Contemporary Attitudes toward the Holocaust in Lithuania

Lindas Truska

The Holocaust is still an unresolved issue in Lithuania. Such was the conclu-
sion of the largest circulstion Lithuania daily Lietuves ryfas when it recently
summed up the history of the 20 century.! Discussion of the issue has in-
volved not only historians, but also writers, journalists, and political figures.

It 1s clear that the Holocaust in Lithuania, as well as in the whole of
Burope, was devised, planned, and executed by the German Nazis. Neverthe-
less, thousands of Lithuanians, direc? or indirectly, shed Jewish blood. The
Holocaust 15 unquestionably the datkest page in the history of Lithuania.
Therefore, Lithuanians are now faced by the following important moral and
political questions: Are they now ready to honesty evaluate the events that
took place in their country 60 vears ago and assign guilt to those who took
patt in the atrocities or will they continue to ustify the murderers and blame
the victims?

This problem is not only closely tied to Lithuanian national egotism or
nationalism or to traditional economic, religious, ot racial antisemitic steteo-
types buc also to the myth, that is widespread among various segments of the
Lithuanian population, of Jewish disloyalty to Lithuania in 1940-1941, when
the country was occupied and annexed by the Soviet Union. The Jews were
viewed as the most active collaborators of the Soviets and considered respon-
sible for all the crimes committed by the Soviets against the Lithuanian nation.
The pseudo-scholarly expression of this myth was the so-called theory of the
interdependence of two vareties of genoeide. This myth proposed that in
1940-1941 the Jews, together with the Soviets, carried out a Lithuanian geno-

1. "Holokausto Lietuvai nepavyks nei uZmirsd, net nutylét?” (Lithuania will not suc-
ceer in either forgetting or silencing the Holocaust). Laetuvos rytas, Jan. 15, 2000.



cide while the Nazi invasion began the Jewish genocide, n which some
Lithuanians who had suffered from the Jews joined the Nazis.

As noted by Alfredas Bumblauskas,” the Lithuanian mind-set has been
more affected by the narratives, of patrents and grandparents than by the
works of historians.” “Stereotypes are deeply ingrained i the minds of the

people and nations” stated Irena Veisaité," who believes that dialogue does

not seem feasible based on such misconceptions.”

Before directly dealing with contemporary interpretations of the Holo-
caust by members of the Lithuanian intelligentsia and the significance of these
interpretations for ideology and politics in Lithuania today, it will be useful to
briefly clarify the events that took place during the Soviet occupation of 1940-
1941 and the role of some pro-Nazi Lithuanians during World War II.

Historians of Lithuania have devoted particular attention to the period of
sovietization of the country and the role of various ethnic groups, including
Jews and Lithuanians, in it.°

2. Alfredas Bumblauskas (born 1956) — historian, professor at Vilnius University.

3. A. Bumblauskas, “Lietuviu—Zydu santykiy istorijos problema istoriografiniy para-
digmu kontekste” (The problems of the history of Lithuanian-Jewish relations in
the context of historiographical paradigms), Kultiros barai, 12, 1998, p. 53.

4.  Irena Veisaité (born 1928) — has a Ph.D. in philology and setves as chatrperson of

the Open Society Foundation.

1. Veisaité, “Lietuvin—2zydu dialogas jau yra prasidéjes” (The Lithuanian-jewssh dia-

togue has already begun), Kuliaros bara, 12 (1952, p. 61.

6. V. Brandisauskas, “Lietuviy ir Zvdy santykiai 1940-1941 metais” (Lithuanian-Jewish
relations, 1940-1941); Darbai ir drenos, 2(11), 1996; L. Truska, “Lietuvos valdzios js-
taigy rusifikavimas 1940-1941 m.” (Russification of the ruling institutions in
Lithuania, 1940-1941) in Lietavos gyventopy genocido ir registencijos tyrimo instituto darbat
(Works of the Institute for Studying the Genocide of the Population of Lithuania
and Resistance to It) 1, 1996; idem, “Lietuvos SSR MVD-MGB personalo tautiné
sudétis 1940-1953 m.” (The ethnic composition of the MVD-MGB of the Lithua-
nian SSR, 1940-1953), Lituanistika, 4, 1998; A. Anusauskas, “Lietuviy tautos so-
vietinis naikinimas 1940-1958 metais (The Extermination of the Lithuanian people
by the Soviet regime, 1940-1958) (Vilnius, 1996); N. Maslauskiené, “Lietuvos ko-
munisty tauting ir socialiné sudéds 1939 m. pabaigoje — 1940 m. rugséjo mén.”
(The ethnic and social composition of the Communist Party of Lithuania from the
end of 1939 to September 1940), Genodiday ir rezistenciia, 1, 1999; compare D. Levin,
Baltic Jews under the Soviets, 1940-1946, (Jerusalem, 1994), pp. 7-70.
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The following historical sutvey of this period is based on the sources just
cited. Lithuania’s occupation was 2 consequence, first, of the 1939 Molotov-
Ribbentrop Pact between Moscow and Betlin and that responsibility for the
Lithuanian capitulation of 1940, the unconditional acceptance, without any
protest against Moscow’s ultimatum, should be assigned to the contemporary
Lithuanian political and military leadership which, it should be noted, did not
mnclude a single Jew. In the “people’s government” established by the Soviets
on June 17, 1940 there was only one Jew, the minister of health services. This
govemnment, which allowed Moscow to create the impression of Lithuania’s
voluntary and legal annexation to the USSR, was recognized by the majority
of Lithuanian institutions, parties, and organization but not by a single Jewish
organization.

Hurthermore, in 1940 Jewish institutions did not make any anti-
Lithuanian or pro-Soviet statements. The July 21 session of the People’s Sei-
mas, which proclaimed Lithuania 2 Soviet republic and applied to Moscow to
accept Lithuania into the Soviet Union, included 67 Lithuanians and only 4
Jews (at that time Jews comprised 8% of the total population of Lithuania),
plus 7 representatives of other nationalities.”

Major suppott for the occupier’s regiilne was provided by the Lithuanian
Communist Party. During the interwar period of independence, people of
Jewish origin made up a considerable proportion — about 1/3 - of its mem-
bers. However, in 1940, when Lithuanians started to join the Party on 2 large
scale and the USSR sent many Russian-speaking cadres to Lithuania, the ratio
of Jews in the Lithuanian Communist Party dropped to 12.6%. In the spring
of 1941, there were five Jews among the 47 members of the Central Commit-
tee of the Party and only one Jew® among the eleven members of the Bureau
of the Central Committee. Nor did the Jews play a significant role in the So-
viet punitive bodies, the NKVD (People’s Commissariat of Internal Affaits)

7. L. Truska, “Ar 1940 metais Zydai nusikalto Lietuvai?” (Were the Jews Guilty be-
fore Lithuania in 19407), Akiraéa, 7, 1997.

B. See notes 6 and 7.
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ot the NKGB (People’s Commissariat of State Security). At that time Jews
comprised approximately 10% of their personnel.

Later, in the spring of 1941, the central NKGB headquarters for con-
ducting deportations consisted of seven members, only one of whom was
Jewish, while among the 77 members of the county headquarters thete were
five Jews.’

In the summer of 1940, many Lithuanians, believing that the new regime
would improve their living conditions, took part in meetings otganized by the
Communists and in the elections to the People’s Seimas.* Over 200,000 land-
less peasants and small farmers appealed to the Soviet regime to give them
land formetly owned by their wealthier neighbors, the so-called kulaks So-
viet policy, however, soon dispelled people’s illusions and the search for cul-
prits began. As often happened in history, Jews were scape-goated. Lithuani-
ans soon forgot their own collaborators, while they remembered then and on
into the future Jews who aided the Soviets and generalized from them.

In addition, research has now demonstrated that in the same yeats, 1940-
1941, the Soviet regime caused greater harm to the Jews than to the Lithuani-
ans. The Jews sustained incomparable losses in propetty nationalized since the
majority of industrial and business enterprises, as well as large housing com-
plexes, had been in their hands. Of 1,600 enterptises nationalized, as many as
1,300 had belonged to Jews and only 147 to Lithuznians. In 1940-1941, the
number of Lithuanian schools increased significantly while Jewish ones de-
creased by half as the Soviets closed all schools where Hebrew was the lan-
guage of instruction, leaving only Yiddish schools. The closure of synagogues
had also begun while the Soviets did not yet interfere with Catholic

9, Idem, “Ar 1940 metais,”

10, Idem, “1940 mety ‘Liaudies’ Seimo rinkimai” (Elections to the “People’s” Par-
liament in 1940), Lituanisiica, 1, 1995, pp. 14-38.

{1. A.P. Efremenko, Agraruye preobragovaniia i nachalo sotsialisticheskogo stritel siva v Ls-
touskoi derene v 1940-1941 godakh (Agrarian reform and the beginning of the
building of socialism in the Lithuanian countryside in 1940-1941) (Vilnius, 1972),
pp- 93-94.
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churches.” In June 1941, 15,500 Lithuanians and 2,100 Jews were deportted to
the USSR. Although the Lithuanian victims were numetically seven times
more, proportionately the Jewish loss was greater.”

At the same time, extremely hostile attitudes developed toward Lithua-
nian Jews (as well as toward others considered Soviet collaborators), possibly
affected by Nazi antisemitic propaganda. In the autumn of 1940 the Lithua-
aian Activists Front (hereafter LAF) was established in Betlin. This group in-
cluded representatives of the whole range of political forces, from the nation-
alist voldemarininkai and tautininkai to the Soctal Democrats. Article 16 of the
LAF program denounced the 14* century privilege of the Lithuanian Grand
Duke Vytautas that granted the Jews the protection of person and property.
The LAF viewed the Jews as beyond the protection of the law." In all the
LAF leaflets distributed in Soviet-occupied Lithuania the Jews were identified
with the Communists. The Jews wete declared to be traitors to Lithuania, col-
labotators with the occupiers, and responsible for all the misfortunes that be-
fell the country. LAF leaflets urged the jews to flee Lithuania for Russia be-
fore it was too late because “there would be no place for them in the new
Lithuania.”"

The anti-Soviet uprising, which started on the first day of the German-
Soviet war (June 22, 1941) was aimed at reestablishing Lithuanian statehood.
The leaders of the LAF cherished the hope of obtaining German support for

12, D. Levin, op. cit; Truska, “Ar 1940 metais.”

13. Data from Lietuvos gyventojn genocidas (The Center for Research on Repression in
Lithuania), Vol. 1 (Vilnius, 1992), pp. 782-783; According to Dov Levin, 7,000
Jews were arrested and deported (op. cit., p. 143).

14, The Program of the Lithuanian Activists Front (Laisvés komy archyvas [Archive of the
battles for independence]), Vol. 11 (Kaunas, 1994), p. 157.

15. Instructions issued by the LAF in Betlin in the spring of 1941 stated that, while
routing the Red Army from Lithuanian tertitory, “it would be 2 good idea to use
this opportunity to get rid of Jews. Therefore, unbearable conditions should be
created for them in Lithuania so that no Jews would even dare think that in the
new Lithuania Jews would have even the most basic rights or the possibility of
making a living. The aim is to force all Jews to flee Lithuania, together with the
Communists and Russians.” (Lietuvos vissomeniniy organizaciy archyvas [Archive of
Public Organizations of Lithuaniza] F. 3377, Ap. 58, B. 805, pp- 3-21).
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this cause, but in fact obtained a Berin-controlled puppet government in-
stead. A number of Lithuanian nationalist partisans participated in Nazi-
inspired or Nazi-instigated pogroms against Jews. The provisional govern-
ment set up by the partisans functioned for six weeks (until August 5) and is-
sued several anti-Jewish laws (one of which established 2 ghetto in Vilijam-
pole, 2 suburb of Kaunas).'®

Furthermore, many Lithuanians took patt in the looting of the property
of their murdered Jewish neighbors. Armed Lithuanian formations (the so-
called “self-defense” or police battalions) participated in annihilation opera-
tions not only in Lithuania but also in neighboring countries, especially in Be-
lotussia. Among the documents presented at the N uremberg Trials, there is a
report from Slutsk district commissar H. Carl, dated October 30, 1941, ad-
dressed to the General Commissar of Belorussia. It describes an “action”
against the Jews carried out with brutality bordering on sadism by a police bat-
talion from Kaunas. The Commissar expressed concern about the economic
impact of the action since the killing of Jewish specialists would harm factory
production for the front. The report ended with the phrase: “Please fulfill my
sole desire: in the future protect me from this police battalion. """

At issue, however, is not only the number and identity of Lithuanians
who took part in the mutder of Jews although, as discussed below, this is one
of the most contentious of the questions in regard to the Holocaust in
Lithuania. An even more serious matter is the issue of the arousal, by pro-
Nazi and antisemitically oriented segments of the Lithuanian intelligentsia, of
antisemitism that led to the murder of Jews. In the summer of 1941, the
Lithuanian press conttibuted significantly to encouraging the growth of such
antisemitic sentiments. Almost evety issue of the newspapers I Jaise (Kaunas),
Narnjoii  Lietuva (Vilnius), and, in particular, Téyyné (giauiiai), Islaisvintas

16.  Excerpt from the minutes of the June 30, 1941 session of the Lithuanian Provi-
sional Government (Lictuvos centrinis valstybés archyvas [Lithuanian Central Archive],
F. R-969, Ap. 2, B. 39, p. 25).

7. Masinés Sudynés Lictuvoje. Dokumenty rinkinys [Mass massacre in Lithuania. A collec-
tion of documents], Vol. 1 (Vilnius, 1965), pp. 314-317.
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panevesietis (Panevezys), and Zemailsy $emé (Teléial) contained materials that fos-
tered hatred for the Jews. At the same time, not a single Lithuanian mstitution
or social otganization denounced the mass murders that had started to take
place in the country. In contrast to the behavior of public Lithuanian bodies,
however, it should be noted that 2 number of Lithuanian individuals and fami-
lies risked their lives to save Jews by hiding them from the Nazis and the
Lithuanian police.™

Overall, one has to stress that the history of the Holocaust in Lithuania
has not yet been subjected to comprehensive analysis. Even the exact number
of its victims is not known. Some researchers cite the figure of 200,000, others
— 230,000, or even — 250,000. This amounts to between 90 and 95% of the
total Jewish population of pre-war Lithuania.”

Yet, despite this hotrifying fact, the topic of the Holocaust often atouses
the ire of Lithuanians. While in the West the Holocaust is basically perceived
as the gravest crime ever committed, one that can never be justified, in
Lithuania the interpretation of this phenomenon has been different. For one
thing, the Holocaust has been considered less important than the repression,
deportations, and incarcerations cartied out by the Soviet Union in the early
1940s. These have been referred to as a genocide committéd against the

Lithuanians.

18. 'The number of such “righteous among the nations” officially recognized (as of Jan.
1, 2001) by Yad Vashem was 488 (this includes all ethnic Lithuanians regardless of
their place of residence during the Holocaust).

19. D. Levin, Trumpa $ydy istorsja Lietuvoje (Concise history of the Jews in Lithuania
(Vilnius, 2000), p. 187; this is a translation of The Lifuaks [for a review, see Y.
Cohen, “Memorializing the Jews of Lithuania,” JEE, 1(43), pp. 147-153}; S. Ata-
mukas, [ setuvos Sydy kelias nwo XIV amsgans iki XX a. pabaigos (The Way of the Jews
of Lithuania from the 14" century to the end of the 20" century (Vilnius, 1998), p.
254 [for a review, see L. Lempertas, “A New History of Lithuanian Jewry, JEE, 1-2
(38-39) (1999), pp- 143-145]; D. Porat “Katastrofa v Litve —spetsificheskie aspekty”
(The Holocaust in Lithuania — specific aspects), Vestnik Moskovskogo evreiskogo wni-
versiteta, 2 (1993), p. 21; A. Bubnys, Vokieiin okupuota Lietuva (1941-1944) (Lithuania
under Nazi occupation [1941-1944]) (Vilnius, 1998), p. 206.
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This perspective continues to be expressed. In 1997, member of Parlia-
ment and leader of the Center Party Romualdas Ozolas (born 1939) asked:
“What about the million Lithuanians killed ot exiled [this figure is highly in-
flated-L.T'], has anyone honored them?? From the same perspective, the
well-known writer Jonas Mikelinskas (born 1922) posed a more surprising
question: “Where was it more horrible — in Vorkuta, where Lithuanians were
deported under Stalin or in Oswigcim [Auschwitz]” Mikelinskas® question
was clearly rthetorical since the majority retumed from such locations as
- Vorkuta in the Gulag, while very few survived the Nazi death camps, such as
Auschwitz, Maidanek, or Treblinka. Tn 2 shocking way Mikelinskas was trying
to draw attention to the suffering of his people.

Psychology has taught us that often a victim, whether an individual or 2
people, is concerned with his own grief and rarely understands the suffering
of others. Many Lithuanians believe that the attention of the world to the
tragedy of the Jewish people has been cxaggerated and that too little attention
has been paid to the suffering of the Lithuanians.

In the light of such an attitude, Egidijus Aleksandraviius® was evidently
tight when he stated that the annihilation of Lithuanian Jewry in the Second
Wozld War has not been comprehended as 2 tragedy by the collective Lithua-
nian consciousness.” In 1999 a meeting took place at Vytautas Magnus Uni-
versity in Kaunas that was attended both by historians and witnesses of the
bloody eve-ts in the Lietiikis Company garage, where on June 27, 1941. (Le.
before the Nazis established control ) Lithuanians brutally killed scores of
Jews. (An intemational commission estimated the number to be approxi-
mately 50.) During the discussion after the lectutes, an elderdy resident of

20. R. Ozolas, “Pirmi rudens darbai — politiniai skandalai” {I‘he first events in the fall —
political scandals), Atgimimas, Sept. 19, 1997.

21. J. Mikelinskas, “Ar yra atsakymas | klausima ‘kodel’?” (Is there an answer to the
question “Why?”), I alstieity laikrattis, June 12, 1999, » .
Edigijus Aleksandravidius (born 1956) — historian and rector of Vytautas Magnus
University in Kaunas. '

23.  E. Aleksandravitius, “Nenoras Jinoti blokuoja nora susikalbéti (The lack of a de-

sire to know is blocking the desire for rapprochement), Kultaros barai, 12 (1 998), p.
56.
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Kaunas asked whether it was worth making so much fuss about some poor
Jews “knocked off” by the Germans.

Tn Lithuania not only is the topic of the Holocaust not popular, but to
many it has become tedious. For example one letter to the editor stated: “We
Lithuanians have flogged ourselves enough with a 55-year old whip! Enough
of tiding the old nag — the topic of the Jewish genocide.”™

In this general context, it is not surprising that the issue of Lithuantan re-
sponsibility for the mass musrder of Jews has led to such different perspectives
on the part of historians, writers, journalists, and political figures. Moteover,
the attitudes of members of the Lithuanian intellectual and political elites to-
ward the events of 1940-1941 and the Holocaust do not necessarily coincide
with their general political orientation. For example, basically liberal members
of the intelligentsia sometimes have quite defensive, even nationalistic atfi-
tudes in regard to Lithuanian culpability. For this reason, this topic has a spe-
cial role in contemporary Lithuanian society.

The problem of the Holocaust in Lithuania has been an important one
not only in the last decade or so. In the Soviet period that lasted through the
end of the 1980s, official historiography disregarded the issue since it pot-
trayed the victims of the Holocaust not as Jews but as Soviet citizens among
others.® However, during the same period works were published in the West
that were relevant to the issue of the Holocaust in Lithuania.

Those Lithuanians who at the end of the Second World War fled Lithua-

nia (among whom were those who bore responsibility for antisemitism and its

24. J. Aukétaitis, “Nebejokime ant nuvaryto kuino” (We won’t go far on an old nag),
Lietupos aidas, Dec. 6, 1996.

25. 1In post-war Soviet Lithuania not only were conditions for serious research lacking,
but the writing of history was politicized. In this case, the massive Jewish suffering
that took place during World War II or, in Soviet terminology, “the Great Father-
land War,” was lost in the all-Soviet suffering. Even when there were exceptional
and valuable works about Jewish suffering, (e.g. Masinés Sudynés Lietnvoje. Dokument
rinkinys) [Mass massacre in Lithuania. A collection of documents], Vol. 1 [Vilnius,
1965); [Vol. 2, Vilnius, 1973]) their effect on society was insignificant since Lithua-
nians were prone to treat everything that bore the Soviet imprimatur as untrust-
worthy.
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deadly results) and settled in the USA and other Western countries preferred
to avoid the problem. Only in the 1970s, after the appearance of monographs
and collections of documents in English about the extermination of Lithua-
nian Jews,” did former Lithuanian leaders living in the West begin to speak
out.

In 1973, the former LAF leader Colonel Kazys Skirpa” published the
book Uprising for the Restoration of Lithuania’s § overeignty, in which he did not
mention LAF’s anti-Jewish proclamations and claimed that article 16 of the
LAF program was not antisemitic.”

In 1978, the former head of the provisional government, Juozas Brazaitis
(Ambrazevitius),” published an article in which he claimed that the anti.
Jewish regulations of the provisional government that were published in the
West and in Soviet Lithuania were forgeries and that the provisional govern-
ment and the whole Lithuanian nation had done their best to help the Jews.”

In articles and books, A. Damusis,*' minister of industry in the 1941 pro-
visional government, maintained that only the Germans were to blame for the
Holocaust, while the Lithuanians had nothing to do with it.”* Damusis went
s0 far as to claim that Lithuanians serving in the Nazi military units used help

26.  Charles R. Allen, Jr., Nagi War Criminals among Us, a Jewish Currents Reprint, (New
York, 1963); Documents Accuse (Vilnius, 1970).

27.  Kazys Skirpa (1895-1978) — military officer and diplomat. After the war, he lived in
the USA.

28. K. Skirpa “Sukilimas Lietuvos suverenumui atsatyti” (Uprising for the Restoration
of Lithuania’s Sovereignty) (Washington, 1973), p. 569.

29.  Juozas Brazaitis (Ambrazevitius) (1903-1978) — a historian of literature, was minis-
ter of education and acting prime minister in the Lithuanian provisional govern-
ment. He emigrated to the US after the war.

30.  J. Brazaitis, “Lietuvos #ydy likimas ir Laikinoji Lietuvos vyriausybé” (The fate of
the Jews of Lithuania and the Lithuanian Provisional Government), | laisve, T3
(1978).

31. Adolfas Damusis (born 1908) by profession a chemical engineer. After World War
IT he lived in the USA, but returned to Lithuania in 1997. He writes on historical
topics.

32.  A. Damusis, “Kuriuo keliu | XXI am¥iy?” (Which way into the 21% century?), Lie-
tuvos aidas, Sept. 25, 1997; idem, “Lithuania against Soviet and Nazi Agpression,”
(The American Foundation for Lithuanian Research, Inc, 1998).
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help Jews by passing food to ghetto prisoners, warn them about planned
round-ups, etc., and that the majority of the Lithuanians who worked in the
Nazi civil administration patticipated in anti-Naz resistance.”

In his account of his Wotld War II experiences Zenonas IgnataviCius
(1908-1971), who setved as chaplain with 2 Lithuanian battalion that partici-
pated in “punitive operations” in Belorussia, attempted to convey the impres-
sion that only German, Ukrainian, and Latvian policemen committed crimes
while the Lithuanians were so different that the local people respected and
loved them.*

The position of such émigré writing in regard to the Holocaust had 2 ma-
jot impact on the formation of Lithuanian attitudes during the Soviet period
and has, perhaps, even greater influence now in the post-Soviet period.

In independent, post-Soviet Lithuania much has been sad and written
sbout the Lithuanians who collaborated with the Soviet occupiers. However,
even serious historians (including authors of monographs) have not dealt with
Lithuanians who collaborated with the Nazis.”® In addition to concern with
their own suffering, another cause has prevented and continues to prevent
Lithuanians from understanding the Holocaust. This is the popular heroic-
masochistic conception of history that views the Lithuanian past as one that
was composed only of great deeds and suffering, with no room for acts that
people can not be proud of.

Psychologically, for Lithuanians the most difficult aspect to deal with,
one they simply avoid, is the issue of the participation of their compatricts in
the killing of Jews. Recent mass media debates on the “Jewish topic” have
shown that few Lithuanians, even the intellectuals among them, have per-
ceived the scale and nature of the participation of their fellow citizens in the

Holocaust. Even when some people acknowledge involvement of a number

33. A Damudis, “Kuriuo keln.”
34. 7. Ignonis (Ignatavicius), Pracities kalba (Evidence of the past) (Brooklyn, 1980).
After the war Ignatavicius lived in Latin America and Italy.

35. . Stankeras, Lietuuin policia 1941-1944 metais (The Lithuanian police force in 1941-
1944) (Vilnius, 1998); A. Bubnys, op. cit.
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of their countrymen, they limit its scope by focusing their attention on the
diandgiai or “Jew killers.” N early all of those who have written on this topic
claim that the number of killers was very small. (Adolfas Damusis refers to
them as a handful, about 100 or 150, at most™) and as the dregs of society,
criminals who were allegedly scorned or despised by the vast majotity of
Lithuanians.

In contrast, the myth of Jewish guilt in tegard to Lithuania is particularly
popular, especially among older Lithuanians. Even leading intellectuals believe
- it. For example, Vincas Kréve a major figure in Lithuanian literature,
stressed that, when soldiers of the Red Army marched into Kaunas on the af.
temnoon of June 15, 1940, the Jews tejoiced while the despondent Lithuanian
crowds wept.* He obviously ignored the fact that the joy of the Jews could be
attributed to their relief at being saved from the German threat.

Other intellectuals, such as the liberal diplomat Bronius Balutis, who
served as Lithuanian ambassador in London, and .the Christian Democratic
public figute Povilas Silas,*® who was deputy minister of justice in the provi-
sional government, also believed in the myth of the disloyalty of the Jews.®
Even the prominent Lithuanian histotian Zenonas Ivinskis," who can be
hardly accused of antisemitism, asserted that:

the Lithuanians found themselves bitterly disappointed and even be-
trayed by the Jews because they [the Jews] were involved in all kinds of

36. A. Damusis, “Kuriuo kelin,”

37.  Vincas Kreve-Mickevicius (1882-1954) — classic Lithuanian writer, he served as
minister of foreign affaris and acting foreign minister in the People’s Government
of 1940. After the war he lived in the USA.

38. V. Krevé, Bolfeiky invazija ir Landies vyrigisubé; Atsiminimes (The Bolshevik invasion
and the People’s Govegnment: Memoirs) (Vilnius, 1992), p. 36.

39. Povilas Silas (1910-1995) — after the war he was deported from Lithuania; he re-
turned in 1957,

40.  Bronius Balutis’s letter to Aatanas Smetona of July 5, 1941, published in 4ntamo
Smetonos korespondencija 1940-1944 (The Correspondence of Antanas Smetona 1940-
1944)(Kaunas, 1999), p. 28.

41, Zenonas Ivinskis ( 1908-1971) — professor of Kaunas Untversity from 1933 to
1943; emigrated after the war.
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Taking as his point of departure the view that “many” Jews had collabo-
rated with the Soviets to harm Lithuanians, Adolfas Damusis stated:

It is a fact that many Jewish citizens of Lithuania were very zealous So-
viet collaborators in compiling kists of [Lithuanian] deportees and ac-
tively participated in the deportation of innocent people (children,
women, and old people) to certain death in the Siberia taiga.®

In the same year, membet of the Seimas and leader of the Christian De-
mocratic Union Kazys Bobelis* incorrectly claimed in the same vein: “But
you, gentlemen [Jews and their defenders - 1.T\] must recall that in 1940-1941
85 petcent of all the prosecutors who tortured Lithuanians were Jewish,”®
Jonas Mikelinskas wrote about the “destructive” role of the Jews i 1940-
1941, their allegedly disproportional involvement in the deportation of
Lithuanians to Siberia, and “traditional” Jewish ingratitude:

the Jews honor and love only the enemies of the Lithuanians and, if oc-
casion atises, they betray those who have been peacefully and quietly liv-
ing side by side with them for 600 years.*
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