| have already wnttan that we
Iha in & pariod of ot enly mone-
tary inflation, bul of concepl and
valug infiation as well In our thne
oaths have bscome worthisss,
while formerty a person wha bro-
ke onp lost not only all of his own
pawer, but the capacity o repre
=ant his values and to participate
in the public sphere as well, Mot-
hing. other than his own parson
and his private g, remained, He
no longer had the right to Bpeak
on behali of DI”‘lB!‘ s group, his
nation, or h
One's wm! of honour is boeo.
ming worthless, while formarly a
person who did not kesp It lost the
capacity 1o merit even the eil-nh-
test frust, Letters of rac
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or sthnic group. Genocida is the
destrection of a people en hlog,
ol of an antire racial anlity - ro-
gdrdlass of the ¢inss structure, do-
minating ldealogy, of Intermnal so-
cial and cultural difterences of the
gntity

Genocide is not a battle against
an enemy. which, undet conditions
of war or social revilution, is clear-
ly defined in tarms of class, milila-
ty Meslogical or palitical dactrinal
griEria. Otherwise, any ravalution
and itz organiset destruction of an
enemy would have 1o he called ge-
nocide. Genocide is destruction
witholit any sélection, Il happans

when nathing, eithar thentehoally

or practicaily - nat an idenlogical

lion are becbming warthless - uu
raspect and trust in the parson re-
commanding vsed to datermine
the fulure of the on baing re-
commended, whils today we wrl-
e lattirs of roccmmondution for
Eﬁc pta whom we nal only do nof
aw wall, but whim we have pro-
NEVEr Bven saen.
ancepts as wall are beco:
ming worthlass - they are no jon-
ger being presérved and used lo
describe unigus sxpariences ol
humanity. Evarything is becoming
egually impartant ar not imperant.
| am boceming the centre of the
Liniverse simply becauae It s |,
Tan years ago. artivies in tha
Amercan press: on the annua! ho-
|loenust of turkoys bsforn Thanks
giving Day. stiuik me as the heighl
al goniopt intiation Thees gre pro-
hably othar, evan more common
wamples of a lpck of thinkmg snd
respangihilily. Disrespect for con-
cepts and' language cas only
briefly mask {he disrespect far
negpie that willl sooner or iatar.
emerge as wall
In the |ast decades, genocide
figs becoms ofie 'such dangarous-
ly dewalusd concepl. Right from the
start, | want 10 say that the deva-
juation of this concept comsas pot
anly from a lack of concem lor all
af humanily angd hurnanitatiarism
- it is a symptom of the transtorne-
tion of salf into 1he contre of history
and af the universe. as well as of
Insensitivity towarda humanity. And
1o top it & off, the excessive uss ol
this concapt canceals the threat of
repression of discussion.
Genocide is not only a philo-
sophical, politologizal, and sogio-
Iogital concept, It s also a legal
concept diearly outlined Tn juridi:
cal UN documents, and clearly ge-
fined in intefmational law. Afier the
mass annfhilation by the Nazid af
national and sthnic groups, Lhis
manilestalion hegan to be definod
as the deliberate doctrine and
implamanted practice of tha ligul
dition ol a nation, of a religious

ion or 2 religlous aposta-

&y, not sven the belrayal of one's

own people and dasertion o tha

enemy side - can sava the ane
being killed,

Let us agree that in this res-

psol, nsither lhe S1. Bartholo-

maw's Doy mnssacre in Parie in

1572 or the ovarall tarrinle and

bleod-thirsty killlng of Hugusniots

in France. nor the terror of the
Inguisition, nor the mass killing of
womaon, “witchas®, "sofcerars”,
Jaws, and homosexuals In the
Middie Ages, nor the dastruction
of the Vandze and the liguidation
of entire villages sant (o the gull-
lotine during the Franch Revalu-
lign Ity 1789-1794 - no malttae how
ghocking they all wars - were
ayents of gendcite. Al of these
propte, no matler how lerrible thelr
tale, could hidva saved themas|
ves by going over lo the side of
the enemy or peraaquton
Genocfde |8 a theory and a
Frec:ucu (phitrarily. a practice) hat
eavas no porgibilty aven by
gaing over to the side of the ane
my, for the condemned and mas-
sacrad person lo save himsaell

You are t;;uitty for having besn

botn, and anly your annihilation
can corract Wis fatal aror and on-
ginal sin and guill - \hat is tha ma-
taphysics of lotal hatred and ge-
nogide Only the tola! destruction
of bedy, life; blend, and cdlour cen
resolva this problam
So whether we like I\ or not,
Ihid Holocast was (he sole 1003
genomde in the entire histary of
umanity. It wis 2 unigue ayvsnl
nal enly in its spesd, terible prac-
fica angl indusirialised mathpds of
destruction, bul aise in its delar-
minatizh to carry out the Final So-
lution, for as lony as one singls
Jew ramained allve. Ultimatsly.
this was not an ardinary mass kil-
ling, but the polliical decision of
an jndusttial and civilisad stats,
the carrying out of which reqguired
the subjugation af the antir sco-
nonte, military, and Industrisl
might and polilical propagandsa of

Ihe country. Other genocldes of
the 20th ceniury thus need to be
rafarrad to with stipulations
Which ba no mesans belttly the
scale uf (heir ragedy, nor diminish
the responsibility of the killers in
the face of Goi of the world

Undoubledly, ather 20th cen:
tury mass Kllings of pecples, no
less harrifying despite the tact that
they were parhaps more sporadic
or less planted. did have charac-
teristics of genocide,

The massaura of the Arme-
nians during the First World War,
the mess killing of Romanies du-
fing the Second World War, Sta-
lin‘s Holnd-urnu-r in Ukraine, the

destruction of & mil-
lion uisls Awanda, and ﬂnnllr
the mass killing of Bbsnlans {Ls.,

the Muslims cd' Bosnia and Hat-
zegovina) and Albanians in for-
mef Yugoslavia - all of thess ma.
cabre 20th cantury events are
consiterad 1o be mass killings
with characleristics of genocide.
In thedr ideological prevalen-
ce ang on & praclical stile these
aro not as global, and somawhat

less intematjonalizad genonides:

compared to the Holocaust, but
nenathpless they are lerrible, ge-
nocide-typs annifiltalions and cri-

mes againgt humanity, Attempts
-wele matds to dastroy not indivie

dual groups ¢! enemias or social
stiata, bul to liguidale 85 Insny
representatives of a people as
possible.

Dig Lithuania sufier a genocl-
4e? No. Mo mattsr how brutal the
Sovial lercor in Lhe Ballle count-
nes, fAesertion o the sige of, and
collaboration with, the occuplet
allowed & large number ol Lthua:
Hiang, Latvians,. and Estonisns
not only to save their cwn lives, it
alsn guarantead them a not in-

significant adminjstralive career

tinder the candilions of ihe acgu.
pational regirme, and unpurished
atrocilies; ncts of revenge, and
sottling of scoras in thajr own
countiies. There really was no

proposal far the tolal destriction

ol the Baitic nations - Ii's doubtiul
ihat they would otherwise have
survived, Which does not mean
hat | am diminishing the scale of

the Sovial terrar or the crimes:

againgt humanity commiitted by
communism

| will always protest any justifi-
calion of this: hioody and stsen-
tially criminal regima, a1 any mi-
nimisation ol the scale of ke crl-
mas. But lst's be honest and ho-
neurably admt tha tact that, all \he
same, we did not expatisncs tus
genocide.

It is nat for nothing that the fa.
mous Soviat dissident and philo-
sophar Grigor] Pamerantz sug-
gestad thal ralhsr than genocids,

the concepl of stratocide, io., Tho
dastruction not of the entire na-

thon but of certain shata and clas-

sag, ba applled lo the Soviet tar
ror. It was, after all, not the entire
nation that was being destroyed
as-a raclal or athnic enfily, but tho-
se strafa that ware the most an-
lightenad, cultured, and cons-
claug.

The Russians do net call the
physical destnuction of its intelll
gentsia and lls boaurgeois class
ganoclde. in the same way as (i
cleansing of the Ghinese “cultu-
ral revolubon”, which swept swa
the lives of tens of millions of Chi
nese paople, is not called he ge-
nocirde of the Ghinase nation. Ge-
nocide is not an Intamal idectogl-
cally and politically motivated
self-annitillation - H it were, then
8l civil ware would have io be
Ci."ﬂﬂ genocide.

In the casa of genocide, one
nation consciausly angl-
hernatian, it does nol strive to re-
tarm and subordinate it to a8 fo-
reign dostring, religion, or idat-
logy.

So iel's speak ploinly and call
things and evants Gy el real ng-
me, The consequances of the s0-
oial manoduvedings of a totalilg:
rian ravolution and s matitutions-
lsed regima; which ssught o dest-
oy the struclure ol & class socisty

and o liquidaie ons of lig clagses

are no bettar than genogcide, but
fevalution s not genogide: Thus
the excessive and davalued utll-
sslion of his word is lar from an
innocem occurrence If you wait
to devaluate ar marginnlise the
Holocawst, you can talk about
anplher genacide that took place
I the vedy sdme courtry - &aun I 1t
151't provabis accarding to lpgal
ctiteria and concepts: | the Gane-
oide and Resistance Research
Centre of Lithuania lga'l stuaying
the Holocaus!, then ona might
think 1o ask wha! if is studying, and
what t |¢ calling penocida

The fact thal Patliamen! (s
baing prasented with a propaial
for 2 law according to which the
dania! of genocide by the Soviets

would be antamount to & erime

raises soms 1truly wunhappy
thaughis. It wauld then ranspire
that. shouirf they doubl that a So-
vie! penoaida of the Lithuanian
nation took place - in tha same
way as Il wae carrled out by the
Nazis in the case of lhe Jews -
Ristorians, politologists, socielo-
giats, lawyors and philesophms
disoussing the concept and his-
torical oecwrences al genocida,
wauld risk enting up In Lukiskés
prisor. As they would shauld they
dare, for axample, to say that ths
concapt of genocide is difficult 1o
apply to the killings that took pia-

rationally organisad furi

ca in Lithuania Mingr.
Basicaily, the atternpt 1o crimi-
nallse diseussion sounds o, rnlnot
only like a lotal miscon
a country that considers itssll m
he desmocratic, it la aisa a serfous
thradt against freedom of

and consclence, which codld
gin 1o ba repressed under tha gul-

‘s of a thraal to national ssouitity

or 1o the nation's honour. Forgive
ms, but these are all simply malo
diss from tha rapertolra of an aut-
horitarian regime, If ['was told that
the denial of the Holocaust is i
kewise forbidden and punishad
2s a ctime In Germany and Aust-
tin, my rasponse would be thai |
hardly approve of suoh a practi-
¢u. The etiminalisation of Halo-
caust denial releases the cuns-
clenca from the sphers ol morall
1y, sately removes the Halocaust,
and shavas it inte the sphere of
ical and
technical resolutions.

Al the sama lims, revisiorisiz
and Holoceust denlars - whosa
dangerous |deas peed io be
vanguished by honest discussion,
ot by lacking them away in & win-
duwless call - are ghan a vietim's
hale: Of coursa, one can teing Lo
trial. atid imprison somalne who
drnies the histarical tragedy of a
prople and a country, but that
doasn’t stop Ihe demonstration of
contempt and total inssngitivity to
Ihe present-day of thit people ang
tht country,

Anit on tha athar hand, whan
lefiist politicians and inlelleciuals
In lhose countries do not parmit
tha deninl of the Holocaust, and
aven avold any longer digcussion
on the tople, whilst 28 the same
time happily denouncing Israsl
und ealling it & lascial state, and
the sufferings of the Palestinian
Arabt @ Holocaust, one stars 1o
wonder whethar the criminallsa-
tion ot the denial of the Molocaust
in Wastarn Eoropa has happaned
step by step along with the con-
soldation of a new anth-Samifism
- a politically correct, leffigh, ami-
globalistic anti:Semitism [ang of
whose branches is ideclogical an-
t-Amaricanism) - masked a5 cnti-
cism of Israsl What diffsrance
does It maka I anli-Semitism e
chasad oul the door, if it's allowed
back in through the window?

Thus whan talking about hu-
manity’s painful experiances; i s
worlh consideting the dan of

our modern amoral And relativist

sulture. We will nol racover the

{rys maaning of concepts and va

|es | we repress free and ratio-

nal dabate, And laws will be of no
help hara,

Leonidas DONSKIS

“Ligtuvos aichas

2008 1108 (abridged)
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