation the
Germans announced a severe, uncompromising wahersoviet underground. Whereas they
somewhat limited massacres of Communists, Sovietergment officials and activists by
Lithuanian radicals at the beginning of the occigma(for these had not yet committed crimes
against the German Reich), once the German ocouphtid begun any expression of resistance
or even the possibility of such expression waslesgsly silenced through application of the death
penalty (shooting, incarceration, etc.).

Repressive measures by the occupation forces aghiesSoviet underground can be
provisionally categorised in the following way: #ljrect repressions against members of the
underground, 2) massive terror and revenge ("pay‘haoperations against local inhabitants
applying the principle of collective responsibiliyd collective punishment for acts of subversion
and sabotage.

The German occupiers carried out many such masspression operations in Lithuania.
They were especially merciless when it came to neembf the Soviet underground, although
many innocent people also became victims. Collec(and even individual) punishments were
cynically made public in the government-controlieess or in special proclamations made by
high-ranking officials in the occupational regimesally district commissars). This "publicity”
was a military and political tactic on the parttbé occupiers, designed to intimidate citizens, to
psychologically break the spirit of any kind ofistance and to discourage them from resisting.

The occupiers carried out the following massived(amdividual) repression operations
against the Soviet underground (examples of antis@ropaganda, threats and warnings which
accompanied them are presented as well):

13 December 1941 (Saturday), Kaunas, three Sovigiess, A. Vilimas, VI. Baronas and
A. Slapsys (all of them members of the undergroblitidluanian Communist Party, and NKVD

> General statistics on Soviet partisans from theddearters of the Lithuanian Partisan Movement t(ivies
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staff in Kaunas from 1940 to 1941), sent from bdHhBoviet lines to organise armed resistance,
publicly hanged im\Zuolynas®

These organisers of the Soviet underground in aminuwere accused of the murder of 29
Lithuanians, other murders, of taking part in tl®d1 exile of people to Siberia and other serious
crimes. Although the hanged men had just beenisédatLithuania from behind Soviet lines, and
had not really had time to accomplish anything,ytleere condemned to death for activities
during the Soviet occupation, so that in effectytinere dealt with as if they had been former
officials in the repressive organs of the Sovievegament. The official press noted that the
punishment was "a clear and drastic warning tavalb violate the law, who maintain ties with
Communists and Jewish Bolshevik criminals.” Furttieey had been typical "criminals of the red
underworld," and "therefore the healthy nationaltiseent required exemplary punishmerft.”

This barbaric punishment, which people had nevenessed before, attracted a lot of
attention among Kaunas residents. Announcements avsiributed in the city before the fact, and
crowds of people came to watch. Z. Blynas, mentioearlier, wrote in his diary that "many
people, especially women and even children" cameaith the hanging, and "Two were hung,
the rope broke on the third, he fell, so the Gesrined 5 shots... Barbarism. | do not justify the
participation of Lithuanians. The Germans were mdeto participate (and the heads of
Lithuanian institutions?)>*

12 February 1942. Forty-two Communists convictedalfgerman court martial were shot
in Kaunas. The Kaunas newspagekaisw (To Freedom) reported they had been "arsonists,
murderers, instigators and supporters of Jews," #@nad the verdicts of the court martial
demonstrated that "Bolshevik elements would natoberated in this country,” /i.e. in Lithuania -
R.Z./, "which had already suffered so much fromnth&he Bolsheviks are driven out and they
will never return, not even as individual, uncledements >

10 March. Thirty-seven "members of a terrorist grothey were members of P.
Malinauskas' Communist anti-fascist group) weretsim Kaunas. They were accused of
incredibly wide and diverse anti-German activitiegrbouring and arming Soviet prisoners of

partizaninio judjimo Stabas (LPJS)), 4 November 1945, LYA, dod.finv.1, file 489, p.3; file 135, p. 3.

5 See their autobiographical documents, LYA, ining,1, file188, p.p.125, 127, 128.

%6 "pakarti trys raudonieji zudikai ir sovietipiteroristiniy grupiy vadal' (Three Red Murderers and Heads of Soviet
Terror Groups Hang)/kininko patagjas newspaper, 19 December 1941, p.16.

7 7. Blynas' diary, entry for 13 December 1941, L¥A3377, inv. 55, file. 236, p. 113.

8 »sysaudyti 42 komunistaiForty-two Communists Shot},laisve, Kaunasdaily newspaper, 13 February 1942, p. 6.



50

war, communist instigation, murder, arson in Kaymrétempts to blow up railroad equipment and
a military storehouse, anti-German propaganda, igatibn of anti-German proclamations,
possession of explosives materials and weapongerfpiof passports and German and Lithuanian
official seals. Civilian residents were warned twinaintain any relations with prisoners of war,
and were warned of the most severe punishmentifuture for doing sc”

On 16 June the newspapekLaisw gave details of the attempted escape on 11 Ma¥y by
Communists, D. Putilovas, J. Slavinskas and F.ivatr who had been sentenced by a special
German court: one of them was shot and killed asiée to escape, the other two were caught on
the run and sentenced to death. The newspaper acmeanen the facts thus: "there can be no
doubt of the most severe punishment for even thallest attempt to anger the German
government. In no way will it be tolerated that Belshevik elements carry on their destructive
work. Bolshevism will be fought against severelyg avithout any turning back even there, where
it expresses itself in unconnected incidents. Whoéwuches even a single hair of a German of
the Reich or of a Lithuanian who is performing therk assigned him by German institutions,
that person will be appropriately punished withamty mercy." Further, "the language of the
verdict is terse, clear and firm,” and the verdiself should be considered a clear and
unambiguous warning to othef8.

12 June, Kaunas. "Suspicious people" observed énboriding. Police throw grenades at
the building from the perimeter, and fire traceildts into it. One terrorist is killed, another
arrested. The usual "final warning" appears inghess, warning that all enemies will be treated
harshly, and a reward of up to 500 reichmarksHerdarrest of anyone who has ties with terrorists,
Soviet partisans or prisoners of war is promi§éd.

The Communist underground and its potential formginowere broken in Kaunas and
surrounding areas in 1942 as a result of theseiweaasd single repression operations and the
propaganda which accompanied them.

Similar repression operations were carried outireoLithuanian cities. According to data
from a Lithuanian anti-Nazi underground source 1@May 1942 in the Kaiserlingas Woods (in
Kurganava Forest) in the Pag2ys County, 32 Lithuanians were shot to death.yFeight people

were shot on June 5 in Kaunas as a result of aictelg the special German court there,

%9 "Terorisy gauja paversta nekenksmitigderrorist Gang Rendered Harmlegslgisve, 11 March 1942.
0 "Teisinga bauseuz uzpuolim" (A Just Punishment for the Attack)laisve, 16 June 1942, p. 6.
81 »policija imasi griezt priemoniy* (Police Take Harsh Measureg)aisve, 14 June 1942, p. 6.
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apparently most of them Communists from the citgt aounty of Panezys who had attempted
to organise themselves into the K. Elaz anti-fascist organisation. They were likewaseused
of incredibly serious crimes: disruption of suppliattacks on farmers, preparations to blow up
bridges and important military enterprises, drawipglists of distinguished Lithuanian partisans
(participants in the June, 1941 anti-Soviet upgkislated for murder and others. Each resident
noticing "any kind of destructive activity" and lfag to report it was proclaimed a criminé.

24 April 1942, sixteen people shot in Vilnius afercourt martial verdict. They were
accused of attempts to form terrorist organisatioesisting arrest (murder of a police offic&t).

July, 1942, a Communist anti-fascist organisatiorming in Diauliai is discovered and
liquidated, several of its members 8teUnlike in other large Lithuanian cities, no massanti-

Communist terror operations are conducted herelaagdr numbers of victims are avoided.

Unusually harsh accusations for the slightest @etiman activity, harsh and extreme punishments, the
slaughter of members of the Soviet undergroundyisopment and fierce anti-Communist propagandaénpress
aimed at intimidating the public destroyed orgathisesistance by the Soviet underground in Lithuamia941-1942
in its very infancy; it was isolated from the pempWithout favourable historical conditions, itléal to spread in

Lithuania even when more favourable external (aowiektic) factors for anti-Nazi activity came intay

Members of the Soviet underground can be thouglaisoéxotic kinds of hostages of the
war between Germany and the USSR: at the beginoiirgccupation, convinced of their own
invulnerability and the success of thblitzkrieg the German occupiers, after staging show trials
and even without them, gave amnesty to many a8wmdets. When the tide turned in the war
(after the loss of the battle for Moscow and othettsey arrested and repressed the Communist
element on the slightest suspicion.

Another anti-Soviet terror operation took place 28hMarch 1943. In Kaunas the death
penalty was carried out on "members of a large gangbbers,” who had committed "grave
crimes" in 1942 in the area around Jonava (the erundl Lithuanian retired colonel K. Alytas,
sabotage of the Kaunas - Daugavpils railroad roli@enty-seven people were arrested and 13 of
them shot.

In summer 1943 a Communist organisation operatingilnius, Kaunas, Alytus and other

places was discovered (it was the so-calladtuvos iSlaisvinimo gunga or Lithuanian

62 Announcement by the /Parigys/ district commisar, 5 June 1942, LYA, doc.f733inv. 58, file 512, p. 15-16.
® Kronika (Chronicle):/ laisve, 27 April 1942, p. 4.
8 p. Staras,Partizaninis judjimas Lietuvojé (The Partisian Movement in Lithuania), p. 60.
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Liberation Union, organised by J. Vitas and othek&yre than 50 members of this organisation
were arrested and they without a doubt awaited ptheshment they deserve@>

It is not tenable to claim that the Communist etatmand, in general, political prisoners
were murdered on a larger scale in Lithuanian jaildorced labour camps (in Pravierisk
Dimitravas, Pabrag Alytus and elsewhere). Concentration camps intthe sense of the word
did not exist in Lithuania.

In 1944, as the Germans withdrew, some of the guairthe Dimitravas camp organised a
prisoner uprising and escape. The prisoners wdeased in an organised manner, they were
given personal identification documents and prisecords were destroy&d. During the
evacuation of the Pravieni&k camp to Tilsit 270 people were shot, but theyemeot from
Lithuania (those shot and killed included 250 Fredews and 20 Russian political prisof8rs
Political and other prisoners were also releasenh fthe Marijampd prison on 18 July 1944 as
the front approache®

According to the data presented, one can conclbdé geveral hundred people were
victims of repression against members of the Sawneterground. Other sources confirm such a
conclusion. The document "Results of massacrestiuénia over ten months in 1942-1943 by
followers of Hitler and nationalists,” referenceatleer, indicates the following number of people
shot: 365 as "partisans, parachutists,” 99 "for @omsm and Marxism,"” 99 "members of the
resistance movement," 82 "for sabotage and adsrafr” and 37 Russian prisoners of war. Not
by a long shot were all of these people killed @&miners or supporters of the Soviet underground,
and clearly they were not all local residents, u#hian citizens. Some of these people were
victims of the anti-Nazi armed struggle, not ofresgsions.

It should be noted that the military forces of B@ish underground in East Lithuania also
engaged in anti-Communist terror and killed memiaerd supporters of the Soviet underground,
as did the repressive structures of the Germanpatizunal power. In that regard, one leader of the
Soviet underground in Southeast Lithuania, G. Zasarsent reports (by radiogram) to Moscow

that in the beginning of 1944 Polish partisans badun to systematically annihilate active

85 "15aiskinta Lietuvoje veikusi slapta komunistganizacijd (Secret Communist Organisation Discovered Opegati

in Lithuania),Ateitis, September 29, 1943, p. 6.

8 J. Tanskis' testimony, LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. fite 16, p.1-6.

7 F. Sokolov and K. Raugalas' testimony, ibid., &2, file. 63, p. 56; inv. 55, file153, p.27.
%8 Note from 1978, ibid., inv. 53, file 213, p. 175.
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Soviets, and during a brief period had murderedatimer Soviet activists in the small Rural
District of Rudninkai in Trakai County alone.

Soviet activists fled to Vilnius and attempted idéhthere from Polish partisans coming
from Belarus (from ASmena and other counties), \ndmortedly had lists of former Communist
Party members and supporters of the Soviet goverhnmidiese people were killed based on
verdicts rendered by the Polish partisans' spemalt tribunal$® Strained relations between
Poland and the USSR and the Soviet undergroundiesgve activity vis-a-vis the Polish anti-

Nazi underground were behind the anti-Soviet regpoas carried out against the Polish partisans.

Retribution ("Pay-back") Operations by the Occupiers to Avenge for Activities
Carried out by the Soviet Underground

These kinds of massive repression operations ddliffet in any way from the already
mentioned massacres in Ablinga, Alytus and bwsad(Raseiniai County). The only difference is
that once Lithuania had come under Nazi occupadioth stood behind German military lines,
actions by the armed Soviet underground instedtasfe by the Red Army were the provocation.
German occupational regime officials called on u#hian (and all Ostland's) people from the
beginning of the occupation until its end to janthe battle against "gangs and terrorist groups,"
to report suspicious people, especially paractsti®ted Army officers and soldiers, spies,
saboteurs and members of their families. The ssigbenalties (execution by firing-squad) were
threatened for failing to report such people or lietping them in any way. As an incentive, a
reward of up to 5000 rubles (500 reichmarks) wasnised for useful information and reports.

The Germans did not trust in the "goodwill" of ttesidents of occupied countries, and
held the view that it was impossible to carry oalbatage or acts of terror without "at least the
passive participation of residents," but, lackingfisient forces to stand guard behind the fighting
front, they foisted responsibility for "order andcsrity,” first and foremost for protecting rail

lines, roads and bridges, on to local residents.

89 LYA, doc.f.3377, inv. 55, file 217, p. 42.

"0 Reich Commissar for Ostland Lohse's proclamatfatbaNovember 1941, published in the newspdfieninko
pataréjas, 15 December 1941.

"L Secret instruction from Commissar General of Lithia A. Renteln to Lithuanian first advisor P. Kliiinias, 9
September 1943, published ihiétuvos liaudis DidziajameéVyres kare (1941-19455okument ir medZiagos
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Members of the Soviet underground, sabotage greapsfrom behind Soviet lines into
Lithuania, were geared up for carrying on activaed struggle, for sabotaging transportation and
performing terror operations against German offgcilembers of the Soviet underground did not
feel any responsibility for their actions or theansequences as they bore on local residents, and
did not try to defend the local population from Ban repressions made in reply. These
circumstances (especially from autumn 1943 on, wBenwiet partisan activities intensified)
resulted in agonising massive repression operatansed out by the occupiers: the wholesale
burning of villages, massacres, transport to Geynaarforced labour and others.

The largest such repression operations carried byutGerman occupiers and their
collaborators in various places in Lithuania wére fiollowing:

In Uzusaliai Village (Kaunas County) between Kaunas and Jonamal2 September
1941, 48 people were murdered. The absolute mgjofitVillage residents were Russians.
Reasons and motivations for the massacre wereugaind mixed. During the years of Lithuanian
independence the Village was one of the largesregmmf Communist, anti-state activity. After
the war and German occupation began, Red Army, Qargnand Communist youth members
remained in the area around Jonava and found refitbdocal ethnic Russian residents, and they
began to form the rudiments of a Communist undergglo There are data to the effect that
Germans drew fire on the road to Paskutiokiai mser of 1941. In early September, units of the
12th Lithuanian Self-Defence Battalion and localigm carried out sweeps through the woods
around Wusaliai and searches of local residences. Arou@dp2@ple were arrested on suspicion
of maintaining ties with the Communists and Sow&@Ws. On 12 September two Germans
arrived there from Kaunas, and under their supenvia "trial* of those arrested was held. The
prisoners were mocked: they were driven into arm@tbx church to pray (to repent), they were
forced to dance to Soviet songs, people were beaitmthe butts of rifles and so on. The
"convicted" were told they were to be transportedsermany for labour, but they were herded
instead along the fence of theudaliai graveyard and shot to death (one of thesddd died of a

heart attack).

rinkinys' (The Lithuanian People in the Great War of therdétand (1941-1945): a selection of documents and
material), Vilnius, 1982, p. 188.
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Jonava Rural District. KungiSilai Village, 23 Septeer 1941: thirteen people including
five women were shot to death.

A massacre took place on 20 May 1942 in the areanaiSvertionys. In the morning of
19 May Svetiionys County agricultural directors J. Beck, W. Brand a Wehrmacht officer,
senior lieutenant Schmidt, were brutally murderad their corpses desecrated as they travelled
from bvertionysto Lentupis.Soviet partisans belonging to F. Markov's Belaarsgjroup carried
out this act of terrdf. Vilnius County Gebietskommissar H. Wulff annoutice a public
proclamation following that "in retribution for #iheinous move, 400 saboteurs and enemy
terrorists have been executédput in fact those killed were innocent people fribra area around
bvenrtionys, mainly Poles.

Following the act of terror Gestapo officials andhuanian police officers performed
searches looking for weapons and the uniforms @htlardered Germans, and made mass-arrests
of males from neighbouring towns and villages astémges. Some of those detained were released,
others managed to escape. Strained and hostilenahtielations between Poles and Lithuanians
influenced the selection of those to arrested asnmtlemned to the firing-squad: mainly Polish
men made it onto the lists of those to be shotMag 20 people were shot in several locations: at
Adutidkis Village (33 shot), at Sv&ionys (29-32 people killed) and at Sv@améliai (24-26
killed). ”® The other sites of massacres are not known.

There were various speculations and propagandardéoins in the Polish and Soviet
sources (and persist in Polish historiography etaaay) concerning the massacre around
bvertionys during the German occupation, and espec@tiythe number of those shot. It is
claimed, for instance, that 1200 Poles were kilkat] that people were killed in the streets, in

their homes and elsewhefé.

2 See Jonavos rajone UZzusaliapylinkje 1941 m. ruggo men. suSaudyt gyventaj ir pogrindinink; vietos
nustatymo aktag(Report defining the site of the shooting of desits and members of the underground in September
1941 in the UZusaliai area in Joanava District,"Ne#y 1965, LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 635, ¢d, 10, 31-33;
autobiography/memoirs of A. Voitenka, ibid., invG,4file. 999, p. 19-20; autobiography/memoirs ofSergejev,
1967, ibid., file 774, p.18.

BLYA, doc. f. 3377, inv. 58, file 512, p. 13; Feigdeuchelmord an Reichsdeutschen, Wilnaer ZeitaBgMai
1942.

S, Apyvala's 17 May 1943 report to A. Stkies, LYA, doc.f. 57, inv.1, filel, p.1; doc.f.337ny. 58, file702, p. 3;
V.Maldzitnas, 15augau Vilnijof (I grew up in Wilno),Atsiminimai,Kaunas, 1996, p.128. V. Maldihas writes that
all Germans killed had their corpses desecratedréssed, genitalia cut off and discarded next tids).

S »Aktai Zudynj vietoms nustatyti(Report for Defining the Sites of Massacres) 68.9.YA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58,
file 635, p. 91, 93— 94.

S LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 273, p.3; J. Wolkowski, Okeg Wilenski Zwezku Walki Zbrojnej Armii Krajoweij
v latach 1939-1945, Warszawa, 1996, s. 96.
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A different statement, however, should not be tegand is worth discussing, namely,
that the total number of people cited in Vilniusbig#skommissar H. Wulff's proclamation (400)
was not actually the number murdered (at leastwithtin the current territory of Lithuania).
Svertionys, Svetiion¢liai and Adutiskis should be considered the moghificant sites of these
massacres, but in those places about 100 peopk merdered. On the other hand, people may
have been murdered on the other side of Lithuamasent border with Belarus. The large
number of those executed which was announced wesded to scare the local population, cause
psychological shock and demonstrate that such aicterror would not be tolerated. In his
proclamation, H. Wulff told the public that thosénav"give aid to the Bolshevik enemy or its
terrorist groups or fail to report their appeardnesuld "in serious cases" face death, and
"collective measures for settling accounts" weraimghreatened’.

However, as mentioned before, after the Simrys massacre of 28 May 1942, H. Wulff
called on county chiefs to maintain calm and, base@conomic considerations, to avoid similar
massacres and avoid victims in carrying out refwass’® In another proclamation on 14
November 1942 he assured Vilnius County farmerssfip®oles) that the transfer of (Lithuanian)
farmers from Lithuania to the Vilnius area had ehdend that all Vilnius County farmers "will
remain and continue in control of their farms."” éd@ressed hope that all would do their work and
fully meet their obligations’?

Ferma (in some source3rak énai), a village in the Trakai County, 5 kilometres from
Lentvaris, was burned to the ground on 8 SepterfiBdB. In early September Soviet partisans
(the detachmeniglaisvintojas or Liberator, operating in thetRninkai forest) blew up a military
train on the Lentvaris-RliSkiai route. The 11th company of the 16th SS Botlice Regiment
(under Commander Hoer) burned the village down. niywene farmsteads were burned to the
ground and 136 village residents (30 men, 51 woar@h55 children) were driven to Lentvaris
and sent as slave labour to Germany. One villagjdenrt escaped. Forty heads of cattle, 57 sheep,
6 pigs and a calf were confiscated. Data from tlen@n invaders show a large number of

explosives exploded during the incineration ofvtiage. *°

"TLYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 512, p. 13.

8 LCVA, doc.f.R-500, inv.1, file 2, p.569-570.

"9 LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 512, p. 17-18.

8 Lietuvos liaudis DidZiajame é¥yres kare" (People of Lithuania in the Second World War)190; 'Pirciupiy
tragedijos kaltininkdi (Perpetrators of the Riupiai Tragedy), Vilnius, 1975, p.17-18; LYA, doc3377, inv. 3377—-
9, file 42, p. 164; Naujoji Lietuva, 3 October 1943isws kovotojas19 October 1943.
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Lazdénai, a village in the Trakai County, not far from Balogkis on the Vilnius-Kaunas
rail line, was burned down on 11 September 194& Ttth company of the 16th SS and Police
Regiment (under Commander Hoer) carried out theratippm. The Nazi punitive squad
surrounded the village and searched for Sovietigaans, weapons and explosives. Village
residents (about 25 families) with their belongiragsl their farm animals were driven out of the
village onto the highway. Twenty-one residences ather buildings were put to the torch. Older
village residents were freed, while the others wersported to Vievis, from there to Vilnius and
after the passage of some time to Germany. Thassported as slave labour to Germany worked
at labour camps in Neumark and Chemmlting railroad and forestry workyhile residents
suspected of ties with partisans were sent to euratéon camp§’

Druziliai (Dryzuliai, DruziliSkiai in some sources), a village the Rural District of
Maginai within Svegionys County on the Vilnius-Daugavpils railroaddjnwas torched on 11
September 1943 in retribution for the blowing umohil line by Soviet partisans. The village was
surrounded, the people herded onto a road at the efdthe village. After the village was looted,
farm buildings were burnt and all 12 residencesewsamsumed in the flames. Older people and
pregnant women were allowed to go free, those dapafbwork were sent to Vilnius for later
transport to Germany?

Sarkiskés (a village in the Alytus County, near Matuizos) swaurnt down on 30
September 1943. Some of the villagers had mairdaies with Soviet partisans and on the eve of
the village's destruction a train was derailed rikarvillage. Members of punitive squad arrived
by train at the small Matuizos station, surrounttezlvillage, sent residents and farm animals on
the road to Matuizos and burnt down the buildirgsventeen residences and 75 other buildings
were destroyed. People and animals were drivetodffe Vagna train station. On the way a great
number managed to run away. Only 7 prisoners fdibedscape. They were taken to Luksk
Prison in Vilnius, later transported to Germanyvark. %3

Mili anai (avillage in Rokiskis County, 7 kilometres north dkettown of Rokiskis) was
incinerated on 13 October 1943. Village residemtsst of them Russians, actively supported the

Soviet partisans operating out of the Miai Woods, and many of them belonged to the Soviet

81 "Vieninga kova (United Struggle, an underground newspaper), &xténber 1943; S. Siukstigsn 1951 memoirs,
LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 3377, filel,1. 40.

82 »pirjupiy tragedijos kaltininkal' p. 17-18.

8 . BiekSait's 1949 memoirs, LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 3377, fle3, p.1-3.
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partisans. Aircraft flying in from behind Soviehdés across the front used to drop weapons and
ammunition near the village. There are reports dh@erman soldiers were killed in the Mitai
Forestin August 1943, and on September 23 a confrontatith Soviet partisans took place.
Some data show the punitive operation against illeege had taken place by 4 October, during
which 4 residential farmhouses were burned dowme@ple killed and another injured. The
punitive squad which on 13 October completely ircated the entire village was composed of a
German military unit arriving from Kaunas, Germas®gcurity police from the Pangys County
and the RokiSkis gendarmerién total 67 residences (64 belonging to Russians and 3 to
Lithuanians) were burned to the ground and 4 peé&pled (one Russian priest and 3 other
villagers). People were only allowed to rescueduggl from the burning homes. Villagers were
sent toPrawniskes, later on to Germany as labour. Younger men ttwevillage fled to the forest
and joined in Soviet partisan operations. Forcesyicey out the operation looted the village, shot
and carried off pigs and other assets. Livestoalewusned over to the Rokidkis state fa.

The official paperAteitis wrote about the torching of Milhai Village: "On 13 October
1943, Milianai Village was razed to the ground after livestakd harvest surpluses were
removed. Residents, if they did not take up armsrewaken away and will be employed for
meaningful work. This is the last warning to albsle who support gangs. In the future [this is
how] every instance will be treated without compisex'°

Slapekiai, formerly a small Lithuanian residential village hme® Miliinai, incinerated
together with Miliinai on 13 Octobefunitive squads arrived at the village after thstrdetion
of Militnai had begun, allowing a large number of residemtsbscond to the forest. They drove
people out of homes and used incendiary bulletsetobuilding ablaze. All 7 of the village's
residences were burnt to the ground. Village redid&taigys (his son worked in a self-defence
(police) battalion) was found burnt up in the asiembers of the punitive squad were in favour
of shooting some of the villagers arrested, butMpiona forest-keeper managed to talk them out
of it. Attackers looted the village as they destrdyt. Villagers now made homeless found shelter
in the village of Sodeliaf®

8 YA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, b .266, p. 1; file 11234-35] laiswe, 30 October; 18 December, 194Bjetuvos liaudis
Didziajame Bvyres kare" p. 244-245.

8 "Kieta, bet teisinga baushuz gauj remimy" (Harsh but Just Punishment for Supporting Ganigsitis 15
October 1943, p.6.

8 YA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 266, p.1; file 51@. 34—-35.
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Laucianai, another small former Lithuanian residential villaggar Milianai, burnt down
on 13 October. The village was burnt down in eyatle same way as Slapekiai. Seven
residences were burnt to the ground, while 2 mbrgher away from the forest, remained
standing.

Gumbas (a village in the Eisi&s County, 12 kilometres northwest of Sainkiai), was
burnt to the ground on 9 April 1944 in revenge $mviet partisan sabotage on the Vilnius-Lyda
(Lida) railroad route. On the eve of the operatiba punitive unit arrived by train in Kidarai
Village and from there reached Gumbas in armoueddcles. Beiteranas manor was surrounded
first, where there lived 4 families of labourersrad with 12 women with children who had fled
there from Belarus during the occupation. The peoptre herded into a grain-storage barn and
shot to death. The barn and corpses were lateredur@nly one injured woman managed to
escape. The punitive squad drove other villagets R Godlevskis' barn and burnt it down,
burning 18 people to death. The burnt village'sdteck were herded to the railroad, loaded onto
train cars and carried awdy.

Kernavé (Kernova), a village in the Jasiai Rural District within the EiSi&is County,
burnt to the ground on the same day. The village ated during the destruction, herd animals
were confiscated and sent away along with otheztasEour villagers were shot to death, others
managed to escape.

Gudeliai (a village in the Jasnai Rural District within the EiSigls County) mentioned in
Soviet underground sources as another village biarnthe ground along with Gumbas and
Kernaw. %

Pagrazupys (a village in the area near Lieponys in the TraRaiunty) was partially
burned on 13 April 1943. A German punitive squadad 150-200 troops) and 3 tanks attacked
the village, shot and killed P. Jurgelewicz (whoswl®b) and E. Kozlovskaya (aged 76), burnt
down S. Jurgelevius' house and threw A. Varsalskis and St. Matkaesi (aged 15) into the
flames. Other villagers escaped to the for&st.

Inkl ériskés (a village in the RdiSkiai Rural District within the Trakai County) wa
attacked by a German punitive unit (about 150 soddion 14 April 1944. The base of the Trakai

8 R. Parmaitis, Gumbo kaimo tragedifa(The Gumbo Village Tragedy).KP istorijos klausimai(Historical
Problems of the Lithuanian Communist Party), v8l. 8. 101-102; LYA, doc.f. 1771, inv. 43, file 12.

8 YA, doc.f.1771, inv. 43, filel13, p. 7.

8 April 15, 1944 Report by the Soviet Partisan Cossiain, LYA, doc.f. 51, inv. 511, file5, p. 4-5; Mfoninas' 21
April 1944 radiogram to A. Sni&us, doc.f.1, inv. 1, file 411, p. 340.
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brigade of Soviet partisans was located on thekotgsof the village. Some villagers actively
supported the Soviet partisans, and acted as latskemd helpers. The village provided the Soviet
partisans bread, clothes and medicines, and viBagarried out intelligence and other tasks for
the Soviet partisans.

Data from Soviet partisan sources show German srbopnt the homes of 2 or 3 villagers
(A. Jartevskis, A. Dubrovskis, K. Jéavskis), shot 13-15 people, mostly women and obildr
and injured 6. The troops drove around 30 villagets a site and were preparing to burn them
alive when Trakai brigade partisans stepped inutoapstop to it and drove the German troops out
of the village. On 13 May the punitive operatioramgt InkEriSkés was repeated. The village was
bombarded from the air with 70 incendiary and egpl® bombs. Twelve residences were
destroyed and 16 people died with many more injadgthg the aerial bombardment. Almost the
entire village was burnt to the grouri@.

Plunksnaotiai (a village in theRokiskis County, 12 kilometres from the town of Rikis,
along the Rokikis-Cedasai highway) was torched on May 16, 1944. \lfagvere Russians, and
there were 13 residences. During the inter-waropesome of the villagers took part in activities
of the Communist underground and during the Nazupation supported Soviet partisans. There
were strained relations between the Russian vitaged the local Lithuanian authorities and
Lithuanian society over the villagers' co-operatwaith Soviet partisans. Villagers were followed
and persecuted, and they included some of thosewehe arrested and sent to Germany as slave
labour or shot. Circumstances surrounding the ervaition of the village are not clear: it was
torched at night by people laying in ambush, adogrdo the testimony of villagers, by "white
armbands, Lithuanian bourgeoisie nationalists."\llage residences were burned to the ground.
Residents were not murder&d.

Pir ¢iupiai (Naujieji Pir ¢iupiai), a village in theValkininkai Rural District within the
Trakai County, along the Vilnius-EiSi&k road, burnt down on 3 April 1944. The 9th andh10t
Companies of the 3rd Battalion of the 16th SS aokit® Regiment executed the operation. The
incineration of the village was an especially brwgat of terror by the German occupiers in

%15 April and 5 May 1944 reports by the Soviet Bart Commission on German attrocities in énigkes, LYA,
doc.f. 51, inv. 51-1, file 5, p. 5-7.

I Tiesa(Lithuanian Communist newspaper), July 26, 19720ALdoc.f. 3377, inv. 45, file 32, p. 165; Work Hye
Ethnographers of théedasai SchoolPaminklas sudegintam Plunksfig kaimul’ (Monument to the Incinerated
Village of Plunksnéiai), 1973-1983.
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Lithuania. Contrary to the way other villages wbtent down, the village was burnt down and all
its residents were shot dead or burned alive.

The German punitive squad surrounded the villagegmbled all the villagers and people
who happened to be in the village at the time d#idithe condemned up into groups, locked them
in farmsteads and barns and burned them alive. fixsaven residences were torched and 119
people, including 58 men, 61 women, 49 childrentayage 15, 14 children under age 5 and 4
toddlers were burned or shot to death. Only 9 peaplthose rounded up (assembled) by the
punitive squad managed to save themselves, andtah 39 villagers survived. Burial of the
remains of the murdered was only allowed on 11 tine

The Pigiupiai tragedy was provoked by Soviet partisan sugion in village areas in that
a portion of villagers supported them. Soviet garis had continually organised ambushes of
Germans near Riupiai, and one of the ambushes took place on tbenimg of the village
tragedy: passenger vehicles (other reports sakdjyunf the German gendarmerie travelling the
partisans based near the village did not do angttarstop the German punitive operation, which
lasted several hours.

The burning down of villages and massacres of gewpl941 and 1942 were "pay-back"
for separate attacks by Soviet partisans againgn&es, and in 1943 and 1944 the "result" of
their stepped-up and more wide-spread sabotagkeeohithuanian railroads. The villages burned
down in autumn 1943 were "pay-back” by the Germaupiers for sabotage in the so-called "rail
war" beginning in August. In spring 1944 activitisea new stage of the "rail war" provoked
repressions by the Germans.

In response to sabotage on the rail lines, the @esnalso burned down separate rural

residences in addition to entire villages. For eplemin summer 1943 after the railroad between

923, Sinkeuius, "Pirciupiai: dokumentia apybraiza, Antrasis papildytas leidima®iriupiai: a Documentary
Sketch, second abbridged edition) Vilnius, 19780pSoviet Partisans' 5 June 1944 report on theithgiof
Pir¢iupiai, LYA, doc.f. 51, inv. 51-1, file5, p. 2-3; Mfonimas' (Petras') 6 June 1944 radiogram to Axwis,ibid.,
doc.f.1, inv. 1, file 412, p. 439.

9 Archive documents of the Soviet partisan unit "fhea the Occupiers” claim ambushes of Germans weyanised
on 21 March 1944 (see LYA, doc.f. 32, inv. 1, flla4, p. 1), April 15 (when 9 Germans died, manyeniejured,
(see: ibid., filel, p.68)), 31 May, 2 June d.(SeSolominas' (Pranas’) 6 June 1944 radiogram tmi&gus, ibid.,
doc.f. 1, inv.1, file 412, p. 446, 447); J. Zemiita "Piety Lietuvos partizan veikla 1943-1944 mAtsiminimal
(Activities by the South Lithuanian partisans 19844, Reminiscences), 1950, LYA, doc.f. 3377, i8877, file
1297, p.22-23L.ietuviy fronto biuletenignational underground newspaper) 23 June 19424 apd others.
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Vievis and Asliai was blown up, the farms of the two brotheedliGnhas were burned down, and
in 1944 a farm residence and 4 people were indie@iia Doniai Village in Kretinga County/*

The facts given show that mostly villages in East &outheast Lithuania were burned, or
from the ethnic perspective, mostly Russian andsRalillages (although Lithuanian villages did
not escape repressions either). Russian (Old Beleslages were the most active in supporting
Soviet partisans, such villages existed in almdistithuanian regions, and a wider range of
measures were used to terrorise such villagesjdimgy murdering the people. An example of this
occurred in the Try$kiai County within the usuadialm” Siauliai County on 18 May 1943, when
the mostly Russian-inhabited villages of DegimaopBlina and Sevénai were surrounded and
their inhabitants accused of sheltering and feegi@gchutists, partisans and escaped POWSs. In
total 43 people were arrested. Six were summahiby, <12 sent to the Siauliai prison and 25 given
severe warnings and releas&dOne Soviet underground leader in Lithuania, Dimauskas,
reported to A. Snigkus in Moscow that people from 5 Russian villages fbeen transferred
elsewhere (it is not known where) in Siauliai Cquimt 1943 for actively supporting the Russian
partisans, and that evacuated Russian refugeeshadh@actively participated in the war "against
Bolshevism™" had been set up in their place on the vacant farms. According to another Soviet
partisan, J. Badulis, Russian peasants were moved from the SwmikRural District within
Siauliai County to the Alytus County, and 150 Ukian families were moved in to replace them.
According to data from the Lithuanian national umgeund, in December 1943 in Sguoki Rural
District within the Siauliai County, the deportatiof people living along the forest periphery,
mostly Russians, to camps began as part of théebaglinst "Bolshevik banditry." Russian
families evacuated from the East were settled eir farms?®

Russian villages and individuals were constanttyotesed in Zarasai, Rokiskis and other
counties’’

Soviet partisans in Lithuania (as elsewhere) imyoag out acts of subversion did not pay
heed to the consequences for local residents, mtiet danger of German revenge operations.
That's well illustrated in the following example.ftér the Polish underground liquidated

% J. Dzeinas' 1945 testimony, LYA, doc.f. 3377, ik, file 128, p. 38; inv. 35, file 11, p. 372; Ptaras,
"Partizaninis judejimas LietuvdjdThe Partisian Movement in Lithuania), p. 212.

% "Lietuvos liaudis DidZiajameéUyres kare' p. 141; LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 635, pr1

% M. Sumauskas' (Kazimieras') January 31, 1944 gadin to A. Snigkus, LYA, doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 410, p. 168; J.
Bagiulis' 1951 memoirs, ibid., doc.f.3377, inv.33774ilke 4, p. 13; inv. 58, file 263, p. 151.
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Lithuanian criminal police inspector M. Padaba Vilnius in autumn 1943, 100 Polish
intellectuals were taken hostage and 10 of them a&hBaneriai. The Polish underground, in order
to avoid victims, renounced such acts of terrorvi&ounderground leaders in East Lithuania
condemned the tactic, saying the "Polish natiotsdlisad formerly carried out sabotage, acts of
terror but after the execution of hostages turratkldrom that and whenever they can they hinder
our people from carrying out such atts.

It is possible to suggest that the leaders of ihaeb underground even had an interest in
the continuation of massive repressions and sotaghse them for their own political purposes
and propaganda. After the &upiai Village tragedy G. Zimanas recommended toSAiekus
that "the brutalities of the Germans in dRipiai should be disclosed as widely as possible in
Lithuania and the world. We will use the eventsRufciupiai to invite the people to armed
struggle."®

What the consequences were for the local residantse all-out active armed partisan
struggle can be seen clearly in the destructiorBelarussian villages. According to Soviet
historiography data, 5295 villages were destroyathd German punitive operations, with either
their entire populations or a portion of them Idli¢he rest sent to Germany as slave lab8ur.

On the other side of the equation, German traiaglys moved to the front without any
interruption: not a single Wehrmacht operationahgport was stopped as a result of partisan
activities, nor was a single large German offensiperation hinderetf*

In discussing repressions, revenge (“"pay-back"yaim®s and massacres of civilians by
the German occupiers, it is impossible not to touglon analogous actions against civilians
carried out by the Soviet and Polish undergroundelm When the armed Soviet underground
stepped up activities in Lithuania in autumn 1948, Germans allowed the setting up of so-called
local self-defence units, "to safeguard the assedislives of the people” and to fight "banditry by
the Bolshevik element.” In East and especially autS8east Lithuania, where the forces of the
armed Soviet underground were concentrated, "locaginly village, self-defence became a

wide-spread and popular phenomenon, and Soviespast became embroiled in armed struggle

°” Report on German attrocities in the Zarasai QisttiYA, doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 438, p. 56, 36-3le 21, p. 11;
Zematiy zent (periodical), October 16, 1943.

% M. Miceika's 6 March 1944 letter to A.Stlass, LYA, doc.f.1, inv.1, file 40, p. 19.

9 G. Zimanas' (Jurgis') 19 June 1944 radiogram t8rekus, LYA, doc.f. 1, inv.1, file 413, p. 65.

190 B cenapoHas Gops6a B Benopyccnn mpoTHB HeMelKo- GalMCTCKUX 3aXBaTInKoB, t. 3, Mimck, 1985,c. 219.
101g, CoxonoB, Oxkymnanus: nmpaeaa u Mudsl, Mocksa, 2002,c. 104.
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against armed villages. In that struggle, the Sopetisans used measures similar to those
employed by the German occupiers: they torcheagel and killed civilians, including women
and children. On 29 January 1944, Soviet partitamat down Karikai Village in the Jasnai
Rural District within the EiSis&és County and killed 38 people there, including 1@mnen and 7
children aged from 1.5 to 16, and severely wounaleother 15 people. The Kakai Village
tragedy is comparable to the tragedy ofiRpiai Village, burned down by the German occupiers
On 12 April 1944 (Easter Sunday) Soviet partisarnhe Onuskis Rural District within the Trakai
County burnt down Bakalorigk Village (about 40 residential buildings and 3a@fhf buildings),
and in this and neighbouring villages murdered d8ppe.'2

Strained relations between Poles and Lithuaniangast Lithuania also led to revenge
("pay-back") operations with civilian casualtiesthuanian police and military structures did not
shy away from repression and violence toward Pdisiians in fighting Polish opposition, and
for their part the armed Polish underground teseati Lithuanian residents. The most tragic
episodes in the armed conflict between Lithuani@mg Poles took place in April 1944. On 20
April of the same year Polish partisans helpeddogll residents in Glitidls in the Vilnius District
took captive and killed four soldiers from 258thtHuanian Self-Defence Battalion. In revenge
battalion soldiers shot to death 38 local resident®ien, women and children. Carrying out a
revenge operation in response to that, Polishgaensi killed more than 80 Lithuanian residents in
Dubingiai, Bijutidkis, Joniskis, Intutkand elsewhere at the end of AgPi.Even so, the bloody
conflict between Lithuanians and Poles did not ltaawa wider conflict, was sporadic and did not
reach the level of the bloody massive conflict ket Poles and Ukrainians in Western Ukraine.

Massive repressions and various attacks were eeg@gainst the armed Polish anti-Nazi
underground and its members in a similar way ay there against the Communist (Soviet)
underground. In general, the policy of the Naziupers (and of the local Lithuanian autonomous
administration) toward the Poles was incomparalaysiher than toward Lithuanians. Over the
entire course of the Nazi occupation of Lithuarnkee Polish intelligentsia, clerics, military and
others were terrorised and annihilated. As seem foata presented by Polish historian M.

Wardzynska, more than 1000 Poles may have beeedkduring various massive punitive

102 R, Zizas,"Zudyni; Kanizkuose pdsakais, Genocidas ir rezistencijgAlong the Tracks of the Massacre in
Kanitkai, in Genocide and Resistence), 2002, No. 1{11349-165; BakaloriSki, sunaikinimas, Genocidas ir
rezistencija"(The Destruction of Bakalorisk, in Genocide and Resistence), 2002, No. 2(123-245.

103R. Zizas, Lietuvos kariai savisaugos batalionuose (1941 -4164)' (Lithuanian Soldiers in the Self-Defense
Battalions 1941-1944) ietuvos archyvaivol.11, 1998, p. 52.
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operations and about 7000 Poles were deported tl@emVilnius area for slave labour in
Germany:**

Repressions for Resisting German Military and Labou Mobilisations and
Economic Exploitation of the Country

We can distinguish the results of occupational @sgion policy on resistance to the
German occupiers' goal to use the human potertigitltuania for their own ends (military and
manpower mobilisations), to exploit the country remmically (various fees, obligations and so
on), resistance to their economic social policyd aictims and losses as a separate field of
German repressions (to place them in a separatgarg). Problems on the history of German
occupational repression policy in this field anadl,the wider sense, general historical problems
concerning Nazi-controlled German occupational qwliits effects and overall situation in
Lithuania have not been addressed with objectiiensific studies up till the present day, and in
the historiography until now this has been deathviendentiously and in a politicised manner.
Even in relatively objective works there tends éabplethora of abstract propaganda declarations
about the massive destruction of local populatitosthe effect that they were on par with the
massacre of Jews) and others, although more speeita or facts, or even reasonable arguments,
are not provided. Without a scientific and objeetassessment of all this, a lot of space exists for

different kinds of speculation and for old Soviktlees and stereotypes.

Beneral Notes

War failed to bring the Lithuanian nation the expécpolitical changes; Lithuania jumped
out of the Soviet into the Nazi occupation. The resgupiers were not prepared to tolerate the
aims of Lithuania and other East European nationsidintain a separate political identity and
statehood, refused to recognize a newly-formedipiaval Lithuanian government and prevented
it from operating. Unimpeded direct German occupstl rule was introduced in Lithuania. On
July 17, 1941 by order of Hitler, the Ostland Rslatmmissariat was established (under
command of Commissar H. Lohse with headquarteRiga), and Lithuania was included in it as
one of four general areas. A. von Renteln was ay@diCommissar General of Lithuania. The

Lithuanian generalgebiet was subdivided into 6 adltriative counties: 2 municipal (Kaunas and

104 M. Wardzynska, Sytuacja ludnosci Polskiej w Gairgm komisariacie Litwy: czerwiec 1941 lipiec 494
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Vilnius) and 4 provincial (Kaunas, Vilnius, Siaul@nd Paneszys) districts under the command
of gebietskommissars. The Commissar General oluhitia and the County Gebietskommissars
had unlimited direct occupational regime and mijif@&xecutive and judicial power.

The introduction of direct occupation rule and thsregard of any aspirations (even
symbolic) toward statehood immediately caused dgexation, which lasted throughout the period
of occupation, and hostile relations between thenfaa occupational regime and classes of
Lithuanian society (even among those who were dispotoward collaboration with the
occupiers). In Lithuania (from the end of 1941)aional anti-Nazi underground began to form,
which would wield much influence on society, cotemndly defending the idea of Lithuanian
statehood, harshly and negatively judging Germaaiysto bring Lithuania into full participation
in the war on its side, and holding a position dase international law to the effect that occupiers
were not allowed to decree and carry out varioubilisations of the country's population, first
and foremost not military mobilisations.

The basic cause of tension was Germany's aggregsiygolitical, racial, economic and
military ambitions, and a real threat to Lithuasigital interests in terms of historical prospects
was perceived in the event Germany lost the wato/ting to the unfinished and vague scenarios
contained in the general Ost plan, Lithuania wakegoined to Germany, and over the course of
20 to 30 years colonised and Germanised.

An article which appeared in the SS press in 19d2he weekly Das schwarze Korps)
entitled "Germanise?" stated that Germany's "tagkot to Germanise the East in the old sense,"
i.e. to force German language and laws onto thal lmhabitants, but rather to ensure that only
people of German and Germanic heritage would inlakiland. Local nations "are just separate
drops on a hot stone. They are only the sproutsevelopment, but not the fruits." Soviet
historiography made frequent use of the articlélltstrate Germany's aggressive plans for the
Baltic states and the fate that would have awatiede nations?®

This is actually a clear example of German Nazasmggression toward the Baltic
nations, but at the same time it is also a propdgateclaration. Somewhat different (opposing)
statements by the German occupiers can be presaatedll. For example, in issue number 5 of
the magazine Ostland in 1942 an article calledhiania's Destiny" stated that the Grand Duchy

Warszawa, 1993, s. 64, 116 et al.
1053, Bulavas, Vokishjy fasisy okupacinis Lietuvos valdyma&Sovernance of German Fascist Lithuania) , (318
184;Naujoji Lietuva 10 September 1942.
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of Lithuania had been "Europe's rampart” againsarfaand Muscovites for several centuries, and
that Germany had now taken over that tradition h&f truly Nordic-minded Lithuanian grand
dukes, and would gladly allow the small nation ahuanian farmers to march in the ranks of
Europe, if only she consciously consented t8%tBoth the one statement and the other are
reflections of separate Nazi German State insbitsti harsher and softer occupational policy
directions and distant post-war historical prospect
The German occupiers restored the laws of Indep@ndithuania (although

Germans and Jews were made exempt from the powditlmianian courts). The German
occupiers held only the apex of power; ranks lothan County Gebietskommissar did not exist
in the more integral structures of German-occupigétiuania. The Lithuanian autonomous
administration operated alongside the civilian @ational government. It was made up of general
advisors, county heads, municigalrgermeistersrural district chiefs, village elders and others.
Unconditional leadership, supervision and contrgd 8ermans with practical matters of
governance left to the Lithuanian administrationsvessentially the governing principle. This
system (structure) of occupational government leftm for manoeuvre, to defend Lithuanian
interests, and, if need be, to sabotage, but onttier hand, it placed the burden of responsibility
for criminal acts by the occupational governmeait,dollaboration, on Lithuanian officials.

Although there was disappointment with Germany,eofdiye historical realities gave
Germany a favourable (compromise) sentiment andcepé&on in Lithuania. Although
disappointed, a significant portion of society kkhopes for political independence and restored
statehood with Germany, because there simply wadtamative. During the war and its hardest
period (perhaps except for the very first monthghefwar), the Soviet Union never renounced its
imperialist designs on Lithuania. The Lithuaniarni-&azi resistance’s faith in the implementation
of the principles of the Atlantic Charter vis-a-Visthuania in the near term was illusory,
unrealistic, which was demonstrated by her reptasigas’ fruitless attempts in 1943 and 1944 to
open ties with the West. The official representgiof Western states, the victors in the war,
steered clear of such ties, since they had alreachgnised back in 1942 the incorporation of the
Baltic States in the Soviet Union, and greetedrthebccupation (annexation) with silence. By
spring of 1944 the national underground had rdakimation that such was the inescapable fate of

the Lithuanian state and nation.

108 Cited from: LYA, doc.f. 17637, inv.1, file 305, §9—60.
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This (and other) factors led to a strategy of passesistance by the Lithuanian anti-Nazi
underground. Unlike the resistance movements inVMest, Lithuanian patriotic forces did not
face a single enemy — Nazi Germany — but a sectsw -a the Soviet Union. Taking into
consideration that Lithuania was condemned to aebogoccupation, active armed struggle was
not a guarantee for regaining statehood and freeQuarte the opposite, objectively it would have
hastened and facilitated the return of the Soweupiers. In this the situation of the Lithuanian
underground differed from that in Poland, the Cz&spublic and other Eastern and Central
European countries whose right to statehood wasialff recognised by the USSR, and where
anti-Nazi resistance (including material and huneases) had a political future and a purpose.

Racism comprised the foundation of Nazi Germanggespolicy, and the ethnic groups
living in Lithuania were categorised and dividedd on racial principles. Although Lithuanians
were recognised as people of a lower race thamksite or Latvians, together with Germans they
belonged to the ranks of "first class"” citizend.ithuania. Poles, Russians and Belarussians were
second-class citizens, although people belonginghtse groups were not singled out for
extermination based on racial considerations, rathey were persecuted for tactical political
motivations based on real and active as well asnpial resistance to the occupiers (it should be
noted that even so, Nazi occupational policy towdtese groups, Poles for example, was more
lenient in Lithuania than in Poland itself). Of #ile ethnic groups inhabiting Lithuania, only the
Jews (and the small Gypsy community) were condentoedliolence and total annihilation
(genaocide).

The specific policy of the German occupiers in Ldhia raised the position of Lithuanians
as the dominant ethnic group above all other nalibes living in Lithuania and provided for a
comparatively good "common life" with the Germaasid at the same time encouraged the
comparatively greater aid Lithuanians renderech&nt (greater collaboration), and less hardship

as a result of the occupation.

Initially the consequences of the Nazi occupatifrLithuania were mitigated by the fact that the Naz
planned alitzkrieg against the USSR and were prepared for such diatpnfieaning that in the beginning, in 1941-
1942, they did not need the support of occupietnstin the military sense. On the German occupjent there was
a political purpose in avoiding such aid and coapen: they did not want to tie their hands or kindheir free
movement when it came to deciding the fate of thes@ns after the war (therefore the Germans tudwvn an
offer by the Provisional Government to organiseithuanian military corps for fighting Bolshevismmited the
number of self-defense (police) battalions beinguge giving them only the role of auxiliary policand originally

did not even vigorously demand the carrying ouagfficultural obligations, contributions, etc.). Téieuation began
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to change drastically at the end of 1942 and béginaf 1943, when events at the front began to gorly, and a
"total mobilization" was announced, i.e. an ensireay of extraordinary measures were put in plaith the aim of
using the people and material resources of Gerraadythe occupied countries for the war effort, haaveGermany

already lacked the power to intensify repressianis @as losing the war, and their was little sele$tein doing so.

The situation was softened also by the pragmateatteristic of Nazi policy in Lithuania
(in part this pragmatism was compulsory). They diot seek the massive destruction of
inhabitants, as Soviet propaganda emphasised (gxckepourse, for the Jews), but rather to
exploit the human and economic resources of thatcpto the maximum for satisfying the needs
of Germany's war effort and to maintain order ahd tconomic capacity of the country.
Lithuania, because of her geographical situatices @ strategically important country behind the
front, and the Germans needed Lithuania as a pdackfnctioning country providing
comparatively large amounts of food and raw matef@ the war industry. Because of that, the
Nazis reconciled themselves with many expressioaderagainst them, with passive resistance,
unsuccessful military and labour mobilisations attler failures. These stated goals and the
massive annihilation of the Lithuanian populatiother massive repressions between members of
the Lithuanian population, were not reconcilablsipons.

In pursuing their interests the Germans endeavoucedcadapt themselves to local
conditions and to historical features and tradgion the country rather than go the way of
increased repression, complication of the exissitgation and destabilisation. For example,
Kaunas County Gebietskommissar A. Lentzen wrotehm Lithuanian press in 1942: "..If
Lithuania as a country liberated by the Germans dha¢ have the ability [does not want, does not
agree -R.Z.] to expose all its men worthy of a veea the war against our former oppressors, at
least everyone and all forces should contributetite economic war and its successful
prosecution.™’

That for the reasons mentioned the Nazis in Litruarere not at all interested in extreme
repressions and the carrying out of massacres aarlgl to be seen in Vilnius County
Gebietskommissar H. Wulff's writing of May 28, 194&ritten right after the massacres earlier
detailed in the area aroumVercionys to the heads of subdistricts in that couylff wrote "it
is in and of itself clear" that "having carried oattempts on the lives of German civilian

governmental and Lithuanian public servants, on thiétary and others, the appropriate

107+ Atvirasyodis 1I: Rafo Gebietskomissar Lentzen, Kauen-LAag@pen Word II: Gebietskommissar Lentzen,
Kaunas-Land, writesY/kininko patagjas, August 7, 1942, p.12.
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retribution measures must be introduced immedidt&uyt it was also "clear in and of itself" that
once those measures were effected, calm and orderetiately and one-hundred percent,” in
other words, a return to normal and peaceful Vifere necessary. H. Wulff, one of the most brutal
officials in the Nazi occupational regime in Lithi@, in carrying out repression operations
desired "that it would be done without victims (stings), arrests at the sites and elsewhere," and
insistently recommended avoiding punitive operaiosimilar to the ones at Lentupis
(bvertionys), because the farmers failed to do theircajxiral and forestry work, and neither did
the work at state farms make progress. He was tmfoemed about all "necessary shootings"
carried out in cases of extraordinary violationstisat he could frighten the population with the
appropriate proclamations (postet®).

Thus, massacres of residents as an extreme forepodssion (with the exception of mass murder based
racial considerations and exceptional cases of dn@sstance) were used sparingly (in moderatigrthb occupiers
and unsystematically. On the other hand, separatialbmassacres and their "disclosure”, intimidatithreats and
scare mongering can be considered a tactic or methoccupational repression policy aimed at bregkiny form of

disobedience or resistance.

2) Repressions for Sabotage of Military and LabouForce Mobilisation

It has been mentioned earlier that at first then@as did not need assistance of the
occupied nations of Eastern Europe. They had mjliad political reasons to give no permit to
restore the Lithuanian Army and only allowed settip auxiliary police formationd.itauische
Schutzmannchagfti.e. battalions which operated under the suge@miof SS and police. The
establishment of these formations alone was coreside certain honour and privilege granted to
the Lithuanian people. Self-defence (police) batted were numbered throughout the entire
Ostland Reich Commissariat. Lithuania was partityldonoured” as it was given the right to
form the first battalions according to the said bening (No. 1 - 15). Additional numbers (No.
250 — 265) was issued in 1942.

There was no shortage of volunteers willing tonjoihe battalions at the very
beginning. Between 1941 and 1942, around 20 batimlivere formed, but later the situation
started changing, and the flow of volunteers dicio#. All in all, 25 Lithuanian self-defence

198 | cVA, doc.f.R-500, inv.1, file2, p.569-570.
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(police) battalions were formed in Lithuania whéhne total number of 12 — 13 thousand men
served, thus, the number of battalions allowedhleyaccupant had not been exhausted.

Criminal, i.e. the most painful, aspect of battal’ activity was their partaking in
the Holocaust operations: shooting people, secyiaces of massacres, driving people to them,
fighting against the Soviet partisans (also by @pgl criminal measures), etc. They were used
against the interest of the Lithuanian people,(lmotaking part in manhunt operations, exaction
of tributes and obligations, etc.). According te thconclusive research by historian A. Bubnys,
approximately ten battalions took part in the Halast in one or another forffi

The loss suffered by the battalion soldiers théwase(in fighting against partisans
and the Red Army on the front) was not big. By 1réhal944, 451 soldiers were Killed,
including 8 officers.

In May 1942, Lithuanian men born between 1919 H92P were called up to the
so-called transport service to fulfil their dutyl&bour for the Wermacht. They should have been
used as civil carriers. 7 thousand éshould have been employed in the service whichtbad
be composed on a voluntary basis and partly byyamplrepressive or police measures (as
mentioned earlier, the Communist element had aifgignce presence among the military
drivers). A spontaneous demonstration of 1.5 thodigseople took place in Marijampgolvhen
men were recruited to this service. The Germanlatidianian police succeeded in appeasing
the wild crowd without use of force. This fact adatgly defined the Nazi policy in the occupied
Lithuania, i.e. no force or repression in suppregdine incident in Marijampél The local
commandant, as he remarked himself, was “awareldigal consequences of a single shot in
this non-enemy territory”, thus, acted reservediy addressed the crowd of the demonstrators
warning that such behaviour should not be integotets a manifestations of weakness of the
German$™,

In fact, there had been no larger repressionsthuénia in response to avoidance
of military or labour force mobilisation until theeginning of 1943. There were volunteers
enough in Lithuania which was little affected by twvar. The situation started changing at the

beginning of 1943 when the “total mobilisation” wasnounced as a result of the absolute

199 jetuvos 2yd tragedija(Tragedy of the Lithuanian Jews): materials of¢baference to commemorate the
Holocaust, 19 September 2001, Vilnius, 2001, p. 50.

H1ONacionalis talka hitlerininkamgNationalists Aid to Hitlerites), Vilnius, 1970, p

1111 jetuvos liaudis DidZiajameéVyres kare(Lithuanian People in the Great Patriotic War)gp.
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German failure to form a Lithuanian SS legion irbfeary. This failure was a big blow to
German politics, propaganda, prestige (ambitioms)l it predetermined a more stringent
occupation policy, considering that the nationag& formations were successfully set up in
Latvia and Estonia (f5and 14" in Latvia and 20 Waffen SS division in Estonia). When the
“total mobilisation” was called up, the nationalistderground assessed setting up an SS legion
as the start of massive mobilisation of Lithuanjauth, their condemnation to meaningless
fights and death for the German interests on thstelfia Front, and, thus, unanimously resisted
this development.

The Germans viewed the right to form an SS legisna great honour to
Lithuanians and they were also positive in the esscof its establishment. When the
establishment failed, German officials were verycmsurprised and insulted. The danger of
wholesale Nazi repressions became imminent in hitiey but the officials of the occupying
regime differed on the kinds and scope of repressieasures.

Supporters of strict repression (Ostland SS andd’€@hief F. Jeckeln and others)
made proposals on evacuation (sending to Germangbasir) of the entire village and rural
district population, deployment of a German policggade in Lithuania for some time, which
should filter forests and catch men who were hidirgge, gunning down of several hundreds in
order to frighten and discipline the rest, and \a®lng those in hiding to the mobilisation
commissions by force (which would have very mudembled the Soviet post-war repressions).
However, F. Jeckeln had no forces at his dispasal, “neither a police regiment, nor a
battalion”, to carry out these massive repressasiis forces were regularly weakened by fights
against the Soviet partisans in North Russia arfdrBg*2

The key provisions of the German repression palieye formulated in the letter of
21 March 1943 by Ostland Reich Commissar H. Lolbs€Edmmissar General of Lithuania A.
Renteln. The letter blamed Lithuanian intelligeatir ruining the formation of an SS legion;
the Lithuanian people reportedly were “under th8uence of certain politicised groups”;
demagogic statements were made about “enormousi tathe interest of Lithuania itself and
consolidation of the efforts of all European pespt®mbating bolshevism; allegedly, it “is
impossible to stand the situation where the impEcgroups delinquent to the interest of

12 Testimony by E. Just signed in 1946 at K&Bisws koy; archyvag/Archives of Freedom Fighters), vol. 9,
Kaunas, 1993, p.p.149-150.
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Lithuanian people, irresponsible and unpunishediticoe to harm the healthy part of the
nation”. These accusations were threatening.

Nazi Commissar General of Lithuania A. Renteln whbged to undertake the following
measures:

1. Root out negative “sources, particularly those imitthe system of education, which
disguise real attitude of the Lithuanian people”.

2. Abstain from implementation of re-privatisationthre occupied territories announced
by the Reich minister on 18 February 1943 until &xésting conditions remain unchanged.
Exceptions to the rule were possible if the staoic@ersons could prove to the regime their
willingness to join the fight against bolshevism.

3. Under the existing circumstances, attempts to expatf-governance in the General
Region of Lithuania should have been consideredased and Lithuanian autonomy should
have been limited where possible as soon as aiwnegadsition towards military issues was
revealed.

4. Take a particular care of the families of personBowduring the call-ups
(mobilisations) were obliged to join the battlecinil and military fields. (The latter request by
H. Lohse was formulated as a special task to thren@e civil authority in Lithuania).

H. Lohse regretted that he was forced to take sueh measures and expressed his hope
that the “healthy” part of Lithuanian people wouwladt resign to the influence of “short-sighted”
and egoist elements, and would follow the “goodaraple of Estonians and Latvians and give
him a possibility of changing these decisidis

Repressive measures recommended by H. Lohse te#teR were comparatively mild,
stricter measures were recommended (and applidgagainst the Lithuanian intelligentsia, i.e.
in the field of cultural life. Measures of this Kirwere most hurtful to the interests of not only
Lithuanian people and society at large, but alg&oGerman occupant, considering that the latter
had least interfered into cultural sector so far.

On 17 March 1943, Commissar General of LithuanidR@nteln made an official
statement where he refused to establish an SSddtan legion by stating that “the registration
in the future will be carried out only for labour the army and military economy” and talked

about the execution of the following punitive measu

113 Library of the Lithuanian History Institute: arehi records of Br. Nemickas’ document fond.
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“l) University with all its departments shall sodpe closed. A special
representative shall be appointed to take carleeofrtatters of Lithuanian education.

2) Only those individuals who personally or whose famsi contribute to the fight
against bolshevism shall be able to take part-jprieatisation.

3) Those who try to escape a labour duty or help stherescape this duty shall be
subject to the severest punishméht”

The comparison of the repressive measures recodeddny H. Lohse and those
announced by A. Renteln leads to conclusion thay tirew even milder. A. Renteln’s official
statement makes no reference to the restrictiontbtianian “self-governance”. The Germans
seemed to have had no courage to touch the sensisive for Lithuanians, i.e. their sovereignty.
In practice, the restrictions related to the resuisation process had no real significance.

What repressions were realised against the bojyeatt up an SS legion? On 16-
17 March 1943, 46 more prominent representativeshef Lithuanian society, culture, and
intelligentsia of different professions were areelséind transported to the Stutthof Concentration
Camp from Kaunas, Vilnius, Marijampgl Siauliai. The Universities of Kaunas and Vilnius
were closed, and so were several other establigismeéhigher education, institutions of art and
science (Lithuanian Academy of Science, Art and iRluscademies, Kaunas Conservatoire,
Vilnius Pedagogical University, College of Commeinebiauliai etc.). The closure of these
establishments brought along damage to their ilvgntssets, and values of art and science
accumulated there.

There were also four counsellors (Pr. MeSkauskasr@ntas, M. Macketius, S.
Puodzius, J. Narakas), five professors, four domsctof gymnasiums, three advocates, two
priests, teachers, journalists, etc. among the rteg to Stutthof. All of them were arrested
without any concrete accusations; they were netiiagated and imprisoned without tHal The
composition of deportees can lead to the conclusien people who collaborated with the
Germans suffered more rather than those who rdsiSteere were only few persons who were
directly involved in the anti-Nazi activities amonigem. In practice, all the deportees were
imprisoned in the Stutthof Concentration Camp diadr tfate depended on further developments

in Lithuanian as well as success of the Nazi paditgccupation. Later, German Security Police

114 Ateitis (Future), 17 March 1943. 5
15 A, Bubnys, introduction of the bookPtagaro vartai — Stuthofdg“Gates of the Hell — Stutthof”), Vilnius, 1998,
p.13.
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and SD Chief in Lithuania K. Jager made a standacdisation against them all. “They led the
Lithuanian resistance movement and, in particulastigated Lithuanian people against the
mobilisation called-up by the Reich Commis$&t”

The repressions against Lithuanian intelligentsiatinued. In April 1943, 16 anti-
Nazi underground press publishers, disseminatodssapporters were arrested in Kaunas and
Vilnius and sent to Stutthof.

Nine persons out of 46 deportees died by May 1848 several other persons by
1945 when the Stutthof Concentration Camp was daggid). On 31 May 1943, when the
situation in Lithuania improved, the other perstmos this group were announced “prisoners of
honour” and their living standards were improvedvadl: they were exempted from compulsory
labour and did not have to wear the prisoner's remgbnly the yellow band). However, the
situation in Lithuania was not good enough unt& &md of the occupation to let the “prisoners of
honour” free.

Two out of the group of 16 deportees died, theaiaing but one were set free at
the beginning of March 1944.

In summer and autumn 1943, about 250 Lithuanianad themselves in Stutthof
for “re-education” apart from the “prisoners of loom” (in general, Stutthof was a concentration
camp of “re-education” rather than that of peopteeenination). At the beginning of January
1944, 143 Lithuanian workers (Lithuanian, sevemaleB and Russians) were brought there and
536 persons, including 135 women, followed at tegitning of July'’. (All in all, more than
one thousand Lithuanians could have been imprisanedoncentration camps in Germany
during the Nazi occupation).

In spring 1943, in order to intensify the impressiof applied repressions, the
Germans disseminated threatening rumours abouttwy/-made lists of the representatives of
intelligentsia doomed to physical extermination.tAe measure of pressure, they employed the
sensitive issue for Lithuanians, i.e. national dejemcy of Vilnius Region, promised to pay
more attention to the Polish interests in Eastetimulania, intensified the colonisation processes,
etc.

In general, the repressive policy of the occupastmentioned earlier, had been

reinforced since spring 1943. Latvian, Estoniarg &lkrainian police battalions were sent to

1% pid., p.p.13-14.
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implement different political tasks of the occupatipolicy. With the failure to establish an SS
legion in Lithuania and with the successful formaatof SS military units in Latvia and Estonia,

which were actively fighting and shedding blood the Eastern Front, forced participation of
Lithuania in the warfare on the German side stagtsentially differ from the forms of partaking

of these neighbouring nations. Lithuania had naonat units fighting on the Eastern Front,

therefore, its people were deported as labour ton@ey even to a larger extent. Lithuania was
more intensively exploited economically, particiyain the agricultural sector, etc. This,

however, predetermined preservation of the Lithamanyouth and the living potential of the

nation in general from fighting and meaninglesstldem the German — USSR war fronts. The
following data can be presented to compare difterermber of victims: 50 — 60 thousand

Latvians perished within the SS Army alone.

Mentioned here should be the fact that biggeremerer repressions in Lithuania
were escaped in spring 1943 by concessions to ¢bepant. On 5 April 1943, the so-called
conference of all Lithuania representatives wad lreKaunas (it was attended by approximately
90 more prominent representatives of the sociedgtetl throughout the entire Lithuania) and it
made the statement on “behalf of Lithuania” to dbute to the fight against bolshevism. It also
supported the formation of Lithuanian units on &umtary basis (not within the subordination of
the SS troops) and mobilisation of labour for “tméitary matter”. The resolutions of the
conference were severely criticised by the natishalunderground (it was called the “Seimas
of the occupant” and the second “People’s Seima#fi sondemnation and sneer as well as
parallels drawn with the LSSR Seimas of 1940, etGgrmans themselves viewed the
conference as an event “significantly reducing itaris between the Germans and the
Lithuanians at least for the fact that it formatlgmonstrated the will of Lithuanian people to
take part in fighting against bolshevism, but hopese little satisfiet®.

Nevertheless, in view of the occupant, the comfegeresolutions gave legal and
moral grounds to call up mobilisation in Lithuania.

On 6 April 1943, referring to the conference ratiohs, A. Renteln and the First
Counsellor General of Lithuania, P. Kubiias, announced decrees calling for the registration
Lithuanian men born between 1919 and 1924 as wgellithuanian Army officers. Later, on 6

June, registration was announced for the men betwden 1912 and 1918 as well as in 1925.

7 bid., p.p. 28-29, 33.
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Registration should have been carried out by thkulainian mobilisation commissions rather
than the German ones (like at the time of effodssét up a Lithuanian SS legion), and
mobilisation tasks and responsibility for theirfilmhent were entrusted to the Lithuanian self-
governance administration. The Germans were readyotget the failure of setting up
Lithuanian SS battalions. As Commissar of Pangs District W. Neum noted, they proved that
Lithuania was not treated as an occupied countng that despite provocations of the
“irresponsible small clique” a decent Lithuaniarcergain extended a “friendly hantf’

From May to August 1943, five Lithuanian constroct(engineering)Ll(itauische
Bauabteilung battalions were formed and sent to the GermanthNBront for fortification
works. These battalions as well as the Lithuanveims were mobilised to different other services
of “military assistance” (air-defence, etc.) weoebecome far from adequate replacement of an
SS legion and “compensation” for the failed mohilisns and insulted German ambitions.

Noted here should be the fact that concession® ntathe Germans in the filed of
military mobilisation were predetermined not only deanger of real or potential repressions of
the occupant but also by the attempts of Lithuasifrgovernance and a part of the society to
have national formations set up on a compromises lzmsan armed force and the source of the
future Lithuanian Army. The boycott of setting up &S legion was followed by the fear of
threat that the Germans could oppose the estaldishaf Lithuanian military formations and try
to mobilise Lithuanians directly in their own mdily and police units, as it was done, for
instance, in the occupied territory of Poland.

Nevertheless, some success of these mobilisatiobishuania was predetermined
mostly by increasing repressive operations of tbeupant and the Lithuanian self-governance
administration. Those who were not registered wénesatened with harsh penalties
(imprisonment, hard labour prisons, and forced dabcamps), seizure of farming and other
property. The military that refused to register &subject to big pecuniary penalties, arrests, etc.

In May 1943, punitive and repressive measures \sapplemented with planned
wholesale application of the principles of collgetiresponsibility and collective punishments,
i.e. hostage taking and other measures when pamher members of the family, and people
who helped those in hiding had to be liable (ofesyiinstead of those who failed to appear at the

commissions.

18 Nacionalis talka hitlerininkamgNationalists Aid to Hitlerites), p.111.
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The governors of some counties (it is still uncleaether of them all) with
“German — Lithuanian” pedantry in detail regulatdae procedure of application of these
repressive measures. For instance, in his lettéregolice chief of the county of 5 May 1943,
Governor of TauragCounty VI. Mylimas indicated that if “a conscrigtnot at home, his father
should be seized, if his father is not there, highar should be taken instead, in the absence of
mother, other closest relative should be taken lamt in the place of confinement until the
conscript himself appears at the police. In thenetlee conscript fails to deliver himself within a
week, the detainee should be delivered instead a@oraly confinement place for further
instructions™?°,

Between 8 and 12 May 1943, a mixed squad of 26 afigBerman gendarmerie
and Lithuanian police operated in Gadural District of Tauragg County and with the help of
the local police seized 1 person in hiding and Fepis of men in hiding: 5 fathers and 2
mothers. However, none of the conscripts in hidiigse one of the parents had been seized
turned up at the commissions; therefore, the de¢sirwere brought to Taukmgconfinement
place. The idea to continue arresting people wasédned as there was no room to keep
detainees in the confinement place of the Ruratridis Thus, the police search of those in
hiding “resulted in no other consequences”.

Operational motorised squads of the German geretggrand Lithuanian police,
referred to as “special teams”, performed repressiction of this kind in many parts of
Lithuania. Early morning of 26 May 1943, the workatistrict of bartiai in Kaunas was
surrounded in search for unemployed men born betw8&9 and 1924. 150 people were caught
all in all. The operation was carried out by theGa&n gendarmes only. In a few days the raid
was repeated.

In May Latvian police units carried out raids in Kiikis County (and most likely in
other counties, too) hunting for those who hadtonated up at the commissions. On 22 May,
they surrounded Vaineikiai Village in Kamajai RuBiktrict and opened fire at people running
away. Two men were gunned down. The sources ofLttreianian anti-Nazi underground
recorded the case when a mother of two sons whisedfto register was arrested in Kaidiadorys
and was brought to the prison in Vilnius. She wagegely beaten and returned disabled, but she

was released, though her sons had not registered.

9 panevzio apygardos balsa®/oice of Panesizys District), 24 April 1943.
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Collective responsibility was applied and punishteemere carried out in other ways,
too. Following the order by A. Lentzen, Gebietskossar of Kaunas District, flats were taken
away from parents and relatives of youngsters innga. People had to leave their flats within
48 hours and those who refused were evicted bg'fdrc

Arrests were made throughout the entire Lithuarieelatively prominent persons
who were accused of sabotage. Significantly mangplee were arrested in ddainiali,
Marijampok and other places. Such repressive action withlwevoent of the Lithuanian police
and other municipal officials highly annoyed theisty and was severely criticised by anti-Nazi
underground press. The latter emphasised unlavgsilobmobilisations announced, violation of
principal international legal and moral norms, atarly the fact that the local self-governance
administration dared to threaten with collectivesp@nsibility and punishments. The
underground Nepriklausoma Lietuva(“Independent Lithuania”) of 15 May 1943 contaiha
severe article — warning to P. Kuliias, First Counsellor General of Lithuania. In viefathe
newspaper, that “was enough, Mr Kuias”. The paper stated that the latter “dared” to
undertake “Bolshevik” measures and, thus, was veaffe the last time”. According to the
paper, officials of Lithuanian self-governance edisthe “wave” of indignation, and the
Bolshevik repressive measures, i.e. collective ghmients against the Lithuanians, hostage
taking instead of those who failed to turn up a dommissions etc. were stopped. Only the
conscripts were not lucky to escape raids, arréstsed deportation to military units and labour
as they were subject to individual punishments idemgg concrete “guilt-based” evidence.
Collective responsibility and punishments were ayetl only against Poles in Eastern
Lithuania where the members of the family sufferegressions instead of those in hiding from
deportation to Germany as labour (however, militemgbilisation did not affect the Poles
substantially).

In general, the Germans were forced to initiateeggions and execute them themselves.
In his circular note of 1 June 1943, Gebietskomarissf Piauliai District H. Gewecke
authorised district governors and lower rankinghui@nian self-governance officials “to take
care of all the measures” ensuring that registnadiomen and check-ups were carried out and, as
it was vividly described in the circular note, h&atie last man in the worst rural district

registered”. Those who failed to turn up for thedtup had to be immediately arrested and

1201 VA, doc.f. R-1476, inv.1, file 139, p. 99.
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detained in the county prisons. All the family mergof men in hiding and fugitives had to be
arrested except for patients and elderly and &t lelae member of the family had to be left for
works on the farm. H. Gewecke specified the diseated circular note on 3 June by appeasing
it moderately. Families with one son serving in #mmy, self-defence units or German offices
should not be repressed.

In spring and the beginning of summer 1943, thehmanoperation of 4 June in Kazl
Rada (Marijampat County) was probably the largest in Lithuanianvproe. According to the
data of the Lithuanian underground, it was carread by several hundred executioners,
including German gendarmerie and security poliagdiers of Latvian and Estonian police
battalions, and Lithuanian policemen. Even higtkiiagy German officials took part in the
operation, SS and Police Chief of Lithuania Maj. nGd.. Wysocki, Kaunas District
Gebietskommissar A. Lentzen etc. among them. Tleewoners arrived by train and cars at
night and surrounded the town by the dawn. Thegguamachine-guns at the crossings of
several roads (streets) and sent a car with a peader to the town to wake up its population.
Then each of the houses was searched in an eférid men born between 1919 and 1924 who
had not been registered and had no certificatesmgfloyment; food and things of some value
were plundered. The majority of captured men weneed into the barracks and kept there until
the entire town was searched. After the check-uih@idetainees, 31 men were selected and the
rest were released. Some of the selected wererheate as soon as the train arrived, all of them
were deported to Germany. The following day anneuoments appeared in Kaunas and other
places threatening with similar raids in the entioentry?

Details in the underground sources lead to cormtushat the punitive expedition in
Kazly Riada was a “demonstration” and warning, considertmgf tnuch noise was made, but
there were few human victims and even detainedopsrs the end. These operations aimed to
make Lithuanian men register and turn up at theilisabon commissions. (The Germans did
not aim at carrying out real punitive operationsfgrened in Belarus and Russia due to the
reasons of general character mentioned above. dideyot have required forces either).

In spring 1943 and later, a contradictory and awmnig role of the Lithuanian self-
governance administration and police, particuladyower ranks, became particularly clear. On

the one hand, these authorities more actively ssipaly tried to perform mobilisation which, in

121 K. Ruk&nas,/ vergow (Towards Slavery), p.p. 62—63.
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their point of view, had to become extremely “vitédr the future of Lithuania. On the other
hand, faced with public resistance, they actedoutlidetermination or even sabotaged execution
of repressive measures. Even the sources of thetSawderground in Lithuania contain a big
number of documents of this kind.

M. bumauskas (Head of the Operational Group of the IQPCC and most senior
ranking Chief of the Soviet underground in Lithugnreferred to the testimonies by Soviet
partisans in his letter of 15 July 1943 to A. Skies who was in Moscow and described the
following generalised picture of raids against #has hiding from mobilisation and the role of
Lithuanian policemen in the raids:

“The majority goes into hiding from mobilisation.n&h the German gendarmes leave for
the search of those in hiding, they take Lithuanplicemen with them. The Lithuanian
policemen will knock on the door and shout: “Ruregithrough the window”. The German will
ask: “What have you said?”. The Lithuanian will waes. “I ordered them to open the door
immediately”. There were also facts about policem#io would inform about the forthcoming
manhunt in advancé®

Lithuanian police turned to be unreliable in exemitrepressive measures against its
own countrymen (the other thing was partaking jpressions against the Soviet underground
activists, Soviet prisoners of war, Lithuanian desits of other nationality, e.g. the Poles). There
were cases in 1943 of disarmament and even isplafikithuanian police during the operations
of a larger scale.

Noted here should be the fact that between Apdl d&uly 1943 the German occupation
policy was characterised not only with enhancedesgon, but also with active manifestations
of propaganda aimed to appease the impressionrgé-trale terror actions. The German
occupying government was strengthened in Lithuzama, German officials with the command
of the Lithuanian language appeared (they weraregfeo as “Prussians” by the Lithuanians).
The most important task of the latter was to “préenobilisation”,in loco find out who did not
register and why, inspect the farms of such petsommitor the fulfilment of obligations in

agriculture, et¢?* The 2% anniversary of 1941 Soviet deportations and Gerflilaeration” was

1221 YA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 263, p. 69; ibidCollection of Documents No. 167, p. 21.
123 |pid., doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 436, p. 6.
124 |pid., doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, Collection of DocunteiNo. 167, p.p. 11-12.
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widely celebrated. Efforts were made to achieveapg@ganda impact on the Lithuanian society
and set it favourably towards the Germans.

The tension that mounted as a result of registragiod mobilisation was appeased by
friction among different services of the occupadérman officials in charge of economy (e.g.
so-called “trustees” in companies) were interesteshormal operation, thus, the majority of
them persistently defended people who worked unideir supervision. Buyout and bribes
became an efficient measure of self-defence agaiobtlisation.

The repressions had been enhancing since the eddlyofl943. On 18 July, upon his
arrival in Kaunas, F. Sauckel required a significarctrease in export of labour force from
Lithuania to Germany and strict control over enggdLithuanian population in work to satisfy
the German needs. He demanded to mobilise 10 peotéhe Lithuanian population (270 — 280
thousand people) as labour. The civil governmenhefoccupant started implementation of his
orders by increasingly tightening mobilisation meas. In the middle of August it launched
check-ups of men born between 1919 and 1924, 18d2918 and in 1925 who were exempted
from mobilisation and significantly limited categes of armed workers even without excluding
physically handicapped persons etc. Following Fuc&al’s visit, registration of women born
between 1914 and 1922 for labour in Germany starfdte German propaganda began
announcing that the place of the Lithuanian womas \m the Reich industry along with the
German woman. Works in the Reich first and forentlistatened unmarried girls born between
1919 and 1922. Therefore, the number of marriagéstihuania increased by several times, and
gueues appeared at the town metrication officeshoflgh 12,394 women and girls were
registered in summer 1943, only 3,256 were empltyed

According to the sources of the anti-Nazi undergthuthe summer 1943 saw efforts by
the Germans to strengthen their repressive bodibswhe police for manhunt in Lithuania, i.e.
to send in several Estonian and Latvian battaliemsluly rumours were about (purposefully
disseminated) in Lithuania that a regiment of tiet®ops would come from Holland, however,
it had not appeared in Lithuania. SS and PoliceefCsii Lithuania Maj. Gen. L. Wysocki was
sent out from Lithuania to the East (and H. HaromftUkraine came to replace him).

At the beginning of August 1943, a manhunt stantedreat many places of Lithuania.

The manhunt was carried out in the streets, maddadp, cinemas, etc. of Kaunas City. Means
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of transport, including trains, steamboats, andder underwent thorough check-ups. German,
Estonian, and Latvian police took part in the ralalgt the tactics of these executioners differed.
The Germans arrested persons of mobilisation algmdered property of some value, the

Estonians tried to “overlook” many things, and thiauanians even attempted to help those who
were hunted. Many residents of Kaunas left forglavince or were in hiding in the city.

Manhunt was also carried out in Paéggs. On 2 August, Pané&ys marketplace was
surrounded, people ran away, and only several woiaeners were arrested. 30 people were
caught in both the cinemas on the following day,v&€re released, 10 were arrested. On 4
August, the swimming place was surrounded in Sikadhis, the holidaymakers ran away, and
only 4 persons were arrested.

The manhunt and massive flee from jobs would gisoperation of enterprises and
offices, even nurses at the German military hobpité&aunas would return to work only after
they had been persuaded that mobilisation wouldtmath them. The number of workers in
enterprises dropped by 30-40 per cent and by 80cpat in those where younger staff
prevailed™®® The German military authority interfered in makisgre that its interests were
protected when mobilisation was carried out.

Manhunt operations spread from towns to the preayirend they were carried out in
Marijampok, Alytus, Seduva, Kughai, etc. Persons caught were locked up in empiyamgps
of prisoners of war (some young men who tried toapes mobilisation were equalled to
partisans). In other places, they were terrorisedifferent ways, poorly fed to make them sign
letters on joining the organisation at their fra# (Freiwillige).

The hunt between 1 and 12 August 1943 resultedhénatrest of 451 young men of
conscription age. In July 1943, 468 men born betw®@18 and 1919 and trying to escape
mobilisation were imprisoned in Vilnius hard labguisor?’.

As a result of massive avoidance of mobilisatiomolgsale arrests (analogous to the
repressions carried out in March 1943) were pendhgmore prominent public figures,
representatives of intelligentsia, and particulanijitary officers.

125 pid., inv. 58, Collection of Documents No. 167 39; A. BubnysVokie‘iy okupuota LietuvdLithuania Occupied
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Lithuanian anti-Nazi press reminded the Germansuabwefficiency of strengthening
repressions and possible alternative of armedtaesis to passive resistance. For example, one
of the most influential underground newspapésaisws kovotojas (“Freedom Fighter”) wrote
“...we do not believe that ... terror could be employgdca far-reaching scale. If it were, our
passive resistance would turn into active and esg dangerous not only for the pheasants of
the occupying government, but also threaten arriatae issues”. The newspaper continued
with a rhetoric question on whether, indeed, efforere made in Lithuania to have “the situation
like in Russia with partisan and sabotage squats”

Since August 1943, the situation, particularly that Eastern Lithuania, had been
complicated by strengthening activity of the Sowvrelitary underground and German response
measures, i.e. incineration of villages, deportatd their people to Germany as labour, and
other repressions. The situation in August 1943 wesy tense and the fear of massive
repressions and Brown terror was in the air. Howethe Germans were forced to weaken their
deployed forces as a result of constantly deteirgyasituation on the fronts. Ukrainian and
Latvian battalions were sent away from Lithuan@ane officers of the occupying regime and
German repatriates were sent to the front. At thd ef August 1943, the Deputy of A.
Rozenberg, Dr. A. Meyer, came to Kaunas and ordéredivil government to carefully observe
the most rational exploitation of the country’s Bomic capacity and treat the population in a
more merciful manner, but conspiratorial activitgdhto be monitored and actively fought
against.

However, the failures of military and labour fonembilisation and the increased
diverse terrorist activity of the Red partisanscpralitioned launch of the punitive and manhunt
operation “Sommer” on 23 August 1943 by the Germarisastern Lithuania, of the scope never
seen before. It involved units of German gendareperatvian and Estonian battalions, i.e.
approximately 5 thousand executioners in total wiere led by Maj. Gen. A. Harm and
Gebietskommissar of Vilnius District H. Wulff. Tleperation started iBventionys and Svyriai
Counties. Adutiskis, Vydziai, Tvetis, Melagnai, Dikstas, Svetionéliai, Lentupis and other
environs in Svetionys District came under particularly severe deatisn. The inhabited areas
were surrounded at night and armed guards wereglalong the roads and paths. At the dawn,

loudspeakers urged people to gather in one plaeethie marketplace, of the towns. Residential
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houses were searched and personal property wasdlobiealth check-up commissions were
operating in places were people were concentrated,practically released nobody suited for
any job. Men and women between 15 and 45 yearggefveere particularly “hunted”. The
executions were accompanied with noise and shobtritpe executioners, cry and moan of the
arrested. There were injured and gunned-down,Asdhe sources of the anti-Nazi underground
noted, favourable attitude of Estonians towardshuahian population which mitigated
executions, as the former presumed that the Litlanalpattalions in Estonia were not trying to
hunt and harm local population either (howevereéhgere no Lithuanian self-defence (police)
battalions in Estonia). Estonians let the arrepeaple run away. Approximately 60 persons fled
in bvercionys alone within one night. The arrested werealrito the railway stations, from
where they were transported to different directiohscording to the data of the underground,
more than 2 thousand persons were deported from:®wgs County.

The wave of manhunt ibvercionys spread towards Vilnius and the surroundinigs o
Pabrad, Nemewiné, Rie®, Lentvaris, Trakai, Valkininkai, Vana, Perloja, Ziezmariai, and
KaiSiadorys were devastated. One of the undergramuces reported on how the punitive
expedition developed further: “the phones were dwetl off everywhere they arrived, the
Lithuanian police were arrested, disarmed and tedldor the whole period of the operation.
Participants of the operation who travelled to Walkkai suffered a train catastrophe on the
route Vilniaus — Valkininkai. When they finally refzed the place, there were almost no persons
to hunt. All the offices were emptied. Outside & the expedition was arranged into the battle
order, i.e. 50 metres in between the soldiers.oRepeople met them approaching from the
forest side with machine-gun fire targeted at thek (this fact is highly doubted). As soon as
three battalions came, the participants of the ditjpa searched the forest through, but found
nobody.

By the end of this violence demonstration, the eipm grew a little milder. The
hunters followed formal instructions in Trakai atwbk only those who worked nowhere. In
total, about 70 persons were deported from Trakai.

The situation irTietmariai was totally different. Hunters raged eves ¢hurch with their

caps on and pushed people out of the confessidfrals”

129 7moniy gaudymai ir turto grobima§Manhunt and Looting of Property), 1943, 22 SeftemLYA, doc.f. 3377,
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According to the same source, a part of the pumigxpedition stayed in Vilnius for
several days and took part in the liquidation dhMis Ghetto with the Germans “acting” inside
the Ghetto. Within 3 days approximately 10 thousadelws were deported to the direction of
Daugpils.

Although the operation “Sommer” could be referred as the largest punitive and
manhunt operation in scale, as mentioned earliee Lithuanian underground sources
emphasised those mayhem acts (though there waarticupar violence or human victims) most
probably considering that Lithuanian populated sirefaEastern Lithuania were raged, and that
manhunt and executioners’ violence stepped overfdimer “demarcation” line. The German
repressive policy in Eastern Lithuania started aogy more evident anti-Lithuanian
characteristics (up to that moment repressions Wwere mostly carried out against the Poles).
What did the “Sommer” campaign give to the GermaWéthin two weeks 1815 men, 1061
women and 155 children were sent to Germéhy

The punitive expedition brought about harsh socimremic consequences. It left
incinerated, raged villages and non-harvested didlehind in Eastern Lithuania. Left without
their owners, run-away livestock herds wondereBvertionys environs. They would be caught
and driven to “Maistas” factories and crops frone #mptied farmsteads were brought to the
warehouses of “Li@kis”. In his letter of 14 September 1943 to the &wmor of Trakai County,
the Governor of KaiSiadorys Rural District notedttpeople were so frightened that they could
not feel at ease any longer; they would leave tplkeices of residence and work; as soon as the
most innocent rumour reached them and rushed ®‘Wwidhout any knowledge where they are
running”. The fulfilment of obligations to deliveagricultural products dropped, sowing of
winter crop was carried out poorly, and farmersenafraid to come to Kaidiadorys. According
to the Governor, the manhunt did not achieve ial,geince only those who worked had been
caught. The unemployed and profiteers had not lbaeght, because they did nothing and had
sufficient time to hide or run away. If no peacereveeturned to people, the entire life would be
ruined and famine would cortie.

The manhunt irTietmariai church overstepped the mark. During the Higgss on 10
September 1943, armed gendarmes surrounded theh¢chanoke in with arms, and started

pushing people towards the churchyard. Approxinga®) younger men and women were
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transported to Kaidadorys and were locked up inptteenises of the primary school. The men
were taken from this place to Vilnius in a lorrydaihe women were driven to the railway station
and transported to German$

The incident irTietmariai (the incursion of armed executioners in@¢hurch during the
mass) stood out with its brutality. There were méaets about manhunts during religious
holidays making use of people’s gathering. On 19usti 1943, two lorries brought the
Lithuanian police, 10 — 15 Estonian soldiers, and & German gendarmes to Krekenava Town
of Pane¢zys County during the Assumption Feast when thepdhed the hunt and caught 3
men. (The following day, people were hunted in Rgatg. One man was caught and another
one was severely injured. The same hunters weoeaaltive in Naujamiestis Rural District. In
general, few people were caught. Although 3 bitpgés were surrounded during the hunt in
these rural districts, not a single person was fthag all the men and women of mobilisation
age hid.. The executioners found only elderly amalschildren. By 29 August 9 men had been
caught in Krekenava and taken to Paigs)>

At the beginning of August 1944, the Germans camseveral lorries during the feast in
Silale of Taurag County and caught young people whom they met éttwn. Later, the
churchyard was surrounded. People who came thetdanass started panicking, and a nine-
year old was shot dead. The Germans caught 20 ntetoak them away*

Lithuanian Counsellor General appealed to CommiGsareral of Lithuania A. Renteln
at the start of September 1943 and requested o th® punitive “Sommer” expedition and
oblige Lithuanian self-governance to take care obiisations and fulfilment of obligations.
During the consultations, the Germans demandeché@sand Lithuanian people as labour in
Germany, though the Counsellor General offered @6lyhousand. A compromise was reached.
The Germans supported it and Lithuanian self-gawgza committed by 7 November 1943 to
mobilise 30 thousand people as labour to Germaayirtd reached the agreement, the Germans
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stopped their punitive operation on 10 Septembgr,déclaring their position to continue
“intolerance of the Eastern part of Lithuania as tlest of banditisni®”.

The tension in Lithuania was released when the @Gerwrivil and Lithuanian self-
governance administrations (A. Renteln and P. Karls) reached on agreement concerning the
mobilisation and other issues at the beginning afust 1943. The Germans committed to
abstain from interference into the issues of mséiion at least until the beginning of November,
and all those who had not registered and had bieergicould return to their places of work.

What were the results of military and labour form®bilisations announced by the
occupant and its repressive policy from March 1@48en the idea of establishing an SS legion
was abandoned) to the beginning of September? Enm&hs evaluated them as “unsatisfactory
in all respects”, and, according to their calcaas, approximately 50 thousand of men of
conscription age born between 1919 and 1924 andsiltthe same number of those born
between 1912 and 1918 failed to turd¥ip

Indeed, the results of military mobilisations weagastrophically scarce. The Germans
and Lithuanian self-governance were challenged wighproblems in supplying the Wermacht
with Lithuanian construction units of 3 — 4 thoudanen out of 100 thousand Lithuanian men
reserve, the majority of whom undoubtedly suited rfolitary service. This evidently showed
some kind of anti-German moods in Lithuania andrepgh towards the German warfare. On
the other hand, this also witnessed about a retgliamted) scope of German repressions and
the nature of their “efficiency”.

The agreement between A. Renteln and P. Kuiak at the beginning of September
1943 could be considered as a new stage in caroghgnilitary and labour force mobilisations.
A. Renteln issued orders to the Lithuanian adnmaigtn enterprises and offices whose
employees’ mobilisation was not compulsory and Whd to be exempted from mobilisation as
they possessed certificates of indispensability YUKhis made it more difficult for the
Lithuanian self-governance administration to camy its mobilisation commitments.

In the middle of October 1943, letters were senhé&county governors directing them to
mobilise people aged 16 to 50 and solve all probland disputes loco.

Soon after Lithuanian police manhunt and seleabjperations were launched throughout

Lithuania. Some of the counties g#ainiai, Ukmerg, etc.) were engaged in fulfilling
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mobilisation quotas attributed to them, however,general it was difficult to mobilise the
established number of 30 thousand persons. Acaptdithe underground source data, almost 3
thousand persons had to be mobilised in Kaunay @0 were mobilised in the middle of
November). Namely at that time check-ups of idgndbcuments started in the streets of
Kaunas. 50 persons (out of 86) ran away from thecleein Taurag which headed for labour.
The policemen accompanying the vehicle ran awagthmy with the people (the award of 2
thousand reichmark was to be granted for eachivegielivered).

Strict mobilisation measures were undertaken imivd. On 8 October 1943, following
the announcement by Commissar of Vilnius DistrictWulff, all those who failed to register
themselves in their places of residence and hackrndicates of employment had to be viewed
as vagrants and arrested by the police. The aneawsrt of 30 October by the Catering and
Economy Department of Vilnius City detailed thabdoand tobacco cards could have been
issued upon the delivery of not only identity doams but also certificates from the
mobilisation commissions.

Vilnius Burgomaster made his announcement on 3 Mdreg and called all men aged
between 16 and 50 and women between 17 and 5@isteewith the commissioh¥. All these
measures were mostly targeted at the Polish populat

Mobilisation carried out throughout Lithuania bythuanian administration and police
acquired distinctive anti-Communist characteristitsvas also characterised by actions targeted
against asocial and criminal element of the sociegrsons who came in view of the Lithuanian
security commission were first caught as labourGermany. They were former Communists,
Communist Youth members, Soviet activists, persam® tried to escape work, persons
convicted of crimes, homemade vodka distillersfifgers, violators of public order, etc.

The aforesaid was recorded in different source® @tficial press wrote that at the
beginning of January 1944 several dozens of gypdifferent “vagrants”, beggars, “barterers”
(profiteers), alcoholics, and persons who had mmpaent employment were deported as labour
from Birtai**>. In her letter of 12 December 1943 to her son Adauskas (soldier of self-
defence battalion) N. AliSauskiefrom Utena wrote that the police “cleaned up” then like
with a “broom” and collected those who “served untlee Russians, all Communists and

13¢| jetuvos liaudis DidZiajamedUyreés kare(Lithuanian People in the Great Patriotic War).6d..
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atheists, “homemade vodka distillers”, women of ionah behaviour, profiteet¥. During its
chase after people in Igligkai Rural District of Marijampal County, the Lithuanian police
announced that it caught only Communists and “céfie offscourings™*’.

Such trends in organising chase and planning nsalitins appeased the annoyance of
the population (the said women from Utena was hagpyut cleaning up of Utena). But they
raised dissatisfaction of the Germans themselvesferiBng to the labour mobilisations
Gebietskommissar of Pangys District W. Neum “noted” in the press many rega
developments. Reportedly only asocial and crimelament was sent to the Reich. Until that
moment Germany accepted them only because of atsfittence in its own power” and knew
that these people would bring no harm in the dis@d German environment. However, the
Reich needed mobilising honourable people willingwtork. An interesting thing was that, in
general, the Gebietskommissar did not oppose ttieaue of arresting people and forcing them
into prisons and then transporting them to the R&ic

In the middle of October 1943, the German civil gmment warned the Lithuanian
administration to abstain from hunting of the unibes element. County governors were
authorised “to improve” the composition of persdeported as labour.

The Lithuanian self-governance administration thite mobilise and sent 30 thousand
people to the Reich as labour. According to theuwations of the underground sources, only 8
thousand people were deported form the said agrgenhehe beginning of September 1943 to
the middle of Novembét?

In the middle of November 1943, A. Renteln raisesvmequirements to the Lithuanian
administration concerning labour force mobilisati®eportedly Lithuania had no SS legion of
its own on the Eastern Front; therefore, by Jul¢4l& had to send 100 thousand people as
labour. The self-governance administration replibdt “proper management of use and
distribution of the labour force would make it pbés to find 50 thousand people of free labour
force.

A strict plan of measures concerning registratiod aollection was drafted under the

German pressure. Application of family collectiesponsibility had to be one of the measures to
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realise the plan. One or several other memberkeofamily had to be taken in exchange to one
person who had been called up for labour but faitedppear at the mobilisation commission.
The commissions in charge of the labour force waken over by the Germambeitsamtagain.

In February 1944, the network of labour force mishlion commissions was set up
throughout Lithuania, from the chief commissiorthe commissions of rural districts and wards.
Massive deportations of people as labour to Gernfead/to start at the beginning of March
1944. “Idling”, “vagrant”, and “Communist” elemehtad already been deported, therefore, the
German and the Lithuanian administrations claintethke people from enterprises and offices
which were still operating.

People detained in forced labour camps and prisare sent to Germany, too, and so
were people who were evacuated from the East atiddsan Lithuania, i.e. war refugees, etc.

With the front approaching and the system of then@a occupying government as well
as the control over the situation collapsing, tleg for massive deportation of population were
subject to failure.

By the end of 1943 and the beginning of 1944, riaohs between the German
occupying regime and self-governance administration the establishment of Lithuanian
military units were renewed again. In November 193unsellors general finally gave up an
idea of organising Lithuanian armed forces in tlbemf of an SS legion. Following long
negotiations an agreement was reached in Febru@g4¢ dbn organising a local Lithuanian
formation subordinate to the SS and police chiefgearters in Lithuania (the Germans called it
LitauischeSonderverbandewhich had to act only on the territory of Litia. The Lithuanian
side hoped that it would be the nucleus of ther&ututhuanian Army, which was needed in
fighting for the restoration of the State of Litimiea when the Germans were moving away from
Lithuania and the new Red Army invasion was pendffig

The Lithuanian youth encouraged by the patriotedifiggs and promises that they would
be able to serve in Lithuania (and would not bet serGermany or Eastern Front, thus, they
willingly joined the Local Formation. From 21 Felry to 1 March 1944, 19.5 thousand men
registered. 13 battalions with 750 men each harbtorganisetf”.

Having got accustomed with unsuccessful mobilisetim Lithuania, the Germans were

surprised at the success of establishing the Ueeahation. Making use of the latter, they tried
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to take as many men as possible to the German Amdycarry out the massive mobilisation in
Lithuania, thus, demanding to immediately gathe6@0thousand war assistantdil{swillige)
who would serve the entire Northern Front from Natw Vilnius, by promising not to take 100
thousand Lithuanian people to the Reich as labbloe. Germans kept on raising new and new
requirements again and threatened with massiveessjons. The first battalions of the Local
Formation (seven, all in all) were formed and senVilnius Region where they got involved
into armed conflicts with the units of the Polislhn#ya Krayova. On 15 — 21 May 1944, the
Germans disarmed the Local Formation. Commander. GenPlechavius, staff of the
Formation and some of the officers (52 in totalyavarrested and sent to Salaspils Concentration
Camp in Latvia. 106 cadets of the Formation werpoded to Stutthof and 983 soldiers to
Oldenburg Concentration Camp.

When the Local Formation was in the process ofrdisay, shooting broke out between
its soldiers and the Germans, several cadets periah a result. On 17, 18 and 21 May, the
Germans gunned down 84 soldiers of the Local Feomain Vilnius and Marijampal
Approximately 3.5 thousand soldiers were sent tonta@y to the air-defence council. The
Germans succeeded in disarming only a small parthefformed battalions of the Local
Formation. The other still armed, left for the ftrer returned hon&.

The Nazi repressions against the Local Formatiamnog-down of its soldiers (this
could be considered as one of the far-reachinmgilbperations), as well as unsuccessful efforts
to reach an agreement concerning organising theiatian Army and common defence against
the Red Army finally destroyed confidence in the@ans.

On the other hand, repressions against the Locah&®mn could be evaluated as the
bloody upshot of unsuccessful German mobilisatibengpts and the German patience wearing
thin. All their efforts to carry out massive mobdtion in Lithuania and sent as many Lithuanian
men as possible to the front failed.

When the Local Formation was disarmed, the Gernpuidished an article in their
official press condemning Gen. P. Pleckias for allegedly making the Formation of men who
had not previously served in army and were nofditthe military service, they reportedly
terrorised the population, robbed and plundered, séparate cases they even threatened the
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Germans and persons who belonged to the German &gbtits commanders were accused of
sabotage of mobilisation; its soldiers were insédadeceived, misled et®®

According to the data of the German occupant @ffscof 1943, in total, more than 57
thousand Lithuanian men were recruited and mokbiligénis figure (also was mentioned by
foreign authors}*’ was exaggerated, overstated and it should be at=diat least by hiif.

The conflict between the Lithuanian people andNagi concerning mobilisations and
fate of Lithuanian youth resulted in the victoryatif the forces of the anti-Nazi underground and
the entire Lithuanian people. The most importaitglwas that the German mobilisations were
disrupted without suffering larger (mass) reprassiand loss of human lives. The failure of the
mobilisations by the occupant (particularly thos#itamy) coincided with the interests of not
only the Lithuanian people but also those of the-ldazi coalition states and peoples; it was
also useful to the Soviet Union.

Lithuanian political activists of in the West recorended the national underground
leaders to avoid actions during the occupation,ctvhéould complicate and compromise
Lithuania’s international position and its futueand politically make it into a vassal of Germany,
thus releasing hands to Moscow as well as aggraygtossibilities of and “taking away the
wish” from the USA and England to stand for itsemgists. They considered unacceptable “the
idea and behaviour of the Estonians and Latviadeuthe occupation, which was unconditional
cooperation between the allegedly national orgamkthe German Reich”, and receiving the
status of statehood out of the German hands (innautl943, the German policy was said to
“foresee” to grant this status to Estonia and lagt\iithuanian political leaders looked forward
to political benefits (benevolence) in settling fpasr political problems considering the
political reality (firstly, the boycott of settingp a SS legion) which differed from that of the
neighbouring countries. If the Germans had grastatehood to Latvia and Estonia, this would
have been the “biggest favour that the Reich had eade to Lithuania®.

Unfortunately, in the post-war years discussingifiseies of Lithuania’s liberation, the

same Lithuanian political activists in the West evéorced to state that Western states made no
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difference between the Estonians and the Latviamshe one hand, and the Lithuanians, on the
other hand, regarding their position (resistantthoagh passive) during the years of German
occupation. All the Baltic States were doomed te 8oviet occupation on equal footing (as

Soviet republics).

Nevertheless, there were differences preconditidmgdspecific circumstances of the
Nazi occupation. Lithuania secured its youth po#drdagainst the German mobilisations and
meaningless death on the Eastern Front, and amtetSarmed resistance continued for almost
10 years.

Although the repressions during the German occapati response to the disruption of
massive military and labour mobilisations were &r#nd painful to the people of Lithuania,
particularly intelligentsia, and single national nmiities, it bore no all-destructing and
exterminating nature. It was possible to escapeilisations during this occupation without
suffering larger repressions, jeopardising life, siiffering. In post-war years it was often
assumed that “the Germans selected men to the &uhye hid the men from them, so we will
hide them from the Russians, t&%” In the first post-war years, the leading Commupirty
and the Soviet government officials complained thaing the German occupation people “got
used to drive through any laws issued by the gowent and now kept on using the same
methods*®. Human experience accumulated during the Germampation when it was
possible to sabotage fulfilment of obligations gagment of tributes, escape military and labour
mobilisations without suffering major repressiohsym, and efforts to apply this experience
directly under the Soviet regime resulted in tragpnsequences. Unfortunately, it was almost
impossible to hide away “from the Russians”, esaapeorced Soviet military mobilisation etc.
Attempts to resist brought about massive (incompar those of the Germans) repressions and

victims.
3) Repressions for Resistance to Economic Explatton

One of the key (and probably the most importantalgoof the occupying regime

introduced by the Nazi Germans was economic exgtloit of Lithuania for the interests of the
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warring Germany. Taking into account that Lithuamias an agrarian country, its economic
exploitation was first mostly targeted at agrictétand manifested in different tributes in kind
and obligations. The latter probably made the nmogiortant part of economic exploitation of
the occupied Lithuanta®. On the other hand, the biggest resistance toakephamely in this
sector of the country’s economic life, which thexatd with occupant’s repressions and doomed
human lives.

The Germans considered that Lithuania belongede@tcupied countries which had the
largest surplus of agricultural products (foodstuffThey based their claims on that assumption
and had aspirations to make use of that.

In an effort to make the maximum use of possie#itiopened by the Lithuanian
agriculture and economic resources in generalottwipants were guided by their pragmatic
interests and pronounced the slogans of peace raled, ovork and submissiveness. At the very
start, the press announced that “no essential elsasigall be made in agriculture”. All farmers,
including all the settlers (Soviet — R.Z.), shadl imanagers of land plots of their own and those
entrusted to them, harvest them, prepare for wicitgps, and honestly and diligently carry out
all other agricultural work®

During the liquidation of the consequences of tlo@i& agricultural reform, the land
given by the Soviet government to those who haleé liand could have been used by the latter if
productivity of the “small farms” had been satiséag. Those who sowed could use the
harvest® (and certainly fulfil obligations to the Germaniéts.

Such a German policy and tactics had to be evaluasesomething in contrast to the
social class policy of the Soviet government andcafjural reform carried out on the eve of the
war, which significantly set off the Lithuanian laie.

Although they were only managers of their farmsthiga than owners), Lithuanian
farmers in view of the Nazi ideology were a mortued and privileged class of the society, “the
fundamental of the entire country”. When the “IRiieg” failed, shortage of agricultural
products and its raw materials was suffered, anuin@ey was about to lose the occupied fertile

regions of Russia, Ukraine, etc., the significaaid role of Lithuanian farmers grew even more.

152 3, Bulavasyokishyjy faSisi okupacinis valdymagccupying Governing by the German Fascists)7p. 9
153 Naujoji Lietuva(The New Lithuania), 2 August 1941. 5 5
154 Nauijoji Lietuva(The New Lithuania), 2 August, 25 September 1SBithles krastagSilak Region), vol. 3, p. 66.
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On 22 August 1941, Commissar General of LithuaniaR&nteln received a “big
delegation of Lithuanian farmers” and later delegeg from different districts of Lithuania (e.qg.,
representatives of farmers from Northern Lithuankt)the beginning of September a meeting
(congress) of Lithuanian agricultural specialisiskt place in Kaunas, ete®

The ideologists of the German occupying governnstated that Lithuanian farmers
were not interested in politics (Lithuanian indegmce and statehood). They only wanted to
work on their land and receive the biggest possid¢erial benefit. They were not even accused
of hindering the founding of the SS legion in Lidmia (when Lithuanian intelligentsia was
blamed for that).

The war and the German occupation positively adi@éctocio-economic situation and
moods of farmers at the very start. The aforemaptidLNP Secretary General, Z. Blynas, made
a note in his diary at the beginning of August 1944t farmers paid debts and were satisfied
with their lives. In Suvalkija a litter of sour e cost 18 roubles, and they [farmers] thought
that they would be able to enjoy such life for agdime. The workers were happy with high
wages in Eastern PrusSia

On 19 September 1941, the Governor of Tati@gunty wrote to the Director of the
Lithuanian Police Department about the situatiomhiem County and noted that the “standard of
living” grew by almost 100 per cent and continuedjtow. Buy-up of foodstuffs to the German
citizens, officials, and marching army continuedmuneration came in marks and nobody
negotiated the price, ete’.

Already in 1941, the occupant introduced the fgsbtas of compulsory agricultural
tributes and obligations. They were high and maae gignificant part of the gross agricultural
production. The bulk was made up of grain, milk atsdproducts, meat (pigs and livestock),
eggs, potatoes etc. Nevertheless, the tributesobhgations established by the Germans were
smaller than those set by the Soviet. In additibey were differentiated (what was not the case
under the Soviets) with regard to the quality efdanumber of livestock, crop area, and family
composition, therefore, they were more just frosoeial point of view and easier implemented.
Commissar General of Lithuania A. Renteln madeane in the congress of the Lithuanian
agronomists by the end of 1941 that he would teke ©f maintaining the tributes “at the

155 Pkininko patagjas (Farmer’s Mentor), 22 August; 19 September; 26:&aper, etc. 1941.
OLYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 55, file 39, p. 65.
157 Sjlales krastagSilak Region), vol.3, p. 81.
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bearable level” and urged to maintain pedigreevaoiking livestock while fulfilling them, have
seeds enough for the sowing time in the comingigptinder any circumstances” eté.

There were many reasons why the tributes and dldigawere poorly paid or fulfilled
between 1941 and 1942. At the beginning, the Gesnvegre not strictly demanding. Later,
when the situation grew worse on the front, themrewno possibilities of forming their
repressive bodies and imposing stricter control rotlee situation, many factors and
circumstances (e.g. activity of the Lithuanian ggfernance administration) entered into play,
which “depreciated” impact of occupation policy péoitation of agriculture and oppression. As
it has been mentioned before, the Germans needegfoéback areas and their economy, which
supplied big amounts of food and raw materialshi rhilitary industry. Lithuania, most likely
except for its Eastern part, remained the back afethis kind for the whole period of the
German occupation.

It is possible to state that trying to maintain geeand quiet in the field of agricultural
production, the Germans first avoided massive teara abided the majority of unfavourable
phenomena, even the failures of military and laforge mobilisations.

The first repressive operations (or at least tler@ag to carry them out) were recorded in
the middle of 1942. For instance, at the beginwihduly 1942, the Governor of TautaGounty
strictly urged the governors of rural districtscmllect the quotas of tributes and obligations by
threatening with fines and arre’Sts

In general, farmers who avoided or delayed fulfiinef obligations were entered into
special lists and punished with 1) fines or prisswizure of livestock and crops; 2) deportation to
labour camps until the members of their family mebtigations; 3) seizure of farms; 4)
exceptional extreme (highest) penalty of publicrgng-down of selected farmers.

Repressions and measures of repressive nature gjrester in 1943, but varied in
different districts of Lithuania. Comparably “softieasures remained in Biauliai District up to
the end of the occupation. In autumn 1942, Gelomtskissar of the District H. Gewecke
reproached the governors of the counties of thieictifor outstanding fines and urged them to
collect the payments noting that “this time” it wast acceptable to remind about such miserable

amounts that often. Proposals were made to atreseétwho did not pay fines in the immediate

1 Okininko patatjas (Farmer's Mentor), 21 November 1941.
159 Sjlales krastagSilak Region), vol. 3, p. 81.
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future'®®. There is no data that larger scale or strictpressions were employed in Diauliai
District.

At the beginning of 1943, listings were made ofrfars who poorly paid tributes and
fulfilled obligations. Following the decree of Jamy 1943 by Commissar General of Lithuania
A. Renteln, an order was issued to seize cows fewmers who failed to fulfil the milk delivery
guota. The following punishment was carried ouPane¥zys Rural District: cows were taken
away from 8 farmers and passed to farmers in anotial district who duly fulfilled the milk
duty.

In spring 1943, labour camps were set up in Ragundi Sub&us (Pane¥zys County)
for farmers who failed to meet at least 60 per «drdll obligations. Farmers (“family heads”)
were placed there and kept until the members offahely met the obligations. The detained
farmers were subject to forced labour. There weweral farmers in March. Such labour camps
(also called “education” camps) operated in Kaubiasrict, too®™.

In autumn 1943 and in 1944 commissions were sefolipwing the decree by the
Commissar of the Ostland Reich who travelled rouitduania and verified the fulfilment of
obligations, number of the registered livestock,'8t In fact, these were “punitive expeditions”,
they seized livestock and other property, arreptaple etc.

Severe measures against farmers who failed to rpertbeir duties were imposed in
Vilnius District (undoubtedly, repressions in tiidsstrict were preconditioned by other factors
too, activity of Polish and Soviet underground, amdnore complex political situation in
general). The letter of 2 March 1943 by Gebietskassar of Vilnius District concerning the
sabotage of delivery of quotas indicated that annements by the end of 1942 made it “plain”
to all the population of villages and urged thenfuldil their obligations as well as threatened
them with “strict and very strict” punishment. THeliveries of quotas improved to a certain
extent, but they hardly reached the required leviias, H. Wulff ordered to gun down
“undoubted” saboteurs of quota delivery. Accordiadd. Wulff, the “security services” gunned
down 40 saboteurs in different rural districts begw 5 and 17 February 1983 Before the poor

160 pid., p. 85.

161 panevzio apygardos balsa@/oice of PanesZys District), 6 February; 13 March 1943,

162 pid, 25 September 1943; LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv, §i 263, p. 160; doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 410, 179.

163 According to J.Bulavas, peasants were gunned dgw@hief for Agriculture of Vilnius County
(kreislandvirtsafsfurérHorst. After the execution he would make a speseb J. Bulava®/okiSkyjy faSist;
okupacinis Lietuvos valdym#&®ccupying Governing by the German Fascists),1@. 1
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people were shot, they had been interrogated for 30 minutes. The executions were carried
out in public by forcing the population and offigaof local governments to the places of
killings.

H. Wulff was positive that considering “local exmce” such measures had to be
applied only in specific and exceptional circumsts as they might have the effect of a
“temporary shock” onl{*

No other sources prove that so many people weraeglidown in Vilnius District in
February 1943. According to the data of the Sawmeterground agency, Petras Stravinskas (who
possessed the farm of 40 ha) from Petkaa Village, Zasliai Rural District, Trakai County
Feliksas Lapinskas from Vievis Rural District, Zekas, D. Zalakas from ZieZzmariai Rural
District, and Bartkewius from KaiSiadorys Rural District were gunned down
February194%°,

In spring 1943 (?) V. Marcinketius from Nargionys Village of Vievis Rural District
was shot dead. The management of the farm of ttez laas passed to his brottér

On 15 February 1943, the Germans shot dead 4 gensdralkininkai (Alytus County):

3 farmers for the failure to fulfil obligations antl for “profiteering” (as he was caught
transporting one hundred kilograms of rye to Vister.

In winter 1943 (?) 4 men were gunned down in Trakarketplace, one of them was
from Aukstadvario Rural Districf®

J. Bulavas ascertained that one peasant was stotrbo&udamina, Turgeliai, Jasiai
and other placé®’.

In his diary Counsellor General for Finance J. Matus wrote that on 13 February
1943, following the order by H. Wulff, 9 farmers neeshot dead in Trakai County, 7 Lithuanians

among ther’®. Generalised data of the Soviet underground sewsized that 20 peasants were

84 Masires Zudyes Lietuvoje(Mass Killings in Lithuania), Part 1, p.p. 96—98.

185 YA, doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 56, p. 20; file 32, A40.

186 Testimony by military driver Br. Bagdonaiis, LYA, doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 99, p. 67.

167 etter of 15 February 1945 by Governor of ValkkanRural District to heads of wards of the Ruréstict,

LYA, doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 90, p. 10.

188/ Steponaviius, Vokie'iy ir soviey kareiviai CyZiinuose(German and Soviet SoldiersdyzZianai), Gimtiné
(Native Land), 1-28 February 1998, No. 2, p. 7.

169 3 BulavasYokishjy fasist; okupacinis Lietuvos valdym@ccupying Governing by the German Fascists)1g. 1
170 3. Matulionis,Neramios dienogUnquiet Days), Toronto, 1975, p.
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gunned downed “without court” in Trakai County inaMh 1943 (it seems that it should have
been February -R.2Y.

The occupant was likely to shoot peasants whodademeet obligations only in Vilnius
District and did not dare to carry out those exeefnighest) punishments in other Lithuanian
districts. By 1943, the governors of rural dissigt Kaunas District had received orders to single
out several bigger farmers who failed to fulfil igjaitions “intentionally” (which could have
meant gunning down). However, governors of ruratrdits replied that farmers performed their
duties within the existing possibilities and thae tintentional bad will” was absént.

Lithuanian farmers suffered not only the failurdutiil duties, but also other measures of
punitive and economic pressure, bans, restrictiang,different manifestations of the occupation
politics. In 1942, repatriates started coming biackithuania. The decision to return Lithuanian
Germans to their old places of residence was aeptianal case in the Nazi colonial policy, no
other group of repatriates was given such a pdigiff. In March 1941, approximately 50
thousand repatriated from Lithuania, and only shighmore than 20 thousand Germans returned
during the Nazi occupation, thus, repatriation was large in scale. Nevertheless, it provoked
political opposition, social tension, national tems (Lithuanian were moved away from the
former German farms and those of their own to thessfkan and Polish farms in Eastern
Lithuania), and danger of repressions. On 10 J@48,1farmer K. Ulewius and his sons from
EgliniSkés Village of Pajevonys Rural District in Vilkavi&iCounty shot 4 Gestapo soldiers
from Eitkinai who came to resettle them and pass their farthé German colonist and the
child of the neighbour repatriate who showed the.wan 27 July, 12 persons were shot in
Marijampok and 2 persons were sent to the concentration aamgwenge for this resistariéé

Killings of Lithuanian farmers as a punishment foeir failure to meet the obligations
and disobedience to the occupying government wetavholesale. Other forms of repressions
were undoubtedly applied to a significantly lessetent, but there were no general record about
them. According to the data of J. Bulavas, in tatabre than 4 thousand families of Lithuanian

farmers were evicted from their farms for unsatifey fulfilment of dutieS™.

T1LYA, doc.f. 1, inv. 1, file 58, p. 109.

172 Manuscript of the editorial office of the faisve” (Towards Freedom, underground newspaper) and othe
information materials, LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58ef263, p. 150.

173 A, Bubnys, Vokigiy okupuota Lietuva (Lithuania Occupied by the Gers)ap. 349—350.

74 LCVA, doc.f. R.—689, inv. 1, file 49, p. 19Bzviské (Homeland, 30 July 1943.

175 3 BulavasyYokishjy fasisy; okupacinis Lietuvos valdym&®ccupying Governing by the German Fascists)18. 1
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No matter how painful and brutal repressive operatiwere, they still did not harm the
social structure of a Lithuanian village. Although Lithuanian village was barren and
impoverished in an economic sense, the fundamerdflsocio-economic life were left

unharmed.

Repressions for Rescue of the Persecuted Persons

The Nazi occupied Lithuania was not equally hard emuel to single peoples, social classes, andpgrofi
individuals. However, in general, the occupatiarialitarianism and police nature of the Nazi-inwodd regime
and the circumstances of war predetermined largabeus of persecuted and terrorised people in Litlaua
Undoubtedly, the Jews and Soviet prisoners of whrainong the categories of people who were nunséyacand
exceptionally cruelly terrorised. The massive axieation of people of these categories was the reosfying
crime committed in Lithuania under the occupatigntiite Nazi Germany. Lithuanian people who triechédp the
victims risked their security, property and evde,las they would appear in the role of enemigb®fccupant and
fell victims of persecution and different repressidhemselves. Although there were not so manylpdie those,
their activity was very significant in different s of view. Therefore, it is expedient to brieftiiscuss the
repressions by the occupant and its collaboratfesring to some of the facts about those who sedff@s a result
of their attempts to save persecuted and harmeglgeand their activity, which often saved honound a

consciousness of the Lithuanian people.

1) Repressions for Assistance to the Soviet Prisens of War

Unsuccessful beginning of the war for the Sovietddmmeant giant losses in terms of
dead and capture soldiers of its own army. Dire¢erenination and surrounding of the Red
Army, formations of “boilers”, and massive captygyiaf the Red Army soldiers were the most
important strategic tasks of the Wermacht. Accagdmthe German sources, even 5.75 million
(2.5 million in 1941 alone) were captured, wherttas Soviet sources and authors record more
than 4.5 million Red Army soldief€® In any case, the figures of captives were astroniom

At the very beginning, the Germans threatened thighseverest punishment for any help
and aid to the Red Army soldiers retreating frorthuinia. The appeal “To Lithuania” of 26
June 1941 by the Commander-in-Chief of the Germmaops stated that “the ones who hide
Soviet soldiers or arms, ammunition and any otlese of the Red Army and USSR or
appropriate them will be shot dedf” Any contacts were prohibited between the civil

176 o . . .
B.B. Tloxne6kun, Benukas Boiina u HecoctosBuiuiics Mup 1941—1945-1994B0ocHHbIi 1 BHEIITHETOTUTHICCKUI

cnpaBouHKMK, MOckBa,1997,c. 334.
Y7 I'laisve (Towards Freedom), 26 June; 5 September 1941.



102

population and the prisoners of war, i.e. suppljoof, clothing, and tobacco. Their guards were
ordered to arrest the violators of this ban andstwse who would try to escape.

A big number of the Red Army soldiers — prisonefrsvar who found themselves in the
German captivity were kept in the camps of prisenafr war in Lithuania: Kaunas, Vilnius,
Alytus, Diauliai. Larger or smaller branches setthughout the entire territory of the country
(Naujoji Vilnia, Bezdonys, Virbalis, Kalvarija, Kuitkos Naumiestis, etc.). Despite the strictest
bans the camps open doors to wide contacts betthegurisoners of war and Lithuanian people.
Even wider contacts were predetermined by the flaat already in the summer 1941 the
Germans allowed prisoners of war to work for Lithiaa farmers. Such labour force was
particularly widespread in Zemaitija, Siauliai Dist. On 31 July 1941, the Commandant Office
of Taurag discussed the issue of using “Russian women” (svofehe Red Army soldiers, etc.)
who stayed in Lithuania and were interned for adtical labour. The work by the prisoners of
war should have compensated for the shortage oftitalorce, agricultural machinery, fuel, etc.
as well as helped Lithuanian farmers to fulfil glaliions and pay tributes and the occupant to use
all the potentials of Lithuanian agriculture. Lidnian farmers, in their own turn, experienced
big demand for prisoners of war as labour. This teasified in the letter of 7 July 1942 by the
Commandant of Siauliai Camp of Prisoners of Wah#Governor of TauragCounty where he
asked to inform the governors of rural districtattfarmers should not file applications
demanding prisoners of war without any need andginernor of the county was asked to
“hinder” their coming to Siauliai with claims foné prisoners of war as labo(ft

In 1942, the process of taking away the prisonérgan from Lithuanian farmers started.
The Germans believed that there was too much ef Rhssian labour force” in Lithuania. The
latter was in great demand for “tasks which preaeit@e the war”, i.e. labour in the industry of
the German Reicf?’. The prisoners of war were taken away, but a Bagmit part of them was
still left. Having the permits by the German comiatamts they continued to work on Lithuanian
farms until the end of the occupation.

The issue of relations between the Lithuanian peepid the Soviet prisoners of war
were complex historically. For the majority of Litlinians they were occupants and enemies of

yesterday who failed to escape and who destroyedstditehood of Lithuanian, brought other

178 CVA, doc.f. R-1476, inv.1, file 14, p. 6; file 8, 591.
179 pppeal by Renteln and P. Kulsifias in ‘Lietuvig ikininkag (Lithuanian Farmer) (no date), LYA, doc.f. 177dy.
7, file 91, p. 5.
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evils which shook the country and even committagelcexecutions (in Rainiai, Pravienésk
etc.) when trying to escape. On the other handetlotasses and groups of the population, from
which they could expect help and sympathy, fourehtbelves in the roles of those subject to
terror. The local Russian population and partlyeotBlavs residing in Lithuania were somewhat
exceptional and prisoners of war could find anchbahelter there.

Only cruel and inhuman behaviour of the Germanh vagard to the Soviet prisoners of
war as well as extermination and starving of thieefachanged the situation and despite bans and
dangers opened doors and motivated to compassmrisions of help, etc.

Rescue of the Soviet prisoners of war was even roomgplicated by the fact that the
majority of those who escaped from the camps wauid and become the activists of the Soviet
underground which was unpopular in Lithuania anthgonist to the Lithuanian people. Soviet
historiography states that the prisoners of war enad one fifth of the Red partisan who
operated in Lithuania and, practically, their petege was even higher as there were squads
formed mainly out of them.

With the absence of a larger scale support fronldbal population, the Soviet partisans
and particularly their squads made up of prisonémsar used brutal armed force, violence and
compulsion, and sometimes followed chauvinisticpemalistic Russian traditions and ideas.
They promoted the ideas of “liberation” of Lithuanipeople and Soviet Lithuania without even
disguising under the slogans of fight against fasciThe aggression of the Soviet partisans —
prisoners of war was also instigated by the wisigdbrid of the guilt for the Soviet Homeland
and pay the debt for giving in to the enemy, ofi@nserving in different German military and
police formations. The memoirs of former prisonefswvar contain quite a few references to
“armed to the teeth”, fight against different “fesds”, “Lithuanian riflemen”, police, and
extermination of anybody who stood against the {&ogovernment, the “Soviet people”, the
“cause of the Russian people”, “attempted to possesacred Russian land¥’ etc.

A lot of other factor and circumstances pushedSbeiet prisoners of war into conflict
with the society of the occupied Lithuanian. Thegrev Soviet people who had grown up and
matured in the environment and spirit of the Sog@¢ernment and ideology, where there was

no room for respect for private property, tolergnoborn human rights, etc.

180 Autobiography — memoirs by P. Poliakov, 1944, L\Xbgc.f. 32, inv. 1, file 114, p. 1; autobiographynemoirs by
N. Sorokin, 30 July 1944, ibid., file 136, p.p. 1-<ctobiography by I. Palchikov, 24 August 1944dildoc.f. 49,
inv.1, file 8, p. 3, etc.
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Soviet prisoners of war committed a lot of crualnas in Lithuania, killed innocent
civilians (which was efficiently used by the Germamopaganda for its own purposes). On 18
February 1942, Soviet prisoner of war V. Samilenked an axe to kill the family of farmer J.
Andrejauskas from Petrosiai Village of Sanki Rural District (Siauliai County) who took him
from the camp of prisoners of war to labour on fidren, i.e. J. Andrejauskas himself, his wife,
14-year old daughter, 8-year old son, and sevenflyed 4-year old son. V. Samilenko was
detained in Riga, brought to Lithuania and hangedauknai market place on 11 Apfif.
Earlier, on 26 February, another two Soviet prisere war had been hanged in Séngi for
murdering two policemen and so had been Russiasapeand Soviet activists P. Kupreshenko
who hid them. The hanged were kept in gibbets foays®?

A group of prisoners of war who escaped Alytus Cashprisoners of War killed the
family of big farmer J. Kaminskas in Krasrai Village of Krosna Rural District in Alytus
County. They burnt down his farm and seized prgparid cattle. On 25 September 1943,
prisoners of war in Kaunas attacked and killed &nkltis — Monkewius, Head of Kaunas
Drama Theatre, pursuing the goal of robB&ryThere were many other facts of this kind which
cast a shadow on the relations between prisonemsaofand local population, and allowed
German propaganda to form and enhance hostile agprof the society towards prisoners of
war and assistance to them.

On the other hand, a significant number of othetsfand testimonies can be produced
about good relations between the local populatimh $oviet prisoners of war. It can be stated
that Lithuanian farmers tried to take prisonersvaf as labour not only for economic but also for
humanitarian reasons in an effort to save them Sstarvation and enervating work in the camps
of prisoners of war. They also sometimes helpethttee acquire arms and reach safe places of
hiding, etc. There were also prisoners of war wlaseabenevolent, wandering from village to
village, who learnt some Lithuanian, though theydhadiffered from prisoner of war hiding
away from the local populatioff. The majority of farmers hid them from the Germans the

police, and deportation to Germany as labour. Rstance, on 20 November 1943, 80 prisoners

181 7emaitiy zene (Land ofTematiai), 23 April 1942. The newspaper wrote that V.diejauskas reportedly insulted
the murderer of his family by saying that Russiaese bad soldiers and now they would learn to work.

182 7emaitiy zene (Land ofTematiai), 14 March 1942Teéviske (Homeland), 6 March 1942; LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv.
55, file 139, p.p. 2 — 11.

183 Testimony by K. Gliaudanec of 26 May 1944, LYAcdo1, inv. 1, file 98, p. 101; file 99, p. 7Raujoji Lietuva
(The New Lithuania), 1 January 1944.
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of war employed on farms in Raseiniai County hadddo the registration commission, but only
36 turned up: 33 were taken as labour and 3 wézaged for the bribes that farmers had 3aid

The decree “concerning the ban to get married wiikoners of war in the General
Region of Lithuania” issued in 1943 by First CoulseGeneral of Lithuania P. Kubilnas gave
proofs of good relations between Lithuanian peophel the captives. The decree banned
marriages with prisoners of war or those who wetengted from captivity as of 15 March
1943, except for the persons who had been theesgiof Lithuanian before 15 June 1840
Prohibitions seemed to have been in significantimens

A significant episode of captives’ rescue was rdedr by Kaunas resident M.
Rutkauskiea — TamaSauskien Other women and she would cook “huge pots of Htirand
carry them to the winter port docks of the Nemuisasaptives working there. One old German
guarded the captives and allowed to pass them tdedilso warned that the women “should be
quick” so that the officers saw nothing. He woulsbarefuse to take cigarettes in exchange to his
service and asked to give them to the captiVes

This episode shows that German soldiers were sorestbenevolently inclined towards
the Soviet prisoners of war. At least the satisfiacbehaviour with the captives was regulated in
German guidelines too. For instance, Russian wowiem worked for farmers had to be fed,
clothed and paid 20 reichmark monthly wages. Fasméro misbehaved would be punished,
workers would be taken away from them and passethter farmer$®,

Facts and data can be produced about differentofied cruel punishments for hiding
prisoners of war under the whole period of Naziupation.

S. Lisauskas, Russian peasant of Vandziogalos@rs/in Kaunas County, was arrested
by the Germans for hiding prisoners of war and dhedd together with the former Soviet
activists in 1942. I. Jaseden¢ from Babtai Rural District of Kaunas County whal lnaptives
and A. Zablockis were shot dead in February 194#arthe end of April, respectivefy.

184 Testimony by J. Borewius of 1944, ibid., doc.f. 1, inv.1, file 99, p31-33.

185 [vykiai Raseinj apskrityje(Events in Raseiniai County), (source of Lithuangati-Nazi underground of 30
January 1944), ibid., doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file626. 13.

186 | jetuvidkosios savivaldos administracijasios (News of Lithuanian Self-Governance Administra}iat943, No.
1-13, p. 50Panevzio apygardos balsa@d/oice of Paneézys District), 10 April 1944.

187 Memoirs of M. Rutkauskien— Tamasauskienof 1961, LYA, doc.f. 16928, inv. 2, file 82, p. 8.

188 Sjlales krastagSilak Region), vol. 3, p. 88.

189 Tuvusigjy uz taryby valdzi; anketogQuestionnaire of Those Who Perished for the S@v@ernment), LYA,
doc.f. 3377, inv. 66, file 19, p.p. 61, 33, 105.
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These facts show that different repressions aggiesple who hid the captives were
employed in Vanglogala, Babtai and other rural district of Kaunasu@ty where many local
Russian lived and where prisoners of war were hidnd the entire period of the occupation.
The situation seems to have been similar alsoaosetlparts of Lithuania where more Russians
lived. In July 1942, the security police and SDntesearched Baisogala environs (Raseiniai
County) where they “established a special orde€., gunned down 11 persons, including one
prisoner of war and 10 local Russians who hid gagtiand armed partisans. In addition, 25
persons were arrested

In 1942, peasant J. Muravjovas from Nakai Village of Lazdijai County was arrested
for hiding prisoners of war and arms. He was tat@mlytus and hanged in Jué At the
beginning of December 1942, the family of peasantMAravjova from Gremzdai Village of
Lazdijai County was arrested. She and two of hessts well as three prisoners of war were
gunned down in Marijampélprison in 1943%2

In 1942, K. Zmitriee and M. Ledukied were arrested for hiding prisoners of war in
Seda (Mazeikiai County). They hid two captives fr&iauliai Camp of Prisoners of War who
worked for farmers and had contacts among the fpgpllation. Both the arrested women were
subject to “severe punishment”. S. Zmitdéewas sentenced to 6 months in a forced labour
camp®,

At the end of 1942, the occupant press widely reploon the seizure of farm of Jonas
and Michalina Jaglauskas in Sodeliai Village of stainkas Rural District, Biai County®”.

In spring 1943, farmers in Diauliai and other coemtwere punished for illegal
possession of captives. Farmers of Kahi and Dargiai Villages in Mazeikiai County alsial h
captives. “Marauding” captives were arrested, armewinterrogated they named the farmers
who hid them. Even 15 farmers were arrested asetssv criminals'®®.

In 18 May 1943, the German executors launched finesaid penal operation against

Bobulina, Sevemai and Degimai Villages in TrySkiai Rural District a large extent owing to

199 jetuvos liaudis DidZiajamedUyreés kare(Lithuanian People in the Great Patriotic War)7%P.

191 Tuvusigy uZ taryly valdZi; anketogQuestionnaire of Those Who Perished for the Sa@@ernment), LYA,
doc.f. 3377, inv. 66, file 26, p. 83.

192 pid., file 26, p.p. 32, 43, 60, 82; file 25, p%®, 36, 43, 55.

193 7emaiiy zene (Land ofTematiai), 15 August; 7 November 1942.

194 Zemaitiy Zene (Land ofTematiai), 22 December 194Karys (Soldier), 19 December 194ptaisve (Towards
Freedom), 10 December 1942.
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the hiding of captives (on the other hand, owinghe Soviet partisan activity). Those who were
suspected of contacts with the captives and padiseere arrested and placed in Degimai
primary school. The following day people were imgated and punished: 12 of them were sent
to Diauliai prison, 25 were released upon strictrniveg, and 6 former members of the
Communists Youth were shot (one of the detaineeslugky to escap&y®.

Soviet prisoners of war were mostly hidden by Lathian people of Russian nationality
(there was only one Lithuanian out of 34 peoplentivin the said Bobulina Village).
Nevertheless they were hidden by Lithuanian, Pale$ other peoples, too. Poles Kardis, A.
Osipovtius, M. Kijutis, J. and V. Luko3esis, A. Nanievéius, J. Pekarskis, A. Zarnauskas,
Lithuanians M. Jakuimas, A. Miskutauiius, St. Kedys (hanged), St. Skamskas were shot
dead in 1941-1942 in Vilnius Districts for attempts help to escape from the camps of
prisoners of war, support to the captives and Esése of weapati’.

It may be presumed that the Russian populationithuinia suffered relatively more
from the repressions of the Lithuanian administrataind Lithuanian police for hiding prisoners
of war, which was easier for the Lithuanians toagecwhen they rendered support to the
captives. However, repressions by officials of th#huanian self-governance administration
should not be overestimated. The government ofGkeeman occupying regime balanced in
order to secure the support for realisation ointsrests, “protected” Russians and other national
minorities. Decree of 6 March 1943 by Commissar €sahof Lithuania A. Renteln established
“Trust office for Russian population in General Regof Lithuania” (Head A. von Stavrovski)
with its branches in Vilnius, Siauliai, Pargtys, agents in other towns, counties, rural distric
where Russians lived. In their appeal of 13 Mar843l Lithuanian Old Believers priests (with
their highest authority— Central Council of the ORelievers) addressed Lithuanian Old
Believers urging them to joint the German ArfiffyOne of the reasons why Lithuanian Russians
would not join the German Army (Russian Liberatfmy) in big numbers was the fact that no

police or military formations were made of themaasesult of the pressure by the Lithuanians

199 Tevigke (Homeland), 12 March 1943; M.DAtsargiai su karo belaisviai@@eware of Prisoners of Wadlemaiiy
Zene (Land ofTematiai), 19 June 1943.

196 Act of establishing the place of massacre of 28IA965, LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 635, pgd1l; Tévisks
(Homeland), 28 May 1943%:ietuvos liaudis DidziajameéVyres kare(Lithuanian People in the Great Patriotic War),
p. 141.

197 ietuvos liaudis DidZiajameéUyreés kare(Lithuanian People in the Great Patriotic Warp, f.7—79.

198 Ateitis (Future), 13 March 1943.
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and even threats to treat them with summary dispatd undertake repressidtis Upon the
initiative of November 1943 by A. von Stavrovskiethithuanian Russian Conference was
convoked in Kaunas to discuss the policy of sumioesof the Russian population by the
Lithuanian administration, solidarity with the Geans, Russian schools and other issues. Open
dissatisfaction was expressed regarding the siuatf the Russians in Lithuania. The German
government was requested to render assistance saghi@ “self-rule” of the Lithuanian
administration. The Lithuanian administration teshtsuch accusations of the Russians as
“misunderstandings®°.

Although, in general, a significant number of Sovieisoners of war were saved in
Lithuanian from starvation and other dangers, thbsolute majority perished. Almost all the
surviving prisoners of war were mobilised and senthe front when the Red Army came to
Lithuania.

2) Repression for Saving Jews

Repression for saving Jews might be dealt with separate subject, an integral part of the
tragic, complicated and broad history of the Holmtain Lithuania, nonetheless, repressive
actions by Germans and their collaborators agdmstsaviours must be addressed at least briefly.
The number of persons who suffered for saving tbans of the Jewish Holocaust was rather
small, however, due to a series of political, maradl other circumstances, they make up a special
category of the Lithuanian population repressedhguhe Nazi occupation.

At least 90 percent of Lithuanian Jews were Killieding the German occupation. Almost
three-quarters of them were exterminated in tre fitage of the Holocaust — by the end of 1941.
The last six months of 1941 were the most tragiodeof the annihilation of Lithuanian Jews.
“That was an unprecedented case in the historyitbluénia — never before had there been so

many Lithuanian people slaughtered in a short pesfctime in such a systematic way"

199 Certificate by the Soviet partisans on the bastestimony by G. llginskis, LYA, doc.f. 1, inv. file 99, p. 104.
2001hid., doc.f. 3377, inv. 55, file 153, p. 107—10&ujoji Lietuva(The New Lithuania), 2 February 1944.

201 jetuvos Zyd Zudyni; byla: dokument ir straipsni rinkinys (The Case of the Murder of Lithuanian Jews:
colelction of documents and articles), compiled®blidintas, Vilnius, 2001, p. 169. (hereinafter -EAdintas,
Lietuvos Zyd Zudyni; byla); Saulius SuZiedis, Avrahamo Torio Kauno getas : diena po dienfeadas knygai
“Avraham Tory, Kauno getas: diena po dien@f§aunas Ghetto: Day after Day by Avraham Toryrdduction to the
book Kaunas Ghetto: Day after Day by Avraham Towinius, 2000, p. XXXII.
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There is variety of reasons behind Jew-savingtipalior conjunctural, social, personal or
conspirational, diplomatic or territorial, and ladé others that are difficult to classify and are
usually subjective in natui®.

Compared to the Soviet prisoners of war, the saonanf Jews was by far more difficult,
and their chances of survival were much slimmer POWSs, as has already been mentioned,
received a firm backing of a certain ethnicallyidefl part of the Lithuanian population, i.e.
Russian Lithuanians and other people of Slavicirigoviet POWSs often experienced even
mercy and sympathy to them by German soldiers; tiaelya certain freedom of choice, etc.

People saving Jews risked to be subjected to a mmevere punishment: historian
V.Sakait provides the following description: if a persotdton as saving Jews pretended to have
done so for money, he/she was sentenced to thre¢hexa prison; those who explained their
actions as a Catholic’s sympathy to the dying wegarded as partisans and their families with
young children were shot down, while farms set zblar given over to the infornfér.

At the very beginning, when massive murder of Jead not started yet, people who had
any contacts with Jews were publicly denounced egntans and their collaborators: “Those who
communicate to Jews, serve Jews, mediate for Jewsying food products or support Jews in
one or another way and have sexual intercoursetivdim, shall be betrayers of the nation placed
on the board-column of shame and later punish¥d”.

This is an extreme example of the early Nazi octtapaa certain “euphoria” of 1941,
bestial anti-Semitism and its rhetoric that elinthoccurrences of any help to Jews. Similar
stance and propaganda statements, unambiguousniecits to kill, condemnation and threatening
rhetoric, however, were also abundant later, when“dewish issue” had already been “solved”;
they existed throughout the whole period of occopatNonetheless, such a promotion of
inhumanity and bestiality did not reach a univeed&ct. In spring 1943, the official publication
Ateitis was forced to regret that “unfortunately, there aome individuals” who “forget about

their dignity and self-respect” and “start rig lmesses with Jews”, “sympathy for Jews is always

202y Sakait, Zydy gelbsjimas, Genocidas ir rezistencij@aving of Jews, Genocide and Resistance), 19682 {¢),
p. 82.

203 i

Ibid., p.95
204 speech by A.Audronis, Alytus County Governor antid® Chief, in the congress of county precinct otanders
on 16 July 1941 in Alytus, Uprising of June 194dlection of documents, p. 198
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incongruous ", “those who stay in contact with Jelave the community”, “every decent
Lithuanian must turn his/her back to this elem&htetc.

It has to be admitted, however, that the Holocaustits tragic development did not attract
a considerable attention of the Lithuanian antiiNaess, which did not write about it openly, did
not condemn the murder of Jews firmly and prindipar encourage the audience to save Jews or
help them in any way.

As the process of driving Jews to ghettos and gezations of the Holocaust commenced,
some Lithuanian public figures tried to stand up Jdews and protest against their murder.
Z.Blynas, Secretary General of the Lithuanian Nwlist Party (LNP) wrote in his diary on 13
August 1941 that Col. J.Narakas (former Ministettha# Interior of the Provisional Cabinet, and
after it was dismissed General Advisor on Foreidfaifs) had called on him that same day to talk
about a General whose wife was a Jew (they sposet abe family by Gen. V.Giedrys). Both of
them agreed that persons, Jews and mixed famileshad rendered special services to Lithuania
should not be driven to ghettos but rather be accodated at a separate place (e.g., in Pan&mun
or in a province. In relation to this, J.Narakad awrite a note, and the first to speak to Gergnan
on this was General Adviser P.Kubitia$®. In Kaunas, Gen. S.Radtikis tried to defend Jéws,
Biauliai this was done by F.Bugailidkis, Dr D.Jdsaand Rev. Lapis. Unfortunately, their efforts
yielded no result, and nobody suffered becauseheimt In Diauliai, officials of the German
occupational regime rejected all requests anccimiti by Lithuanians, and one of them said to Dr
D.Jasaitis: if further effort is made to interfavéh Jewish matters, “you, sir, will be laid dowm t
the same pit as the Jei”

Some ordinary citizens of Lithuania were much moosrageous in protesting against
murdering of Jews. Utena resident L.Vabaliemas arrested for attempting to help a detained
Jewish white-band, scolded angrily for sympathismwgh Jews and beaten severely. In
Strévininkai (in between Rumsigk and KaiSiadorys) women tried to prevent Germaom f
annihilating Jews by obstructing their path. Theadged Germans and Gestapo officers attacked
the women by beating them with butts and kickingnth Severe injuries were inflicted on

U.Paulauskie#y a 43-year old womaff.

205K as su zydais palaiko rysius, yra savo tautos is@@(Those who stay in contact with Jews are Betragéthe
Nation), Ateitis, 21 April 1943.

2067 Blynas diary of the war years, LYA, doc.f. 331W. 55, file 235, p. 155.

207 A Eidintas Lietuvos Zyd zudyyni byla, p. 170.

208 hid., p.171
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In Svergionéliai, A.Tomilin, a peasant of Russian origin, spake aloud against shooting
of Jews. The “nationalists” arrested and shot hiowm together with Jews i®vertionys
shooting rang@&®.

Even towards the end of the massive murder of Jéwshreat of actual criminal penalties
and repression for any contacts with Jews stayedwonouncement No.36oncerning Relations
to Jewsby H.Cramer, Commissar of Kaunas city, issued 8nOttober 1941, prohibited the
population from maintaining any contacts with Jeaxen “simple conversations” were banned,
selling, exchanging or presenting food products aftfier goods for Jews, maintaining any
commercial contacts was forbidden as well; officefdhe German Police and the Lithuanian
auxiliary police were warned to preclude any relaghip with Jews without any reserve. All
prohibited actions had to be severely puniéted

Let me give some examples of specific punishmewots the refusal to obey the
interdictions of “any type” of contacts with JewAlnius resident E.Zdane#iiité was standing on
the sidewalk of Vig Sventyjy street in Vilnius talking to Jews. She had to baighed for that as
she “obstructed the traffic’. Her “case” was semeroto the burgomaster of Vilnius city, the
woman had to be sentenced to a harsh penalty ag paeson who “wore the Jewish star” was “a
people’s enemy”, everyone who had “private affaiéth Jews was considered such an “enemy”
and treated as a J&W

As early as in summer 1941, strict penalties warposed on farmers who tried to sell
food products to Jews. The Governor of MarijanépObunty threatened with a fine of up to 10
thousand roubles or a year of forced labour intatwamps for such incidenéés

In September 1941, the Vilnius newspaplaujoji Lietuvapublished a short article with
an interesting headlindVarket Places Feel no Shortage of Assistants tesJesich wrote that
E.JurolovEiuté employed aRita co-operative shop sold bread to Jews, without ngatiem wait
in a queue, at a prohibited time and at quantitigher than fixed. She was imposed a fine of 500
roubles and 30 days of detention by Vilnius Coudowernof*?

The outset of the Holocaust was associated not witly punishments for contacts with

Jews, but also with a series of other repressiverec On 31 October 1941 in the Cathedral

209 guestionnaires of the Perished for the Soviet PoléA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 66, file 48, p.25.
210 1 kaisw, Kaunas daily, 14 October 1941.

2! Naujoji Lietuva 16 November, 21 November 1941.

22 I |aisve, 19 August 1941

213 Naujoji Lietuva 13 September 1941



112

square in Vilnius, a person (the name unidentifigd} hanged for concealing Jewish property or
for the failure to inform about ft* This was probably the first case of hanging in lipum
Lithuania.

Officials of various authorities and repressive ibedused to be denounced, at least
morally, for refusing to take part in the Holocaaperations. Jonidkis Police Chief P.Vaitkus was
arrested for refusing to shoot down Jews. Orgamterrebel detachment Pyliponis, too, refused
to shoot at Jews and forbade the operation as d$nctilkavidkis, some policeman let some
arrested Jews escape. Policeman Petraitis asheddischarged from the servite

For refusal to shoot at Jews, a private of theuathan self-defence (police) battalion was
executed together with Jews in Kaunas; army offi&irkila, who participated in the execution
and later shot himself, is a kind of a Holocaustim, as weft'®. In autumn 1941, chief of Trakai
police precinct KCaplikas, policeman J.Rimkus and others shelteredBhsas who had escaped
ghetto for some time. Both of the police officersrevarrested, taken to Vilnius and succeeded in
escaping the capital punishment by a hair's brédacts like these (and they were many more)
alleviate, at least to some extent, the guilt afnetous Lithuanian participants of Jew shooting
during the Holocaust.

Attempts to save Jews sometimes used to be medtlonthe press alongside descriptions
of minor infringements in the relations with Jewsdaelevant penalties. Theaujoji Lietuva
newspaper wrote about a Jewish lady calling helds&fram who was arrested in a shelter in
Vilnius. She pretended to be a Pole from Suvalkijed was harboured by Vilnius resident
I.Stalnovich. A week later, the same newspaperrtedabout two other persons who gave refuge
to Jews and they were said to be in for harsh piegaf.

In Radninkai Street, Vilnius, about 50 Jews were shetten a house attic. They were

located by yard-keeper G.Tirilas. He did not gikke sheltering people away, rather than that, he

#4pid., 1 November

215 Notes by B.Baranauskas of 1963, LYA, doc.f. 33V, 55, file 16, p.187; A.Eidntasjetuvos Zyd Zudyni; byla,
p.173.

216 R Zizas Lietuvos kariai savisaugos batalionuose (1941-1934lnthuanian soldiers in self-defence batallions
(1941-1945)), Lithuanian archives, book. 11, Viile98, p. 58.

27| CVA, doc.f. R— 500, inv. 1, file 4, p. 702—703.
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helped them to hide, supplied them with water aatif The Germans exiled the yard-keeper to a
concentration camp and he survived th€re

Former eminent public figures of Lithuania, such K<rinius, M.Krupawtius and
J.Aleksa, too, could be regarded as people whemdffor saving the persecuted. On 9 November
1942, they sent a memorandum to Commissar Genktathmania A.Renteln in protest against
colonisation of Lithuania and displacement of Lahian and Polish farmers. The memorandum
contained a short mildly worded protest againsupeat policies vis-a-vis Jews: “The Lithuanian
people cannot support such measures, just like theynot support measures against the
Lithuanian Jews™. In general, the memorandum evoked a vast respiondéthuania. The
reaction of Germans was as follows: M.Krugaws and J.Aleksa were arrested and exiled to
Germany, K.Grinius, due to his old age and pooftheto a village nearby Marijampaol

In general, the data on the number and type ofsbaménts for people supporting Jews in
Lithuania have not been summarised yet. A Eidintalcates that the following people were
detained and executed together with the Jews theltesed: Jablonskis from Kaunas,
Koteniauskas from Jonava Rural District (in Octobe42)9 K.Markevtius from Kiduliai Rural
District, Sakiai County, Miniotas from Betygala Towin Raseiniai County, Mingaila from
Kaunas, Jasaitierfrom Raseiniai, father and son Mizeris from SaRaral District, Radzevius
from Sakalas Rural District Zarasai County, farnRnkevitius from Pabragl Rural District,
V.Zakavisius from Gelgaudiskis, Sakiai County, etc. Accoglino the data from the
questionnaires of the Lithuanians incarcerated ih dmps collected by J.Rimadauskas alone,
about 50 Lithuanians from various parts of the d¢ourwere arrested and imprisoned for
harbouring Jew§".

In addition to the above-mentioned names, V.Sakaiéntions the execution of Vytas
Vaitkus, Bronius Jocys (Kaunas IXth Fort), Vytautaadzevéius, all members of the Kerza
family, Petras Pa#a, all members of the Jablonskis family, Juozask&uskas (who saved the
lives of more than 150 persons), Priest of Vidukbwn, who tried to shelter 30 Jewish children

in his church and was shot together with tfém

29 statement by F. and R.Feldman of June 1946 tGthernment of the LSSR, LYA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 33l
302, p.1-4.

220 The Archive of Freedom Fights, vol.2, Kaunas, 19987.

221 A Eidintas, Lietuvos zyg Zudyniy byla, p. 177.

222y Sakait, Zydy gelksjimas (Saving of Jews), p.95
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On 31 January 1942, in Vilnius Vytautas Juodka glast down for sheltering two Jewish
women M. and |. Podselver in his flat; he was gbgether with the women. J.Matlakas, resident
of Paberé Ward, was sentenced to one year of hard laboprison for giving refuge to 5 Jews at
the end of 194%3. According to the testimony of a Soviet POW hidingEast Lithuania, an old
Lithuanian in Jandewina was caught and torched together with his héoissheltering Jevié”.

In October 1942 a woman in Vilnius was sentencedetath for trying to sell meat to Jews in the
ghetto®®.

Examples of other ways of tragic deaths of Jewmasithan being shot are available, as
well. On 12 January 1944, in Simnas under the asifies barn, a burnt body of Steponas
Paulauskas was found. Steponas Paulauskas hadl Belve a lot. Here is the story of his death:
when the police started breaking into his homedieided to oppose. Thus he shot down a
policeman, wounded another, and ran to the ceflarsheltering Jews. Upon arrival, Germans
threw a grenade into the bunker, set the house@bdad S.Paulaukas was burnt &fte

A peculiar way of saving Jews was to christen thand there were some Catholic priests
who were punished for christening Jews. The Not¥ilffius Gebietscomissar of 23 September
1941 to the SS and to the Police Chief in Vilniteted that everybody around were informing
him that a "part” of the christened Jews had nehldiaken to the ghetto yet and were still walking
in the streets of the city. The Note includes undions on who must be considered a Jew. Persons
with one or two of the grandparents of Jewish arlgglonging to the Jewish religious community
and spouses of a Jew had to be considered Jews.

Later, the “definition” of Jews was slightly narred: The secret Order of the Security
Police of 4 November 1942 to the Lithuanian segupiblice concerning registration of “mixed
Jewish” marriages instructs that a person withelmefour of the grandparents “belonging to the
Jewish race”, irrespective of the religious affibm, shall be considered a Jew; a christened Jew
does not become an “Aryan”. The Order demonstridiasat the end of 1942, there were some
mixed families with one of the spouses being a &, they lived free, thus, the Order instructed
that they had to be registered by the end of thee.ydews were prohibited from living with

“Aryan” wives, they had to move to ghettos, whileit wives and children were allowed to

23| jetuvos liaudis DidZiajamedUyres kare (People of Lithuania in World War 11)p. 83.

2241 YA, doc.f. 16895, inv. 2, file 186, p. 152.

225K aip naciai zudo Zydus Lietuvoje ( soviejipartizan; $altinis) (How Nazis kill Jews in Lithuania (a source of
Soviet partisans), LYA, doc.f. 1771, inv. 6, filg4, p. 140.

226 A Eidintas, Lietuvos zyg zudyniy byla, p.185; LYA, doc.f. 1771, inv.6, file 174,140
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continue living unconfined (in case of refusal twadce, all family members had to move to
ghettos). Jewish women who married “Aryans” werevadd to stay with them, though their
rights were restricted: they were not permittedisit restaurants, hotels, cafes, theatres, “bgthin
places, though they could attend Lithuanian cinéfas

Later, the legislation concerning mixed familiesstnprobably became more stringent. All
Jewish members of mixed families were placed irttgbetheir “Aryan” spouses who refused to
get divorced appeared there, too. For instance,Adgindas of Lithuanian writer and diplomat
Jurgis Savickis (1890-1952) did not repudiate kisish wife and went to the ghetto together with
her. In early October 1943, he was shot down bytlauanian guard when trying to defend his
wife against sexual harassment of the guard. Xaew and her daughter were deported to
Stuthof, where they received the care of Lithuasjamcluding B. Sruodgfd®.

The State Jewish Museum in Vilnius has gathered datmore than 3 thousand saved
Jews, and 2.7 thousand Lithuanians helped thenuriave. The figures are not finite. As the
research of the Holocaust history advances, thebeuwf saviours grows, new and new names are
identified. The bitter truth of history is that hitania did not have any organised underground
movement and no more effective effort was madeave dews, thus, the absolute majority of Jews
were exterminated, and only individual courageoespte who, unfortunately, were not many,
tried to save them.

German-USSR Warfare in Lithuania in 1944-1945 and @ilian Losses

In summer 1944, three years after the outset ofGbeman-USSR war, the territory of
Lithuania became the theatre of war once againe k1941, military actions resulted in the
killing of Lithuanian civilian population, materiglamage and various other losses. The Red Army
chasing the withdrawing German army entered Litham early July 1944, while its Western-
most part (the city and region of Klaga) was occupied at the end of January 1945. Tthes,
territory of Lithuania witnessed more than six-nfeatong military operations that finished the
Nazi occupation and brought about the Soviet liti@neof Lithuania.

22| YA, doc.f. 3377, inv. 58, file 811, p.8.
228 ppie Jurg Savick: atsiminimai, dokumentai, kritikdAbout Jurgis Savickis: Memories, Documents, i€isn),
Vilnius, 2000, p. 39-40, 96-97.
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In terms of the destructive, disastrous and ruirafigct of the war actions on the country
and its civilian population, some of the factorsl @ircumstances played a similar role as in 1941,
when the war began. When invading Lithuania in 198drmans encountered a weak and poorly
organised resistance of the Red Army, while in 1944 situation was opposite, as it was the
retreating German army that was hardly able toste€ibjectively, this eliminated the possibility
of major material damage and losses of civilianpteo

From the military perspective, when the front reathithuania, the outcome of the war
had already been solved long ago adversely to Germas its army had been irretrievably
crushed on the Eastern front, thus it had loststinategic initiative irreversibly. The majority
(about two thirds) of the territory of Lithuania svhberated during the combat operation launched
by the Red Army on 23 June 1944 in Belarus: the foant troops of the Red Army broke the
German front nearby Vitebsk and Orsha and besiagledge group of the German army nearby
Minsk. Further to the West, there was no continufast line, and the withdrawing Germans
resisted with relatively small forces. The attatkhe® Red Army via Lithuania was aggressive and
rapid, Germans being left with no time to buildrenthment by the Nemunas - the last natural
barrier suitable for defence on the way to East$lau Vilnius was taken on 13 July, Paiis
on 22 July, Siauliai on 27 July, Kaunas on 1 Augest. Germans succeeded in stabilising the
front for a longer period of time only in late AgjuL944 on the line Vilkaviskis-Sakiai-Raseiniai-
Kur&énai.

The unexpectedly broken front in Belarus and th@drapproach of the Red Army to
Lithuania ruined not only the defence, withdrawatl @®vacuation plans of the German military
and political leadership, but also the plans ofamatlist underground organisations preparing for
the anti-Soviet resistance. Moreover, the situatimtouraged a certain share of the population,
which collaborated with Germans, from defendinglibeders of Lithuania against the Red Army
invasion. The latter circumstance prevented thauahian people from participating in the war
and, inevitably, becoming politically meaninglessrtan victims.

The Lithuanian public was rather concerned aboeatdttions of the German occupiers
during their retreat from Lithuania. In Lithuanihere were thousands of people evacuated from
the front zones in Russia and Belarus, victimsnegses and executors of brutal German
occupational policies, various repressive operati@yainst civilian population (Lithuanian

policemen, self-defence battalion soldiers, etGermans were thought to be able to behave the
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same in Lithuania. Archival sources indicate thedders of the Polish underground in East
Lithuania did not discount the possibility thatrestting Germans would evacuate the population
by force: special military units would repress thosfusing to evacuate, they would shoot them
down, throw grenades to flats, cellars, explode sgtdvarious objects ablaze, etc. This was said
to have been their behaviour during the evacuatidviogilev, Orsha, Vitebsk and other places of

Belarus, thus, the evacuation would be the sarhéhinanig®,

Potential risks of forced evacuation and varioupressive operations against the
population are evident in the documents of the &ounderground and Lithuanian nationalist
underground, as well. At the beginning of 1944, thpresentatives of the two movements
established certain contacts and discussed, ddspge contradictions between each other, the
ways to build up "real forces" that would not all@&ermans to "transport people and property of
Lithuania out”, would hinder their "destruction oities, residential areas and other assets of
Lithuania'®°.

No data, however, exist on a larger-scale forcedceation of people, destruction of
residential areas, cruel treatment of civilian gapan and other actions conducted by the
withdrawing Germans that could be termed war crjnsemes against humanity, etc. Due to the
reasons mentioned above, the German occupiersdéicha for actions like those or operations
analogous to the 1941 "pay-back" actions.

On the other hand, sources and historiography coofgosing ambiguous facts, thus the
actual specific developments of 1944, during the wall for further research. For instance, in the
environs of Nemunaitis, Alytus County, Southeagthliania, the withdrawing German army
would not put to the torch farmsteads located eitimetheir way, or further away, though most of
them were empty, meanwhile in neighbouring MirogavTown and its surroundings in
UzZnemur, special arson teams, prior to withdrawal, buowid a number of farmsteads in order
to leave Russians without any landmarks

229 \/isuomess nuotaikos (Public Moods): 15 January 1944 Report by an Arsed
Representative of the Polish Government to Warsd, doc.f. 3377, inv. 55, file 217, p.p. 20-
21

230 etter by S.Apyvala, Commander of Soviet partisarast Lithuania, to A.Sni&us of 7

April 1944, LYA, doc.f.1, inv.1, file 42, p.p.26-35

2313, Jegelevius, Nemunaitis ir jo parapij@Nemunaitis and its parish), book I, Vilnius, 200
p.1052.
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In the first years after the war, the Soviet pressd to publish facts and data on farmsteads
or entire villages burnt by the withdrawing Gernaamy: Mieziinai, a village in Kridinas Rural
District, Birzai County, North Lithuania, was sdtflaze; a nice primary school of the village was
consumed in flames; Sakal&kvillage in Svedionys County, East Lithuania, was burnt to the
ground®, etc. Establishing whether fire to farmsteads wifidges was set deliberately or due to
the actions of war is difficult.

In general, the first Soviet sources after liberatdescribe the state of most Lithuanian
counties, cities and towns liberated from the Gerroacupation as relatively good, with few
human and property losses, and this, probablyectftl specific realities of the historical truth.
Soon afterwards, however, data about damage dorigehbyan occupiers were quickly swollen,
politicised and idelogised, thus they reached aremtibly high level. German occupiers were also
held guilty for property looting, various acts dfuse of power and other crimes committed by the
Red Army or repressive structures of the Sovietipational regime.

Nonetheless, even the Soviet propaganda sourcksctimed the real historical reality
tendentiously and the Soviet propaganda literatdra later period provide no data about the
losses of Lithuanian people during the actions af.w Party and Soviet official sources from
Zarasai county note that the remaining corpseg #fiee battle in the fields of Smalvai Rural
District, Zarasai County, make harvesting diffic(bost probably, these were the remains of
Germans soldiers killed in the battles rather ttigiian victims). Documents of the authorities of
Alytus County mention incinerated villages or indival farmsteads, shortage of animals,
"dispersed", though not killed, local residéntsThe front that swept Nemunaitis environs did not
inflict either major property or human losses. Dgrithe warfare, 3 people were killed in the
parish of Nemunaitis, 10 were wounded, and 4 wessinmg>*.

In 1944, the greatest damage was suffered by theties of Lithuania (particularly cities,
towns, settlements) which were geographically ledain the way to East Prussia and in which
the front made a stop and battles took place (Vitkas, bakiai, Raseiniaipiauliai, Maeikiali,
etc.). In these counties, residents of the fronezaeere evicted by the German military authorities

232 Tjesg 6 February; 11 November 1945

233 Minutes of the Meeting of the Zarasai County coiteei of the LCP(B) on 20 August 1944,
LYA, doc.f. 913, inv. 913, file 1, p. 11; Minuted the Meeting of the Alytus County committee
of the LCP(B) and the Executive Committee on 18 #gidl944, LYA, doc.f. 1308, inv. 1308,
file. 1, p. 4.
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and mobilised to open trenches and do other myligsaforcement works. For example, residents
of 10 villages (out of the total of 13) were evaedato Taurag County from Sakiai County
across the Nemunas. About 80 per cent of buildiagsnals and other property were burnt down
as a result of war actions in Sakiai County. A g@@mage was inflicted on Raseiniai County
which had 4500 farmsteads, all of the buildingsviich were set ablaze, the Raseiniai town was
burnt and destroyed by 90 per cent: ca 740 buit]idg9 of them residential hou$®s

ivilian population suffered seriously from minesdasther explosives left by the German
army in fields. According to Soviet sources, fro844 to 1945, 873 people were killed and 1347
injured in Lithuania. The figure in Sakiai Counsy accordingly, 347 and 820, Vilkaviskis County
122 and 222, UkmeégCounty 123 and 42, Mazeikiai County 55 and 44 elRaai County 25 and
39, etc®®

Some civilians were killed during air raids and tardments even at the time when the
front had moved far away and no threat was perdergy longer. On the night of 13 September
1944, Germans bombarded the city of Pangs, liberated by the Red Army back on 22 July, 55
buildings were damaged, 24 people killed (includsngilitaries), 48 wounded. The bombardment
scared people who had returned to the city, angliegan fleeing it agaff.

The retreating Germans carried out massive evacuaif people from the region of
Klaipéda separated from Lithuania in 1939 and annex&ktonany. The Red Army found only a
few people in Klaipda, and about 6 thousand in the entire region.

M.Gedvilas, Chairman of the LSSR People's CommiSsamcil, mentioned the following
figures in his speech on the consequences of thm&eoccupation delivered at the session of the
LSSR Supreme Council: during the actions of warn@a occupiers killed 1235 peopie This
is an additional fact and proof (particularly begrin mind its propaganda nature) that the human
losses during the warfare in 1944 and 1945 wereigatficant.

2343, Jegelevius, Nemunaitis ir jo parapij@Nemunaitis and its parish), p. 1069-1070.

2351945 Note by theDakiai County committee of the LCP(B) to M. Suslav.Snieskus, M.
Gedvilas, LYA, doc.f. 1806, inv. 1806, file. 1, §3-65; Material of the 1945 Seventh Plenum of
the Central Committee of the LCP(B), LYA, doc.f.717inv. 7, file 86, p. 123-124.

236 | YA, doc.f. 1771, inv. 8, file 191, p.97.

23719 September 1944 Report by the Pa#tgs County LCP(B) to the Central Committee of the
LCP(B), LYA, doc.f. 1771, inv. 7, file 149, p. 147.

238 Tiesg 24 July 1945.
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Unfortunately, the Red Army that liberated Lithuardid not bring the true freedom,
independence, other social political values andeetgtions with it. The Nazi occupation and
dictatorship were replaced by another (Soviet) paton and dictatorship. Together with the
German occupiers and their collaborators, thousahdsnocent” people from various strata of
the Lithuanian society, first of all, from the iigentsia, escaped the Soviet regime by fleeing to
the West. Soviet sources recognise that there weoe5 farms in each rural district of Biauliai
County and their owners fled together with Germahsy did no possess major assets, they had
not inflicted any harm on anyone, they escaped'justof fear®*. The situation was more or less
similar all over Lithuania. By 1949, farms of 138eople’'s enemies " who escaped to the West,
i.e. more than 485 thousand hectares of land, egpeopriated to the Soviet land reform féfid
Ca 60 thousand people left Lithuania. In 1944, fthat that crossed Lithuanian while moving to
the West marked a breakthrough, a new page inisthery of the Lithuanian people.

CONCLUSIONS

The present research work on the Persecution ofJeanmsh Citizens and Murder of
Civilian Population covers a broad spectrum of claxgproblems of Lithuanian history in the
period of Nazi occupation from 1941 to 1944. Thstdrical heritage of this period, possibly
except for the Holocaust that has been subjechtense research lately, has been scarcely
analysed, and its understanding remains politiceed ideologised, the historiography remains
under influence of old (Soviet) myths and stereesyp

Under occupation, Lithuania could not make a seatel research into the Nazi occupation
period so that it would be objective, based on esses and sources, likewise, it could not
objectively assess the developments of the pastrarehl the historical truth to its own people
and to the international community. According te thata of the Soviet Special State Commission
that worked in autumn 1944-spring 1945, 300 thodsavilians were killed, later, due to political
considerations, the losses were inflated, and the&cept of massive annihilation of various
nationalities emerged in the domain of historiogsapThe Lithuanian émigré and foreign

historiography had a larger variety of opinions andluations, however, the latter historians, too,

29 YA, doc.f. 1771, inv. 1771, file 48, p.25.
240 Resolution of the Central Committee of the LCP&BY Council of Ministers of the LSSR on
The Results of the Land Reform, LYA, doc.f. 17#\,.i51, file. 289, p. 20.
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were prone to swell the actual consequences dfl#izé occupation and demographic losses of the
population. (According to the data of the émigréremmist A.Tarulis, 14 to 16 thousand of
Lithuanian people were killed, J.Misas and R.Taageperos put the figure at 10 to 20s¢mal,
A.Damusis at 45 thousand). Similar figures indiogtthe scope of the murder are quoted in the
historiography of independent Lithuania.

What were the repercussions of the repressiveipslif the Nazi occupational regime to
non-Jewish citizens, how many of them fell victionthe Nazis, what categories of victims can be
distinguished, what does the picture of the legatythe Nazi repressive policies look like
compared to other countries? To answer these andn@er of other questions, an in-depth
thorough research needs to be conducted and tHe&kmasvn events and facts call for further
consideration.

The present research is an effort to approacheast lto a certain extent, to the historical
truth on these issues, to present factual matéoiahention the most important developments and
facts necessary to reveal the repressive eventprandsses of the Nazi occupation period.

The losses of life (deaths) of the Lithuanian papah due to the warfare in 1941 were not
great as they were estimated at several hundrad.Wds owing to the shortness of the military
actions, weak resistance of the Red Army to theckihg German army, and other factors.

The majority of the population of Lithuania met ithgading German army as "liberators".
This made a positive influence on the behaviougefmans and their treatment of local people. In
spite of that, while invading Lithuania, the occuqgy German army perpetrated brutal massive
violent operations provoked by the resistance ef Red Army. Abligiai, a village in Kretinga
County, was burn down, 42 people shot; Alytus vatesl a yet more cruel and massive murder
when from 150 to 300 people were executed, 11 mene whot down in Svenda, a village in
Raseiniai County, and the village was set ablaie, Ehe actual and fake attacks against the
German army were used as a pretext to commit tsienfiurders of Jews and Communists.

In Lithuania, the war and the German occupationewszcompanied by the outburst of
murders and other repressive operations againsincoimst, members of the Young Communist
League, Soviet officials, activists of the Commuipiarty and other Soviet organisations, i.e. the
political social category of people shaped follogvthe 1940-1941 Soviet occupation of the state
of Lithuania. The Soviet occupation of Lithuaniadarovietisation on the eve of the war

determined a positive attitude of the majority bé tLithuanian population towards Germans
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(differently from the Western European countriesupsed by them), and hatred, national and
personal revenge to the true and suspected Sasli@barators. Terror against Soviet partisan
activists (a part of Jews suffered from it, too)swip a certain extent, a phenomenon inspired by
Germans; on the other hand, it was a local spoatameimpulsive responsive, unjustifiably
violent reaction against the perpetrators of Sowegtressive actions aimed at sovietisation. A
significant role in the anti-Soviet repressive @t was played by the participants of the uprising
of June 1941, and later, by the units of the aamilpolice.

Killed communists, members of the Young Communesiglie, Soviet officials and
activists, all of whom were regarded as an antestédement, together with collaborators of the
Soviets fall into the most numerous category oflthleuanian population killed during the Nazi
occupation period. The victims of this categoryalied to 1.5-2 thousand. The anticommunist
terror was unreasonably cruel, merciless, inadegt@the "crimes" committed by the victims,
unlawful.

Another sizeable group of the murdered or othenngepeessed consisted of the victims of
repressive operations against armed Soviet underdran Lithuania, terror and revenge ("pay-
back™) on the local population according to thengmial principle of "collective responsibility and
punishment" for committed subversion and sabotagerations. To fight against the Soviet
underground, to intimidate the local people, tcakrthe spirit of any anti-German resistance, the
occupiers perpetrated massive and individual mardépersons accused of communist activities
in various places of Lithuania (Kaunas, VilniusnBaZys, Siauliai etc.), and several hundred
people were shot down during massive and individxa&cutions. In the revenge operations in
spring 1942, about 400 people were shot dowidvantionys environs, about 15 villages were put
to the torch during the entire period of occupatforainly in autumn 1943), their residents were
taken to Germany for labour. Exceptionally heinauas the operation in Riupiai village (Trakai
county), which was set ablaze and its residente Wiled (119 people were burnt alive and shot)
in June 1944,

Strict occupational policy of the Nazi occupatiomagime (and the Lithuanian self-
governance administration as an integral part)afés pursued vis-a-vis Poles living in Lithuania.
Ca 1 thousand Poles, mainly representatives ofirttedligentsia, fell victim to massive and
individual execution. The deportation of Lithuanipeople for forced labour to Germany had a

clear anti-Polish shade.
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Murders and other types of repression for actiohshe Lithuanian national anti-Nazi
underground, resistance to occupier military amadula force mobilisations, economic exploitation
(refusal to pay duties or perform other obligatjpretc. did not reach a large scale in Lithuania.
Boycotting the idea to form a Lithuanian SS leg@na voluntary basis inflicted damage to the
Lithuanian intelligentsia and the sphere of cultlifa (ca 60 Lithuanian intellectuals and public
figures were incarcerated in Stuthoff concentratamps, institutions of higher education were
closed, etc.). All in all, several thousand of uiimian people might have been imprisoned in
German concentration camps.

In villages and cities, mainly in summer 1943, Naaztupiers carried out punitive manhunt
operations (usually Latvian, Estonian and Ukraingolice battalions sent to Lithuania were
employed for that), in autumn 1943, they devast&adt Lithuania for resisting military and
labour force mobilisation, killed and arrested welbwn people, employed various intimidation
and blackmail measures. The threat of massive ssje was permanent. After a failure to
organise the mobilisation of Lithuanian men in s8Qril944, more than 80 soldiers of the
Lithuanian Local District were fired down.

In the repressive operation against economic sabdfer refusing to pay duties and
perform obligations, etc.) early in 1943 in VilniGounty, ca 40 farmers were executed. Mentally
ill and incurables were eradicated.

Various ways of Nazi repression (including the seseones, when death penalty was
applied) were targeted at those residents of ticeed Lithuania who tried to save persecuted
and terrorised people. The most sizeable categtivégsvere subjected to exceptionally atrocious
Nazi terror consisted of Jews and Soviet prisonévgar.

Specifying the data about civilian losses (directtins of murder) during the Nazi
occupation years is difficult due to the state edearch and historiography. The approximate
direct losses of murders committed in Lithuania addo ca 5 thousand people. A conclusion can
be drawn that the scope of repressive operatiotidoms of non-Jewish citizens of Lithuania were
not great.

The Nazi occupational regime tried to exploit Léimian resources to the maximum to satisfy the neéds
Germany's war effort, to maintain order and ecomarapacity of the country. As a strategically imtpot country of
the rearward, Lithuania was needed to the occugsea peaceful, functioning country supplying laegeounts of

food and raw materials to the war industry. Thamfohe occupiers tried to put up with many hostiteenomena,



124

failures of military and labour force mobilisatioand during the war, they were forced to give ugrthggressive

plans.

In the specific historical context of the war ar tNazi occupation in Lithuania, the
biggest and the most vicious crime perpetrated leyntan Nazis and their collaborators in
Lithuania, its scope and number of victims beingpimparable to any other repression and human
murder, is the murder of the almost entire Jewismraunity in Lithuania (the number of the

Holocaust victims amounts to about 200 thousand)maassive annihilation of Soviet POWSs.

Documents Annexed

No.1 - Testimony of witnesses (J. Boratius and A.Viliamas) on the murder of

civilian population in Alytus in June 1941.

No.2 - 6 July 1941 Order by the German Local Commagter to the civilian population

threatening with shooting for refusal to give up ams.

No.3 - 1965 Act of the Party History Institute on he murder of Jews and Soviet
activists in 1941-1942 in Marijampoé.

No. 5 - Announcement by Vilnius County Gebietscommsar H.Wulff "Vilnius

County Men and Women" on mass murder of people in &n¢ionys region in May 1942.

No0.6 - Vilnius County Gebietscommissar H.Wulff Noteof 28 May 1942 to District
County Governors concerning restriction of repressie measures after mass murder in

Svertionys region in May 1942.

No.7 - Announcement by Panays County Gebietscommissar (W.Neum) on mass
murder on 5 June 1942 in Panedzys district.

No.8 - 15 February 1943 Note of the Head of the Mahinkai Rural District, Alytus

County, to wardens of rural district concerning exeuted farmers for failure to pay duties.
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No0.9 - 1965 Act of the Party History Institute on he arson of villages in May 1943 in
Siauliai County.

No.10 - Lithuanian national underground source ontie manhunt of people for labour
in Germany in June 1943 in Kaz§ Rada (Marijampol é County).

No.11 - Lithuanian national underground sources abot mass manhunt in summer
and autumn 1943 in Lithuania.

No. 12 - 14 September 1943 Report by the Head of i&dorys Rural District, Trakai
County, to the Governor of Trakai County concerningeconomic effect of the manhunt in
autumn 1943.

No. 13 - 9 September 1943 Note No. 12438 by A. TerReln, Commissar General of
Lithuania, to P.Kubili inas, First Counsellor General, concerning collecte responsibility

and application of tight penalties on the populatio for partisan diversions on railways.

No.14 - Announcement of 15 September 1943 by ViluCounty Gebietscommissar
H.Wulff on burning of villages and deportation of people to labour from Vilnius County in

autumn 1943 for diversions on railways organised b§oviet partisans.

No. 15 - Extract from the report of the Lithuanian police concerning arson of villages
in October 1943 in Rokidkis County.

No. 16 - Source of 23 October 1943 of the Lithuama national underground

concerning burning of villages in Rokidis County.

No. 17 - Acts written by Soviet partisans in 1944ancerning villages burnt to ground

by German occupiers in South East Lithuania in spmg 1944.
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No. 18 - Source of the Lithuanian national undergrand (author Z.Blynas?) on the

village of Piréiupiai (Trakai County) burnt down on 3 June 1944 t@ether with people.

No. 19 - 25 July 1945 Report by the Special Stateo@mission of the Lithuanian SSR
to the Special State Commission of the USSR on tidentified consequences of the war and

the Nazi occupation in Lithuania.



