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Pirmieji soviety kolaborantai Lietuvoje
1940-yjy vasara: socialinio lifto ieSkotojai
ar idéjiniai komunistai?

(Siauliy apskrities atvejis)

Andrius Tumavicius
Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras
andrius.tumavicius@genocid.lt

Santrauka. Straipsnyje nagrinéjamas vienas kolaboravimo su sovietais Lietuvoje problematikos as-
pekty - bendradarbiavimas su reZimu pirmaisiais okupacijos ménesiais. Naudojantis prozpografiniu
metodu, nagrinéjama politiné grupé - asmenys, 1940-yjy vasara jstoje j komunisty partija Siauliy
apskrityje. Aiskinamasi $iy Zmoniy motyvacija, socialiné kilmé, profesiné veikla, politinis angaZuo-
tumas ir pan. Remiantis tyrimo rezultatais, siekiama suformuluoti kolektyvine pirmyju kolaborantu
biografija. Siekta atsakyti j klausima: ar jie buvo idéjiniai komunistai ar socialinio lifto ieSkotojai? At-
likus tyrima paaiskéjo, kad vienareikSmiSkai atsakyti j §j klausima negalima. Atlikta analizé suteikia
pagrindo teigti, kad 1940-yjy vasara stoti j komunisty gretas Zmones skatino S. Hoffmanno sufor-
muoty ,tarnautojisko” ir ,ideologinio“ kolaboracinizmy prieZasciy samplaika: dalies visuomenés
samoningas tarnavimas priesui siekiant asmeninés naudos kartu su samoningu uZsienio jégos reé-
mimu, vertinat ja kaip pageidaujamy vidaus pokyc¢iy katalizatoriy. Ta¢iau norint paneigti ar patvir-
tinti Sia jZvalga reikia atlikti platesnio regiono nagrinétos politinés grupés tyrimus. ISsiaiSkinta, kad
didZiaja tiriamosios imties dalj sudaré brandus, Seimas sukiire Zmonés. Tai suponuoja iSvada, kad
sprendimas tapti kolaborantu nebuvo jaunatvisko energingumo ar idealizmo iSdava, o apsisprendi-
mas, nulemtas savanaudiSky tiksly: pasinaudojus atsiradusiomis galimybémis, sukurti gerove sau ir
Seimai. Butina atkreipti démes;j ir j tai, kad asmeninés gerovés siekis buvo glaudziai susijes su ofici-
aliai soviety deklaruota ,liaudies gerovés® siekio idéja. Tyrimas suformavo tokj kolektyvinj asmeny,
istojusiy j LKP 1940-yjy vasara Siauliy apskrityje, portreta: trisdeSimtmetis susituokes lietuvis, kiles
i vargingiausiy visuomenes sluoksniy, gyvenes mieste ar miestelyje, turéjes pradinj iSsilavinima,
vertesis samdomu fiziniu darbu, iki 1940 m. neturéjes saity su komunisty partija, pirmaisiais soviety
okupacijos ménesiais jsitraukes j naujai kuriama vietinés administracijos aparata.

Reiksminiai ZodZiai: kaloborantai, kolaboracionistai, Lietuvos komunisty partija, prozopografija,
kolektyviné biografija.

The first Soviet collaborators in Lithuania in the summer of 1940: opportunists
seeking social advancement or ideological communists? (The case of Siauliai
County)

Summary. This article examines one aspect of the issue of collaboration with the Soviets in Lithuania -
cooperation with the regime during the first months of the occupation. Using the prosopographical
method, it analyses a specific political group: individuals who joined the Communist Party in Siauliai
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County in the summer of 1940. The study explores their motivations, social background, professional
activities, political engagement and so on. The findings are then used to construct a collective biog-
raphy of the first collaborators. The aim is to answer the question of whether these individuals were
ideological communists or opportunists seeking social advancement. The research revealed that no
unequivocal answer can be given to this question. The analysis provides grounds for arguing that, in
the summer of 1940, people were encouraged to join the communist ranks by a combination of what
Stanley Hoffmann termed ‘servile’ and ‘ideological’ collaborationism: a conscious willingness on the
part of some members of society to serve the enemy in pursuit of personal gain, together with the
deliberate support of a foreign power perceived as a catalyst for desirable domestic change. However,
to refute or confirm this insight, further research on the same political group across a broader region
is required. It was established that the majority of the research sample consisted of mature individ-
uals who had already started families. This suggests that the decision to become a collaborator was
not the product of youthful energy or idealism, but rather a deliberate choice driven by self-interest,
ie. to take advantage of emerging opportunities and secure prosperity for oneself and one’s family.
It is also important to note that the pursuit of personal well-being was closely intertwined with the
Soviet-proclaimed idea of striving for ‘the people’s welfare'. The study produced the following collec-
tive portrait of the people who joined the Communist Party of Lithuania in Siauliai County during the
summer of 1940: a married, 30-year-old Lithuanian man from the poorest strata of society, living in a
city or small town, with a primary education, earning a living through wage labour, having had no ties
to the Communist Party prior to 1940, and becoming involved in the newly established local adminis-
trative apparatus during the first months of the Soviet occupation.

Keywords: collaborators, collaborationists, Communist Party of Lithuania, prosopography, collec-
tive biography.

Jvadas

1940-yjy vasara Lietuvoje prasidéjo penkis deSimtmecius trukes okupacijy periodas. Salis
iSnyko i$ politinio Zemélapio, o jos gyventojai arba prieSinosi soviety ir naciy reZimames,
arba talkino jiems, arba prisitaiké ir gyveno savo gyvenimus. Sis puse amZiaus trukes
krasto gyvenimo laikotarpis istorikams iSkélé sudétingy problemy, kuriy nagrinéjimas
butinas siekiant suvokti to laikmecio procesus, visuomenés transformacijas ir Zmoniy
sprendimuy motyvus. Viena tokiy problemy - kolaboravimas su okupantais.

Istoriografija. Profesorius Liudas Truska knygoje, nagrinéjancioje Lietuvos istori-
ja 1938-1953 m., pateiké 1940-uyju jvykiy kraste interpretacija. Knyga yra vertinga ais-
kinantis bendruosius procesus, taciau ji neanalizuoja atskiry jy elementy ar veikéjy.
Istoriko Vytauto Tininio knygoje? aptariami 1940-yju vasaros jvykiai ir transformacijos
Lietuvoje, taciau démesio atskiry regiony ar asmeny veiklos nagrinéjimui neskiriama.
Straipsniy rinkinyje?, skirtame Lietuvos istorijai per naciy ir soviety okupacijas, anali-
zuojamos jvairios krasto gyvenimo sferos: politiné, ekonominé, kultiriné ir pan. Knygo-

! Liudas Truska, Lietuva 1938-1953 metais, Kaunas: Sviesa, 1995.
2 Vytautas Tininis, Sovietiné Lietuva ir jos veikéjai, Vilnius: Enciklopedija, 1994.

3 Lietuva 1940-1990, Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2007.
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je surinktuose mokslininky straipsniuose nagrinéjama ir 1940-1941 m. soviety okupa-
cijos tematika. Istoriky démesys fokusuojamas ties bendraisiais laikmecio procesais ir
juy analize.

Bendradarbiavima su soviety rezimu savo darbuose nagrinéjo istoriké Nijolé Maslaus-
kiené*. Tyréja, remdamasi gausia pirminiy saltiniy baze, atliko iSsamy 1940-1941 m. Lie-
tuvoje vykusiy administracijos kaitos procesy tyrima, iSnagrinéjo naujos Lietuvos komu-
nisty partijos formavimo procesus, iSanalizavo komunisty sudétj, atskleidé partijos kadry
kaitos priezastis ir pan. Istorikas Artaras Svarauskas® svariame veikale nagrinéja politines
jtampas to meto Lietuvoje ir jy prieZastis, analizuoja socialiniy sluoksniy konflikto astré-
jima, Salies visuomeneés santykj su Lietuvos SSR administracija ir t. t. Profesoriaus Alfredo
Ericho Senno knygoje® nagrinéjamas Lietuvos inkorporavimo j SSRS procesas. Autorius
gretina Smetonos autoritarinio reZzimo Zlugima ir soviety valdZios jvedimo procesus, i
juos zvelgdamas per ,sukéiaujancio zaidéjo” prizme: kaip tariamai ,reformatoriskam®
ir ,nekomunistiniam” segmentui, pasinaudojant Lietuvos Respublikos institucijomis ir
jstatymais, sovietai sudaré Siltnamio salygas jvykdyti ,revoliucija“, kuri buvo sureZisuota
,i§ virSaus"®, t. y. Maskvoje. Istorikas Norbertas Cerniauskas per socialinj pjavj stengési at-
skleisti Lietuvos visuomenés bukle 1940 m., pristatydamas to meto realijas’.

Apzvalginéje Saloméjos ir Vytauto Baliutaviciy knygoje apie Siauliy istorija® trumpai
aptariama 1940-1941 m. soviety okupacija. Taciau tai téra tik apzvalginis tekstas, kuriame
nagrinéjamas laikotarpis néra analizuojamas. Straipsniy rinkinyje, skirtame Siauliy aps-
krities raidos nagrinéjimui®, 1940-yjy vasaros procesams ir juose dalyvavusiems zmo-
néms nera skiriama démesio.

Istoriografijos, nagrinéjancios transformacijas Lietuvoje 1940-yju vasara, démesys
fokusuojamas ties didziaisiais procesais, visuomenés transformacijomis ir siekiu jas pa-
aiskinti bei suvokti. Taciau globaliuose procesuose dalyvavo savy motyvy vedini Zmoneés,
taciau jie arba lieka neprakalbinti, arba jy istorijos lieka neisgirstos. Tai pasakytina ir apie
asmenis, kurie 1940-yjy vasara nutareé istoti i komunisty partija ir tapo pirmaisiais so-
viety rezimo bendradarbiais. Viena vertus, jie vertintini kaip antagonistai ir iSdavikai. Tai
visuomenés uzribio atstovai, kurie pamyne Zmogiskuma, morale ir saZine nuéjo tarnauti

4 Nijolé Maslauskiené, ,Lietuvos komunisty sudétis 1940 m. spalio-1941 m. birZelio mén.", Genocidas ir rezistencija,
1999, Nr. 2; N. Maslauskiené, ,Valdininkijos Salinimas i$ okupuotos Lietuvos administracijos ir jos keitimas okupanty
talkininkais 1940 m. birzelio-gruodzio men.", Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2000, Nr. 2 (8).

5 Artaras Svarauskas, Lietuvos visuomene 1939-1941 metais. [tampos, konfliktai, transformacijos, Vilnius: Lietuvos
istorijos Institutas, 2025.

6 Alfred Erich Senn, Lietuva 1940. Revoliucija i$ virSaus, Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo
centras, 2009.

7 Norbertas Cerniauskas, 1940. Paskutiné Lietuvos vasara, Vilnius: Aukso Zuvys, 2021.
8 Saloméja Baliutaviciene, Vytautas Baliutavicius, Siauliy istorija (iki 2000 mety), Vilnius: Naujoji Rosma, 1999.

Siauliy apskrities istorijos raida, Siauliai: Saulés delta, 2004.

10



2026 1(59) Andrius Tumavi€ius
Genocidas ir rezistencija Pirmieji soviety kolaborantai Lietuvoje 1940-yjy vasara: socialinio lifto ieSkotojai ar...

okupaciniam rezimui. Nebuvo aiskintasi, kodél ir kas tapo pirmaisiais soviety talkinin-
kais, vykdZiusiais kasdienj sovietizacijos diegima Lietuvos regionuose.

Problema. Siekiant objektyvaus stalininio rezimo problemos tyrimo ir deramo jos jver-
tinimo, butina suprasti, kas buvo tie zmonés, kurie provincijoje 1940 m. jstojo j komunisty
partijos gretas ir tapo kasdieniy krasto sovietizacijos procesuy dalimi, i$siaiskinti, kas ska-
tino juos tapti okupanty talkininkais, kokiais motyvais jie vadovavosi. Siekiant pazvelgti j
kolaboravima per paciy kolaboranty prizme, pasirinkta grupés asmeny, 1940-yjy vasara
tapusiy Lietuvos komunisty partijos nariais, biografijy analizeé.

Tyrimo objektas — asmeny, 1940 m. birZelio-rugpjucio ménesiais jstojusiy j komunis-
ty partija Siauliy apskrityje, biografijos. Siauliy apskrities atvejo pasirinkima lémé tai, kad
Si apskritis buvo tipiné Lietuvos Respublikos administraciné dalis. Tai reiskia, kad pasi-
rinkto atvejo tyrimo rezultatus galima pritaikyti didZiajai daliai Lietuvos.

Tyrimo tikslas - iSnagrinéjus pasirinktos tiriamyjy grupés biografijas, parengti kolek-
tyvinj pirmyjy Lietuvos okupacinio rezimo talkininky paveiksla.

Siekiant pasiekti iSsikelta tikslag, suformuoti tokie uzdaviniai:

1. Aptarti procesus, vykusius Lietuvoje 1940-yjy vasara.
2. ISanalizuoti nagrinéjamy asmeny socialinj lauka bei jy personalinius duomenis.
3. ISnagrinéti politinj visuomeninj tiriamosios grupés angazuotuma iki 1940 m.
Chronologiniai rémai. Tiriamasis laikotarpis apima 1940 m. birzelio-liepos méne-
sius. Chronologinius straipsnio rémus apibrézé tyrimo objektas ir tai, kad siekta iSsiais-
kinti, kas ir kodel stojo j komunisty partija iki Lietuvos inkorporvimo j SSRS politines
strukturas.

Tyrimo naujumas ir metodologija. Analizés naujumas gludi tyrimo objekto pasirinki-
me: {1940 m. vykusius sovietizacjos procesus dar nebuvo Zvelgta per Zemiausios grandies
okupanty talkininky prizme.

Pagrindiniu tyrimo metodu pasirinktas prozopografinis metodas. Jo esme suformulavo
prancuzy Analy mokyklos atstovas Claude’as Nicolet, nurodes, kad Sis metodas ,iSryskina
individualuma ir iSskirtinuma tam, kad, prieSingai, aikStén iSkelty kolektyvuma ir norma-
lybe“°. Metoda apibrézia toks darbo principas - pasirinktos grupés, numatyty biografiniy
duomeny paieska, atranka ir sisteminimas pagal sudaryta klausimyna, véliau tuos duo-
menis analizuojant ir ieSkant iSsikelty problemy sprendimo™.

10 Sylvie Duval, ,Prosopografie femminili", <https://www.academia.edu/18633851/Prosopografie_femminili>.
1 Marius Emuzis, ,Aktyviausiy komunisty pogrindininky ir ju rémeéjy Pirmojoje Lietuvos Respublikoje socialinis
portretas’, Lietuvos istorijos studijos, 2019, Nr. 43, p. 47.
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Pirmieji istorikai Lietuvoje, pradéje taikyti prozopografinj metoda, tyrinéjo Lietuvos Di-
dziosios Kunigaikstystés elita®?2. Metodo patrauklumas ir inovatyvumas rado atgarsj ir tarp
naujausigja Lietuvos istorija tyrinéjanc¢iy mokslininkuy. Ji taiko ginkluotos antisovietinés
rezistencijos problematikg nagrinéjantys istorikai. Pavyzdziui, Enrika Zilyté yra parengusi
moksline studija, kurioje sieké nustatyti, ar galima kalbéti apie vientisa partizany vado
Jportreta“s, Dainius Noreika, savo disertacijoje yra nagrinéjes partizany socialine sudétj
ir atskleides XX a. treCiojo—penktojo deSimtmeciy Lietuvos visuomeneés socialiniy struk-
tury jtaka Lietuvos partizany organizaciniy vienety kuarimosi, raidos ir veiklos ypatybéms
1944-1953 m.*, taip pat Enrika Kripiené, Ramona Staveckaité-Notari ir Andrius Tumavi-
Cius yra nagrinéje Lietuvos partizany Karaliaus Mindaugo, Nemuno ir Jiros srityse kovo-
jusiy motery biografijas ir, remdamiesi surinktais empiriniais duomenimis, yra sudare
atskiry regiony motery partizaniy kolektyvinius portretus; jie tyrinéjo, kokioms sociali-
néms grupéms jos priklausé, sieké atskleisti tapimo partizanémis motyvacija, nagrinéjo
Seimine kovotojy padétjirt. t.**

Tokj metoda, nagrinédamas pogrindinés Lietuvos komunisty partijos problematika,
taiké ir istorikas Marius Emuzis®. Jis pastebéjo, kad ,$is metodas, kaip ir kiekvienas, turi
trukumuy ar problemuy. Svarbiausia problema yra susijusi su tyrimo grupés nustatymu.
Metodas leidzia laisvai rinktis tiriama grupe arba pavienius asmenis, taciau jie turi tarpu-
savyje kaip nors sietis (profesija, likimu ar pan.)*.

Atlikto tyrimo atveju nagrinéjama politine tiriamaja grupe sudaro 105 asmeny, 1940 m.
birzelio-rugpjucio ménesiais jstojusiy j komunisty partija Siauliy apskrityje, biografijos.
Tyrimo imties dydj lémé archyviniy duomeny kiekis: nagrinétos visos rastos nagrinéja-
mos grupes kriterijus atitikusios biografijos.

2 Rimvydas Petrauskas, Lietuvos diduomene XIV a. pabaigoje-XV a.: sudetis-struktura-valdZia, Vilnius: Aidai, 2003;
Aivas Ragauskas, Vilniaus miesto valdantysis elitas XVII a. antrojoje puséje (1662-1702 m.), Vilnius: Diemedis, 2002;
Valdas Selenis, Lietuvos istoriky bendrija 1918-1944 metais: kolektyvinés biografijos tyrimas, Vilnius: Pedagoginio uni-
versiteto leidykla, 2007, Tomas Vaitkus, ,Prozopografinis metodas ir Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaikstystés centriniy,
administraciniy, teismuy pareiginy duomenys Lietuvos Metrikoje 1528-1564 metais®, Lietuvos istorijos studijos, 2022,
NI. 50, p. 8-27.

B Enrika Zilyte, ,Partizany vady kolektyvine biografija“, Lietuvos istorijos studijos, 2016, Nr. 38, p. 84-112.

1 Dainius Noreika, Partizany karas Lietuvoje (1944-1953): socialiniy struktury problema, [daktaro disertacijal, Vil-
niaus universitetas, 2020, p. 18,19, 21.

5 Ramona Staveckaité-Notari, Andrius Tumavicius. ,Moterys ginkluotoje rezistencijoje Lietuvos Siaurés rytuose
(Karaliaus Mindaugo srities atvejis)*, <https://www.genocid lt/UserFiles/File/GRTD/2022_projektas_moterys_II.pdf>;
R. Staveckaite-Notari, A. Tumavicius, ,Moterys ginkluotoje rezistencijoje: Piety Lietuvos (Nemuno) partizany sri-
ties atvejis’, <https://www.genocid.lt/UserFiles/File/GRTD/2023_projektas_moterys_III_koreg.pdf>; Enrika Kripiene,
R. Staveckaité-Notari, A. Tumavicius, ,Moterys ginkluotoje rezistencijoje Zemaitijoje ir Vidurio Lietuvoje (Jaros srities
atvejis), Moksliné studija, <https;//www.genocid lt/UserFiles/File/GRTD/2024_projektas_moterys_IV.pdf>; R. Stavec-
kaite-Notari, A. Tumavicius, ,Moterys ginkluotoje rezistencijoje Lietuvos Siaures rytuose: Karaliaus Mindaugo parti-

zany srities atvejis", Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2023, Nr. 2 (54), p. 44-74.
6 Marius EmuZis, op. cit.,, p. 47.
7 Ibid, p.48.
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Tyrimo pagrinda sudaré archyviniai dokumentai®® — asmeny, 1940 m. birzelio-liepos
menesiais stojusiy j komunisty partija Lietuvoje, anketos ir gyvenimo aprasymai. IS Sal-
tiniy buvo surinkti anketiniai duomenys bei informacija apie tiriamyjy darbine veiklg,
socialine kilme, i$silavinima ir kitus biografinius aspektus. Duomenys Kklasifikuoti pagal
specialiai sudaryta klausimyna, leidusj sistemiskai analizuoti tiriamaja grupe. Klausi-
mynas parengtas siekiant iSgryninti tokius kriterijus kaip asmeny amzius, Seiminé pa-
détis, iSsilavinimas, tautybé, profesija, politinis bei visuomeninis angazuotumas ir kiti
socialiniai rodikliai. Remiantis atlikta duomeny analize, siekta suformuoti tipinj asmens,
1940 m. birZelio-liepos ménesiais stojusio j komunisty partija Siauliy apskrityje, socialinj
portreta.

Paulius Nikonovicius savo magistriniame darbe, pasitelkes prozopografijos metoda,
nagrinéjo Zemaitijos Zemeés teiséjy padétj XVI a. Jis nurodé, kad ,tyrime prozopografinis
klausimynas bus padalintas j du blokus - kolektyvinj ir individualy“®. Toks medzZiagos
skirstymas j atskirus tiriamuosius blokus sudaro salygas deramai suvaldyti didelius infor-
macijos kiekius, kas buvo ypac aktualu musy atliktame tyrime. Todél surinkti duomenys
buvo suskirstyti j du blokus:

+ Socialinj-personalinj: socialiné kilmé, issilavinimas, amzius, Seiminé padétis, am-
Zius, profesijairt. t.

« Politinj-visuomeninj: dalyvavimas partijy ir organizacijy veikloje iki 1940 m. vasa-
ros, santykis su pogrindine LKP ir pan.

Duomenims rinkti buvo sudarytas tikslinis klausimynas, siekiant sukurti tiriamosios
grupés kolektyvine biografija, jzvelgti tam tikras bendras grupés dinamikas.

Istorikas M. EmuZis, aptardamas prozopografinj tyrimo principa, pastebi, jog ,Metodo
ir apskritai kiekybinio tyrimo pranasumas yra tai, kad analizuojami ne individai, bet ju
visuma (laukas). Tai leidZia nutolti nuo kraStutiniy (ribiniy) individualiy atvejy, kurie ne-
retai istoriografijoje dominuoja, pateikiant lyg pavyzdzius, bet iSties tokiais pavyzdZiais
argumentuojant, apibendrinant ir darant idvadas. Siame tyrime pavyzdZiai naudojami
tik iliustruoti gautus kiekybinius duomenis.“? Tokia prieiga sudaro salygas objektyviam
tyrimui, kurio tikslas ne isskirtiniy biografijy pateikimas skaitytojui, o siekis iSryskinti ti-
riamosios grupés visuma ir padaryti iSvadas, paaiSkinancias nagrinéjama problematika.
Todél sis tyrimas - tai kiekybiné bendrais kriterijais paremty duomeny analizé, o atskiri
fragmentai (j komunisty partijg 1940 m. vasarg jstojusiy zmoniy individualts veiksmai ar

B Ljetuvos ypatingasis archyvas (toliau - LYA), f. 1128, ap. 10, b. 2,1.1-294.

1 paulius Nikonovicius, Zemaitijos Zemés teismo teiséju padétis XVI amZiaus antroje puséje, [Magistro kvalifikacinis
darbas], Klaipedos universitetas, Baltijos regiono istorijos ir archeologijos institutas, Istorijos ir archeologijos katedra,
2017,p. 8.

20 M. Emuzis, op. cit., p. 49.
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juy gyvenimo bei veiklos epizodai ir pan.) bus naudojami kaip duomeny ar istorinio kon-
teksto paaiskinimai ir iliustracijos.

Tyrimo rezultatai pateikiami naudojant apraSomajj-analitinj bei statistinj metodus.

1.1940-yjy vasaros transformacijos: ,anos Lietuvos“ pabaiga

ir ,naujos Lietuvos” pradzia

Istorikas Arturas Svarauskas, nagrinéjes 1940-yju vasaros jvykius Lietuvoje, pastebéjo,
kad ,1940 m. pavasarj ir vasara pradzioje perspektyvos rasti politinj konsensusa vyriau-
sybéje nebuvo, o visuomenéje didéjo politinés pasaulézitros skirtis, kuria 1940 m. vasara
dauguma visuomenés pirmiausia suvoké ne kaip prasidedancia okupacija, o kaip pergale
pries vienpartiniu jvardinta rezima“?.

Visuomenés nepasitenkinima politiniu rezimu Lietuvoje akceptavo ir N. Maslauskiene.
Ji pazyméjo, jog ,okupantai pasinaudojo tuo, kad visuomené buvo nepatenkinta tautinin-
ky reZimu, ir nukreipé jos nepasitenkinima pries visus Lietuvos valstybés tarnautojus. [...]
dangstantis demokratine frazeologija ir populistiniais Sukiais, buvo rengiama dirva valdi-
ninkijos valymui pagal socialinius ir politinius pozymius*?.

Istorikas A. E. Sennas pastebéjo, kad ,nekyla abejoniy, jog daugelis Lietuvos nekomu-
nisty i$ pradziy j soviety invazija ir naujos vyriausybés sudaryma Zitrejo palankiai, nes tai
reiSké Smetonos rezimo zlugima. Tiems, kurie noréjo tikéti, kad Raudonosios armijos até-
jimas turéjo altruistiniy ketinimy, Smetonos pabégimas reiské iSsivadavima is keturiolika
mety trukusio autoritarinio valdymo“.

Istorikas Stanislovas Buchoveckas pastebéjo, kad 1940 m. ,zmonéms buvo pieSiamas
socialistinio rojaus ateities paveikslas‘®. Stai kokios perspektyvos sitlytos visuomenei:
,Pereidami prie musy didziyjy uzdaviniy - gyvenimo pertvarkymo teisingesniais pagrin-
dais, turime atkreipti démesj [...] j artimiausius Liaudies vyriausybés darbus: numatoma
pertvarkyti musy politine santvarka, kuri turi tarnauti musy darbo liaudies gerovei pa-
kelti, o ne eiti pries ja, kaip buvo iki Siolei. Bus paleistos supuvusios ir klasta jvestos ins-
titucijos arba jy sudarymo tvarka, turéjusios tiksla spausti ir smaugti darbo liaudj. Dings
Smetoniskas seimas. Dings ir tariamos savivaldybés, ,isrinktos‘ Smetoniniy rezisieriy.
Dings musy liaudies gédos lenton jrasyta tautininky sgjunga. [...] Bus rupinamasi liaudies
apsauga, jos sveikata, Svietimu. [...] Tad visi j bendra darbg, j masy gyvenimo teisingais pa-

2t Arturas Svarauskas, op. cit., p. 68.

2 N. Maslauskiene, ,valdininkijos Salinimas i$ okupuotos Lietuvos administracijos ir jos keitimas okupantuy talki-
ninkais 1940 m. birZelio-gruodZio mén.", ibid., p. 17.

2 Alfred Erich Senn, op. cit,, p. 211-212.

2 Stanislovas Buchoveckas, ,Mokyklos sovietizavimas 1940-1941 m.: bolSevikiné indoktrinacija, suaugusiyjy mo-
kymo kampanija Sakiy apskrities mokyklose; §vietimo darbuotojai tarp kolaboravimo, konformizmo ir rezistencijos’,
Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2015, Nr. 1 (15), p. 7.
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grindais sutvarkymo darba.“? Busimos ,teisingos gerovés‘ pazady tomis dienomis zars-
tyta daug ir visokiy. Tokie tekstai - tai aiSkios zinutés visuomenei: blogis ir neteisybé liko
praeityje, nuo dabar viskas bus ,teisinga“ ir ,atitiks liaudies poreikius®. Viena vertus, tai
populistiniai skelbimai, kita vertus - jie tiksliai atliepé dalies to meto visuomenés porei-
kius: buvo aiskiai nurodyti visy ,bédy” kaltininkai® ir jy ,priezastys", pabrézta, kad naujo-
ji vyriausybe ,Zino ka ir kaip daryti®, ir nupieStos geros, o svarbiausia ,teisingos", ateities
perspektyvos. Istorija rodo, jog primityvios, bet aiskios to meto zinutés buvo efektyvios
aplinkoje, kurig profesorius L. Truska vertino kaip ,iSraiSka moralinés krizés, kuria lietu-
viy tauta iSgyveno ketvirtojo deSimtmecio pabaigoje“?.

Greta ,teisingos ateities” paveikslo diegimo j visuomenés samone gyventojai buvo ra-
minami, kad pagrindiniai ir ypa¢ svarbts didziajai visuomenés daliai dalykali, tokie kaip
nuosavybé ir valstybingumas, yra ir bus nejudinami. Savaime suprantama, kad tokie pa-
reiskimai tebuvo tik Kremliaus reZisuoto spektaklio replikos, skirtos publikai nuraminti.
Taciau butina suvokti, kad tokie pareiSkimai atliko savo funkcija: Zingsnis po zingsnio vy-
kes krasto okupavimo ir inkorporavimo j SSRS procesas rodo, jog visuomeneé priémé tokio
pobudzio Zinutes. Profesorius A. E. Sennas pastebéjo, jog ,naujosios sistemos atstovai slé-
pé savo tikslus ir vaizdavosi esg daugiau ,reformistai‘ nei revoliucionieriai. [...] [Zengus so-
viety kariuomenei Dekanozovo vykdomos Lietuvos politinés sistemos ,reformos” tikslas
buvo sugriauti sengjj rezima, sukurti nauja santvarka ir tada surezisuoti inkorporavimo
procesa“?. Istorikas L. Truska teigé, kad ,1940 m. vasaros Lietuvoje jvykiy nesuprasime,
jeiguignoruosime faktg, jog nemazai gyventojy, ypac vargingesniy, daugiau ar maZziau ti-
kéjo demagoginiais komunisty pazadais ir turéjo iliuzijy, kad gyvenimas pagerésias, o gal
nieko baisaus neatsitiksia ir Lietuvai“?.

Kartu su ideologiniais ir pasaulézitriniais virsmais kraste soviety okupacijos pradzio-
je vyko ir kasdieniai, nuo placiosiose visuomenés paslépti, sovietizacijos procesai. Vienas
ju - nuoseklus Lietuvos administravimo pertvarkymas pagal soviety modelj.

BirZelio ménesj okupantai pradéjo rengti prielaidas visy grandziy Lietuvos valdininkus
pakeisti kolaborantais. Ménesio pabaigoje jie émé formuoti atitinkama vieSaja nuomone
iri$ vietiniy komunisty bei soviety rezimo Salininky rengti jiems istikimy kadry rezerva®.
1940 m. birzelio 24 d. Kaune vykusioje manifestacijoje Lietuvos komunisty partijos Centro
komiteto narys Latvys pareiSké, kad ,komunisty partija yra vienintelé partija, neiSdavusi

25 Panciai sutrupinti’, Lietuvos aidas, 1940, birzelio 19, Nr. 287, p. 1.

% Tjudas Truska, ,Kaloboravimo ypatumai pirmuoju sovietmeciu*, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2001, Nr. 1(9), p. 82.
27 A.E.Senn,op. cit, p.198.

28 L. Truska, op. cit., p. 66.

2 N. Maslauskiené, ,Valdininkijos salinimas i§ okupuotos Lietuvos administracijos ir jos keitimas okupanty talki-
ninkais 1940 m. birZelio-gruodzio mén.", ibid., p. 17.
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liaudies interesy“. Taip pat jis nurodé, kad ,néra Lietuvoje kitos partijos, kuri galéty pa-
sakyti, kad jos ZodZiai nepriestaravo darbams"3.

Lietuvos komunistai nuo pirmyjy okupacijos dieny veiké pagal SSRS direktyvas ir
talkino vykdant okupacinés politikos priemones®. N. Maslauskiené pateikia jzvalga, kad
okupavus Lietuva j komunisty partija plusteléjo jvairiy socialiniy sluoksniy ir tautybiy
asmenys, pasirinke kolaboravimo kelig. Jos nuomone, legalizuotos LKP apskric¢iy komi-
tetai 1940 m. birZelio ménesj virto ,darbo birzomis®, j kurias éjo komunistai ir nepartiniai,
reikalaudami jdarbinti®4. Sig jzvalga patvirtina ir nagrinétos biografijos. Antai Pakruojo
gyventojas vezikas Mausa Pliackis 1940 m. rugpjucio 2 d. gyvenimo aprasyme aiSkino:
,[.11937 m. susipazinau su Siauliy komunistiniu jaunimu, kuris man jteiké komunisti-
ne literattirg, kurig skleidziau tarp savo draugy Pakruojo miestelyje. Prie tokio darbo as
palikau ligi tikrosios socialistinés revoliucijos Lietuvoje ir Siuo rengiuosi toliau veikti visa
savo energija ta pat kryptimi ir atlikti visas pareigas, kurios bus i§ manes pareikalautos
komunisty partijos.“*

Atkreiptinas démesys | tai, kad SSRS atstovai, koordinave Lietuvos sovietizavimo pro-
cesg, neskubéjo komunisty skirti j valdymo jstaigas. Tokia padétis tesési iki 1940 m. rug-
pjucio meén,, t.y. iki tol, kol SSRS vadovybé nenurodé masiskai keisti valdininkijg komu-
nistais®®.

Taigi 1940 m. Lietuvoje vyravo nepasitenkinimo tautininky rezimu nuotaikos, todel
dalies visuomeneés soviety okupacija vertinta kaip teigiamy pokyciy pradzia - Smetonos
rezimo pabaiga ir pirmas Zingsnis j naujajj krasto raidos etapa. Atkreiptinas démesys j tai,
kad Sie pokyc¢iai buvo suvokiami kaip teigiami ir atitinkantys dalies visuomenés lukescius
ir pasaulézitra.

Ankstyvieji soviety kolaborantai Lietuvoje - tai zmoneés, kurie, pasak G. Rudzio jzvalgos,
visiskai nutraukeé saitus su ,ana“ Lietuva“ir maté ,nauja Lietuva". Jiems buvo visai nesvar-
bu, ar kaip nepriklausoma $alj, ar kaip SSRS dalj, ar kaip didZiosios galios protektoratg.
Svarbiausia buvo tai, kad ,naujg“ir ,geresne” nei toji, ,ana“ Lietuva, kurioje valdé ,ponai“ ir
,Svogeriai“. Tokiomis aplinkybémis Joniskio mieste tarnaite dirbusi Zelma Elvyra Vaisvi-
laité, 1940 m. birZelj stodama j komunisty partija, savo autobiografijoje suformulavo tei-

30 MilziniSkos manifestacijos Petro VileiSio aikstéje”, Lietuvos aidas, 1940, birZelio 25, Nr. 297, p. 1.

3t Komunisty partija vienintelé gyné Lietuvos darbo zmoniu interesus", Lietuvos aidas, 1940, birzelio 26, Nr. 298, p. 1.
52 Lietuva 1940-1990, p. 90.

3 N.Maslauskiené, Lietuvos komunisty sudétis 1940 m. spalio—1941 m. birZelio mén., ibid., p. 17.

34 N. Maslauskiené, ,Valdininkijos Salinimas i$ okupuotos Lietuvos administracijos ir jos keitimas okupanty talki-
ninkais 1940 m. birzelio-gruodzio mén.", ibid., p. 18.

35 M. Piliackio gyvenimo aprasymas, LYA, £.1128 , ap. 10, b. 2,1. 197.

3 N. Maslauskiene, ,Valdininkijos salinimas i§ okupuotos Lietuvos administracijos ir jos keitimas okupanty talki-
ninkais 1940 m. birZelio-gruodzio mén.", ibid., p. 18.
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ginj, puikiai apibtidinantj to meto kolaboracionisty nuotaikas: ,AS dziaugiuosi, nes matau
grazia ateitj..">”

II. Ankstyvieji sovietiniai kolaborantai: tipiniai visuomeneés atstovai
ar marginalai

Soviety naratyvas formavo vaizdinj, kad pirmaisiais naujosios santvarkos rémeéjais tapo
,pazangieji visuomeneés sluoksniai“ vadinamieji ,progresyvioji burzuazija ir inteligentai®,
darbo valstietija, smulkis amatininkai, darbininkija ir pan. Sis vaizdinys atitiko marksiz-
mo suformuotag klasiy kovos koncepcija: ,pazangieji‘ - tai iSnaudojamuyjy klasés atstovai,
entuziastingai stoje j naujos santvarkos statytojy gretas ir prieSinami ,iSnaudotojams"
politiniams veikéjams, verslininkams, Ukininkams ir pan. Anksciau pateikta padéties
1940-yjuy vasara Lietuvoje apzvalga atskleidé, kad pokycius kraste palankiai arba bent jau
neutraliai vertino didelé dalis visuomeneés. Tai suponuoja klausima: ar aktyviais soviety
talkininkais tuo metu nutareé tapti tik ,iSnaudojamuyjy klasés" atstovai?

Aiskinantis, kas buvo tie, kurie 1940-yju vasara tapo ar sieké tapti soviety talkininkais,
butina iSnagrinéti, kokiems visuomenés segmentams jie priklausé: kokia buvo jy sociali-
né kilmé ir profesiné veikla. Taip pat koks buvo jy santykis su Lietuvos Respublika, kokios
buvo juy socialinés patirtys, kokia buvo tautiné pirmyju kolaboranty sudétis, amzius, iSsi-
lavinimas ir pan.

Tiriamosios grupés analize atskleidé (Zr. 1 pav.), kad didziausig jos dalj sudaré lietuviai
(79 proc.), antra pagal skaitlinguma tautiné grupé buvo zydai (15 proc.), o like - rusai ir
latviai (atitinkamai 4 ir 2 proc.).

Latviai (2 proc.)
Rusai (4 proc.)
Zydai (15 proc.)

Lietuviai (79 proc.)

1pav. Tautiné Zmoniy, jstojusiy j komunisty partijg 1940-yju vasara Siauliy apskrityje, sudétis®

1923 m. visuotinio Lietuvos gyventojy suraSymo duomenimis, Salyje gyveno 78,95 proc.
lietuviy, 6,15 proc. Zydy ir 2,49 proc. rusy®. Taigi 1940 m. birzelio-rugpjucio ménesiais
Siauliy apskrityje j komunisty partija stojusiy asmeny tautinis pjuvis byloja, jog akcen-
tuoti vienos ar kitos tautybés preferencijas renkantis bendradarbiavima su rezimu néra

37 7. E.Vaidvilaités gyvenimo aprasymas, LYA, f. 1128, ap. 10, b. 2, 1. 110.

38 Tliustracijos sudarytos autoriaus pagal 1940 m. birzelio-rugpjucio ménesiais j komunisty partija Siauliy apskri-
tyje stojusiy asmenu anketinius ir biografinius duomenis, saugomus LYA fonduose (LYA, f. 1128 , ap. 10, b. 2,1.1-294).

3 Lietuvos gyventojai, 1925, Kaunas: P. Sokolovskienés ir G. Lano spaustuve, p. XXXVIIL
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pagrindo. Pirmyjy Siauliy apskrities kolaboranty tautiné sudétis yra veidrodinis to meto
Lietuvos visuomeneés atspindys: skaitlingiausios etninés grupés buvo lietuviai ir Zydai.

ISnagrinéjus tiriamosios grupés gyvenamajj areala (Zr. 2 pav.), paaiskéjo, kad didZiausia
ju dalis, 84 proc., gyveno miestuose ir miesteliuose. Pirmyjy ideologiniy iSdaviky Siauliy
apskrityje, gyvenusiy kaimiSkosiose vietovése, buvo 16 proc.

Miesty ir miesteliy gyventojai 84
Kaimo gyventojai 16

2 pav. [stojusiyjy j komunisty partija Siauliy apskrityje 1940 m. birZelio-rugpjucio mén. gyve-
namasis arealas (proc.)

Pjuvio rezultatai tiesiogiai koreliuoja su 1940-yjy vasara stojusiyjy j komunisty partija
darbine veikla (Zr. 3 pav.). Zmoniy, kurie vertési darbu Zemés ukyje ar ukininkavimu, buvo
9 proc., 0 administraciniy ir partiniy jstaigy darbuotojy, darbininky ir amatininky 91 proc.
Darytina iSvada, kad visuomeneés grupé, t. y. ukininkai, kurie, 1923 m. visuotinio Lietuvos
gyventojy surasymo duomenimis, sudaré 78,95 proc. Salies gyventojy“®, nesijunge i ko-
laboranty gretas. Remiantis atlikto tyrimo rezultatais paaiskinti Sio reiSkinio negalima,
todél reikalinga gilesné pastarojo aspekto analizé.

Amatininkai 7
Ukininkai ir Zemdirbiai 9
Darbininkai 19

Tarnautojai 13

Administracijos ir partiniai darbuotojai 40

3 pav. Darbiné jstojusiyjy j komunisty partija Siauliy apskrityje veikla 1940-yjy vasara (proc.)

Imties analizé atskleidé, kad daugiau nei puse jos sudaré asmenys, tuo metu dirbe
partinése ir administracijos jstaigose (40 proc. administraciniy-partiniy darbuotojy ir
13 proc. tarnautojy). Toks rezultatas patvirtina N. Maslauskienés teiginj, kad 1940 m. an-
troje puséje komunistai tapo naujosios valdininkijos pamatu. Pasak istorikes, ,okupaci-
nio rezimo politika sutelkti komunisty rankose visus Lietuvos valdymo svertus, paversti
partija vadovaujancia SSRS politinés sistemos jéga. Kadangi komunisty valymas beveik
nepalieté sovietiniy valdininky, ju skaicius partijoje iSaugo ir pozicijos dar labiau susti-
préjo. Kaip ir VKP(b), Lietuvos komunisty organizacija pamazu virto sovietinés valdinin-

0 Ibid, p. LIV.
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kijos partija“. Nagrinétos grupés atstovai patvirtina Sig jZvalga. Pavyzdziui, melioracijos
darbininkas Edvardas Paciauskas 1940 m. rugpjucio 2 d. autobiografijoje nurodé: ,[..] Nuo
1935 m. dirbu sunky akordinj drenaZo darbg, bet vis svajoju apie geresne ateitj. Esu la-
bai linkes prie valdiSkos tarnybos, bet, bidamas darbininkas ir mazo mokslo, to iki Sio-
lei pasiekti negaléjau. Griuvus Smetonos rezimui, davus darbininkams laisve, dalyvavau
iniciatoriy grupéj, jsteigéme Ziemelyje Lietuvos Kom. Partijos komiteta, kur ir a§ buvau
iSrinktas komiteto nariu. Dabar priklausau Ziemelio Kompartijai ir Profesinei Sajungai, ir
be to, esu paskirtas liaudies milicininku.“*? Vladas Pragarauskas, kiles i$ neturtingy nuo-
mininky, Sesiy vaiky tévas, gyvenimo aprasSyme aiskino, kad jo gyvenime buta tik vargo ir
tarnyba Lietuvos kariuomenéje, 0 1940 m. liepos mén. jo gyvenime jvyko kokybinis lazis:
,sukuréme Profesinés sajungos Lygumy skyriy ir dalyvauju valdyboje ir dabar sukuréme
Lietuvos komunisty partijos Lygumuy vls¢. Komiteta, esu jo narys, esu milicijos vadas.
Kursény gyventojas kalvis Petras Rimkus gyvenimo aprasyme ai$kino: ,[...] 1930 m. atva-
Ziavome i Kursénus, kur iki Sio laiko ir gyvenu. Visa laika dirbau kaip kalvis ir Saltkalvis,
daugiausia su tévu ant puses, turto jokio neturime. Esu baiges pradzios mokykla. Dabar
jau trys savaités dirbu vien tik komitete“#, o Stai Kriuky valsciuje gyvenusio padienio dar-
bininko Edvardo SabaiCio gyvenimo aprasyme pasakojama apie staigy karjeros $uolj: ,[..]
Grjzau i$ kariuomeneés 1923 m. ir pradéjau lauky darbininky darbus, ir 1927 m. vedziau.
Dirbau visa laika padieniu darbininku iki Siam laikui. Dabar uzimu Kriuky kompartijoje
sekretoriaus pavaduotojo vieta."> Kontrastas tarp vargingo gyvenimo iki 1940 m. vasaros
ir ,dZiugiy naujo gyvenimo"“ perspektyvy po soviety rezimo atéjimo j krasta yra bendras
tirtos grupés nariy gyvenimo aprasymo motyvas.

Tiriamosios grupés socialinés kilmes pjuvis (zr. 4 pav.) byloja, kad 9 proc. jos atstovy
buvo kile i$ tkininky. Tai reiskia, jog Sio visuomeneés sluoksnio atstovai sudaré tik desim-
tgja dalj aktyviy soviety rezimo Salininky Siauliy apskrityje. Kai tuo metu batent tkininkai
sudare didzigja visuomeneés dalj.

Didzioji dalis, t. y. 82 proc. nagrinétos grupés atstovy, buvo kile i§ segmento, kurj mark-
sistai jvardijo kaip ,iSnaudojamuyjy klase® 10 proc. kumeciy, 22 proc. beturciy, 34 proc.
darbininky ir 16 proc. amatininky.

4 N.Maslauskiené, Lietuvos komunisty sudétis 1940 m. spalio—1941 m. birZelio meén.", ibid.
42 E. Packausko gyvenimo aprasymas, LYA, f. 1128, ap. 10, b. 2,1.187.

4 V. Pragarausko gyvenimo aprasymas, LYA, f. 1128, ap. 10, b. 2, 1. 201.

4 P Rimkaus gyvenimo aprasymas, LYA, f. 1128, ap. 10, b. 2, 1. 222.

4 E. SabaiCio gyvenimo aprasymas, LYA, f. 1128, ap. 10, b. 2, 1. 225.
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Beturciy 22
Kumeciy 10
Tarnautojy 9
Darbininky 13
Amatininky 16
Ukininky 9

4 pav. Socialiné kilmé (proc.)

Pjuvio rezultatai koreliuoja su anksciau aptarta tiriamojo segmento darbinés veiklos
1940-yjy vasara analize: 9 proc. pirmyjy Siauliy apskrities komunisty vertési zemés ukiu.
Profesiné nagrinéjamosios grupés analize rodo, kad didZioji dalis Zzmoniy, 1940 m. vasa-
ra tapusiy komunistais, atstovavo darbininkijai, amatininkams ir tarnautojams (is viso jie
sudaré 91 proc. jstojusiyjy j komunisty partijg). Sis pjuvis koreliuoja su naujyjy partieciy
gyvenamosios vietos analize (daugiau kaip 80 proc. tokiy asmeny gyveno miestuose ir
miesteliuose).

Mokytojai 2
Medikai 2
Ukininkai 4
Tarnautojai 16

Amatininkai 31

Darbininkai 45

5 pav. Profesinis pasiskirstymas (proc.)

Atkreiptinas démesys | tai, kad 1940-yjy vasara komunistais tapo tik du mokytojai.
Taciau Sie zmonés buvo ne etatiniai mokytojai, o asmenys, besiverte privaciomis pamo-
komis. Tai reigkia, kad viena skaitlingiausiy (1923 m. duomenimis, apskrityje dirbo 406
Svietimo sistemos darbuotojai*) apskrities inteligentijos grupé liko politiniy procesy
nuosalyje. Pirmajame okupacijos etape Siauliy apskrities mokytojai nesirinko kolabora-
vimo kelio. Tam, kad paaisSkintume tokig jzvalgg, butina specializuota Sio aspekto analizé.
Galima prielaida, kad mokytojai, turédami Zymiai aukStesnj issilavinima nei didZioji to
meto visuomenés dalis ir platesnj pasaulévaizdj, kritiSkiau ir blaiviau vertino poky¢ius.

ISnagrinéjus imties Seiminés padéties pjuvj (Zr. 6 pav.) paaiskéjo, kad daugiau nei puse
(52 proc.) nagrinétos grupés sudaré susituoke asmenys. Tai rei$kia, kad pirmaisiais oku-

% Ibid, p. 267,
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pacijos ménesiais kolaboravimo kelia rinkosi brandiis zmonés. Tai suponuoja jzvalga, jog
Siuo laikotarpiu tapsma ideologiniais iSdavikais 1émeé Saltas iSskaic¢iavimas, o ne jaunatvis-
kas idealizmas ir spontaniskumas.

Apie Seimine pdétj néra duomeny 15
Nesusituoke 33
Susituoke 52

6 pav. Seiminé padétis (proc.)

Tiriamosios grupés issilavinimo analizé byloja (Zr. 7 pav.), kad didZioji dalis jos atstovy
turéjo pradinj i8silavinima (72 proc.)., vidurinj - 10 proc., aukstajj arba nebaigta aukstajj -
6 proc., 0 11 proc. buvo savamoksliai.

Aukstasis iSsilavinimas 6
Vidurinis i$silavinimas 10
Pradinis i$silavinimas 72
Savamoksliai 1
Bemoksliai 1

7 pav. I$silavinimas (proc.)

Sis pjuvis atitinka to meto visuomenés i§simokslinimo tendencijas: didziajai krasto gy-
ventojy daliai pradzios mokykla buvo vienintelé Svietimo institucija, kurioje jgyty Ziniy
pakako praktiniam gyvenimui. Pradinis iSsilavinimas - tai mokslo cenzas, kurj valstybé
suteikdavo nemokamai. Taigi jis buvo prieinamas visuy socialiniy ir turtiniy grupiu atsto-
vams. Savo ruoztu vidurinis ir aukstasis mokslas buvo brangus ir tik nedidelé Zzmoniy dalis
turéjo galimybiy juos jgyti. Kita vertus, tai, kad daugiau kaip 80 proc. pirmyjy kolaboranty
turéjo pradinj issilavinima ar buvo savamoksliai, koreliuoja su ju socialinés kilmeés pju-
viu: 82 proc. buve kile i$ vargingesniy visuomeneés sluoksniy, kuriems mokamas mokslas
buvo sunkiai prieinamas.

Atlikus nagrinéjamos grupés amziaus pjuvj (Zr. 8 pav.) paaiskéjo, kad didZiaja jos dalj
sudaré brandiis Zmoneés: 69 proc. jy buvo vyresni nei 30 mety. DidZiausia amziaus grupé
(52 proc.) buvo 31-40 mety amziaus asmenys.

Virs 51 mety 5
Nuo 41iki 50 mety 12
Nuo 31iki 40 mety 52

Tki 30 mety 33
8 pav. [stojusiyjy j LKP amZius (proc.)
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Pastarojo aspekto tyrimo rezultatai leidzia daryti iSvada, jog kolaboravimo kelia rinkosi
nejaunuoliaiidealistai, o brandus Zmonés. Galima prielaida, kad tailémé asmeninis gyve-
nimas: zmonés, nesukure siekiamos gerovés sau ir savo Seimoms Lietuvos Respublikoje,
jsijungdamij soviety formuojamas politines struktiras galéjo atsidurti ,arciau valdzios" ir
pagerinti savo materialine padétj.

I11. Politinis ir visuomeninis angaZuotumas ar siekis pasinaudoti
susiklosciusia padétimi
Nagrinéjant grupés dalyvavima politiniame ir visuomeniniame krasto gyvenime iki
1940 m. (Zr. 9 pav.), paaiskéjo, jog daugiau nei puse tiriamuyjy (51 proc.) iki 1940 m. priklause
politinéms arba visuomeninéms organizacijoms.
Nepriklausé politinéms ar visuomeninéms 49
organizacijoms iki 1940 m.
Priklausé politinéms ar visuomeninéms 51
organizacijoms iki 1940 m.

9 pav. Dalyvavimas visuomeninéje ir politinéje veikloje iki 1940 m. (proc.)

DidZioji dalis (49 proc.) Lietuvos Respublikos laikotarpiu politiniame visuomeniniame
gyvenime dalyvavusiy kolaboranty priklausé sisteminéms partijoms ir organizacijoms:
Lietuvos Sauliy sajungai, Lietuvos tautininky sajungai, Lietuvos skauty sajungai ir pan.
Pogrindiniam komjaunimui priklausé 10 proc. Sio segmento atstovy. Lietuvos laisvama-
niy etinés kultaros draugijai priklausé 27 proc., kairuoliSkosioms partijoms ir organizaci-
joms (Lietuvos socialdemokraty partija, Lietuvos valstie¢iy liaudininky sgjunga, socialde-
mokraty partijos jaunimo organizacijai ,ZieZirba“ ir pan.) 6 proc., o Zydy organizacijoms
8 proc.

Nustatyta, jog pogrindinei komunisty partijai (zr. 10 pav.) priklausé beveik trecdalis
(28 proc.) tiriamosios grupés nariy. I$ ju 18 proc. buvo bausti uZ $ig veikla, o 82 proc. - ne.

Nepriklausé LKP iki 1940 m. 72
Priklausé LKP iki 1940 m. 28

10 pav. Dalyvavimas pogrindinéje LKP 1918-1940 m. (proc.)

ISsiaiSkinta, kad didZioji dalis nagrinétos grupés atstovy (62 proc.) neturéjo jokiy saity
su pogrindine LKP (Zr. 11 pav.).
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Nepalaike rysiy su LKP 1918-1940 m. 62
Palaiké ry3ius su LKP 1918-1940 m. 38

11 pav. Ry$iy palaikymas su pogrindine LKP 1918-1940 m. (proc.)

Pastarieji du pjuviai suponuoja isvada, kad tapimas kolaborantu 1940-yjy vasara buvo

nulemtas ne ideologinio artumo sovietams, o dalies visuomenés bandymo iSnaudoti susi-

klosciusig padétj siekiant materialinés naudos. Kita vertus, to meto visuomenés nuotaiky,

politinés ir ekonominés krasto padéties tyrimai byloja, kad soviety skleistos zinutés apie
,nauja teisinga visuomenés santvarka‘, liaudies gerove®, ,nauja socialiai teisinga Lietuva“
ir pan. buvo patrauklios Zmonéms. Vedini vieSai deklaruojamy lozungy, zmonés, neturéje

komunistinio angazuotumo ar buve neutralus ar net tolimi komunistinéms idéjoms, rin-

kosi talkininkavimo kelig, manydami, kad taip jie prisidés prie teigiamy pokyciy kraste.

ISvados

1

1940-yjuy vasara stoti | komunisty gretas zmones skatino keliy priezas¢iy samplaika:
dalies visuomenés samoningas tarnavimas priesui siekiant asmeninés naudos kartu
su sgmoningu uzsienio jégos rémimu, vertinat ja kaip pageidaujamuy vidaus pokyciy
katalizatoriy.

Didziaja tiriamosios imties dalj sudaré brandus, Seimas sukure Zmoneés. Tai supo-
nuoja isvada, jog sprendimas tapti kolaborantu nebuvo jaunatvisko energingumo ar
idealizmo iSdava, o pasirinkimas, nulemtas savanaudisky tiksly: pasinaudojus atsira-
dusiomis galimybémis, sukurti gerove sau ir Seimai. Asmeninés geroveés siekis buvo
glaudZiai susijes su oficialiai soviety deklaruota bendra liaudies geroveés” siekio idéja.
Tyrimas suformavo tokj kolektyvinj asmeny, jstojusiy j LKP 1940-yjy vasara Siauliy
apskrityje, portreta: trisdeSimtmetis susituokes lietuvis, kiles iS vargingiausiy visuo-
menés sluoksniy, gyvenes mieste ar miestelyje, turéjes pradinj iSsilavinima, vertesis
samdomu fiziniu darbu, iki 1940 m. neturéjes saity su komunisty partija, pirmaisiais
soviety okupacijos ménesiais jsitraukes i naujai kuriama vietinés administracijos
aparata.

1940-yjy vasara j politinius procesus jungési asmenys, Lietuvos Respublikos laiko-
tarpiu buve politiskai ir visuomeniskai aktyvus. Pastarosios grupés atstovy laikyse-
nos pokytis tuo metu, t. y. staigus nepriklausomos Lietuvos vertybiy atsisakymas ir
peréjimas j okupanty puse, reiskia, kad jie neturéjo stipriy ideologiniy nuostatu. Jy
dalyvavimas visuomeninéje ir politinéje veikloje vertintinas kaip prisitaikymas prie
Lietuvos gyvenimo realijy siekiant asmeninés naudos.
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Lietuviai naciy koncentracijos
stovyklose 1941-1945 m.

Dominykas Rudokas
Vilniaus universitetas Istorijos fakultetas
Moptimas.domas@gmail.com

Santrauka. Straipsnyje naudojant kritinés analizés metodika nagrinéjama lietuviy kalinimo naciy
stovyklose 1941-1945 m. tema bei susisteminami naciy stovykly istoriniai bruozai. 1943-1944 m. lie-
tuviai dazniausiai buvo kalinami kaip politiniai kaliniai, tac¢iau buvo ir tokiy, kurie stovyklose atsidiré
deél kriminalineés (nelegalaus veikimo, rekvizicijy zlugdymo) ar asocialios (alkoholizmo, prostitucijos,
bedarbystés) veiklos. Politiniai kaliniai daZniausiai buvo kalinami Stuthofe, o kitose stovyklose buvo
daugiau kaliniy, kalinamy dél kriminalinés ar asocialios veiklos, kaip kad Ravensbriuko stovykloje,
kur lietuvés moterys buvo kalinamos dél asocialios veiklos. Lietuviy kaliniy skai¢ius naciy stovyklose
sieké 200-300, i§skyrus Maidaneka (1 000), Stuthofa (1200) ir Flosenburga (2 500), o mirtingumas -
ne maziau kaip 90 proc., be to, nezinomas mirusiyjy skaicius ,mirties Zygiy“ metu. 1933-1945 m. na-
ciy koncentracijos stovykly sistemoje atsirado svarbiy poky¢iy, tiesiogiai siejamuy su naciy uzdavi-
niais ir politika. Lietuviai su Sia sistema susiduré tuomet, kai jos vidaus tvarkos struktiros jau buvo
suformuotos, taciau stovykly sistemos plétra buvo itin sparti, mirtingumas sieké auksciausia lygj, o
pacios stovyklos tapo pagrindiniais naciy priverstinio darbo sistemos ir naikinimo darbu taskais.
ReikSminiai ZodZiai: Lietuva, nacistiné okupacija, represijos, koncentracijos stovyklos.

Lithuanians in Nazi Concentration Camps, 1941-1945

Summary. This article applies a critical analysis approach to examine the imprisonment of Lithua-
nians in Nazi camps between 1941 and 1945 and to systematise the key historical features of these
camps. In 1943-1944, Lithuanians were primarily interned as political prisoners, though some also
ended up in the camps for criminal offences (illegal activities, sabotage of requisitions) or for aso-
cial behaviour (alcoholism, prostitution, unemployment). Political prisoners were usually held in
Stutthof, whereas other camps had more prisoners detained for other reasons. At Ravensbriick, for
example, Lithuanian women were imprisoned for asocial behaviour. The number of Lithuanian pri-
soners in Nazi camps generally ranged from 200 to 300, with the exception of Majdanek (1,000), Stu-
tthof (1,200) and Flossenbiirg (2,500); mortality rates were no lower than 90%, and it is still unknown
how many people perished during the socalled death marches. Between 1933 and 1945, the Nazi con-
centration camp system underwent significant changes, directly shaped by the regime’s objectives
and policies. Lithuanians encountered this system at a time when its internal regulatory structures
had already been formed, yet the expansion of the camp system was extremely rapid, mortality had
reached its highest level, and the camps themselves had become the main sites in the Nazi system of
forced labour and extermination.

Keywords: Lithuania, Nazi occupation, repression, concentration camps.
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Jvadas

Analizuojant lietuviy kalinima naciy koncentracijos stovyklose 1941-1945 m., istoriogra-
fijoje daugiausia démesio skiriama Stuthofui dél ten kalinty lietuviy skaiciaus, virsijusio
tukstantj asmeny, kitaip negu kitose stovyklose, kuriose lietuviai nesieké né puseés tuks-
tancio, ir gausaus atsiminimy medziagos kiekio. Tuo tarpu kitoms naciy stovykloms, ku-
riose buvo kalinami lietuviai, skiriama labai maZzai démesio. Taciau negalima teigti, kad
lietuviai buvo kalinami tik uZ politine veikla ar kaléjo tik Stuthofe, nes skirtingas kalinimo
kategorijas atskleidzia ne tik byly medziaga, bet ir lietuviy kaliniy egodokumentai, ku-
riuose aprasytos tokios stovyklos kaip Ausvicas, Dachau ar Zachsenhauzenas ir kuriuose
galima rasti ir kitokiy lietuviy kalinimo kategorijy, kaip kad kriminaliniai nusikaltimai ar
asociali veikla. 1941-yjy vasara naciams okupavus Lietuvg, lietuviai, kaip ir kitos naciy oku-
puotos Europos tautos, patyré jvairiausiy represijy spektra — nuo aresto kaléjimuose iki
egzekucijy ar kalinimo koncentracijos stovyklose. Pastarajam represijy aspektui jgyven-
dinti naciai taiké jvairiausiy pobtudziy kaltinimus - nuo itin aktyviai vartotos ,apsauginio
aresto” formuluotés (naciu nuomone, §j kaltinima gave kaliniai buvo tokie pavojingi, kad
visuomene siekeé juos sunaikinti, tad reikéjo juos sulaikyti, kad buty ,saugomi‘ nuo visuo-
meneés) ir i$ jos kilusio kaltinimo politine veikla iki kiek maZiau naudoty kaltinimy krimi-
naline ar asocialia veikla. Be to, aptariamos temos istoriografijoje yra maziau naudojami
naujausi istoriky darbai apie naciy koncentracijos stovykly veikla, jos uzdavinius ir tiks-
lus, ju kaitg, tad Siuo straipsniu bus méginama papildyti lietuvisky publikaciju apie naci-
stine okupacija skaiciy. Nors ir ne taip iSsamiai iSdéstytas, taciau naciy stovykly veiklos
aspektas pastebimas ir kalinty lietuviy atsiminimuose, nes jie, kaip ir kiti kaliniai, nuolatos
susidurdavo su naciy stovykly sistemos pokyciais stovykly viduje ir buityje, taip pat pa-
Cioje teroro sistemoje. Taciau lietuviy egodokumentai ir jais paremta iSeivijos informacija
kelia nesutapimo su statistika ir naujausiais istoriniais tyrimais pavojy, dél to juos reikia
itin kruopsc¢iai tikrinti ir sulyginti su tyrimy informacija, bet sulyginimas yra sudétingas,
nes lietuviai buvo ganétinai maza stovyklos kaliniy populiacijos dalis, neretai nepasakojusi
savo patirciy, nepalikusi daug egodokumenty ar nedavusi interviu, kaip kad ta Vakaruose
ar Izraelyje dare kiti kaliniai, praéjus keliems desimtmeciams po stovykly iSvadavimo.

Tyrimo geografinis arealas — naciy koncentracijos stovykly kompleksas, sudarytas is
20-24 pagrindiniy koncentracijos stovykly, isteigty 1933-1945 m,, ir statytas tiek Vakary,
tiek Ryty Europoje. I §j areala nejtraukta Kauno koncentracijos stovykla, paversta is buvu-
sio geto ir skirta Lietuvos Zydams kalinti.

Tiriamos temos objektas - lietuviy kalinimas naciy koncentracijos stovyklose 1941-
1945 m.

Tyrimo problema: j kokias kaliniy kategorijas pateko lietuviai naciy koncentracijos
stovyklose 1941-1945 m.
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Savokos: Lietuviai - 1941-1944 m. Lietuvos teritorijoje gyvene Zmonés. ] $ia sgvoka jtrau-
kiami ir lietuvninkai: MazZojoje Lietuvoje — Klaipédos kraste ir Ryty Prusijos Siaurés rytuo-
se — gyvene lietuviai. Politiniai kaliniai - Zmonés, naciy suimti uzZ antinacine veikla naciy
okupuotoje Europoje, padédave persekiojamiems zZydams, réme rezistencijos judéjimag ar
prie jo aktyviai prisidéje, taip pat priklause komunisty, socialdemokraty ir kitoms parti-
joms bei pasizymeéje vokiskumo naikinimo veikla, kuria dazniausiai traktavo kaip pagalba
rezistenciniam judéjimui. Asociali veikla - terminas, nacisty naudotas klasifikuoti tiems
kaliniams, kurie iki suémimo neturéjo pastovios darbovietés ir darbo, uzsiéme prostituci-
ja, buvo alkoholikai. Kriminaliné veikla - terminas, nacisty naudotas klasifikuoti kaliniams,
kurie uzsiémeé tiek tikrais kriminaliniais nusikaltimais (i$Zaginimai, Zmoniy kankinimai,
nuzudymai, vagystés, dalyvavimas juodojoje rinkoje, nelegalus alkoholio gaminimas, do-
kumenty ir pinigy klastojimas), tiek tokia veikla, kurig naciai laiké nusikalstama, bet kuri
nebuvo jtraukta j ne naciy baudziamuosius kodeksus (karo rekvizijy zlugdymas).

Tyrimo tikslas - iStirti lietuviy kalinima naciy stovyklose 1941-1945 m.

UZdaviniai: 1) susisteminti ir apibendrinti lietuviy kalinimo naciy stovyklose 1941-
1945 m. prieZastis ir kategorijas; 2) iSanalizuoti naciy koncentracijos stovykluy istorija.

Metodika - kritinés analizés metodas, padedantis susisteminti bei iSanalizuoti atsimi-
nimuose ir bylose minimas lietuviy kalinimo kategorijas, lietuviy kaliniy ir mirciy stovy-
Kklose skaicius, naciy stovykly bruozy kaita.

Sios temos istirtumo laipsnis Lietuvos ir jvairiy $aliy istoriografijose bei akademinése
bendruomenése néra vienodas. Treciojo reicho tema, taip pat naciy koncentracijos sto-
vykluy sistemos istorija ir tikslai kity Saliy istoriky yra iSsamiai iSnagrinéti, Sia tematika
iSleidZziama vis naujy istoriniy sinteziy ir tyrimy, taciau lietuviy kalinimas naciy koncen-
tracijos stovyklose yra beveik visai netyrinéta tema dél dviejuy priezasciy — kalbos barje-
ro ir menko susipaZinimo su Lietuvos istorija. Lietuvos istorija Antrojo pasaulinio karo
metu ir nacistiné Salies okupacija daznai aptariamos tik Holokausto istorijos kontekste,
mazai tyrinéjant krasto okupacija, jo kasdienybe ir represijas pries lietuvius. Lietuvoje
iSsamiausiai iSnagrinétos ir tebetiriamos daugiausia tik 1940-1941 m. ir 1944-1990 m.
sovietinés okupacijos, ju metu vykdytos represijos (lietuviy trémimai j Sibirg, kalinimas
Gulage, kaléjimuose) bei $iy okupaciju ir sovietinio mentaliteto palikimas, o nacistinés
okupacijos, jos represijy tema neretai nagrinéjama tik per Holokausto tragedijos prizme,
kiek maziau tyrinéjant lietuvius, kalintus naciy koncentracijos stovyklose. Taciau, skirtin-
gai nuo kity saliy pozitrio j Lietuvos istorija ir Siai temai skirty darby padéties, Lietuvoje
nagrinéjama tematika yra atlikta keletas tyrimy. Vienas pirmuyjy iSeiviy darby, kuriame
aptarta Klaipédos kraste gyvenusiy ir naciy represijas patyrusiy lietuviy istorija, — buvu-
sio Zachsenhauzeno koncentracijos stovyklos kalinio Jono Grigolai¢io straipsnis?, tac¢iau

1 Jonas Grigolaitis, ,Klaipedos lietuviy auka’, Musy kelias, Dilingenas, 1946-06-13, Nr. 23 (32), p. 4.
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jislabiau primena atsiminimus negu istorinj straipsnj. Antrasis darbas, kuriame aptarti ir
susisteminti kalinty lietuviy skaiéiai, — buvusio Stuthofo koncentracijos stovyklos kalinio
Stasio Ylos straipsnis? Abiejuose straipsniuose aptariami tik lietuviy, kalinty stovyklo-
se, skaiciai, bet nepateikiama stovykly veikimo bruozy, nors S. Ylos straipsnyje yra jdéti
liudijimai i$ naciy kaléjimy ir Dachau bei Stuthofo stovykly. Taipogi abu labiau primena
istoriniy duomeny ir atsiminimy susiliejima, o ne atsiminimus ar istorinius straipsnius
kaip tokius. Kita problema: lietuviy iSeivijos duomenimis, lietuviy mirtingumas stovyklo-
se sieké 90 proc., taciau egodokumentuose lietuviai nepateiké jokiy kaléjusiy ir mirusiy
lietuviy sarasy, taipogi moksliniai tyrimai iki Siol neretai koncentruojasi tik j naciy sto-
vykly sistemos veikimo aspektus, jtraukiama ir ankséiau netyrinéty sfery analiziy (sek-
sualinis smurtas stovyklose, vieSnamiy istorija, alkoholio ir smurto santykis stovyklose,
Cigony, homoseksualy, Jehovos liudytoju patir¢iy tyrimai), taciau apie atskiry tauty kali-
niy, taip pat ir apie lietuviy, patirtis néra atlikta itin daug tyrimuy. Ne iSeivijoje, bet soviety
okupuotoje Lietuvoje vienas pirmyju Sia tema nagrinéjo istorikas Kazimieras Ruksénas3,
bet temos objektyvuma varzé nusistovéje vertinimai, sovietiné cenzira. Taip pat vykdant
Siuos tyrimus buvo naudojamasi tuo metu prieinama informacija apie naciy stovyklas ir
lietuviy skaicius jose, tad nemazai duomeny, neatlikus iS§samesniy tyrimy, buvo pase-
ne, neatskleidé naciy stovykly istoriniy bruozy ir veikimo metodikos. Nepriklausomoje
Lietuvoje iSsamiausia Sios temos tyrima atliko Artinas Bubnys ir Alisa Rupsiené, isleide
bendraautorine monografija#, tac¢iau koncentruodamiesi tik j Stuthofg. A. Bubnio tyrimas
apie vokieciy okupacija Lietuvoje® atskleidé lietuviy kelia j stovyklas, ju bruozus. Detales-
nis jo tyrimas apie lietuviy kalinimg Mauthauzene® iSryskino naujausia informacija apie
lietuvius Sioje stovykloje. Dar viena A. Bubnio tyrimy sintezé” analizavo lietuviy kaliniy
tema Stuthofe 1942-1945 m., susistemino svarbig informacijg apie Stuthofe kalinty lietu-
viy skaiciy, kalinimo kategorijas. Lietuviy motery kalinima Ravensbriuke savo straipsnyje
tyrinéjo Roberta Bartkuté®. Taciau ir Sie darbai mazai atskleidZia naciy stovykluy sistemos
bruoZus ir juy kaita.

Nagrinéjamai temai atskleisti svarbiausi yra Sie Saltiniai: Lietuvos ypatingojo archyvo
(LYA) filtraciniy byly apyrasas (f. K-1, ap. 59) yra svarbus stovyklose kalinty lietuviy kalini-

2 Stasys Yla, ,Antinacinei rezistencijai paaukota 29 500 lietuviy’, Ziburiai, Augsburgas, 1947-08-23, Nr. 34 (93), p. 1.
3 Kazimieras Ruksénas, ] vergove, Vilnius: Mintis, 1966.

4 Pragaro vartai - Stuthofas, sudaré Alisa Rupsieneé, Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo
centras, 1998.

5 Aranas Bubnys, Vokieciy okupuota Lietuva (1941-1944), Vilnius: LGGRTC, 1998.

6 A. Bubnys, Lietuviai darbininkai naciu okupuotoje Austrijoje 1942-1945 metais”, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2020,
Nr.1(47), p. 67-81.

7 A.Bubnys, Lietuviai Stuthofo koncentracijos stovykloje 1942-1945 metais, Vilnius: LGGRTC, 2023.

8 Roberta Bartkute, ,Lietuvos moterys Ravensbriuko koncentracijos stovykloje’, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2020,
Nr.2 (48), p. 174-186.
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mo prieZastims nustatyti, nes bylose uzfiksuoti stovyklose soviety vykdyti kalinty lietuviy,
tardomuy po Antrojo pasaulinio karo Europoje pabaigos specialiose soviety filtracinése
stovyklose ir punktuose, siekiant issiaiSkinti, ar asmuo tarnavo nacistinése saugumo tar-
nybose, policijos batalionuose, Vermachte arba SS, tardymai. Bylose galima rasti asmens
varda ir pavarde, ir tai, dél kokios priezasties jis buvo suimtas ir iSveztas i koncentraci-
jos stovykla. Filtraciniy byly fonda papildo Lietuvos centriniame valstybés archyve (LCVA)
saugomi koncentracijos stovykly kaliniy asmens dokumenty (f. 1173, ap. 4) bei saugumo
policijos ir SD vado Lietuvoje dokumenty (f. R-1399, ap. 1) apyrasai, svarbus kaliniy biogra-
fine informacija ir kalinimo kategorijomis.

Prie Siy Saltiniy priskiriami ir suskaitmeninti internetiniame Balio Sruogos archyve
saugomi laiSkai®. Dalis jy, siysty zmonai i$ Stuthofo, yra svarbus lietuviy ,garbés kaliniy",
kuriems priklausé B. Sruoga, gyvenimo salygy ir B. Sruogos kurybos bei kultirinés vei-
Kklos aprasymais. Trecioji Saltiniy grupé - atsiminimai, padedantys atskleisti tema, paro-
dant atvezimo j stovyklas prieZastis ir kalinimo, buities, represijy aspektus. Atsiminimai
yra skirstomi j stovykly arealus. Stuthofo arealas - Balio Sruogos®, Stasio Ylos", Antano
Kucinsko-Gervydo®?, Rapolo Mackonio®, Leono Puskunigio* ir Vladislovo Telksnio® me-
muarai. Zachsenhauzeno areale vyrauja Mazosios Lietuvos atstovy — Miko Slazos® ir Jono
Endrikio Grigolaic¢io” - egodokumentai, o Dachau - Vytauto Pikturnos atsiminimai®®, Au-
Svico - Vaclovo Sidzikausko memuarai®. Kazio Skirpos memuarai? apie Leono Prapuole-
nio gelbéjima i§ Dachau, padedantys nustatyti jo atvezimo datg, pastangas jj iSvaduoti, yra
papildomas saltinis. Kitas papildomas Saltinis - Redos Pabarcienés sudaryta atsiminimy
rinktiné apie Balj Sruoga?, j kuria jtraukti ir Stuthofe kalinty lietuviy atsiminimai.

9 Balio Sruogos archyvas (1911-1947) (santrumpa BSA), parengé Neringa Markeviciené, Vilnius: Lietuviy literattros
ir tautosakos institutas, 2015-2025, <https://www.sruoga flfvu.lt>.

0 Balys Sruoga, Dievy miskas, Vilnius: Baltos lankos, 2021.
1 Stasys Yla, Zmonés ir zvérys Dievuy miske, Chicago: Sesery spaustuvés, 1951,

2 [Antanas Kucinskas-Kucas] Antanas Gervydas, UZ spygliuotu viely, Chicago: Lietuviy kataliku spaudos draugija,
1950.

B Rapolas Mackonis, Amziaus liudininko uZrasai, atsiminimai, Vilnius: Lietuvos rasytoju sajungos leidykla, 2001.

14 Teonas Puskunigis, ,Stuthofo zardienos®, in: Pragaro vartai - Stuthofas, sudaré Alisa Rupsiené, Vilnius: LGGRTC,
1998.

5 Vladislovas Telksnys, Kamino Sesélyje, Vilnius: Mintis, 1990.

6 Mikas Slaza, Zverys Zmogaus pavidalu, Vilnius: Vaga, 1995.

¥ Jonas Grigolaitis, Naciy pragare, Vilnius: Vaibra, 2012.

B Vytautas Pikturna, ,Lietuva Dachau kacete”, Ziburiai, 1947-08-23, Nr. 34 (93), p. 3.
1 Vaclovas Sidzikauskas, Lietuvos diplomatijos parastéje, Vilnius: Vaga, 1994.

20 Kazys Skirpa, Véliavne$io gelbéjimas”, [ laisve, Los Angeles, 197255, Nr. 92, <https://partizanai.org/index php/i-
laisve-1972-55-92>.

2t Balys Didysis. Atsiminimai apie Balj Sruogq, sudaré Reda Pabarciené, Vilnius: Lietuviy literaturos ir tautosakos
institutas, 1997.
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Naciy koncentracijos stovykly sistemos bruozai 1933-1945 m.

Lietuviai naciy koncentracijos stovyklose buvo kalinami nuo 1941-yjy rudens iki 1945-yju
pavasario. Jie patyré naciy stovykly sistema tuo etapu, kai j jas buvo masiskai gabenami
soviety karo belaisviai ir jose mirdavo ne tik daug karo belaisviy, bet ir kity kategoriju ka-
liniy. Taipogi stovykly sistemoje nuo 1943 m. teroras ir sistemingas kaliniy naikinimas
buvo derinami su ekonominiu naudingumu. 1945-yjy pavasarj stovykly sistema patyre
krachg, nes kaliniai i$ naciy stovykly Ryty Europoje buvo masiskai gabenami j naciy sto-
vyKklas, jsteigtas prieskarinéje Vokietijoje ir nepritaikytas tokiems dideliems kaliniy skai-
ciams. Iki lietuviams patenkant j naciy stovyklas, sistema taip pat patyré ryskiy pokyciy,
atspindéjusiy Treciojo reicho rasinés politikos ir visuomeninius pokycius.

Naciy koncentracijos stovyklu istorija prasidéjo ne nuo naikinimo ar neribotam terorui
jsteigty koncentracijos stovykly, bet nuo improvizacijos ir eksperimenty. Po 1933 m. vasa-
rio 27 d. olandy komunisto Marinuso van der Lubés jvykdyto Reichstago padegimo naujai
paskirtas kancleris Adolfas Hitleris bei Prusijos regiono valdytojas Hermanas Géringas
jtikino prezidenta Pauliy von Hindenburga pasirasyti dekretg, kuriuo buvo apribotos pa-
grindines Vokietijos pilieciy teisés j susirinkimus, kitokios nuomonés reiskima, taipogi
pradéti masiniai Vokietijos komunisty suémimai?. Salies kaléjimai buvo greitai perpildy-
ti, todél pradétos steigti koncentracijos stovyklos. PrieSingai paplitusiai nuomonei, jos dar
nebuvo architekturiskai suplanuotos naciy organizacijos Schutzstaffel (SS) teroro labora-
torijos, o labiau laikini ir improvizuoti jkalinimo punktai, suskirstyti j tris kategorijas: kon-
centracijos stovyklas, valdomas SS ir naciy smogiky organizacijos Sturmabteilung (SA);
kankinimo risius; mazus kaléjimus, jsteigtus SA vadavietése?. Stovyklos buvo steigiamos
ten, kur tik rasta vietos: apleistuose arba veikianciuose viesbuciuose, pilyse, sporto aiks-
tése, jaunimo nakvynés namuose, restoranuose, taip pat tam naudotos ir barzos?*. Iki Siol
sunku nustatyti, kurios stovyklos buvo pirmosios, taciau, anot N. Wachsmanno (2015),
vienos pirmyju jsteigtos 1933 m. kovo 20-22 d. Noroje bei Dachau amunicijos fabrike,
taip pat Berlyno rajonuose Weddinge ir Kreuzberge veikeé trisdeSimt keturiy ankstyvyju
stovykly tinklas, jsteigtas 1933-yjy pavasarj®. Sie rajonai buvo pasirinkti dél to, kad juose
buvo didelé kairiyjy partijy jtaka, jie buvo laikomi itin pavojingais nacionalsocialisty val-

2 Richard Evans, The Third Reich in Power, 1933-1939: How the Nazis Won Over the Hearts and Minds of a Nation,
London: Penguin Books, 2006, pp. 67-68.
2 R.Evans, op. cit, p. 81; Geoffrey P. Megargee, The United States Holocaust Memorial Museum Encylopedia of Camps
and Ghettos, 1933-1945,Vol. I, Early Camps, Youth Camps, and Concentration Camps and Subcamps under the SS-Busi-
ness Administration Main Office (WVHA), Part A, Bloomington: Indiana University Press, Washington: United States
Holocaust Memorial Museum, 2009, p. 5.

24 Jane Caplan, Nikolaus Wachsmann, Concentration Camps in Nazi Germany: The New Histories, London: Routledge,
2009, p.19; Nikolaus Wachsmann, KL: A History of the Nazi Concentration Camps, New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux,
2015, p. 36.

25 N.Wachsmann, op. cit., pp. 36-37, 53-54.
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dziai rajonais, o tam, kad bty sunaikinti politiniai prieSininkai, ypa¢ komunistai ir kairie-
ji, stovykluy ankstyvoji sistema ir buvo skirta. Taipogi stovykly modelis nebuvo vieningas,
egzistavo du skirtingi modeliai: Hermano Géringo, valdZiusio Priisijg, stovykly modelis
su ekonominio naudingumo uzdaviniu, sukoncentruotas Sonnenburgo, Brandenburgo,
Lichtenburgo ir Papenburgo stovyklose — aplink pastaraja dar egzistavo didziulis stovykly
kompleksas, pramintas Emslando stovyklomis, ir Dachau modelis, propaguotas Heinri-
cho Himmlerio ir fizinj terorg pavertes esmine darbo funkcija?. Visos ankstyviosios Vo-
kietijos stovyklos buvo uzdarytos 1933-iyjy vasarg, po politinés opozicijos (daugiausia
Kkairiyjy politiky ir komunisty) sunaikinimo, ir 1934-yjy liepa, po SA - naciy smogiky
organizacijos, vadovaujamos Ernsto Rémo - vady likvidavimo, kuriuo Hitleris sustiprino
kariuomenés parama naciy rezimui, liko tik stacionarios SS valdomos stovyklos Dachau,
Estervegene, Lichtenburge, Zachsenburge, Columbia Hous'e?. Sioje stovykly sistemoje
zydai nebuvo kalinami dél savo tautybés, bet labiau dél to, kad buvo matomi kaip kairiyjy
partijy aktyvistai ir komunistai, nors ir nesudaré daugumos tarp vokieciy komunisty?.
Visiskai kitokj pobudj ir savotiSka ,atgimima“ naciy stovyklos jgavo nuo 1936 m,,
Heinrichui Himmleriui, SS vadui, pradéjus kurti architektriskai suplanuotas stovyklas,
kurios buvo steigiamos neribotam terorui, nes rezimas pradéjo perkurinéti Vokietijos
visuomene pagal savo utopinj modelj, pagal kurj buvo svarbiausia sukurti ,tautine ben-
druomene” (vok. Volksgemeinschaft) ir atsikratyti ,biologiniy” prieSy - homoseksualy,
zydy, ¢igony. Kadangi totalitarinis rezZimas reikalauja teroro be riby ir nuolatiniy priesy
paiesky, koncentracijos stovyklos buvo performuotos j totalitarinio teroro zonas, pri-
Kklausiusias atskirai SS vieSpatijai, ir butent nuo 1936 m. stovyklos pradeda pamazu jgauti
tokj pavidalg, kokiu daugmaz isliks iki pat Treciojo reicho Zlugimo. Dar 1934-yjy gruo-
dj Berlyne jsteigtas Koncentracijos stovykly inspektoratas koordinavo terora, o kalinius
perdavé SS jurisdikcijai?®. Stovyklose, kurias nuo Siol valdé SS, buvo jdiegtas Dachau ko-
mendanto Teodoro Eikés modelis, pagal kurj darbas ne tik buvo traktuojamas kaip teroro
funkcija, bet ir buvo sukurta atskira sistema, kuriai pavaldus SS karininkai ir sargybiniai
nebuvo baudziami dél Ziaurumuy stovyklose, taipogi sargybiniai turéjo elgtis kaip karei-
viai ir nepalaikyti jokio kontakto su kaliniais, o sargybiniy dévimos kaukolés emblemos
padéjo juos suformuoti kaip atskira dalinj, nuo 1934 m. tapusj visiSkai autonominiu®°. Ir
nors naujo tipo stovyklos buvo steigtos pagal Dachau modelj, jos nebuvo vienodos, turé-
jo skirtingus tikslus ir atspindéjo nacistinés politikos tiksly kaita. Naujosios stovyklos,

2 N.Wachsmann, op. cit., pp. 47-48; 50; 59.
2 N.Wachsmann, op. cit,, p. 46.
28 N.Wachsmann, op. cit.,, p. 43.

2 J.Caplan, N. Wachsmann, op. cit,, pp. 20-21; Daniel Blatman, The Death Marches: The Final Phase of Nazi Genocide,
Cambridge: Bellknap Press, 2010, p. 23.

30 R.Evans, op. cit, p. 83.
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tokios kaip Buchenvaldas ir Zachsenhauzenas, buvo didesnés, projektuotos architekty
kaip ,teroro miestai“ ir statytos neribotam terorui®. Siuo aspektu jos skyrési nuo Dachau
stovyklos, kuri i$ pradziy buvo improvizuoto pobudzio ir tik véliau, 1934-1937 m., palaips-
niui tapo ,teroro miestu®.

1938 m. jsteigtos Flosenbiurgo ir Mauthauzeno stovyklos, be ,teroro miesto” funkcijos,
turéjo ir ekonominj tikslg - iSgauti statybiniy medziagy (granito) Vokietijos statyby ir Hi-
tlerio projektams. Uzsakymus joms teiké Vokietijos Zemés ir akmens bendrové (DESt)32
Siy dviejy stovykly populiacija, ne taip, kaip iki tol steigtose stovyklose, daugiausia suda-
ré kriminaliniai kaliniai ir asocialtis - bedarbiai, alkoholikai, prostitutés - kaliniai, laikyti
tinkamais sunkiausiems darbams®. Sios dvi kaliniy kategorijos taip pat laikytos ,tautinés
bendruomenés” biologiniais prieSais, dél to pries jas, kaip ir pries zydus bei homoseksu-
alus, buvo naudojamas itin Ziaurus teroras. Ta parodo Mauthauzene vyraves didZiausias
mirtingumas visame ikikariniy stovykly tinkle - per pirmus egzistavimo metus i$ maz-
daug pusantro tukstancio kaliniy miré 131 kalinys3. Lewy (2000) teigé, kad butent darbas
granito karjere ir akmeny nesSiojimas is karjero j stovykla vedanciais 186-iais laiptais nusi-
nesdavo daugiausia gyvybiy, nes kaliniai nuolatos buvo musami ir suSaudomi®. Visos Sios
stovyklos buvo skirtos vyrams, tuo tarpu moterims 1939-yjy geguze buvo pastatyta Ra-
vensbriuko koncentracijos stovykla, pakeitusi Lichtenburga - pirmaja naciy stovykla mo-
terims - ir visi$kai integravusi moteris j stovykly sistemg?®. Sioje stovykloje taip pat buvo
apmokomos moterys priziurétojos, kaip ir Dachau ¢ia vyko vyry sargybiniy parengimo
kursai. 1938-yjy rugpjuti i Zachsenhauzeno stovyklos teritorijoje esantj T formos pastata
buvo perkelta Koncentracijos stovykly inspektorato buisting, joje bei stovykloje buvo vyk-
domi komendanty apmokymo kursai®”. Inspektorata sudaré politinis biuras, atsakingas
uz kaliniy bylas, atskiri SS personalo, administracijos ir medicininés paskirties pastatai®.
UZjjbuvo atsakingas Teodoras Eiké, koncentracijos stovykly inspektoriumi paskirtas 1934-
yju liepg, po tarnybos Dachau komendantu (1933 m. birZelio 26 d.-1934 m. liepa), ir inspek-
toriumi dirbes iki 1939 m. lapkricio; po jo iSvykimo | fronta ji pakeité Richardas Gliuksas,
pareigas éjes iki 1945 m. geguzés*®. 1937-1938 m. buvo nustatyta kaliniy Zyméjimo sistema

31 ] Caplan, N. Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 22.
32 N.Wachsmann, op. cit, p. 176; Daniel Blatman, op. cit., p. 26.
33 N.Wachsmann, op. cit, p. 162, 164.

34 A Bubnys, ,Lietuviai darbininkai naciy okupuotoje Austrijoje 1942-1945 metais’, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2020,
Nr.1(47), p. 74.

35 Guenther Lewy, The Nazi Persecution of the Gypsies, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000, p. 178.
36 ] Caplan, N. Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 23.

3 N.Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 103; D. Blatman, op. cit., p. 25.

3 N. Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 103.

3% N. Wachsmann, op. cit,, p. 103, 193; D. Blatman, op. cit,, p. 23; Christopher Dillon, Dachau and the SS: A Schooling in
Violence, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016, p. 99.
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trikampiais*°. Trikampiy spalvos rodé kalinimo priezastj: raudona - politinio kalinio, Za-
lia - kriminalinio kalinio, roziné — homoseksualo; i$ viso buvo astuonios spalvos*. Taipogi
T. Eiké Dachau stovykloje 1933 m. spalio 1 d. jdiegé bausmiy sistema, siekdamas susiste-
minti iki tol neribotas bausmes, kaip kad kaliniy girdyma ricina, plakima per genitalijas,
vertima masturbuoti vienas kitg, valgyti iSmatas*2 Po sistemingos bausmiy sistemos im-
plementacijos pagrindinémis bausmémis tapo kabinimas ant stulpo, baudziamoji kuopa
ir persiuntimas i ja, uzdarymas bunkeryje, maisto davinio atémimas*. Bausmiy sistema
ir stovyklos atmosfera pasizyméjo tuo, kad kaliniai niekada nezinojo visy taisykliy. Evans
(2006) pabrézeé, jog sargybiniai galéjo keisti taisykles kada uZsimane*; tokia nezinomybés
atmosfera neleisdavo kaliniams susitelkti, skaldé juos i$ vidaus. Sociologas Wolfgangas
Sofsky (1999) tokig stovykly atmosfera jvardijo kaip absoliucios galios ir teroro veikimo
laboratorija, o tuo paremta stovykly tvarka buvo skirta bausti ir skaldyti, nusikaltimy vyk-
dytojai esesininkai ir kaliniai funkcionieriai nepaisé jokiy ziaurumo riby#. Tad 1933-1939
m. jau buvo sukurti pagrindiniai stovykly aspektai: SS stovyklos, kaip absoliucios galios ir
teroro laboratorijos, sargybiniy autonomija ir atskira SS teisiné sistema, kaliniy kategori-
jos, bausmiy sistema.

1939-1945 m. stovykly sistema patyré esminiy pokyciy tiek dél kaliniy sudéties, tiek
dél savo tiksly. Hitleriui vykdant invazija j Lenkija, buvo suformuotos specialios SS grupés
(Einsatzgruppen), turéjusios sunaikinti Lenkijos elitg ir inteligentija. Siam tikslui tarnavo
ir koncentracijos stovyklos, o Stuthofo koncentracijos stovykla labiausiai atspindéjo sis-
temos pokytj stovykly, tapusiy léto naikinimo darbu, neneSanciu jokios naudos centrais.
Stuthofo stovykla buvo jsteigta 1939 m. rugséjo 2 d. netoli Dancigo miesto, kurio vokieciy
tautybés gyventojai noréjo prisijungti prie Reicho. 1934-1937 m. ¢ia valdzia peréme naciai
sunaikino politine opozicijg, stiprino antisemitines priemones, padedant naciy gauleite-
riui (regiono vadui) Albertui Forsteriui, 1939 m. buvo sudaryti suémimo sgrasai su Lenkijos
pilieciy pavardémis*. Po invazijos j Lenkijg, A. Forsteriui valdant Dancigo-Vakary Prusi-
jos apygarda, jie tapo pirmaisiais Stuthofo kaliniais. Stuthofas naudotas ir germanizacijos
projektui vykdyti, nes naciy uzdavinys Lenkijoje buvo sunaikinti inteligentija ir dvasinin-
kija, kolonizuoti $alj. 1939 m. rugséjo 20 d. Hitleris liepé ,iSvalyti‘ Dancigo-Vakary Prisijos
sritj, Vartegau (regionas, prijungtas prie Treciojo reicho sunaikinus Lenkijg; pavadinimas

4 N.Wachsmann, op. cit,, p. 119.

4 N.Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 125.

4 N.Wachsmann, op. cit,, p. 39, 77.

4 N.Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 106; C. Dillon, op. cit., p. 152.
4 R Evans,op. cit, p. 84.

4 Wolfgang Sofsky, The Order of Terror: The Concentration Camp, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1999, p. 23,
69-70.

4 Ruth Schwertfeger, A Nazi Camp Near Danzig: Perspectives on Shame and on the Holocaust from Stutthof, London,
Bloomsbury Academic, 2022, p. 14, 20, 38.
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kilo nuo Vartos upés, regiono centras - Lodzés miestas), AukStutine Silezijg nuo romuy,
zydy ir lenky, apgyvendinant jas etniniais vokieciais#. 1939 m. rudens-1941 m. pavasario
laikotarpiu Stuthofas stiprino Vokietijos germanizacine politika Dancigo regione®, bet jo
tvarka nesiskyré nuo stovykly Vokietijoje. Stuthofas buvo pirmoji stovykla, naciy pastatyta
Lenkijos teritorijoje, ir tarp jos kaliniy daugiausia vyravo lenkai (ne vokieciai ir ne austrai),
ji taipogi buvo etniniy konflikty tarp lenky ir vokieciy zona, tarsi savotiskas Sio konflikto
sprendimo taskas, ir taip pat nebuvo oficialiai laikoma koncentracijos stovykla. A. Bubnys
pabreézé, kad Sioje stovykloje 1941 m. lapkricio 23 d. lankési SS reichsfiureris Heinrichas
Himmleris, siekdamas pakelti stovyklos ranga i aukléjamojo darbo stovyklos j koncen-
tracijos stovykla, taciau oficialia koncentracijos stovykla Stuthofas tapo tik nuo 1942 m.
sausio 7 d*. Si stovykla nuo kity naciy stovykly skyrési dar ir tuo, kad pirmieji Stuthofo
padaliniai buvo jsteigti 1939-yju rudenj Vesterplatéje bei Grenzdorfe ir buvo skirti iSvalyti
teritorijai nuo griuveésiy, bomby, darbams agrikultiiros srityje>. Pastarieji buvo skirti jgy-
vendinti naciy vizijoms apie ,kraujo ir Zemés" (vok. Blut und Boden) avanposty steigima,
kur galés dirbti perkelti i Reicho vokieciai, tam panaudojant uZimtas Zemes Lenkijoje,
Baltijos Salyse ir Soviety Sajungoje, taip pat i$ ten pasalinus lenkus, Baltijos krasty gyven-
tojus ir sovietus, sukuriant vadinamaja ,gyvybine erdve” ir rasine vokieciy imperija. Tuo
tarpu likusiy naciy stovykly padaliniai buvo steigiami 1943-1945 m. laikotarpiu ir buvo
skirti nebe rasinés imperijos kirimui, o karo pramonei ir ginkly gamybai. Stuthofo pada-
liniai taip pat turéjo ir savo filialy sistema, jos pradZia datuojama 1940 m. viduriu®.

Nuo 1939-yjy rudens iki 1945-yjy pavasario koncentracijos stovyklose buvo kalinami
ne tik vokieciai, bet ir uzsienieciai - is pradziy ¢ekai ir slovakai®?, po ju - lenkai, prancizai,
norvegai bei kity tautybiy atstovai, 0 1941-1945 m. - ir uzimty SSRS teritorijy, Jugoslavijos
gyventojai. ] trikampius buvo jvesta tautybiy Zyméjimo raidémis sistema33. 1940 m. birzelio
14 d. Lenkijoje buvo atidaryta Ausvico koncentracijos stovykla, o 1940 m. geguzés 25 d. -
Guseno stovykla Austrijoje®, laikyta ,lenky inteligentijos naikinimo stovykla“ Tais paciais
metais atidarytos ir Natzweilerio-Struthofo (Elzase-Lotaringijoje), Gros-Rozeno, Nojenga-
meés koncentracijos stovyklos. Vis besiplecianciame stovykly tinkle taip pat buvo kalinami ir
lietuviai, i$ jy tik labai nedidelé dalis iSgyveno. Lietuviy iSeivijos duomenimis, 1941-1944 m.
Natzweiler-Struthofe i$ 130 kalinty lietuviy miré 120, Nojengameéje i$ 80 mireé 70, o Gusene

47 R. Schwertfeger, op. cit, p. 49.

4 R.Schwertfeger, op. cit., p. 52.

4 A Bubnys, Lietuviy kelias j Stuthofg", in: Pragaro vartai - Stuthofas, p. 17-18.
%0 R. Schwertfeger, op. cit., pp. 53-55.

5t R. Schwertfeger, op. cit,, p. 56.

2 N. Wachsmann, op. cit,, p.199.

3 'W. Sofsky, op. cit., p. 118.

% N.Wachsmann, op. cit, p. 202, 208.
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ir Gros-Rozene lietuviy nebuvo®. Lietuviy iSeivijos duomenys apie Gusene ir Gros-Rozene
nekalintus lietuvius yra netikslus, nes Gusene kaléjo priverstiniy lietuviy darbininky, na-
ciy atvezty j Austrija priverstiniams darbams, o Gros-Rozeno padalinyje Gasene 1944 m.
gruodj nezinomas lietuvis, tarp kaliniy minétas kaip Lietuvos bokso ¢empionas, mégino
pabeégti, bet buvo sugautas ir mirtinai sumustas stovyklos senitino Kleino, kitame padali-
nyje Brandhofene uZfiksuota lietuvio - Broniaus P. - mirtis®. Treskau padalinyje 1944 m.
geguzes 11 d. lietuvis Vladislavas Vysockis ir du lenkai kaliniai pabégo j miska, lietuviui
galimai pavyko iSsigelbéti, o lenkai zuvo®. Minimiems skaiciams patikrinti ir tolesnéms
paieskoms atlikti reikalingas specialus darbas stovykly muziejy archyvuose.

Stovyklose taip pat turéjo buti naikinami ir soviety karo belaisviai, vezami j stovyklas
nuo 1941-yjy rudens. Jiems stovyklose buvo sukurtos spec. zonos, kuriose plito kanibaliz-
mas, ligos ir kuriose jie patirdavo daug Ziauresnj smurta negu like kaliniai, taip pat buvo
pradétos sistemingo masinio naikinimo kampanijos®. Sios kampanijos buvo atliekamos
dviem budais. Pirmasis buidas — 1941-yjy rugséji Zachsenhauzene pradétas soviety karo
belaisviy Saudymas, priglaudZiant ju kakla prie spec. matavimo sijos®. Tokia sistema pri-
taikyta ir Buchenvalde, ir Mauthauzene. Antrasis budas buvo dujy kameros, ir $is meto-
das buvo susietas su eutanazijos programa, vykdyta visoje Vokietijoje. Nuo 1941-yjy rug-
pjucio stovyklose buvo pradéta eutanazijos programa kodiniu pavadinimu 14f13, skirta
silp-niems ir ligotiems kaliniams naikinti. Neretai komendantai patys galédavo spresti
dél kaliniy kategorijy, siedami tokias procediuras su ,politiniy kareiviy“ idealo kiirimu, o
ne meéginimu pagerinti darbo nasuma®. 1942 m. kovo 26 d. pristabdzius Sios programos
veiklg, ligoniy naikinima perémé stovykly esesininkai®’. 1941-1942-yjy pavasarj, Sios
programos metu, j T-4 naikinimo centrus buvo pervezta ir sunaikinta apie 6 takst. vyry
ir motery kaliniy®2. i programa taip pat buvo tiesioginé 1939-yjy rudenj pradétos T-4
eutanazijos programos Treciajame reiche tasa, kuria buvo siekiama ,iSvalyti“ Vokietija
nuo psichiniy ir fiziniy ligoniy, taip kuriant biologiskai ,grynaja“ rase bei tauta. 1941-yjy
rugpjutj programa, kurios metu nuo 1939 iki 1941 m. buvo sunaikinta 200 tukst. vokieciy
ir austry, buvo nutraukta dél vokieciy protesty, taciau, slapta ja perkélus j koncentracijos
stovyklas, Sios buvo paverstos vokieciy rasés ,gryninimo“ avanpostais, kuriuose buvo su-
naikinami ligoti ir ,neverti gyventi kaliniai, SS laikomi ne tik ,jprastais” vokieciy tautos

5 S.Yla, , Antinacinei rezistencijai paaukota.., Ziburiai, 1947-08-23, Nr. 34 (93), p. 11.
% G.P.Megargee, op. cit, p. 733; 773.

57 G.P. Megargee, op. cit, p. 806.

%8 N.Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 262.

% N.Wachsmann, op. cit,, p. 264.

60 Michael Thad Allen, The Business of Genocide: The SS, Slave Labor, and the Concentration Camps, Chapel Hill: The
University of North Carolina Press, 2005, p. 127.

61 N.Wachsmann, op. cit., p. 256.
62 ] Caplan, N. Wachsmann, op. cit., pp. 28-29.
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priesais, bet ir biologiniais ,kenkéjais”. Kiek tiksliai Sios operacijos metu po jos perkeli-
mo j stovyklas buvo nuzudyta kaliniy, néra tiksliai Zinoma, taciau mokslininkai mano, kad
auky skaicius galéjo siekti 20 tukst®3.

1943-1945 m. koncentracijos stovyklos terora koordinavo su statybos ir ginkluotés
projektais. Salia stovykly buvo jsteigta §imtai karo pramonés darbams skirty padaliniy,
o pagrindiné priverstinio darbo vieta buvo koncentracijos stovyklos, tiekusios gamy-
kloms darbininkus. Stovykly sistema susidaré su paradoksu - nors darbininky kritiskai
truko, teroras buvo tesiamas ir stiprinamas toliau, sunkiausius darbus paliekant SS itin
nekenc¢iamoms kaliniy grupéms - Zydams, homoseksualams ir ¢igonams, o uz gamyba
atsakingas naciy inzinerijos vadovas Hansas Kammleris greiztai reikalavo naikinanciy
darbo salygy ir teroro modelio perkélimo j privacias industrijos Sakas®. M. T. Allen teigi-
mu, naikinimo ir efektyvios gamybos metodai buvo susieti ,Mittelwerk” sektoriuje, kur
dirbo Nordhauzeno (Mitelbau-Doros) stovyklos kaliniai®. Lietuviy iSeivijos duomenimis,
Sioje stovykloje kalinta 30 lietuviy, miré 25%. 1942-1945 m. Ausvicas-Birkenau tapo di-
dziausia koncentracijos stovykla, kurioje buvo naikinami ir Lietuvos gyventojai, taipogi
joje bei penkiose kitose naikinimo stovyklose Lenkijoje 1942-1944 m. masiskai buvo nai-
kinami Europos Zydai. 1942-1944 m. Maidaneke - vienoje i$ pagrindiniy naikinimo sto-
vykly - kaléjo tukstantis lietuviy, kiek miré - nezinoma®’. 1944-1945 m. naciams evakuo-
jant stovyklas Ryty Europoje, nutraukiant Ausvico-Birkenau naikinimo stovyklos veikla
ir pervezant kalinius j Vokietijoje ir Austrijoje esancias koncentracijos stovyklas, itin
masiSkiems kaliniy kiekiams nepritaikytos stovyklos ikikarinése Treciojo reicho ribose
Zlugo. Jose itin padidéjo mirtingumas, ligos, kanibalizmas, o ribos tarp kaliniy kategorijy
ir SS ziaurumo laipsniskai iSnyko, absoliuti galia, vyravusi stovykly valdyme, baigeési ir
jsivyravo anarchija.

Lietuviy kalinimo naciy stovyklose kategorijos ir skaiciai

1941 m. birZelio 22 d. nacistinei Vokietijai pradéjus kara pries savo buvusia sajunginin-
ke Soviety Sajunga, Lietuva pateko j fronto kovy linija. Vermachtas birzelio pabaigoje jau
buvo uzémes Lietuvos teritorija ir buvo jvesta vokieciy okupaciné kariné valdzia, kuri
1941 m.liepos 28 d. buvo pakeista civiline valdzia®. Jos jurisdikcijoje buvo visi ekonominiai
aspektai, kuriuos naciai panaudojo krastui iSnaudoti ir sistemingai pavergti. Su civiline
valdzia kartu jstatyminiais pagrindais veikusios strukturos - vokiec¢iy saugumo policija

8 Holocaust Education & Archive Research Team, ,14 F 130147, <http://www.holocaustresearchproject.org/eu-
than/14f13 html>.

6 M.T Allen, op. cit,, p. 222, 224, 227.

8 M. T Allen, op. cit., p. 227.

% S Yla,  Antinacinei rezistencijai paaukota..”, Ziburiai, 1947-08-23, Nr. 34 (93), p. 11.
§ S.Yla, op.cit., p. 11.

% A, Bubnys, Vokieciy okupuota Lietuva, p. 74.
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ir SD (SS Zvalgybos tarnyba), Tvarkos policija, vokieciy teismai - buvo atsakingos uz vi-
sas represines priemones. Lietuvos gyventojai buvo apdéti dideliais mokesciais, privaléjo
pristatyti pyliavas j vokieciy valdzZios surinkimo punktus, o su tuo nesutinkantys ar kitaip
besipriesinantys lietuviai, taip pat tie, kurie kuo nors nejtiko naciams, buvo suimami ir
kalinami kaléjimuose, i$ kuriy kelias neretai vedé j naciy koncentracijos stovyklas. Pati
placiausia lietuviy suémimo kategorija buvo politiniai kaliniai. | §j kaltinima pateko Sios
pagrindinés subkategorijos:

Pirma - antinacistinés veiklos vykdytojai arba jtariami Sia veikla. ] Sia kategorija pa-
teko Zymiausias asmuo - Lietuviy aktyvisty fronto (LAF) jgaliotinis Leonas Prapuolenis,
1941 m. birzelio 23 d. paskelbes Nepriklausomos Lietuvos atkirimo deklaracija, tac¢iau
rudenj, panaikinus LAF, jis buvo suimtas. K. Skirpa teigé, kad L. Prapuolenis 1941 m.
gruodzio 5 d. buvo jkalintas Dachau ir ten kaléjo iki 1942 m. balandZio 7 d. V. Pikturnos
teigimu, Prapuolenis paleistas 1942 m. balandzio 6 d., apytiksliai tokiu paciu laiku, kaip
kad nurodé K. Skirpa®, taciau kadangi stovyklose kaliniai neturéjo nei laikrodziy, nei
kalendoriy, o kaliniy laiko samprata buvo nepastovi — praeitis, dabartis, ateitis buvo is-
sitrynusios ir neaiskios - tai reikia vertinti kritiSkai. 1943 m. kova, nepavykus Lietuvoje
sukurti SS legiono, j Sia kategorija pateko ir 46 lietuviai inteligentai, tarp kuriy buvo ra-
Sytojas Balys Sruoga, kunigas Stasys Yla, Antanas Kucinskas-Gervydas. Suimtieji buvo
kalinami Vilniaus, Kauno ir Tilzés kaléjimuose, 0 1943 m. kovo 25-26 d. jie pasieké Stu-
thofa. | Sig kaliniy kategorija pateko ir 1944 m. vasario 16 d. Lietuvos valstybei atkurti
sukurtos Lietuvos vietinés rinktinés kariai, vadovaujami Povilo Plechavi¢iaus. Kuomet
Vietiné rinktiné atsisakeé vykdyti vokie¢iy nurodymus, nes pasaukti tarnauti vyrai ati-
teko SS Ziniai, nors buvo sutarta to nedaryti ir Vietinei rinktinei leisti veikti tik Lietuvos
teritorijoje, 1944 m. geguzes 15 d. rinktinés Stabas ir vadai buvo suimti, o geguzés 16 d.
23 Vietinés rinktinés karininkai iSsiysti j Salaspilio stovykla netoli Rygos, kurioje i$ viso
kaléjo 52 Vietinés rinktinés karininkai, i$ jos 106 rinktinés karitinai iSgabenti j Stuthofo
koncentracijos stovyklg”.

Antra - antivokiski pasisakymai, juos traktuojant kaip komunistinius. UZ tokio pobu-
dzio pasisakymus Stuthofe nuo 1943 m. gruodzio 4 d. iki stovyklos i§vadavimo buvo kali-
namas Aleksoto stiklo fabriko darbininkas Juozas Kersys (g. 1910 m.)™.

Trecia — antinacinés spaudos platinimas. UZ tai 1943 m. balandj buvo suimti 16 Vilniuje
veikusios ,spaudos grupés” atstovy (7r. 1lentele), leidusiy antinacistinius laikras¢ius. Siai
grupei priklauses V. Telksnys buvo suimtas dél jo pazjstamo Ignataviciaus skundo apie

& K. Skirpa, ,Véliavnesio gelbéjimas’, [ laisve, <https;//partizanai.org/index.php/i-laisve-1972-55-92>; V. Pikturna,
,Lietuva Dachau kacete’, Ziburiai, 1947, Nr. 34 (93), p. 3.

7 A.Bubnys, op. cit,, p. 421.
7 Jono Kersio apklausos lapas, (be datos), LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 4335,1. 2-3.
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grupés veikla™ 1944 m. geguzés 19 d. gestapas sulaikeé Vytauto DidZiojo universiteto (VDU)
studenta J. Pajaujj bei prie antinacinio laikrascio ,Lietuviy fronto biuletenis” i$spausdini-
mo prisidéjusius VDU studentus Klemensa Gumauska, Jona Baceviciy, Prang Didg, VDU
asistenta Izidoriy Mali$ka ir kitg dieng juos iSsiunté j Stuthofg™.

Ketvirta - tariama vokieciy tautos naikinimo veikla. Tuo buvo kaltinami dazniausiai
MaZosios Lietuvos gyventojai, nes lietuviy buvimas Siame kraSte naciams atrodé kaip
vos ne atviras Lietuvos karas pries vokieciy tauta ir rase. Uz $ia veikla stovyklose kalinti
lietuviai buvo priskiriami politiniy kaliniy kategorijai, nes dazniausiai kaltinimas rémési
ne santuoky su vokieciais sudarymu, ka naciai traktavo kaip ,rasés tersima", bet lietuviy
veikla politinéje sferoje ir antinacine veikla. Mikas SlaZa buvo apkaltinas grjzimu j Klaipé-
dos krasta 1941 m. po iStrémimo uz politine veiklg 1939 m.74; J. Grigolaitis turéjo pasirasyti
protokolg, kur buvo sura$yta jo antinacineé veikla, su uzrasu ,Schutzhaft” (apsauginis ares-
tas) - terminu, taikytu politiniy kaliniy kalinimui pagrjsti’. | §j spektra pateko ir ne Mazo-
sios Lietuvos gyventojas Vaclovas Sidzikauskas, 1941 m. pradZioje pasitraukes j Vokietija,
persekiotas soviety dél atsisakymo dirbti NKVD agentu’. Sia veikla taip pat buvo apkaltin-
tiir tie asmenys, kurie tarpukariu teisé nacius, pavyzdZiui, Neumano-Sasso byla parenges
ir suja dirbes prokuroras Dionizas Monstavicius buvo jkalintas Zachsenhauzene, taip pat
tie, kurie dirbo administracinés veiklos sferoje, kaip kad buves Klaipédos karo komendan-
tas pulkininkas Raimundas Liormanas ir J. Toleikis (kalintas Zachsenhauzene)”.

Penkta - komunistai arba jtariamieji komunistine veikla. Antanas Mackevicius 1942 m.
buvo suimtas uz komunistine veiklg, tardytas Frankfurte ir iki 1945 m. kovo 10 d. kalin-
tas Stuthofe. | Sig kategorija pateko ir sovietiniy partizany rémeéjai bei sovietiniy pasi-
priesinimo grupiy organizatoriai: Prané Vasiliauskaité 1944 m. buvo kalinta Stuthofe uz
rysius su sovietiniais partizanais, komunistaves Stanislovas Jurevi¢ius, organizaves pa-
siprieSinimo grupe Kédainiuose, buvo suimtas 1942 m. geguze, 1944 m. pirmoje puséje
kalintas Stuthofe, iki karo pabaigos - Mauthauzene™. Ona Pribusauskaité, kaltinta rysiais
su soviety partizanais, nuo 1944 m. liepos 5 d. iki i$laisvinimo buvo kalinama Stuthofe®°.

72 Lietuviy ir lenky pasipriesinimo judéjimas. Skyriaus vadovas SS - oberstrumfiureris Miuleris, reikaly tvarkyto-
jas ir praneseéjas sturmbanfiureris Rauka. Lietuviy pasipriesinimo judéjimas”, 1943-04-30, LCVA, f. R-1399, ap. 1, b. 26,
1. 58-62; V. Telksnys, Kamino sesélyje, p. 16-17.

7 A Bubnys, Lietuviai Stuthofo koncentracijos stovykloje, p. 73-74.

7 M. Slaza, Zvérys zmogaus pavidalu, p.7.

7 . Grigolaitis, Naciy pragare, p. 11-12, 33.

76 V. Sidzikauskas, Lietuvos diplomatijos parastéje, p. 189-199.

7 A.Bubnys, Vokieciy okupuota Lietuva, p. 256.

78 Antano Mackeviciaus registracijos lapas, 1945-10-16, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 35302, 1. 1.

7 Pranes Vasiliauskaités apklausos protokolas, 1945-12-31, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 2495, 1. 2-3; 5; Stanislovo Jureviciaus
anketa ir registracijos lapas, 1945, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 11294, 1. 1-3.

80 Onos Pribusauskaités tardymo protokolas, 1945-09-26, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 4109, 1. 3-5.
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Jonas Busénas uz tariama pagalba bolSevikams buvo suimtas 1942 m. liepos 14 d., po po-
ros ménesiy isveZtas j Stuthofa, kaléjo ir Dachau®. Kalinimas koncentracijos stovykloje
arba kaléjime uz Sioje subkategorijoje minima veikla nebuvo vietos pareigiiny iniciatyva
ar noras jsiteikti valdziai parodant produktyvuma kovoje su naciy oponentais ar sovie-
tais, o auksciausiu lygmeniu duotas jsakymas: 1943 m. rugséjo 9 d. generalinis komisaras
Adrianas von Rentelnas liepé sovietiniy partizany veikimo zonoje sudeginti kaimus, o ju
gyventojus iSvezti j kaléjimus arba naciy koncentracijos stovyklas Vokietijoje®2.

Lietuviai, kaip ir kity Saliy gyventojai, kalinti naciy stovykly sistemoje, nebuvo vien tik
politiniai kaliniai, buvo ir asocialia veikla - alkoholizmu, prostitucija, nedarbingumu - ap-
kaltinty asmeny bei kriminaliniy kaliniy. V. Sidzikauskas rase, jog j Ausvica buvo siunciami
tie lietuviai, kurie, anot vokieciy, padaré kriminalinius nusikaltimus, pavyzdziui, Siaulietis
kunigas Daumantas nelegaliai Varsuvoje apkrikstijo Zyde, o Vilkaviskio tkininkas Reinys be
leidimo paskerdé kiaule ir suzlugdé vokieciy rekvizicijas®®. Nors, anot Sidzikausko, vokieciai
zydy gelbéjima nelegaliai juos krikstijant laiké kriminaliniu nusikaltimu, taciau tai i$ tikryjy
buvo naciy politiskai sukonstruotos ir tobulintos Holokausto programos stabdymas, dél to
kunigas Daumantas turéty buti priskiriamas prie politiniy kaliniy, taciau Treciajame reiche,
kaip ir kitose totalitarinése valstybése, nebuvo aiskiy kriterijy, kas priskiriama prie krimina-
liniy, o kas prie politiniy nusikaltimy. Zachsenhauzene taip pat kaléjo kriminalinis kalinys
Jurksaitis ir asocialus asmuo i$ Klaipédos krasto Johanas Nassas®, o Ravensbriuke Broné
Polonskaité buvo priskirta prie asocialiy kaliniy®. Roberta Bartkuté pabrézia, jog moterys
iS Lietuvos Ravensbriuke buvo kalinamos dél kriminalinés ir asocialios veiklos, dauguma
lietuviy ir lenky kilmés motery buvo kalinama dél prasizengimy darbe®¢. Taciau, neatlikus
iSsamesniy tyrimy stovykly archyvuose, sunku nustatyti, uz kokia asocialig ar kriminaline
veikla buvo kalinami lietuviai ir lietuvés. R. Bartkuté taip pat paZymi, jog Ravensbriuke ka-
1&jo 1944 m. liepos 20 d. j Hitlerj pasikésinusio karininko Klauso fon Staufenbergo Zmona
Nina fon Staufenberg (g. Kaune 1913 m.), o seniausia kaliné buvo lietuvé Liebi Klein (Wo-
hlmann) (g. 1869 m. Kaune)?¥. Zachsenhauzene ir Mauthauzene daugiausia buvo kalinami
politiniai kaliniai: Zachsenhauzene - Vladislovas Macernis, Boleslavas Dabrovskis, Vaclavas
Lukosevicius, J. Grigolaitis, M. Slaza, Klaipédos krasto seimelio stenografas Molinis, Smali-
ninky lietuvis Otas Hofmanas, buves Klaipédos krasto policijos direktorius Jonas Toleikis,
valdininkas Subaitaitis i$ Juknaiciy, o Mauthauzene - j vokieciy kariuomene atsisakes sto-

8 Balys Didysis, sudaré R. Pabarc¢iené, p. 305.

82 A, Bubnys, Vokieciy okupuota Lietuva, p. 236.

8 V. Sidzikauskas, Lietuvos diplomatijos parastéje, p. 211.

84 Johano Nasso registracijos kortelé, 1942-10-21, LCVA, £. 1173, ap. 4, b. 5,1. 3; J. Grigolaitis, Naciy pragare, p. 99.

8 R Bartkuté, Lietuvos moterys Ravensbriuko koncentracijos stovykloje®, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2020, Nr. 2 (48),
p.177-180.

86 R.Bartkute, op. cit, p. 176-180.
8 R.Bartkute, op. cit, p. 177.
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ti vilnietis lenkas Adolfas Palevicius, kaléjes nuo 1944 m. kovo iki stovyklos iSlaisvinimo®e.
Mauthauzene taipogi buvo kalinti lietuviai, nepakluse drausmei priverstiniuose darbuose
Austrijoje, i$ jy pabége ir mégine grjzti j Lietuva®. Lietuvis Juozas Binkauskas (g. 1922 m.)
1943-yjuy birzelj pateko j lietuviy statybos bataliong, o po ménesio dél pabégimo buvo su-
imtas ir kalintas Pravieniskése, 1943 m. gruodj-1944 m. kova kalintas Guseno koncentra-
cijos stovykloje (pastaroji 1940 m. geguzés 25 d. tapo atskira koncentracijos stovykla su
savo komendantu ir valdybos centru - aut. past.), po to perkeltas j Mauthauzena, galiausiai
pateko j Vynernoidorfo stovykla prie Vienos (Mauthauzeno padalinys, buves svarbus karo
pramoneés objektas - aut. past.)®°. Siaulietis Jonas Andrijauskas (g. 1912 m.) 1941 m. rug-
pjucio mén. buvo iSveztas darbams j Vokietijg, o dél daugybés méginimy pabeégti 1944 m.
balandj pateko j Mauthauzeno ir Guseno stovyklas, kur kaléjo iki karo pabaigos®. Lenky
tautybés vilnietis Janas Das¢inskis (g. 1912 m.) Mauthauzene kaléjo nuo 1944 m. geguzés
iki 1945 m. geguzés 5 d®2. Visoms Sioms lietuviy ir Lietuvoje gyvenusiy asmeny kalinimo
kategorijoms ir juy kaitai, jei tokia buvo, istirti reikalingi iSsamus buvusiy stovykly muzie-
juose esanciy archyvy tyrimai bei duomeny palyginimai, taciau tai sudétinga ne tik dél
spec. istoriniy tyrimy uzsakymo bei finansavimo stokos, bet ir dél to, kad Antrojo pasauli-
nio karo pabaigoje naciai sunaikino daugybe stovykly veiklos duomeny, siekdami nuslép-
ti savo nusikaltimy pédsakus. Lietuviai dél bendruomeneés negausumo, nejtakingumo
retai kada kity kaliniy buvo aprasyti. Patys lietuviai irgi neaprasé tikslaus savo tautieciy
skaiciaus dél maZzo kontakto su kitais lietuviais, nors kaliniai stengési vienytis pagal tauty-
be, kiek maziau - pagal kalinimo Zenklus.

Stovyklose registruojant lietuvius, kildavo registro problemy, dazniausiai susiety su
biurokratijos painumu ir vokieciy nesusigaudymu Lietuvos pilietybés registre. A. Bub-
nio teigimu, Mauthauzene kaip lietuviai buvo registruojami Lietuvos gyventojai, turintys
Latvijos, Rusijos, kity Saliy pilietybes, bei asmenys, gyvenantys Lietuvoje, bet nesantys
lietuviais, kaip kad anks¢iau minétas J. Dascinskis; registracijos metu buvo iSkreipiami
asmenvardziai ir vietovardziai, o trukstant asmens duomeny, buvo jraSoma tik tai, kas
turéta - raSomas vietovardis galéjo reiksti paskutine gyvenamaja vietg pries patenkant j
stovykla, ypac Vilniaus, nurodyto prie daugumos pavardziy, atveju, nes po 1939 m. rugseéjo

88 Vladislovo Macernio registracijos kortele, 1942-07-09; Boleslavo Dabrovskio registracijos kortelé, 1942-07-09;
Vaclovo Luko$eviciaus registracijos kortelé, 1941-02-22, LCVA, f. 1173, ap. 4, b. 5, . 4-6; Adolfo Paleviciaus filtracijos
anketa, 1946-02-15, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 47564, 1. 1-2; ]. Grigolaitis, Naciu pragare, p. 99;J. Grigolaitis, ,Klaipedos lietuviu
auka’, Musuy kelias, 1946-06-13, Nr. 23 (32), p. 4.

8 A Bubnys, ,Lietuviai darbininkai naciy okupuotoje Austrijoje 1942-1945 metais’, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2020,
Nr.1(47), p. 76-77.

9 Juozo Binkausko registracijos lapas, 1945-07-28, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 5849, 1. 1.
9 Jono Andrijausko registracijos lapas ir tardymo protokolas, 1947-07-03, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 39407,1. 5-6 a. p.
92 Jano Dascinskio apklausos lapas, 1945-11-15, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 4565, 1. 4.
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jame buvo itin daug pabégeliy i$ Lenkijos®. R. Bartkuté, pritardama A. Bubnio tyrimams,
teige, kad registro problemos Ravensbriuke buvo Saltiniy stoka ir jy neprieinamumas, pa-
vardziy rasymas i$ klausos, o nemazai kaliniy buvo lietuviy tautinés mazumos atstovés
i Lenkijos®. Sis aspektas vyravo stovykly tinkle: Stuthofo muziejaus istorikas Konradas
Ciechanowskis pazymi, kad 1940-1941 m. Stuthofe kalinti lietuviai buvo registruojami
kaip lenkai ar rusai dél soviety jvykdytos Lietuvos okupacijos®. Taipogi daznai lietuviai
buvo registruojami kaip SSRS pilieciai, nes buvo vezami i§ 1940-1941 m. Soviety Sgjungos
uzimtos Lietuvos, kuri 1941 m. vasara buvo antra karta nacistinés Vokietijos okupuota ir
kuria vokieciai, nors ir jtrauké j Ostlanda, bet tebelaiké SSRS teritorija.

Kaip jau minéta, lietuviy kaliniy skaiciai naciy stovyklose nebuvo itin dideli. Lietuviy
iSeivijos duomenimis, bendras lietuviy skaicius stovyklose sieké 200-300, daugiausia jy
kaléjo Maidaneke (1000), Stuthofe (1200) ir Flosenbiurge (2 500)%. Kaliniy skai¢iy randa-
ma ir buvusiy lietuviy kaliniy egodokumentuose. Taciau juose mirusiy ir kalinty kaliniy
skaicCius tiksliai nenustatytas dél dviejy prieZasciy: 1) dauguma kaliniy neturéjo prieigos
prie kaliniy kartotekos, jei nedirbdavo SS valdomame kaliniy identifikacijos skyriuje,
kur buvo saugomos kaliniy kortelés ir fotografijos; 2) koncentracijos stovyklose kaliniai
susidurdavo su mirtimi kasdien ir daug svarbiau buvo rasti papildomo maisto, geriamo
vandens ir saugesniy darby. Taciau kai kuriais atvejais daliniai mirusiujy, taip pat ir kalé-
jusiy asmeny skaiciai, matomi egodokumentuose, tampa svarbiu Saltiniu ne tik siekiant
nustatyti kalinimo salygas, stovykly buitj ir kasdienybe, bet ir iS dalies padeda papildyti
trakstamy dokumenty terpe (zr. 2 lentele).

Lietuviy ieivijos duomenimis, 1941-1944 m. Natzweiler-Struthofe i 130 kalinty lietu-
viy miré 120, Nojengameéje is 80 mireé 70, Gusene ir Gros-Rozene lietuviy nebuvo®, taciau,
kaip nustatyta Siame straipsnyje anksciau, Sie duomenys néra tikslus, o naujausiuose ty-
rimuose galima rasti Siose abiejose stovyklose kaléjusiy lietuviy, nors ne visada ir jvardy-
ty, pédsaky. Nordhauzeno (Dora-Mitelbau) koncentracijos stovykloje buvo kalinama 30
lietuviy, miré 25%. 1942-1945 m. Ausvicas-Birkenau tapo didziausia naikinimo stovykla,
kurioje buvo naikinami ir Lietuvos gyventojai, nors tikslus mirusiy lietuviy skaicius nepa-
teikiamas, taip patjoje ir dar penkiose kitose naikinimo stovyklose Lenkijoje 1942-1944 m.
masiskai buvo naikinami Europos Zydai. 1942-1944 m. vienoje iS pagrindiniy naikinimo

% A Bubnys, ,Lietuviai darbininkai naciy okupuotoje Austrijoje 1942-1945 metais", Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2020,
Nr.1(47),p.75.

9 R Bartkuté, Lietuvos moterys Ravensbriuko koncentracijos stovykloje”, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2020, Nr. 2 (48),
p.174,178,182.

9 Konrad Ciechanowski, Stutthof: hitlerowski oboz koncentracyjnyj, Warszawa: Interpress, 1988, s. 151.
% S Yla, Antinacinei rezistencijai paaukota..”, Ziburiai, 1947-08-23, Nr. 34 (93), p. 11.

97 S.Yla,op. cit,, p. 11

% S.Yla,op.cit, p. 11
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stovykly - Maidaneke - kaléjo 1 tukst. lietuviy, o kiek miré, nezinoma®. Stuthofe 1943-

1945 m. kaléjo 1200 lietuviy, miré 1100, Tad lietuviy mirtingumas stovyklose, anot iSei-
vijos duomenuy, sieké 90 proc., tac¢iau Siam, kaip ir kalinty lietuviy skaic¢iams patikrinti rei-
kalingas kruopstus darbas stovykly archyvuose, taipogi lietuviy egodokumentuose néra

pateikta jokios statistikos ar mirusiy lietuviy sarasy.

ISvados

1

99

Lietuviai j stovyklas buvo vezami dél politinés veiklos, kaip kad dél tikro ar tariamo
priklausymo komunisty partijai; antinacistiniy veiksmy, tokiy kaip SS legiono sabo-
tazas, antinacistinés spaudos platinimas, pagalba soviety partizanams, pabégimas is
priverstiniy darby; kity kalinimo kategoriju buvo maziau. Politiniai kaliniai lietuviai
daugiausia buvo veZami j Stuthofo stovykla, kiek maZiau - j Auvico, Mauthauzeno, o
Ravensbriuke ir Zachsenhauzene lietuviai dazniausiai buvo kalinami uz antisocialia
ar kriminaline veikla, nors Sioje stovykloje buvo ir politiniy kaliniy lietuviy. Lietuviai
buvo kalinami naciy stovyklose nuo 1941-yjy vasaros—rudens iki 1945-yjy, o dau-
giausia jy atvezta 1943-1944 m. Lietuviy skaiciai stovyklose sieké 200-300, iSskyrus
Flosenbiurgg, Maidaneka ir Stuthofg - per 1-2 tukst., maziausiai kalinta Nojengamé-
je: 80. Lietuviy mirtingumas siekeé 90 proc., tac¢iau Siems skaiciams patikslinti reikia
kruopstaus darbo stovykly archyvuose, o patys lietuviai dél mazo kontakto su kitais
lietuviais savo egodokumentuose taip pat neaprasé tikslaus skaiciaus, nors paprastai
kaliniai vienydavosi pagal tautybe.

Naciy koncentracijos stovykly sistema lietuviai patyré 1941 m. rudenj-1945 m. pa-
vasarj, sistemai jau nusistacius savo veikimo rémus - stovyklos buvo atskirtos nuo
Treciojo reicho jurisdikcijos ir gavo SS jurisdikcija, stovykly tvarka buvo pagrjsta ab-
soliucia galia ir teroru, skirtu létai sunaikinti kalinius. Taciau sistema toliau plétési ir
ne tik jtraukeé ne vokieciy kilmés kalinius, tokius kaip lenkai, prancuizai, vengrai, bet ir
atliko iki karo nejvykdytus uzdavinius: Lenkijos inteligentijos ir soviety karo belaisviy
naikinima, ligoty kaliniy Zudyma taikant eutanazijos programa ir siekiant juos su-
naikinti, taip savotiskai iSgryninant vokieciy rase, ugdant esesininkus kaip ,politinius
kareivius®, naikinancius ,biologinius” vokieciy tautos priesus. 1943-1945 m. stovykly
sistema buvo jdiegta j karo pramoneés sferg, jsteigiant padalinius, skirtus ginkluoteés
gamybai ir kariuomenés reikméms tenkinti, o nuo 1945-yju pradzios stovyklu siste-
ma patyre krachg, nes kaliniai i$ Ryty Europoje jsteigty koncentracijos stovykly, tarp
ju ir lietuviai, buvo vezami j ikikarines naciy koncentracijos stovyklas, nepritaikytas
tokiam kaliniy skaiciui.

S.Yla, op. cit., p. 11.

100 S Yla, op. cit., p. 11.
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Vardas, pavardé Gimimo metai Likimas
Nikodemas Abromavicius 1913 m. Paleistas i$ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d.
. Paleistas i$ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., 1944 m. pasitrauké
Vaclovas Alksninis 1902 m. i Vokietija, 1949 m. i§vyko | JAV.
Jonas Balaitis 1915 m. Palglstas i Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., pokariu soviety
kalintas Gulage.
Henrikas Blazas 1904 m. Palelstas i Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., 1944 m. pasitrauké
i Vakarus.
Vladas Cekauskas 1897 m. 1943 m. spalio 27 d. nuzudytas Stuthofo ligoninéje.
Antanas Vytautas Daniinas 191 m. Palel.sta.ls is St.l.l'thOfO 1944 m. kovo 15 d., ta patj ménesj miré
Ragainés kaléjime.
. - Paleistas i$ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., 1944 m. liepa pasi-
?
Povilas Janelitnas 1915m. () trauké j Vakarus, 0 1949 m. apsistojo Anglijoje.
Balys Kulys 1907 m. Paleistas i§ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d.
. . Paleistas i$ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., antrosios sovieti-
Simas Kvietkus 1882 m. . - . .
nés okupacijos metu gyveno Lietuvoje.
Petras Lugas 1909 m. Pglelsta; i§ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., liko gyventi soviety
Lietuvoje.
Paleistas i$ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., antrosios sovie-
Stasys Lugas 1907 m. tinés okupacijos metu Lietuvoje dirbo ,Ryto" spaustuvéje
Klaipédoje.
‘s Paleistas i§ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., pokariu kalintas
Juozas LukoSevicius 1908 m. o e
Gulage, j Lietuva grjZo 1953 m.
Augustinas Stankevicius 1914 m. (2) Palelsta§ is Stuthofqvl944 m. kovo 15 d., pokariu kalintas
Gulage, j Lietuva grjZo 1954 m.
Paleistas i$ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d. i
Vladislovas Telksnys 1915 m. a ?ISFaS. is Stut o 944m “ove 5 d '.antrOSI? S
sovietinés okupacijos metu Lietuvoje dirbo fel¢eriu.
Paleistas i§ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., antrosios sovieti-
Ksaveras Urbonavicius 1896 m. nés okupacijos metu Lietuvoje dirbo leidyklose vertéju
ir redaktoriumi.
Paleistas i$ Stuthofo 1944 m. kovo 15 d., antrosios
Pranas Zukas 1914 m. sovietinés okupacijos metu Lietuvoje keité darbus,

galiausiai émé dirbti vyriausioju buhalteriu ir ekonomistu.

o1 Tietuviy ir lenky pasipriesinimo judéjimas. Skyriaus vadovas SS - obersturmfiureris Miuleris, reikaly tvarky-
tojas ir praneséjas Sturmbanfiureris Rauka. Lietuviu pasipriesinimo judéjimas’, 1943-04-30, LCVA, f. R-1399, ap. 1,
b.26,1.58-62; A. Bubnys, Lietuviai Stuthofo koncentracijos stovykloje 1942-1945 metais, Vilnius, 2023; Pragaro vartai -
Stuthofas, Vilnius, 1998; V. Telksnys, Kamino Sesélyje, Vilnius, 1990.
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2 lentelé. Kalinty ir mirusiy lietuviy skaicius egodokumentuose'®?

Autorius Minimas skai€ius, stovykla
B. Sruoga Stuthofe kaléjo 300 lietuviy, mirusiyjy skaicius nepateikiamas.
S.Yla Stuthofe miré 400 lietuviy, gyvyjy skaicius nepateikiamas.
R. Mackonis Stuthofe miré 150, iki 1943 m. pab. miré keletas desim¢iy, gyvyjy skai¢ius nepateikiamas.

L. Puskunigis

Stuthofe mirusiy ir kalinty lietuviy skaicius nepateikiamas.

V. Telksnys Stuthofe mirusiy ir kalinty lietuviy skai¢ius nepateikiamas.
A. Gervydas Stuthofe mirusiy ir kalinty lietuviy skai¢ius nepateikiamas.
M. Slaza Zachsenhauzene kaléjo 100-150 lietuviy, mirusiy lietuviy skaicius nepateikiamas.

J. Grigolaitis

Zachsenhauzene mirusiy ir kalinty lietuviy skai¢ius nepateikiamas.

V. Pikturna

Dachau miré 4 lietuviai, tikslesnis skaicius nepateikiamas.

V. Sidzikauskas

Ausvice mirusiy ir kalinty lietuviy skai¢ius nepateikiamas.

Saltiniai ir literatiira

Archyvy fondai

1. Filtracinés bylos, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 59, b. 2495-47564.

2. Karo belaisviy ir koncentracijos stovykly kaliniy asmens dokumentai, LCVA, . R-1173, ap. 4,
b.5.

3. Saugumo policijos ir SD vadas Lietuvoje (Der Kommandeur der Sicherheitpolizei und des SD
Litauen), LCVA, f. R-1399, ap.1,b. 26.

Atsiminimai

1. [Kucinskas-Kucas Antanas] Gervydas Antanas, UZ spygliuoty viely, Chicago: Lietuviy kata-
liky spaudos draugija, 1950.
Grigolaitis Jonas, Naciy pragare, Vilnius: Vaibra, 2012.
Mackonis Rapolas, ,Mes dar gyvi Zmoneés®, atsiminimy fragmentai, in: Pragaro vartai -
Stuthofas, sudaré Alisa Rupsiené, Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos
tyrimo centras, 1998.

4.  Balys Didysis. Atsiminimai apie Balj Sruogq, sudaré Reda Pabarciené, Vilnius: Lietuviy lite-
raturos ir tautosakos institutas, 1997.

5. Puskunigis Leonas, ,Stuthofo zardienos®, in: Pragaro vartai - Stuthofas, Vilnius: LGGRTC,
1998.

6. Sidzikauskas Vaclovas, Lietuvos diplomatijos parastéje, Vilnius: Vaga, 1994.

7. Slaza Mikas, Zvérys Zzmogaus pavidalu, Vilnius: Vaga, 1995.

8. Telksnys Vladislovas, Kamino sesélyje, Vilnius: Mintis, 1990.

102 [A Kucinskas-Kucas] A. Gervydas, Uz spygliuoty viely, Chicago, 1950; ]. Grigolaitis, Naciy pragare, Vilnius, 2012; S. Yla,
Zmoneés ir Zvérys Dievy miske, Chicago, 1951; R. Mackonis, ,Mes dar gyvi Zmoneés', atsiminimy fragmentai, in: Pragaro
vartai - Stuthofas, Vilnius, 1998; V. Pikturna, ,Lietuva Dachau kacete’, Ziburiai, 1947-08-23, Nr. 34 (93); L. Puskunigis
,Stuthofo Zardienos", in: Pragaro vartai - Stuthofas, Vilnius, 1998; V. Sidzikauskas, Lietuvos diplomatijos parastéje, Vil-
nius, 1994; B. Sruoga, Dievy miskas, Vilnius, 2021; M. Slaza, Zvérys Zmogaus pavidalu, Vilnius, 1995; V. Telksnys, Kamino
Sesélyje, Vilnius, 1990.
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Gyventojy Zudynés Svenéioniy kraste
1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. vykdant
kersto akcijq uz sovietiniy partizany
nuZzudytus vokiediy pareigunus

I dalis

Rimantas Zizas
Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras
I} rimantas.zizas@genocid.lt

Santrauka. Straipsnyje siekiama nusviesti 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. jvykius Lietuvos generalinéje
srityje (tuometinése Svencioniy ir Svyriy apskrityse): sovietiniy partizany jvykdyta provokacine ak-
cija - vokieciy pareigliny nuzudyma - ir atsakomaja ,kersto akcija" - civiliy gyventojy masines zudy-
nes. Sios Zudynés buvo skaudus lietuviy ir lenky tautinius santykius komplikaves jvykis, nes ,kersto
akcijos” aukos buvo daugiausia lenkai, o ja vykdant dalyvavo lietuviy policija ir lietuviSkosios savi-
valdos administracijos pareigiinai. Lietuvos istoriografijoje Zudynés beveik néra detaliau tyrinétos
ir néra Zinomos Lietuvos visuomenei. Zudyniy istorija daugiausia tyrinéjo lenky autoriai, taciau jy
pateiktas istorijos naratyvas yra politizuotas, jame nemazai propagandiniy teiginiy, jvairiy speku-
liacijy. Siame straipsnyje nusvie¢iami kai kurie zudyniy istorijos diskusiniai klausimai ar jy aspektai:
koks buvo realus zudyniy mastas (auky skaicius), kur vyko zudynés (jy vietos), kas buvo svarbiausi
zudyniy vykdytojai, kokiais principais (kriterijais) vadovautasi vykdant auky atranka ,ker$to akcijai®,
kas tapo zudyniy aukomis ir kt. Zlungant (suzlugus) ,Zaibo karo* planams, ,kersto akcija“ vykdyta sie-
kiant atgrasyti gyventojus nuo pasiprieSinimo, jbauginti juos, sukelti jiems psichologinj $oka. Be to,
straipsnyje keliama versija, kad tiek auky, kiek buvo paskelbta vokieciy okupacinés valdzios ir ypac
lenkiskuose $altiniuose, realiai nebuvo. Zudyniy auky skai¢ius buvo didinamas (iSpuciamas) ir pa-
naudojamas propagandos tikslams.

ReikSminiai ZodZiai: naciy Vokietijos okupacija, Svencioniy krastas, civiliy gyventojy zudynés,
naciy okupacinio rezimo ,kersto akcijos®, sovietiniai partizanai, lietuviy ir lenky tautiniai santykiai.

The massacre of civilians in the region of Svencionys during the 19-20 May 1942
reprisal campaign for the killing of German officials by Soviet partisans

PartlI

Summary. The article seeks to shed light on the events of 19-20 May 1942 in the General District of
Lithuania (Generalbezirk Litauen), in what were then the counties of Svencionys and Svir: the provo-
cative action carried out by Soviet partisans - the killing of German officials - and the retaliatory ‘re-
prisal campaign’ - the mass killing of civilians. This massacre was a traumatic event that complicated
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Lithuanian-Polish ethnic relations, as the victims of the reprisal campaign were predominantly Po-
les, and the Lithuanian police and officials from the Lithuanian self-government administration were
involved in its execution. In Lithuanian historiography, this series of mass murders has received little
detailed attention and remains largely unknown to the Lithuanian public. The history of the mas-
sacre has been studied primarily by Polish authors, but the narrative they present is politicised and
contains a considerable number of propagandistic claims and various speculations. This article exa-
mines several contested issues and aspects of the massacre: its actual scale (the number of victims),
the sites of the killings, the principal perpetrators, the principles (criteria) used in selecting victims
for the reprisal campaign, the identity of the victims, and other related issues. With the collapse of the
Blitzkrieg strategy, the reprisal campaign was carried out with the aim of deterring the population
from resistance, intimidating them, and inducing psychological shock. In addition, the article puts
forth the argument that the number of victims was actually lower than that claimed by the German
occupation authorities and cited in Polish sources, and suggests that these figures were inflated and
used for propaganda purposes.

Keywords: occupation of Nazi Germany, Svencionys region, massacres of civilians, ,revenge acti-
ons" of the Nazi occupation regime, Soviet partisans, Lithuanian and Polish national relations.

Jvadas

Ankstyva 1942 m. geguzés 19-osios ryta grupé ginkluoty civiliy uZpuolé i$ Svencioniy j
Lentupj vaziavusj lengvaji automobilj, nuzudé tris jo keleivius vokieciy pareigunus, juos
apipléseé irisniekino jy palaikus. Vokieciy okupaciné valdzia tuoj pat, nedelsdama, 1942 m.
geguzés 19-20 d. Svencioniy kraste jvykdé atsakomaja ,kersto akcijg’, kurios metu, jos
vieSai paskelbtais duomenimis, buvo susaudyta 400 sabotuotojuy ir prieSo teroristy. IS ti-
kryjuy tai tebuvo tik nekalti vietiniai civiliai gyventojai, daugiausia lenkai.

Sie tragiski jvykiai Svencioniy kra$te jvairiais (politiniais, tautiniais, moraliniais) as-
pektais yra susipyne j painy ir skaudy istorijos mazga. Atvira provokacine teroro akcija
pries§ vokie€iy pareiginus jvykdé sovietiniai (baltarusiy) partizanai, o atsakomosios
Jkersto akcijos” sumanytojai bei vykdytojai buvo vokieciai, ju okupacinio rezimo repre-
sinés strukturos. Vykdant Sia akcija, deja, dalyvavo ir lietuviy policija bei kai kurie lie-
tuviskosios savivaldos Svencioniy ir Svyriy apskri¢iy administracijos pareignai. Dél
to zudyniy Svencioniy kraste istorija nebuvo populiari lietuviy iSeivijoje Vakaruose.
Dél soviety partizany jvykdytos atviros provokacinés akcijos, nulémusios masines ne-
kalty civiliy gyventojy zutis, pobudzio ji politiskai nebuvo patogi ir sovietinei istorio-
grafijai. 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. Zudynes Svencioniy kraste daugiausia tyrinéjo lenky
autoriai.

Saltiniai ir istoriografija

Vokiski Saltiniai. Vokisky 3altiniy Zudyniy Svencioniy kraste tematika isliko nedaug, o ju
informacija yra lakoniska, SabloniSka ir pasikartojanti. 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. jvykius
Svencioniy kraste nudviecia ir vokiskajj poziurj j juos pateikia tuoj pat po zudyniy pa-
skelbtas Lietuvos generalinés srities Vilniaus apygardos gebitskomisaro Horsto Wulffo
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skelbimas (jis sudaro vientisa dokumenta, parasyta vokieciy, lietuviy, baltarusiy ir lenky
kalbomis)?, taip pat jo 1942 m. geguzés 28 d. rastas Vilniaus apygardos apskri¢iy vir§inin-
kams dél vadinamuyjy ,atsiskaitymo priemoniy“?. H. Wulffo skelbime vokieciy pareigiiny
nuzudymas vertinamas kaip ,pasibjaurétinas®, bailus veiksmas, uz kurj susaudyta 400
,sabotuotyjy” ir ,prieso teroristy“. Soviety partizany teroro akcija minima ir kituose vo-
kiSkuose Saltiniuose®.

Apie Svencioniy jvykius trumpomis informacijomis buvo pranesta jvairiomis kalbo-
mis Ostlande ir Lietuvoje leistuose laikrasciuose, neisskiriant ir Vilniuje lenky kalba leisto
dienrascio ,Goniec Codzenny“. [domu pastebéti, kad laikrasc¢iy praneSimuose atsiranda
frazé, jog tarp suSaudytyjuy daugiausia buvo lenky, o kersto akcija cinisSkai vertinta kaip
,savaime suprantama atsiskaitymo" priemoné (pirminiame archyviniame H. Wulffo skel-
bimo variante $iy fraziy néra).

Vokieciy okupacijos mety lietuviski Saltiniai ir istoriografija. Lietuviy antinacinio
pogrindzio spauda sovietiniy partizany veiksmus vertino kaip ,svetimo gaivalo” jvykdy-
ta teroro akta, kaip ,provokacijg, nuo kurios lietuviy tauta atsiriboja“®. Zudynes pasmerké
ir nuo jy vieningai atsiribojo visa jvairiy krypéiy antinacinio pogrindZio spauda. Kairiojo
sparno ,Nepriklausomos Lietuvos® laikrascio vertinimu, Zudynés buvo ,rudyjy islaisvin-
toju grynas savivalés aktas - baisus, Ziaurus, nezmoniskas“é. Ta¢iau jokiy detaliy apie Zu-
dynes lietuviskojo pogrindZio spauda nepateike.

1 H. Wulffo skelbimo ,Vilniaus apygardos vyrai ir moterys" originala zr.: Lietuvos centrinis valstybés archyvas (to-
liau - LCVA), f. R-685, ap. 4, b. 6, 1. 22; Lietuvos ypatingasis archyvas (toliau - LYA), f. 3377, ap. 58, b. 512,1.13.

2 H. Wulffo 1942 05 28 rastas Vilniaus apygardos apskriciy virsininkams, LCVA, f. R-500, ap1, b. 2, 1. 569-571. Abie-
ju dokumenty faksimilés paskelbtos knygoje: Ch. Dieckmann, V. Toleikis, R. Zizas, Karo belaisviy ir civiliy gyventoju
Zudynes Lietuvoje 1941-1944 / Murders of Prisoners of War and of Civilian Population in Lithuania, 1941-1944, Vilnius:
Margi rastai, 2005, p. 173-177 (Tarptautinés komisijos naciy ir sovietinio okupaciniy rezimy nusikaltimams Lietuvoje
jvertinti leidinys). H. Wulffo skelbimas buvo paskelbtas ir sovietmeciu, Zr: Masinés zudynés Lietuvoje (1941-1944), do-
kumenty rinkinys, d. 1, Vilnius, 1965, p. 94-95.

3 Vokieiy saugumo policijos ir SD vado Ostlande 1942 m. (tikslesnés datos néra) ataskaita Ostlando reichskomisa-
rui H. Lohsei, LCVA, f.1742,ap.1,b. 21,1. 6-7 ir kt.

4 Bailiai nuzudyti du Reicho vokieciai: imtasi griez¢iausiy priemoniu - 400 Zmoniy susaudyta’, [ laisve, 1942 05
23, Nr. 120; Naujoji Lietuva, 1942 05 24, Nr. 121; ,Feiger Meuchelmord an Reihsdeuschen’, Wilnaer Zeitung, 23, Mai
1942; Bestialskie zamordowanie niemieckiego oficera oraz dwoch niemieckich Sonderfuhrerow”, Goniec Codzienny,
22 05 1942; ,Tchoérzliwe skrytobdjstwo popelnione na Niemcach z Rzeszy: Zastosowanie bardzo surowych srodkéw
odwetovych. Jako odwet rozstrzelano 400 mezczyzn', ibid., 24 051942; ,Kas naujo Lietuvoje”, Karys (savisaugos daliniy
savaitrastis), 1942 05 30, Nr. 23, p. 6 ir kt.

5 Kataliky (desiniosios) politinés pakraipos pogrindinis laikrastis ,] laisve” paskelbé informacija, pavadinta
JAtsiribojame”, [ laisve, 1942 05 26, p. 6.

6 Délteroro veiksmuy, Nepriklausoma Lietuva, 1942 08 01.
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Savo pranesimuose j Vakarus (JAV zvalgybai), apzvelgdamas lietuviy ir lenky santykius,
Zudynes mingjo ir Zurnalistas ir rezistentas Antanas Valiukénas’. Jis rasé: ,Lenky vezimas
i Reicha i3 Vilniaus krasto, lenky $audymas ties Lentupiu (Svencioniy apskrityje), lenky
arba tariamy lenky nusSalinimas i$ Gkiy, nors visa tai yra vykdoma lietuviy rankomis, bet
yra iSimtinai vokieciy darbas. A. Valiukénas taip pat pabrézé, kad ,sveikoji Lietuvos vi-
suomeneé’, Zymiausi jos atstovai, pradedant kaire ir baigiant deSine, aiSkiai atsiribojo nuo
vokieciy vykdomos politikos Lietuvos lenky atzvilgiu®.

Jvykius Svencioniy kraste savo dienorastyje 1942 m. geguzés 22 d. jrase palyginti de-
taliai aprasé Lietuvos generalinés srities finansy generalinis taréjas Jonas Matulionis. Jis
ra$é, kad ,apie Svencionis” $ig savaite nusauti trys vokieciai, jy lavonai apiplésti, masina
padegta. Spéjo, kad tai tikriausiai rusiSky desantininky darbas. Kad kerSydami vokieciai
vare is apylinkiy gyventojus ir juos saudé viduryje lauky. Kad musy policija suSaudytyju
priskaiciuoja ligi tikstancio. Kad dél Sio jvykio zmoneés labai jaudinasi. Kad pagal ,tikslius
davinius® suSaudyta 400 asmeny. Generalinis taréjas neminéjo fakto, kad dauguma su-
Saudytyju buvo lenkai: jo ZodZiais, Saudymui Zmonés buvo imami be jokios atrankos - ,kas
pakliuvo, tas buvo suSaudytas“. Apskritai i$ jraSo matyti, kad net Lietuvos generaliniai ta-
réjai nebuvo tiksliai informuoti apie Svencioniy ,kersto akcijg”. . Matulionis vadovavosi
nuogirdomis, spéliojo, nes kai kurie jo teiginiai netikslis arba apytiksliai. Siame jrase jis
uzsiminé ir apie gelezinkelio diversijg, jvykdyta ties Kalnénais (Jonavos apylinkése), esg ir
ten blta daug aresty. Kadangi ji buvo jvykdyta ,burlioky apgyvendintoje srityje, tai dau-
giausia jy buvo ir tarp suimtyjy. J. Matulionis, matyt, turéjo galvoje 1941 m. rugséjo 11-12 d.
jvykdyta baudziamaja akcija Uzusaliuose prie$ rusy tautybés gyventojus, rémusius so-
vietinius partizanus; dalis ju buvo ginkluoti, tada buvo nuzudyti 43 Zmonés'. Generalinis
taréjas raso, kad kalbéjo su ,generolu” [turimas galvoje Lietuvos generalinés srities pir-
masis generalinis taréjas P. Kubilitinas - R. Z], nes i jvykj bitinai reikia reaguoti: pirma,
prasyti lietuviy atzvilgiu netaikyti Sio metodo, antra, leisti Lietuvoje isteigti savisaugg, ap-
ginkluojant po tris ar keturis kaimo vyrus, kuriy uzdavinys btity kova su desantininkais

7 A Valiukénas (1913-1946) buvo vienas i$ LAF o steigéju Berlyne, véliau VLIK o veikéjas, Lietuvos pasiuntinio ir jga-
liotojo ministro Vokietijoje Kazio Skirpos sekretorius. Naudodamasis savo tarnybine padétimi, Vakarams (JAV Zval-
gybai) diplomatiniais kanalais siunté informacijas (pranesimus) apie padétj vokieciy okupuotoje Lietuvoje 1941-1945
04 13.1945 m. soviety suimtas Berlyne, slapta pargabentas j Lietuva, nuteistas 10 mety lagerio, 1946 03 28 miré Iv-
dellage, Sverdlovsko sr. Zr: M. Treinys, Gyvenimas- meteoro skrydis: Zurnalisto ir rezistento AntanoValiukéno, jo kartos
iridéjuy likimo apybraiza, Kaunas, 2003, p. 327-465; Lietuvos gyventojy genocidas, t. 2 (S-7), 1944-1947, Vilnius, 2005,
p.306.

8 M. Treinys, Gyvenimas — meteoro skrydis.., p. 379.
® ] Matulionis, Neramios dienos, Torontas, 1975, p. 84.

0 Masinés zZudynés Lietuvoje (1941-1944), d. 2, Vilnius, 1973, p. 391, Masiniy zudyniy viety Lietuvoje sarasas, doku-
menty rinkinys; Kaip Zudyniy vieta UZusaliai minimi daugelyje kity archyviniy Saltiniy ir darby Antrojo pasaulinio
karo jvykiy Lietuvoje tematika, Zr.: R. Zizas, Lietuvos pilieciy neZydy persekiojimas, civiliu gyventojy Zudynés; Ch. Diec-
kmann, V. Toleikis, R. Zizas, ibid., p. 114, 333.

50



2026 1(59) Rimantas Zizas
Genocidas ir rezistencija Gyventojy zudynés Svencioniy kraste vykdant 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. ...

ir panasiais teroristais. J. Matulionis tvirtino, kad Siuo klausimu jau buvo parenges laisko
projekta, kurj reikéty jteikti vokieciy generalkomisariatui®.

Taciau apskritai lietuviy visuomenés veikéjai ir antinacinés rezistencijos dalyviai dél
jtempty ir priesisky lietuviy ir lenky tautiniy santykiy j zudyniy Svencioniy kraste istorijg
nesigilino.

Tarp 1944 m. pasitraukusiyju j Vakarus politinés emigracijos atstovy (lietuviy polici-
jos, lietuviskosios savivaldos administracijos pareigany ir kt.) neabejotinai buvo asmeny,
gerai informuoty apie Zudynes Svencioniy kraste. Taciau galima daryti prielaida, kad dél
lietuviy dalyvavimo jose ir kity aplinkybiu (lenky emigracijos vadovybés pozicijos, zr. to-
liau lenky $altinius ir istoriografija) jie tyléjo ir atsiminimy ar kity liudijimy, atrodyty, ne-
paskelbé.

Lenky 3altiniai ir istoriografija. IS pat pradZiy Zudynés Svencioniu kraste tapo dau-
giausia lenkisky Saltiniy autoriy'?, o véliau ir tiriamyjy darby autoriy démesio centre. Tik-
ri ir tariami faktai pasieké Vakarus, ir ¢ia plétotas lenkiSkasis Zudyniy istorijos naratyvas.
Zudynés atsiduré Lenkijos emigracinés vyriausybés Londone démesio centre. Laikrascio
,Dziennik Polski“ 1942 m. rugséjo 24 d. duomenimis, vyriausybés vadovas Vladislovas Si-
korskis savo savaitinéje kalboje paskelbé, jog geguzés 20-21d. gestapo vadovaujami lietu-
viai pla¢iame ruoze apie Svencionis nuzudé keliolika tikstanciy lenky. Kaptarany kaime
buvo iSZudyti beveik visi vyrai, daugiausia lenkai.

Lietuvos generalinés srities visuotinio gyventoju surasymo, vykusio 1942 m. geguzés
27 d., duomenimis, Svencioniy apskrities Svencioniy vals¢iaus Kaptartny kaime buvo
37 Ukiai, kai kuriuose is jy gyveno po kelias Seimas, i$ viso 152 gyventojai®. Tik keliose Sei-
mose nebuvo vyry. Taigi, ar tiesa, kad Sio kaimo vyrai buvo isZudyti? Galima daryti teo-
rine prielaida, kad surasymo duomenys atspindi kaimo gyventojy sudétj iki lygiai pries
savaite jvykdyty zudyniy, t. y. tai, kad gyventojy surasymo duomenys buvo sufalsifikuoti.
Taciau vargu ar taip galima teigti, nes Lietuvos generalinés srities visuotinis gyventojy
surasymas vykdytas siekiant spresti okupuoto krasto praktinius valdymo, ekonominio is-
naudojimo, zmoniy iSvezimo darbams j Vokietija ir kitus okupacinés politikos uzdavinius.
(Vargu ar pedantiski vokieciai buty leide daryti tokius akivaizdzius suraSymo duomeny
iSkraipymus.) Matyt, netiesa ateina i$ lenkisky $altiniy. PaZzymetina, kad né vieno nuzu-
dyto Kaptaruny kaimo vyro pavardé néra jrasyta nuzudytyjy Svencionyse sarasuose, taip

] Matulionis, Neramios dienos, p. 84-85.

2 Vilniaus kraste pogrindZio salygomis veiké Londone jsikirusios Lenkijos Respublikos emigracinés vyriausybes
igaliotinio krastui (Delegatura Rzqdu RP na Kraj) aparatas, kuris vadovavo lenky pasipriesinimui, kiré busimos
atkurtos Lenkijos valstybés valdzios ir valdymo organus. Su jgaliotinio institucija glaudziai susijusi Vilniaus kraste
veikusi lenky pogrindZio kariné Armijos Krajovos organizacija.

3 Lietuvos generalinés srities visuotinis gyventoju suradymas, 1942 05 27, Svencioniy apskritis Svencioniy valscius
Kaptaruny kaimas, LCVA, f. R-743, ap. 2, b. 5924, 1. 31. Butu (tkiy) surasymas, 1. 32-105.
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pat ir sudarytuose lenky autoriy*. Taigi Kaptarany kaimo vyry iSzudymo fakta, matyt,
tenka vertinti kaip akivaizdy propagandinj pramana.

Tokig prielaida leidzZia daryti tame paciame Saltinyje pateikti ir kiti netikri, iSgalvoti fak-
tai, pavyzdziui, kad neva Svencionyse buvo jvykdytas lenky pogromas, kad 200 Zmoniy buvo
nuzudyta butuose, gatvése ir kitur. Buvo Zudomos moterys, joms pjaustomos ausys, kritys,
0 nésciosios buvo uzkasamos gyvos (tai sunkiai jsivaizduojamas, absurdiskas Ziaurumas,
baisesnius dalykus sunku ir jsivaizduoti). Esg Zudynes vykde lietuviai (policija, ,kariuomeneé*,
misky apsauga), gestapas. Dél lietuviy Ziaurumo patys vokieciai juos baudé mirties bausme®.

Lenky propaganda, matyt, dazniausiai Zudyniy Svencioniy kraste pagrindu, tvirtino,
kad Vilniaus krasSte vykdytas nuolatinis ir apgalvotas ,lenkiSkos visuomenés naikinimas®,
jis paverstas ,iStisa didzigja Zudykla“, Zudyniy mastas net pralenkia vokieciy , kruvinai pri-
spausta Lenkija ir pavergtaja Europa“®. Tokie palyginimai buvo grynai propagandinio po-
budzio, Svelniai tariant, buvo perdéti.

Kalbant apie Svencioniy Zudynes, galima paminéti ir tuo paciu metu (geguzés 25 d.) uz

ninkuose susaudytus apie 20 lenky?.

Vertinant ,pirminiy“ lenkisky Saltiniy istorine informacija Svencioniy Zudyniy temati-
ka, pazymeétina, kad jos turinj lémeé lenky pogrindyje vyraves neigiamas poziuris j Lietuvos
valstybe ir lietuvius. Lietuviai esa buvo didziausi okupanty vokieciy kolaborantai, jie kaltinti
dél lenky patirty skriaudy, dalyvavimo vykdant antilenkiska terora. 1942 m. Zudynés Sven-
Cioniy kraste, apskritai lietuviy nusikaltimai Vilniaus kraste, buvo parankus jrankis lenky
propagandai, siekiant pagristi savo valstybines pretenzijas j Vilniy, ipirsti sgjungininkams
ypac neigiama lietuviy jvaizdj. Nereikia pamirsti, kad DidZioji Britanija niekada negarantavo
Lenkijos rytiniy sieny nelieCiamumo ir nepripazino Vilniaus prijungimo prie Lenkijos®.

,Pirminiy“ lenkisky $altiniy informacija apie Svencioniy zudynes priklausé Vilniaus
krasto lenky pogrindzio jégoms, kuriy veikéjai buvo ypac priesiskai nusiteike pries Lietu-
va ir lietuvius. Batent jie ir buvo i§pusty, sureik¥minty, pikty (kartu ir neobjektyviy) anti-
lietuvisky propagandiniy teiginiy autoriai.

14 7 Chlewinski, Groza i przesladowanie Polakéw i Zydow na Wileniszczyznie: wspomnienia i refleksje z czaséw dwéch
okupacji, Plock, 2009, s. 56-57.

5 Lietuviy nacionalinio pogrindZio Saltinio lenky spaudos (Dziennik Polski, 1942 09 26) apie Svencioniy zudynes
apzvalga, LYA, f. 3377, ap. 58,b.273,1. 3-4.

6 R Zizas, Tarpnacionalineé situacija Vokietijos okupuotoje Lietuvoje 1941-1944 metais, in: Epochas jungiantis naci-
onalizmas: tautos (de)konstravimas tarpukario, sovietmecio ir posovietmecio Lietuvoje, Vilnius: Lietuvos istorijos insti-
tuto leidykla, 2013, p. 90.

7 Ibid, p. 91 Apie susaudyma Valkininkuose placiau zr. Jono Blazio baudziamaja byla, LYA, . K-1, ap. 58, b. P-19246,
1.32,61,92,121,139 ir kt.

8 Artnas Bubnys, ,Lenku pogrindzio pozilris j Lietuvos valstybinguma 1939-1944 metais", in: Lietuva Antrajame
pasauliniame kare, Vilnius, 2007, p. 115.
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Lenkijos politinés ir karinés valdzios centriniy institucijy VarSuvoje ar Lenkijos emi-
gracineés vyriausybés Londone nusistatymas Lietuvos atzvilgiu buvo nuosaikesnis. Taciau,
kaip rodo kai kurios publikacijos Lietuvos lenky spaudoje (Lietuvos lenky istoriko Jaros-
lavo Volkonovskio (Jarostaw Wotkonowski) komentarai), politiniais sumetimais Lenkijos
vyriausybé laiké nepriimtinu dalyku abejoti lenky pogrindzio propagandos iSpustais duo-
menimis apie Svencioniy Zudyniy masta, reikalavo nubausti Zudyniy kaltininkus ir kt.,
tais klausimais lietuviy emigracinéms organizacijoms issiuntinéjo laiskus®.

Lietuviy politiné emigracija Vakaruose vertino Lenkijos emigracinés vyriausybés poli-
tine parama prasidéjusioje laisvés kovoje, pripazino lietuviy tautos teise j nepriklausoma
valstybe. (Zinoma, lenky visuomenéje pokariné Lenkija buvo jsivaizduojama su nepakeis-
tomis prieSkarinémis 1939 m. sienomis su Vilniumi ir Lvivu.) Todél lietuviy emigracijos
politinés organizacijos buvo priverstos taikstytis su lenkisku poZiuriu ir informacija. (Dis-
kusija Svencioniy 1942 m. Zudyniy klausimu, matyt, neiSsiplétojo, nors jy atgarsiy lietu-
viSkoje spaudoje turéjo buti.)

Be abejo, 1942 m. Svencioniy Zudynés minimos Vilniuje Bernardiny baznycioje suras-
tuose Armijos Krajovos Vilniaus apygardos dokumentuose (jie saugomi atskirame LCVA
fonde). Lenky pogrindzio 1943 m. rugpjucio mén. altinyje, lietuviy ir lenky santykiy apz-
valgoje, pazymima, kad, oficialiais duomenimis, prie Svencioniy buvo nuzudyta 400 Zmo-
niy, nors faktiskai jy skaic¢ius buvo daug didesnis?.

Apibendrintai kalbant, istorine informacija, pateikta lenkiskuose, ypac¢ ,pirminiuose®,
Saltiniuose reikia vertinti kritiSkai. Deja, lenky istorikai ir kiti autoriai ne visada taip daro.
Todél kai kurie akivaizdis propagandiniai teiginiai apie Svencioniy Zudynes pateko ir j
moksline literatura.

IS 1942 m. Svencioniy zudynes tyrinéjusiy lenky autoriy galima i$skirti Marijos Var-
dzynskos (Marios Wardzynskos), Piotro Nivinskio (Piotro Niwiniskio), Zdislavo Chlevinskio
(zdislawo Chleviniskio), Monikos Tomkevic¢ (Monikos Tomkiewicz) darbus?. Lenky autoriai
1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. Zudynes Svencioniy kraste daZniausiai nusviecia viso Vilniaus
krasto represijy kontekste.

P. Nivinskis mokslinéje konferencijoje, 2002 m. vykusioje VarSuvoje, tvirtino, kad per
1942 m. zudynes Svencionyse buvo nuzudyta 1 200 lenky ir kad juos nuzudé vokiec¢iams
pavaldi lietuviy saugumo policija (saugumas) ir lietuviy (vie$oji?) policija. Kad Zudyniy
vykdytojus lietuvius uz savivaliavima patys vokieciai baudé mirties bausme 2.

A Radczenko, ,Mord w Swiecianach. Niemieckie represje byly sowietom na reke”, Kurjer Wileriski, 20 maja, 2022.
20 [CVA,fR-601,ap.1,b.33 11

2 M. Wardzynska, Sytuacja ludnosci polskiej w Generalnym Komisariace Litwy czerwiec 1941-lipiec 1944, Warzszawa,
1993, s. 73-74; P. Niwinski, Paneriai Zmoniu Zudyniy vieta, VarSuva, 2015; L. Tomaszewski, Wileriszczyzna lat wojny i
okupacji 1939-1945, Warszawa, 1999, s. 308-309; M. Tomkiewicz, Zbrodnia w Ponarach 1941-1944, wydanie poprawio-
ne iuzupelnione, Warszawa, 2022.

2 Media o IPN 15 marca 2005, <http://www.ipn.gov.pl/portal/pl/18/2940/PRZEGLAD_Mediow_15_mara_2005_r.html>.
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Zudynes Svencioniy kraste 1996 m. VarSuvoje ileistoje monografijoje apie Armijos
Krajovos Vilniaus apygarda minéjo ir Lietuvos lenky istorikas Jaroslavas Volkonovskis.
Autorius koncentruotai pateiké lenky istoriografijoje Zinomus faktus apie Zudynes (mi-
néjo ir 1 200 nuzudytyjy skaiciy), pogroma Svencionyse ir kitus ziauriausius zudyniy fak-
tus, motery zudyma ir ty¢iojimasi iS jy su visomis jau paminétinomis detalémis. Be abe-
jo, autorius tai daré siekdamas pabrézti zudyniy vykdytojy lietuviu (jo ZodZiais, policijos,
Kkariniy daliniy (lenk. wojsko), miSky apsaugos pareigiiny) ziauruma?. Reikia pastebéti,
kad nors ir buvo suimty motery, tac¢iau né viena is jy nebuvo nuzudyta. Tai rodo tiek so-
vietiniai (KGB) $altiniai, tiek ir paciy lenky autoriy paskelbti Zudyniy auky sarasai (juose
vien vyrai). Taip pat galima pastebéti, kad kai kurie lenky istorikai, kaip antai Krzystofas
Buchovskis, 2006 m. Bialystoke iSleistoje monografijoje atsargiai vertino lenky pogrin-
dZio Saltiniy ir savo kolegy istoriky pateikiamus duomenis apie Svencioniy zudyniy auky
skaiciy, spéjo, kad jie tikriausiai padidinti?*. Tiesa, véliau ir minétasis J. Volkonovskis keité
(8velnino) savo pozicijg $iuo klausimu ir vokiec¢iy paskelbta 400 auky skaiciy (o ne Zymiai
padidintus lenky $altiniy duomenis) vertino kaip artima tiesai®.

2000-2005 m. Svencioniy Zudynes tyré Lenkijos nacionalinés atminties institutas
(Instytut Pamieci Narodowej, IPN), §io instituto padalinio Gdansko skyrius ir Nusikaltusiy-
ju lenky tautai baudZiamojo persekiojimo komisija (lenk. Komisja Scigania Zbrodni prze-
ciwko Narodowi Polskiemu). IPN komunikate (ataskaitoje) tvirtinama, kad tyrinéjant Sven-
¢ioniy Zudynes buvo apklausta kelios deSimtys liudininky, tyrinéti Lenkijos ir Lietuvos
archyvai bei kiti Saltiniai. Buvo padaryta iSvada, kad 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. buvo nuzu-
dyta maziausiai 400 buvusios Svencioniy apskrities (pavieto) Kamajy, Adutiskio, Kieme-
liskiy ir Tvereciaus valsciy gyventojy, daugiausia lenky inteligenty ir Gkininky. Vykdant
zudynes dalyvavo vokie¢iy saugumo policija, (lietuviy) policija i§ Svencioniy, Naujyjy
Svencioniy (Svencionéliy), Lentupio ir specialusis burys i$ Vilniaus. Zudynés vertintos ne
kaip atpildo (kersto, lenk. zemsta), o kaip genocido akcija prie$ lenky tautg. Tvirtinta, kad
Zudynéms vadovavo lietuviy policijos majoras Jonas Maciulevicius. Sovietiniy partizany,
vadinamy ne partizanais, o sovietiniais diversantais, pretekstas genocido akcijai buvo ju
veikla; jie veliau (1943 m.) nuzudeé 80 lenky Armijos Krajovos Kmitico (Antonio Burzyns-
kio) bario partizany ir kt. IPN komunikate skelbta, kad buvo iSaiSkintos keliy deSim¢éiy
susaudyty Svencioniy krasto zmoniy pavardeés, taciau tikslaus juy skaiciaus nustatyti ne-
pavyko ir tyrimas buvo nutrauktas?®.

% ]. Wotkonowski, Okreg Wilenski Zwigzku Walki Zbrojnej Armii Krajowej w latach 1939-1945, Warszawa, 1996, s. 80.

2 K. Buchowski, Litwomani i polonizatorzy: Mity, wzajemne postreganie i stereotypy w stosunkach polsko-litewskich w
pierwszej polovie XX wieku, Bialystok, 2006, s. 364.
2 7r. ] Volkonovskio komentarus A. Radczenko publikacijoje ,Mord w Swiecianach. Niemieckie represje byly
sowietom na reke”, Kurjer Wileriski, 20 maja, 2022.

2 IPN komunikato apZvalga padaryta remiantis publikacija Nasz Dziennik, 2013 05 20; medziaga 2014 02 19 pa-
skelbta interneto svetainéje ,Postawy ir apylinkes", autorius Genadiusz K., ,Zeby pamietaly”, <http://postawyiokolice. »
blogspot.com/2014/02zeby-pamietalihtml>.
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Apskritai Vilniaus apygardos Svencioniy rajono lietuviy kriminalinés policijos virsi-
ninkas J. Maciulevicius? lenkuy istoriografijoje tapo lietuviy nusikaltimy lenky tautai sim-
boliu: 1944 m. jis pasitrauke j Vakarus, 0 1948 m. spalj pranciizy okupacinéje Vokietijos zo-
noje buvo suimtas ir iSduotas Lenkijos komunistinei valdZiai. 1950 m. geguzés 2 d. Olstyno
apeliacinis teismas J. Maciulevi¢iy nuteisé mirties bausme, o ty paciy mety gruodzio 12 d.
bausmé buvo jvykdyta (jis buvo pakartas).

Lenky istoriografijoje yra nuomoniy, kad J. Maciuleviciaus nusikalstamos veiklos tyri-
mas buves pavirdutinikas, apie Svencioniy Zudynes, jy kaltininkus ir aukas nedaug kas
iSsiaiSkinta?.

,Vikipedijos“ publikacijos angly kalba jvadinéje dalyje apie 1942 m. geguzés 19-21d. Sven-
Cioniy zZudynes tvirtinama, kad pagrindiniai jy vykdytojai buvo kolaborantiné lietuviy slap-
toji policija (paaiSkinama, kad Lietuvoje ji buvo Zinoma kaip Lietuviy saugumo policija) ir
kad buvo nuzudyta nuo 400 iki 1200 lenky?. Be abejo, i istorine ,Vikipedijos® informacija
(kaip ir Kitais istorijos klausimais) reikia vertinti atsargiai, kritiSkai. Ta¢iau tokie pat maksi-
maliai dideli, ipusti duomenys apie Svencioniy Zudyniy auky (nuzudytyjy) skaiciy ir kita
informacija pateikiami ir naujausiuose lenkuy istoriky moksliniuose tyrimuose.

PaZymetina, kad tiek IPN, tiek apskritai lenky autoriai nekvestionavo (kritiskai never-
tino) Vilniaus apygardos gebitskomisaro H. Wulffo paskelbty duomeny apie 400 Zmoniy
susaudyma. Sis auky skaicius lenky istoriografijoje laikomas minimaliu, nors ne visi au-
toriai su tuo sutinka. Sio pirminio vokigko $altinio kritikas nejvertinimas, nekalbant jau
apie lenkiskus ir kitus Saltinius, kuriuose zudyniy auky skai¢ius dar daugiau (nerealiai)
padidintas (i$pustas), nesurandant jsivaizduojamo auky skaiciaus, lemia prielaidas atsi-
rasti moksliniu pozZitriu klaidingai (ydingai) iSvadai apie tai, kad Svencioniy zudyniy auky
skaicius ir kiti jy istorijos klausimai yra nepakankamai istirti ir pan.

Apskritai lenkiSkasis pozitris j Zzudynes Svencioniy kraste jsigaléjes (vyrauja) ir isto-
riografijoje, ir internetinéje erdvéje. Kalbant bendrais bruozais apie lenky istoriografija,
galima pastebéti tokias bendro pobudzio tendencijas: Zudynés Svencioniy kraste buvo

» Lenky partizany burys is tikryju buvo nuginkluotas 1943 08 26. Susaudyta tik dalis burio partizany, kita jo dalis
paleista, i$ paleistyju sudarytas lenku sovietiniy partizany burys. Sovietiniu partizany vadovybe (F. Markovas)
nesiryzo susaudyti visy nuginkluoty ir suimtuy lenky partizany, nuogastavo, kad vokieciuy ir lenky propaganda
zudynes galéjo jvertinti kaip ,antraja Katyne" Pazymeétina, kad akcijoje dalyvavo ir sovietiniai lietuviy partizanai.
Nuginkluoty ir suimty lenky partizany tardymui vadovavo NKVD Lietuvos TSR operatyvinés grupés virsininkas
Jonas VildziGnas. Placiau zr.: R. Zizas, Sovietiniai partizanai Lietuvoje, p. 357-358.

2 Tokias J. Maciuleviciaus pareigas patvirtina archyviniai Saltiniai, zr. SD jstaigy telefony knyga, 1943 m., LYA, K-1,
ap.46,b.1291, p. 11, 33.

% 1942 m. geguzé. Tragedija Lentupyje (papildyta), autorius Genadiusz K., <http:/postavyiokresnostiblogspot.
com/2015/12/1942 html>.

> Swieciany massacre, <https;//enwikipedia.org/wiki/Swieciany massacre>.

30 M. Tomkiewicz, Zbrodnia Ponarska 1941-1944, Warszawa, 2022, s. 132; M. Tomkiewicz, Zbrodnia w Swiecianach,
<https://ph.muzeum1939,pl/zbrodnia-w-akcja-odwetowa,159,pl>.
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lenky tautos genocido aktas. Zenkliai padidinamas zudyniy masiskumas (mastai), nuzu-
dyty auky skaiCius, iSpléstas zZudyniy viety arealas (vietoviy, kur jos vykdytos, skai¢ius),
Zudyniy vietos sutapatinamos su Zmoniy suémimo vietomis, atrodyty, kad sureikSmi-
namas Lietuviy policijos dalyvavimas ir vaidmuo Zudynése, pabréziamas jos aktyvumas,
ziaurumas ir pan. Pernelyg remiamasi ir pasitikima lenkiSkais Saltiniais, jie nevertinami
kritiSkai, nepanaudojami kiti $altiniai ir pan. (Kai kuriy lenki$ky istoriografijos nuostaty
kritiskas vertinimas ir argumentavimas bus aptarti Siame straipsnyje véliau, nusSvieciant
atskirus Zudyniy istorijos aspektus.)

Sovietiniai $altiniai ir istoriografija. Informacija apie Svencioniy Zudynes sovietine
Lietuvos vadovybe Maskvoje pasiekeé is vokieciy oficialiy informaciniy Saltiniy ir spaudos
(pavyzdziui, i$ informacijos laikrastyje ,Deutsche Zeitung im Ostland”).

1942 m. lapkritj Maskvoje jkurtas vadinamasis sovietinis Lietuvos partizaninio judéji-
mo $tabas (LPJS) pateiké tokig ,tik tarnybiniam panaudojimui” skirtg informacija: 1942 m.
geguze drg. M[arkovo] vadovaujamas burys nuzudé Svencioniy apskrities gebitskomisarg
Becka. Atvyke i$ Vilniaus smogiky buriai uZ jo galva Svencioniy apskrityje susaudé 450
Zmoniy. Tarp susaudytyjy - vokieciy organizacijose [jstaigose - R. Z.] dirbe lenky, rusy ir
baltarusiy tautybiy tarnautojai ir valstieciai®.

Apie Svencioniy zudynes A. Sniecky informavo nuo 1942 m. Svencioniy apylinkése vei-
ke sovietiniai partizanai Stanislovas Apyvala, Motiejus Sumauskas ir Genrikas Zimanas32.

IS sovietiniy Saltiniy paminétina ir lenky komunistinio veikéjo Vilniaus kraste Jano
P3evalskio (Przewalski, slapyvardis Sakovi¢ius) 1943 m. rugpjutj parasyta ir ty paciy mety
rudenj jo j Maskva nuvezta informaciné ataskaita, pavadinta ,Lenky padétis Vilniaus kras-
te vokiskos okupacijos salygomis"“. ]. PSevalskis radé apie praéjusiais metais Svencionyse
nezinomy asmeny nuzudytus tris vokieciy valdininkus. Jo ataskaitoje nemazai netikslu-
muy ir neaiSkumu. Jis pateiké vokieciy oficialaus pranesimo spaudoje duomenis apie 400
Zmoniy susaudyma ,kaip atpildg“. Taciau tikrovéje susaudytyju skaicius esa buvo zymiai
didesnis, kalbama, kad jis sieké net tris tikstanc¢ius®.

31 Lietuvos partizaninio judéjimo Stabo (LPJS) 1944 m. tarnybinio panaudojimo medziaga apie padétj Lietuvoje:
naudoti tarnyboje, LYA, . 1,ap.1,b. 21, 1. 6.

32 g Apyvalos 1943 m. geguzes 17 d. praneSimas, LYA, f. 57,ap. 1, b. 1, 1. 1. M. Sumauskas ir G. Zimanas - Lietuvos KP(b)
CK operatyvinés grupés vadovai —1943 m. pavasarj atvyko partizaninei veiklai i vokieciy uznugarj (Baltarusijos mis-
kus). G. Zimanas pafrontéje sutiko ir uzrase triju Lietuvoje jau pabuvojusiu raudonarmieciy, vokieciy karo belaisviy,
per fronto linija peréjusiu i sovietinj uznugarj ir i$ jo vel pasiysty i Lietuva, pasakojimus, minéjo ir 1942 m. Svencioniy
ivykius. 1943 03 13 G. Zimano (Jurgio) uzrasytas Jevdokimovo, Boldino ir Novikovo pasakojimas apie Lietuva, LYA,
f 16895, (A. Snieckaus fondas), ap. 2, b. 186, 1. 167.

3 Sakovié, ,Lenku padetis Vilniaus kraste vokiskos okupacijos salygomis” (tuometinis dokumento vertimas j lietuviy
kalba), LYA, £.1,ap. 1, b. 55,1. 2-9, (dokumento originalas 1. 1a (voke). ]. PSevalskis | Maskva buvo pasiustas informacijos
suteikimo tikslais. Jis i$ Rudninky girios j Baltarusijos miskus (partizany aerodroma) isvyko 1943 m. rugséjo 19 d. Kaip
vienas geriausiy Vilniaus komunistinio pogrindZio veikéjy darbe tarp lenky Vilniaus kraste jis greitai grazintas atgal.
Zr.: R. Zizas, Sovietiniai partizanai Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m., p. 359.
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PanaSiai rasé ir Lietuvos SSR Auksciausiosios Tarybos prezidiumo pirmininkas J. Palec-
kis. 1944 m. kovo 21 d. Maskvoje vienoje i$ savo paskaity jis tvirtino, kad sovietiniai partiza-
nai nuzudé du vokieciy valdininkus ir kad uz tai Vilniaus kraste buvo susaudyta 400 Zmo-
niy. Anot J. Paleckio, esa véliau paaiskéjo, jog is tikryjy buvo susaudyta keletas tukstanciy
Zmoniy. Kiek papildyta Si medziaga buvo paskelbta ,Tiesoje“3*.

1944 m. rugpjucio 13 d. darba pradéjo Lietuvos SSR ypatingoji valstybiné komisija oku-
panty vokie€iy ir ju talkininky nusikaltimams istirti (be respublikinés, sudarytos apskri-
Ciy, miesty ir valsCiy, specialiosios komisijos). Komisijos pirminé medzZiaga (aktai apie
1942 m. Svencioniy Zudynes, nuzudyty asmeny artimyjy ir giminiy prasymai soviety
valdziai leisti nuzudytuosius perlaidoti kataliky kapinése bei kita medZziaga) yra saugoma
Rusijos Federacijos centriniame valstybiniame archyve Maskvoje (anksciau, sovietmeciu,
Sis archyvas vadintas Centriniu valstybiniu Spalio revoliucijos archyvu). Sio archyvo mi-
krofilmuoti dokumentai apie zudynes Svencioniy kraste saugomi Lietuvos centriniame
valstybés archyve (LCVA)?.

Svencioniy krasto 1942 m. geguzés mén. Zudyniy tematika gausiausia ne tik sovietiniy,
bet, matyt, ir apskritai visy archyviniy Saltiniy grupe sudaro KGB baudziamosios bylos.
Tai 1941 m. BirZelio sukilimo Svencioniy apskrityje dalyviy, vokie¢iy okupacijos mety oku-
pacinio rezimo valdZios lietuviskosios savivaldos ir represiniy struktiry (policijos) parei-
guny, tarp jy ir 1942 m. Svencioniy Zudynése dalyvavusiy vokiec¢iy saugumo policijos ir
SD Vilniaus ypatingojo burio nariy, bei pokario antisovietinés ginkluotos rezistencijos
dalyviy Lietuvoje baudZiamosios bylos. Rengdamas $j straipsnj autorius surado ir istyre
daugiau kaip dvideSimt tokiy byly, kuriose yra daugiau ar maziau vertingos informacijos
apie Svencioniy zudynes. Dél sukauptos gausios ir vertingos istorinés informacijos kaip
baudziamuyjy byly prieda reikia paminéti ir vadinamasias KGB literines bylas. Ypac ver-
tingos vokieciy saugumo policijos ir SD Vilniaus ypatingojo burio nariy literinés bylos®¢.

Vokieciy saugumo policijos ir SD Vilniaus ypatingojo buirio nariy, potencialiai galéjusiy
dalyvauti ir Svencioniy Zudynése, likimai pokario metais klostési skirtingai. Kaupiantis
nusikalstamiems faktams ir paaiskéjus naujoms aplinkybéms, kai kuriy Ypatingojo bu-
rio nariy baudZiamosios bylos buvo atnaujinamos ir perzitrimos. | Sio biirio nariy nusi-
kaltimy tyrimus jsitrauke ir Lenkijos Liaudies Respublikos saugumo institucijos, nes kai
kurie Ypatingojo burio nariai, 1944 m. traukdamiesi j Vakarus, pasiliko ir pakeite pavardes
apsigyveno Lenkijoje. Tai Jonas Barkauskas (Jan Barkovski), Vladislovas Butkanas (Wla-
dystaw Butkun), Viktoras Galvanauskas (Wiktor Gilwinski), Juozas MiakiSius (Josef Mia-
kisz) ir kiti. Kai 1970 m. Lietuvos SSR KGB priémé nutarima iskelti baudziamajg byla bu-

3 Justas Paleckis, ,Pabaltijo tauty kova pries vokiskuosius okupantus’, LYA, f. 17541, ap. 1, b. 26, 1. 33 (J. Paleckio fon-
das); Tiesa, 194410 25.

% [CVA,f£MK-1ap.1,b.17.
% LYA,f K-1, ap.46,b.4907,4909-4916 ir kt.
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vusiems Ypatingojo birio nariams V. Butkanui ir Juozui Miakisiui, SSRS prokuratira ty
paciy mety geguzés 5 d. kreipési j Lenkijos Liaudies Respublikos generaline prokuratira
prasydama juos atiduoti Lietuvos SSR KGB?¥. Taciau Lenkijos valdzia, vadovaudamasi su
SSRS vyriausybe 1958 m. sausio 21 d. pasirasyta konvencija dél teisinés pagalbos ir teisiniy
santykiy sprendziant civilines ir baudziamasias bylas asmeny, turinciy dviguba pilietybe,
ju neatidavé®®. Uz jvykdytus nusikaltimus lenky tautai Lenkijoje suimti Ypatingojo burio
nariai buvo teisiami Varsuvoje ir Olstyne. Apskritai Lenkijos Liaudies Respublikos ir Lietu-
vos TSR saugumo institucijos glaudZziai bendradarbiavo tirdamos Ypatingojo burio nariy
nusikaltimus. 1973 m. gruodj VarSuvos vaivadijos teismas V. Butklina ir J. Miakisiy nuteise
mirties bausme, o 1977 m. buvo nuteistas ir V. Galvanauskas (visiems nuteistiesiems pa-
skirta mirties bausmé buvo pakeista dvideSimt penkeriy mety kaléjimo bausme).

Ivairiais aspektais jdomi Ypatingojo burio nario Vinco Sausai¢io baudZiamoji byla.
1948 m. liepos 19 d. sovietinis karo tribunolas jj nuteisé dvideSimt penkerius metus kaléti.
Pazymétina, kad jis buvo teistas laikotarpiu, kai SSRS laikinai nebuvo taikoma mirties baus-
mé (1947 m. geguzés 26 d. SSRS Auksciausiosios Tarybos prezidiumas priéme jsaka ,Dél
mirties bausmeés panaikinimo", o mirties bausme sugrazino 1950 m. sausio 12 d. jsaku). Be to,
apie V. Sausaicio dalyvavima Zzmoniy zudynése KGB nebuvo Zinoma. Jam bausmé buvo su-
Svelninta ir 1955 m. spalio 19 d. i$ jkalinimo vietos jis buvo iSleistas®. 1976 m. Lenkijoje suim-
to V. Galvanausko parodymais, V. Sausaitis aktyviai dalyvavo Zudynése Paneriuose. 1977 m.
kovo 18 d. LTSR prokuratiira priémé nutarima baudziamaja byla V. Sausaiciui atnaujinti*. Jo
baudZiamoji byla tapo didele penkiy tomy byla, daugelio kity Ypatingojo burio nariy tardy-
my ir liudininky apklausy protokoly bei jkal¢iy rinkiniu, taip pat ir apie Svencioniy Zudynes.

Sovietmeciu Partijos istorijos instituto prie Lietuvos KP CK darbuotojai vykdé moksli-
nes ekspedicijas, kuriose siekta iSsiaiSkinti ir jamzinti vadinamojo ,revoliucinio judéjimo,
,kovos uZ Taryby valdzig“ Lietuvoje jvykius, taip pat ir okupanty vokieciy bei ,burzuaziniy
nacionalisty” jvykdyty nusikaltimy vietas. Apie tokius istorinius jvykius buvo surasomi
aktai. Remiantis liudininky parodymais ir archyvine medziaga, buvo surasyti ir Svencio-
niy Zudyniy viety nustatymo aktai. Pagal juos 1942 m. geguZzés 20 d. Svencioniy kraste
zmoneés zudyti AdutiSkyje, Svencionyse, Svencionéliuose, t. y. Lietuvos TSR teritorijoje
buvo nustatytos trys Zudyniy vietos.

Sovietiné propaganda ir istoriografija eksploatavo lietuviy burzuazinius nacionalistus,
kaip nuoZmius naciy talkininkus ir bendrininkus, atsakingus uz jvykdytas visy tarybiniy

37 Vlado Butkuno, Vinco, ir Juozo MiakiSiaus, Kristupo, kontroliné-stebimoji byla, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 58, b. 47610/3, 1. 2,
7-10,17-20, 22. Nutarime pazymima, kad ju byla reikia iSskirti i§ baudziamosios bylos Nr. 3463/3. Tai Ypatingojo burio
nario Mecislovo Butkaus baudZiamoji byla, taciau joje néra né Zodzio apie Zmoniy Zudynes.

38 ITSR KGB pirmininko J. Petkeviciaus 1971 02 10 rastas SSSR KGB 2-ajai pagrindinei valdybai, ibid., b. 4916, 1. 264
(literiné byla).

3197712 30 kaltinamoji iSvada V. Sausaicio baudziamojoje byloje, LYA, K-1, ap. 58, b. 47746/3, . 4,1. 275.
40 KGB tardymo skyriaus tardytojo J. Gavéno 1977 03 28 rastas priimti byla savo zinion, ibid, b. 47746/3,t.1,1. 275.
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zmoniy (taip pat ir lenky) Zudynes. ,Lietuvis Zudikas" ar bent jau aktyvus naciy talkinin-
kas buvo viena svarbiausiy sovietiniy Antrojo pasaulinio karo mety Lietuvos istorijos is-
toriografijos kliiy*. Tai leidzia daryti prielaida, kad Zudyniy Svencioniy kraste masto ir
lietuviy dalyvavimo jose (jvykdytu ZvériSkumy) fakty KGB nesistenge nutyléti, pagrazinti
ar pan., o greiCiau atvirksciai. Tad KGB Saltiniai (Zinoma, kritiskai juos vertinant) leidzia
kritiskiau ir objektyviau pazvelgti j lenky Saltinius ir autoriy naratyvus, atskirti juy propa-
gandinio pobudzio medziaga nuo tikry istoriniy fakty ir pan.

Duomeny apie Zudynes Svencioniy kraste galima rasti dokumenty rinkinyje ,Masinés
zudynés Lietuvoje (1941-1944)“. Sio dvitomio dokumenty rinkinio 1 dalis i3leista 1965 m., 0
antra dalis - 1973 m. 1942 m. geguzés 20 d. Zudynés Svencioniy kraste jtrauktos j rinkinyje
paskelbta masiniy Zudyniy, vykdyty 1941-1944 m. Lietuvoje, viety sarasa*.

Duomeny apie zudynes pateikta ir Mazojoje lietuviskojoje tarybinéje enciklopedijoje
(MLTE)*.

Be abejo, sovietmeciu Lietuvos TSR spaudoje apie Svencioniy Zudynes pasirodydavo ir
propagandiniy straipsniy*.

IS sovietinés istoriografijos mokslinio tiriamojo pobtudzio darby paminétinas Juozo
Jurginio dar 1951 m. paskelbtas straipsnis apie Vilniaus kraste hitleriniy okupanty vyk-
dyta ,masinj terorg’, (jame autorius trumpai nusvieté ir 1942 m. geguzés 20 d. Zudynes
Svencioniy kraste)*s.

Véliau i$ sovietiniy autoriy placiausiai apie Zudynes Svencioniy kraste rasé Petras Ke-
Zinaitis 1961 m. autoriy kolektyvo isleistoje knygoje ,Hitleriné okupacija Lietuvoje“®. Jis
pateiké besiformuojantj sovietinés istoriografijos naratyva — lietuviy tautai vis labiau ir
labiau prieSinantis, hitleriniai okupantai sustiprino masinj terora, pati sovietiniy partiza-
ny jvykdyta vokie¢iy nuzudymo akcija pateikiama kaip kovos akcija (vokieéiai susikove su
tarybiniais partizanais ir Zuvo), per kersto akcija, kaip esa dabar (t. y. tada, apie 1960 m.),
jau galutinai iSsiaiSkinta ir nustatyta, kad buvo nuzudyta ne 400, o Zymiai daugiau nekalty
Zmoniy. Autorius pateiké nemazai sulietuvinty nuzudyty auky pavardziy ir kt.#”

4 S.Jegelevicius, ,SSRS-Vokietijos karas: sovietinés istoriografijos klises’, in: Lietuvos sovietiné istoriografija: teoriniai
irideologiniai kontekstai, straipsniy rinkinys, sudaré Alfredas Bumblauskas, Nerijus Sepetys, Vilnius, 1999, p. 80-81.

42 Masiniy zudyniy viety suvestinis sarasas, Masinés Zudynés Lietuvoje (1941-1944), dokumenty rinkinys, d. 2, Vilnius,
1973, p. 38-414. Zudyniy vietos Svencioniy apskrityje (Adutiskis, Svencionys, Svencionéliai) minimos p. 406-407.

4 Adutigkis, MLTE, t. 1, A-J, Vilnius, 1966, p. 16; Svencionéliai, ibid,, t. 3, R-Z, Vilnius, 1971, p. 440; Svencionys, ibid.,
p. 441,

4 B Urbanavicius, S. Apyvala, ,Zudikai nenuplaus kruviny ranky", Tiesa, 1959 03 29; E. Zemaitis, ,Ju rankos suteptos
krauju®, Tarybinis mokytojas, 1962 06 24, Nr. 50.

4 ] Jurginis, Hitleriniy okupantu masinio teroro priemonés Vilniaus kraste®, in: Lietuvos istorijos instituto darbai,
1951, t.1, p. 230-241

46 Hitlerine okupacija Lietuvoje, straipsniy rinkinys, Vilnius, 1961.

47 P, KeZinaitis, Lietuva hitleriniy Zudiky valdZioje, ibid., p. 113.
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Zudynes Svencioniy kraste savo monografijoje mini ir Juozas Bulavas. Remdamasis
sovietiniy partizany vady 1959 m. paskelbtais duomenimis, autorius j moksline apyvarta
jvedé apie 500 suSaudyty vietos gyventojy (auky) skaiciy*®. Taip pat Zudynes savo mono-
grafijoje apie sovietinius partizanus ,prabégomis” paminéjo ir Zymiausias sovietiniy par-
tizany Lietuvoje veiklos tyrinétojas Povilas Staras®.

Pateikta trumpa sovietinés istoriografijos apzvalga rodo, kad joje nors ir pateikta kai ku-
riy vertingy duomeny apie 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. vykdytas Zudynes Svencioniy kraste,
bet pati jy istorija néra iStirta, o jos naratyvas politizuotas. Sovietinéje istoriografijoje is-
trinta auky nacionaliné tapatybé, paskelbtos pavardés sulietuvintos. Susidaro jspudis, kad
Sios Zudynés tai nusikaltimas ne lenky, o lietuviy tautai, kovojusiai uz taryby valdzia. Kita
vertus, sovietiniy autoriy kai kurie teiginiai sutampa su lenky autoriy teiginiais (arba yra
i8jy ,pasiskolinti®, perimti).

Zydy $altiniai ir istoriografija. Kalbant apie Svencioniy Zudyniy $altinius, galima pami-
néti ir negausia zydisky Saltiniy grupe. Vilniaus geto metrastininkas Hermanas Krukas Vil-
niaus geto ir stovykly kronikose 1942 m. geguzés 21 d. padareé jrasa, pavadinta ,Simty lenky
nuzudymas" ,Pasakojama, kad netoli Svencioniy veiké partizany grupés, kurios uZpuolé
keleta vietoviy. Esa tyrimas rodo, jog tai padareé bolSevikai ir lenky bei rusy radikalai. Buvo
imtasi ekstensyviy priemoniy ir kita ryta mazdaug 400 lenky jvykdyta mirties bausme."®

Palyginti placiai Zudynes Svencioniy kraste savo atsiminimy knygoje nusvieté Iccha-
kas Rudnickis (Aradas), gimes 1926 m. Sven(:ionyse, sovietinis partizanas, Izraelio armi-
jos generolas, istorikas. Jo ZodZiais, buvo suimta 400 vyry, dauguma jy buvo lenky, rusy
ir baltarusiy inteligentijos atstovai; visi suimtieji buvo susaudyti. [domu pastebéti, kad
1. Aradas su tam tikra piktdZziuga (pasitenkinimu) konstatavo, kad visi suSaudytieji buvo
vyrai, daugelis jy turéjo karinj pasirengima, taciau ,leidosi iSvedami j mirtj" po Sio jvykio
esa kitatauciy ,panieka“ Zydams dél nesipriesinimo Holokausto akcijose iSnykos. I. Arado
knyga, paminint ir Svencioniy Zudynes, aptariama didelés (testinés) apimties recenzijoje
lietuviy iSeivijos leistame Zurnale ,Karys" (knyga dél antilietuvi§ky motyvy vertinta nepa-
lankiai, tai rodo ir recenzijos pavadinimas)=.

Lietuviski Saltiniai ir istoriografija 1990 m atsikiirus nepriklausomai Lietuvai. IS Siy
Saltiniy pirmiausia paminétini buvusio Svencioniy apskrities agronomo Viktoro Maldzia-
no (g. 1917 m.) atsiminimai. Jis pateiké jdomiy ir vertingy detaliy apie vokie¢iy okupacines

4 . Bulavas, Vokiskujy fasisty okupacinis Lietuvos valdymas 1941-1944, Vilnius, 1969, p. 197.
4 P Staras, Partizaninis judéjimas Lietuvoje DidZiojo Tévynés karo metais, Vilnius, 1966, p. 204.

50 Herman Kruk, Paskutineés Lietuvos Jeruzalés dienos: Vilniaus geto ir stovykly kronikos 1939-1944, Vilnius: Lietuvos
gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2004, p. 296.

st 1. Aradas, IS mirties slénio j Siono kalng, Vilnius, 2020, p. 130-131. Si knyga tai pataisytas vertimas j lietuviy kalba
knygos Y. Arad, The Partizan: From the Valley of Death to Mount Zion, New York, 1979.

52 A, Neapykantos ir kersto knyga’, Karys, 1980, Nr. 8, p. 354-358, Nr. 9, p. 405-408, Nr. 10, p. 450-454.
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jstaigas, Svencionyse dirbusius vokieciy pareigtunus, nuzudytajj Becka, vokie¢iy nuzudy-
mo aplinkybes ir kt s

Visuotinéje lietuviy enciklopedijoje, straipsnyje apie Lentupio miestelj, tvirtinama, kad
uZ nuSautus tris vokie¢iy karius okupantai naciai i$zudé visus Lentupio vyrus, taip pat vi-
sus vyrus, gyvenancius 4 km spinduliu aplink miestelj, i$ viso apie 400-600 Zzmoniy. In-
ternetiniame straipsnyje ,Svencioniy apskrities gyventojy Zudynés" tvirtinama, kad buvo
nuzudyta daugiau kaip 500 Sios apskrities gyventojy. NeaiSku, kuo remiantis Zudyniy
chronologiniai rémai pratesti iki geguzés 27 d., be to, yra ir kity netikslumys. Duomenys
apie zudynes, jy masto (auky skai¢iaus) iSputimas, taip pat ir netikslumai Visuotinéje lie-
tuviy enciklopedijoje akivaizdziai yra atéje iS nekritiSkai jvertinty lenkisky ir sovietiniy
Saltiniy bei jy autoriy darby.

Atkurus nepriklausomybe, viena pirmyjy zudynes paminéjo ir kai kuriuos duomenis
apiejas pateiké, t. y. jvedé kai kuriuos archyvinius duomenis j moksline apyvartg, Audroné
Janavicieneé®s.

Tyrinédamas Lietuvos pilieciy ne Zydy persekiojimo ir civiliy gyventojy Zudyniy tema-
tika, tarp ju ir represines ,atsiskaitymy* (kersto) akcijas, ir sovietiniy partizany veiklg Lie-
tuvoje, Svencioniy Zudyniy istorija nudvieté ir $iy eiluciy autorius, kai kurios jo jzvalgos
detaliau nusviec¢iamos ir argumentuojamos Siame tyrime>®.

Apie Svencioniy zudynes jdomia ir vertinga publikacija laikrastyje ,Svencioniy krastas"”
2012 m. paskelbé Zurnalistas Algis Jakstas. Jo duomenimis, per kersto akcija buvo nuzudy-
ta daugiau kaip 300 nekalty civiliy gyventoju. Lietuvoje i$ viso buvo nuzudyti 104 Zmonés
(Adutiskyje - 34, Svencionyse - 37, Svencionéliuose - 33), ir tik apie 10 susaudytyjy buvo
ne lenky tautybés. Baltarusijoje, Lentupyje, buvo susaudyta 180 Zmoniy, nemazai ju buvo
nuzudyta ir Klius¢ionyse. Sie skaiciai (duomenys) vertintini kaip gana realGs.

Svencioniy zudyniy temg 2017 m. iskélé iSeivijos istorikas, geografas, teisininkas Au-
gustinas Idzelis (1942-2018). Internetinéje erdvéje jis pateiké kai kuriy istoriniy detaliy,
kélé Zudyniy tyrinéjimo ir nusvietimo aktualijy klausima. Jo ZodZiais, apie Svencioniy Zu-

8 V.Maldziunas, ISaugau Vilnijoj, Atsiminimai, Kaunas, 1996, p. 121-129.

% K. Gardva, G. Ereminas, Lentupis, Visuotiné lietuviu enciklopedija, t. 11, Vilnius, 2007, p. 799; N. Spiridoviené, Sven-
Ciloniy apskrities gyventojy zudyneés, <https:/vle lt/straipsnis/svencioniu-apskrities-gyventoju-zudynes>. Nurodo-
mas Becko vardas Gustavas (turéty buti Josephas). J. Beckas vadinamas Svencioniy apskrities komisaru (tokiy parei-
gu jis néjo, apskritai tokios pareigybés vokieciy okupacinio administracinio rezimo valdZios strukttroje Lietuvoje
nebuvo).

55 A JanaviCieneé, ,Sovietiniai diversantai Lietuvoje (1941-1944)", Genocidas ir rezistencija, 1997, Nr. 1, p. 101.

% R.Zizas, Lietuvos pilieCiy nezydy persekiojimas, civiliy gyventojy zudynes", in: Ch. Dieckmann, V. Toleikis, R. Zi-
zas, Karo belaisviy ir civiliy gyventojy Zudynés Lietuvoje 1941-1944 / Murders of Prisoners of War and of Civilian Populati-
on in Lithuania, 1941-1944, Vilnius: Margi rastai, 2005, p.114-115, 333-334.

5 A.Jakstas, Ivykiai, kuriy negalime pamirsti’, §venéioni14 krastas, 2012 05 16, Nr. 37 (1180). Publikacija, pavadinta
,Svencioniy zudynés', paskelbta internete <https:/ltwikipedia.org/wiki/Svencioniy_zudynés>.
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dynes Lietuvoje niekas nekalba, o daugelio Lietuvai reikSmingy istorijos fakty Siandien vis
dar néra istorinéje apyvartoje®. (Autorius, be abejo, turéjo galvoje lietuviy visuomene®,
Lietuvos lenky bendruomené Zudynes minéjo, apie jas ,kalbéjo”)

PaZymeétina, kad po 1990-aisiais jvykusio nepriklausomos Lietuvos valstybés atsikari-
mo poreikj dométis Svencioniy Zudynémis savo laiku lémeé ne tik istorinés tiesos paies-
kos, bet ir praktiniai istorinio teisingumo jgyvendinimo tikslai. Atkurta Lietuvos valstybé
iSmokéjo kompensacijas (pasalpas) Antrojo pasaulinio karo metais nukentéjusiems as-
menims. Daugeliui Zmoniy kilo sunkumy jrodyti savo giminiy ir artimyjy Zuties faktus
Svencioniy krasto zudynése. NeZinota, kur Lietuvos archyvuose apie ju aukas ieSkoti duo-
meny. Dél tuomet tvyrojusio nepasitikéjimo tarp lenky ir lietuviy net kildavo jtarimy, kad
Zmoneés samoningai klaidinami ar kad informacija apie Zudynes slepiama®.

Baltarusiy Saltiniai ir istoriografija. Sovietmeciu Baltarusijoje apie Fiodoro Markovo
jvykdyta akcija buvo tylima. Tik 1975 m. Minske iSleistame Narociaus krasto revoliuci-
neés kovos dalyviy ir sovietiniy partizany atsiminimuy rinkinyje buvo paskelbti baltarusiy
sovietinio partizano, vokieciy nuzudymo akcijos 1942 m. geguzés 19-osios ryta dalyvio
Vladimiro Saulevic¢iaus trumpi atsiminimai ,Musy kovos pradzia“. Jis daug ka nutyléjo
(svarbiausia, kokius skaudZius padarinius sovietiniy partizany akcija lémé vietos gyven-
tojams), taciau pateiké ir jdomiy Svencioniy jvykiy (zudyniy) istorijos detaliy.

Medziagos apie Zudynes Lentupyje galima rasti jau cituotose interneto svetainése, pa-
vyzdZiui, svetainéje lenky ir rusy kalbomis ,Postavai (lietuviskai Pastovys) ir apylinkeés“s.
Kaip rodo internetiniai duomenys apie Lentupj, jokiy nuorody j baltarusiy istoriky spe-
cialius 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. vykusiy Zudyniy tyrimus miestelyje ir jo apylinkése néra,
remiamasilenky autoriy duomenimis, vyrauja jy poziuris. Nereikia pamirsti, kad 1942 m.
balandj prie Ostlando reichskomisariato Lietuvos generalinés srities buvo prijungta Bal-
tarusijos reichskomisariato ASmenos apskritis ir naujai sudaryta Svyriy apskritis, o prie

savotiska ,pilkaja zona".

Internete galima rasti pateikiamus kai kuriuos jdomius skaicius, pavyzdziui, kad
1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d., Svencioniy Zudyniy metu, Lentupyje buvo $audomi zydai. Ge-
guzés 20 d. nacistai ir policininkai ¢ia suSaudeé 66 (61) Zzydus®2.

%8 V. ValiugaiSio pokalbis su istoriku A. Idzeliu, ,NKVD metodai naudojami ir dabar”, Cikaga, 2017 09 10, <https:/
www,delfilt/news/ringas/lit/istorikas-a-idzelis-nkvd-metodai-naudojami-ir-dabar>.

% G.Jankus, Adutiskio Zudynés: auky artimieji nieko negali jrodyti, Akistata (laikrastis nuo 1990 m. leistas Kaune)
1999 09 24, Nr. 73(697), p. 11.

60 V. Saulevi¢, ,Nacalo nasej borby", in: Liudi Narocianskogo kraja: vospominanija uciastnikov revoliucionnoj borby i
Velikoj Otecestvennoj vojny, Minsk, 1975, s. 252-257.

6 2014 02 19 paskelbta medziaga, autorius Genadiusz K, ,Zeby pamietaly”, <http://postawyiokolice blogspot.
com/2014/02zeby-pamietalihtml>, Mai 1942; ,Tragedija v Lintupiach® (dopolneno), paskelbta rusy k. 2015, <http:/
postawyiokresnostiblogspot /2015/12/1942 html>.

8  <https://ruwikipedia.org/wiki/getto_v_Lyntupiach>.

62



2026 1(59) Rimantas Zizas
Genocidas ir rezistencija Gyventojy zudynés Svencioniy kraste vykdant 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. ...

Soviety partizany provokaciné akcija Svenéioniy-Lentupio apylinkése

Detaliau pazvelkime j tai, kas jvyko Svencioniy apylinkése 1942 m. geguzés 19-0sios ryta.
Baltarusiy sovietiniy partizany grupé, vadovaujama gerai Zinomo sovietiniy partizany
veikéjo F. Markovo®, jvykde teroro akcija. V. Saulevicius liudijimu, 1942 m. geguZe sovie-
tiniai partizanai suzinojo, kad gebitskomisaras Beckas i§ Svencioniy vyks j Lentupj. Buvo
nutarta jj likviduoti. Véliau suzinota tiksli jo iSvykimo data (diena ir valanda) - geguzés
20 d. [turéty buti geguzés 19 d. - R. Z.] 7 val. ryto (Maskvos laiku). Sovietiniy partizany gru-
pé, kuria sudaré Markovas, Saulevicius, Smirnovas, Baliuckis ir Malyginas, ankstyva ge-
guzés 19-osios ryta (apie 4 val.) miskais patrauké prie Svencioniy ir Lentupio plento. Apie
8 val. jie pamaté greitai vaziuojantj automobilj. Pasidaline j dvi grupes partizanai i arti
(20 metry atstumo) j automobilj atidenge ugnj. V. Saulevi¢ius mini nu$autus vairuotoja,
Becka ir zandarmerijos Sefg Krulj (turéty buti Grulj). Buvo paimti vokie¢iu ginklai, doku-
mentai, uniformos, o nuo Becko rankos numautas Ziedas su briliantu. Padege automobilj
partizanai pasitraukeé, apsistojo Novosiolkuose pas Markovo déde Ivana Vasiljeva, o Becko
portfelj su dokumentais paslépé netoli dédés sodybos®.

Akcijos vykdymo detalés Saltiniuose kiek skiriasi. Vokieciy saugumo policijos ir SD
vado Ostlande ataskaitoje Ostlando reichskomisarui Hinrichui Lozei (Lohse) nurodoma,
kad 1942 m. geguzés 19 d. vermachto lengvoji masina kelyje i§ Svencioniy j Lentupj buvo
sulaikyta moters, o po to 5-6 ginkluoty civiliy atakuota rankinémis granatomis ir apsau-
dytais automaty. MasSinos keleiviai vokieciai — vyresnysis leitenantas ir du zonderfiureriai
- buvo mirtinai suZeisti. Buvo pradéta pabégusiy nusikaltéliy paieska. Kaip kersto atpil-
das buvo suSaudyta 400 Vilniaus apygardos Zmoniy®.

Galima pastebéti, kad Vilniaus apygardos lietuviy saugumo policija dar 1942 m. balandj
paskelbé ,bolSeviky-teroristy” paieska. Buvo paieSkomi Vladimiras Saulevic¢ius, Grigori-
jus Sapovalas, Nikolajus Petkovas, Vera Sirokova, Nikolajus Zarcinas ir Anatolijus (pavarde
nenurodyta). Kiek véliau, 1942 m. rugpjucio mén., A. Lileikis pateiké detalig (nors ir ne vi-
sai tikslig) informacija apie Teodorg (Fiodorg) Markova - teroristy grupés vadg®e.

8 Fiodoras Markovas (1913-1958) gime Lentupio valsciuje, Kacionidkiy kaime. 1934 m. baigé Svencioniy J. Pil-
sudskio mokytoju seminarija, dirbo mokytoju. Nuo 1934 m. Vakary Baltarusijos kompartijos narys, uz komunistine
veikla kalintas Lenkijos valdZios. 1939 m. atéjus sovietams - Svencioniy miesto vykdomojo komiteto pirmininkas.
Pasitrauke i SSRS, 1941 m. rugpjutj kaip diversinés grupés vadas atsiystas j vokie¢iy uznugarj. Vokie¢iy nuzudymas
Svencioniy apylinkése nebuvo pirmoiji tragisky padariniy turéjusi F. Markovo grupeés jvykdyta akcija. Grupé 1942 m.
Naujyju mety naktj Semetavoje jie sudegino namg, kuriame Zuvo 19 civiliy. Véliau F. Markovas vadovavo sovieti-
niy partizany buriui, K. Vorosilovo vardo brigadai. Aktyviai kovojo su lenky Armija Krajova. 1944 m. jam suteiktas
SSRS didvyrio vardas. Palaidotas Molodecne, ¢ia jo vardu pavadinta gatve, pastatytas paminklinis biustas. Zr.: Fiodor
Markov Grigorjevic, <https://warheroes.ru/hero.asp?Hero_id=7361>.

64V Saulevi¢, ,Nacalo nasej borby", in: Liudi Narocianskogo kraja: vospominanija uciastnikov revoliucionnoj borby i
Velikoj OtecCestvennoj vojny, Minsk, 1975, s. 255-257.

& [CVA,f1742,ap.1,b. 21,1 6-7 Vokieciy Zuties aplinkybes patvirtina V. Maldzitinas: pusiaukeléje tarp Svencioniy ir
Lentupio kelia automobiliui uzstojo kazkokia moteris, matyt, sovietiniy partizany bendrininké. Automobiliui susto-
jus, 1ji pasipylé $tviai. Zr.: V. Maldzitnas, ISaugau Vilnijoj, p. 128.

%  Lietuviy saugumo policijos Vilniaus apygardos virsininko A. Lileikio 1942 m. balandzio 28 d. rastas apygardos
policijos vadams, LCVA, f. R-689, ap.1,b. 5,1. 307; ibid., b. 86, 1. 143, 254-255.
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Taigi 1942 m. geguze vokieciai turéjo informacijos apie F. Markovo grupe, taciau sovie-
tiniy partizany (diversanty) pavojus nebuvo jvertintas — vokieciai i$ Svencioniy j Lentupj
vyko lengvuoju automobiliu, be jokios apsaugos.

Vokie¢iy nuzudymo akcijos istorijoje bene jdomiausias yra neaiskus J. Becko vertéjos
Eleonoros Rakovskos vaidmens klausimas. Ji galimai buvo sovietiniy partizany akcijos nu-
zudant vokiecius dalyvé, informavusi juos apie J. Becko ir kity vokieciy isvykimo j Lentupj
laika. Lenky autoriai grieztai neigia bet kokj E. Rakovskos ar kity lenky pogrindzio daly-
viy dalyvavima ar prisidéjima nuzudant vokiecius, nes tai mesty Sesélj lenky pogrindziui,
trukdyty daryti kategoriskus apibendrinimus ir apskritai lenky pateikiamam Zudyniy is-
torijos naratyvui buty nepatogus faktas. Vis délto galima svarstyti E. Rakovskos prisidéjimo
prie vokie¢iy nuzudymo akcijos klausima. Netiesioginis jrodymas yra tai, kad ji vienintelé
i5 ta ryta keliavusiyjy automobiliu i$ Svenéioniy j Lentupj liko (buvo palikta) gyva. E. Rakov-
ska buvo gerai pazjstama su F. Markovu, su juo kartu mokési Svencionyse. V. MaldZitinas
savo atsiminimuose raso, kad su vokieciais vaziavo ir J. Becko vertéja Rakauskaité, spéjo,
kad ji buvo samokslo dalyvé, paZinojo F. Markova, buvo jo mokslo drauge®’.

Taciau svarbiausi iSlieka sovietiniy partizany liudijimai. V. Saulevicius savo atsimini-
muose tvirtina, kad sovietiniai partizanai turéjo savo ,rysininka‘, kuris bent du kartus pra-
nesé apie J. Becko kelione j Lentupj. Keistoka, tac¢iau jdomi V. Saulevi¢ius pasakojama isto-
rija apie]. Becko Ziedo likima. Jo ZodZiais, partizanas Vasilijus, ant pirSto uZzsimoves §j Zieda,
nuéjo j jaunimo vakarone. Pasirode vokieciai Zieda pastebéjo. Vokietis pistoleto rankena
smogeé partizanui j galva, Sis iSsigando ir viska papasakojo®®, o ka papasakojo, konkreciai
nedetalizavo. Matyt, ir apie E. Rakovskg, galima jos vaidmenj vokie¢iy nuzudymo istorijoje.

Kaip jdomy liudijima apie Svencioniy jvykius (Zudynes), ju sukeltg atgarsj Lietuvoje ir
]. Becko vertéjos vaidmenj galima vertinti jau minéta G. Zimano 1943-yjy pavasarj uzra-
Syta trijy buvusiy raudonarmieciy (vokieciu karo belaisviu) pasakojima. Ju liudijimu, prie
Becko nuzudymo prisidéjo jo vertéja, informavusi Zudikus apie iSvykimo ,marsruta ir lai-
k3" Neva zmonés kalbéjo, kad vertéja buvo zZydaité®.

Kaip rodo 2001 m. liepos 26 d. internete paskelbtas Ri¢ardo Mackeviciaus (Ryszard
Mackiewicz) VarSuvoje uzrasytas Eleonoros ir jos sesers Elvyros pasakojimas, E. Rakovska
(g. 1920 m. Vilniuje) gyveno Svencionyse, nuo 1940 m. buvo labai aktyvi Armijos Krajo-
vos Vilniaus apygardos nare, be lenky mokéjo vokieciy ir lietuviy kalbas, lenky pogrindzio

§7 V. MaldzZiunas, ISaugau Vilnijoj, p. 128.
68 V. Saulevicius, Musy kovos pradZia..., p. 257.

6 G. Zimano (Jurgio) 1943 03 13 uzrasytas buvusiy raudonarmieciy pasakojimas apie Lietuva, LYA, f. 16895, ap. 2,
b. 186, 1. 167. Idomas ir kiti buvusiu raudonarmieciy liudijimai. Ju zodziais, buvo nuzudytas ,pulkininkas Beckas", jo
pavardé esa buvo tikra, ja minéjo ,visoje Lietuvoje”, taciau buve sovietiniai karo belaisviai pagristai abejojo dél jo
auksto karinio laipsnio. Jy duomenimis, Beckas buvo komisijos arkliams rekvizuoti pirmininkas, ji nuzudé ,nelegalios
organizacijos nariai’. [domu pastebéti, kad buve raudonarmieciai gerai atsiliepé apie Lietuvos Zmones, jie jspédavo
apeiti Lentupio apylinkes, nes ten po Zudyniu policija labai gaudé visokius ,neaiskius” asmenis ir kt.
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Zmoniy pastangomis buvo jdarbinta J. Becko biure (jame dirbo ir daugiau lenky pogrin-
dininky), po vokie¢iy nuzudymo buvo suimta, kalinta LukiSkiu kaléjime, nuteista mirties
bausme, taciau uz lenky pogrindZio (Armijos Krajovos) i$pirka mirties bausmé jai buvo
pakeista jkalinimu prievartos darby stovykloje Pravieniskése. Cia buvo kalinta ir jos sesuo
bei motina. Atéjus sovietams, ji buvo suimta NKVD, ta¢iau i$leista j Lenkijg™. (Galima pri-
durti, kad iSéjusi i$ Pravieniskiy E. Rakovska jsijungé j lenky pogrindj, taciau, NKGB uZver-
buota (slapyvardis Nina), buvo siunc¢iama pogrindyje veikusiy dalyviy paieskai™)

Soviety partizany jvykdyta akcijg galima vadinti rezistenciniu, antivokisku veiksmu,
prie jo jvykdymo galéjo prisidéti ir lenky pogrindZio Zmonés™. Si akcija buvo atvirai pro-
vokacineg, iSskirtinai jzali: vokieciai buvo ne tik nuzudyti ir apiplésti, bet ir buvo iSniekinti
ju palaikai (nupjauti lytiniai organai numesti Salia lavony ar sugrusti j burnas)”. Ji buvo
jvykdyta grubiu sovietiniu stiliumi, nejauc¢iant atsakomybés uz jos skaudzius padarinius
vietos gyventojams.

Archyviniuose Saltiniuose labai jvairuoja sovietiniy partizany teroro akcijos auka ta-
pusio J. Becko pareigos, jos sureik§minamos. 1941 m. spalj J. Beckas apibudinamas kaip
Svencioniy apskrities Zemeés tvarkytojas, véliau - kaip vokie¢iy kariuomenés tkio ko-
mendantas, apskrities Zzemés ukio vadovas (Kreislandwirtschatsfuhrer). ]. Becka V. Mal-
dziunas apibudina taip: 30-40 mety amziaus Ukininkas i Bavarijos, ramaus budo, nai-
vokas, mazarastis, nacionalsocialisty partijos narys”. Nuzudytasis Walteris Gruhlis buvo
zandarmerijos vir§ininkas Vileikoje (Baltarusija). Buvo nuzudytas ir dar vienas vokietis -
karo belaisviy stovyklos komendantas, jo pavardé minima reciau, ji jvairuoja (lenky Salti-
niuose minima Schneiderio pavardé)”. V. Maldzitinas mini ir Svencionéliy karo belaisviy
stovyklos vir§ininka Smita’.

Zudyniy Svenéioniy kraste masto (auky skaiiaus) ir Zudyniy viety problema

Svencioniy zZudyniy masto - auky skai¢iaus - duomenys, Zudyniy viety nustatymas ir kiti
faktai yra svarbus ne tik egzekucijos ,kersto akcijai®, jos mastui apibudinti, bet ir spresti

7 <http://kpbc.umk.pl/dlibra/publication/253234/edition/249934/content?ref=L3B1YmxpY2FOW9 ulzlIMz MS991Z-
G10aWulzlIMDEw/Mg> ; M. Tomkiewicz, Zbrodnia w Ponarach..., s. 131; Z. Chlewinski, Groza i przesladowanie..., s. 38—
39.

7 A Bubnys, Pasipriesinimo judéjimas Lietuvoje Antrojo pasaulinio karo metais: lenky pogrindis 1939-1945 m., Vil-
nius, 2015, p. 424.

72 Bejau minety Saltiniy, E. Rakovska, kaip jtariamoji rySiais su partizanais, minima ir Svencionéliy policijos nuova-
dos virsininko B. Gruzdzio 1945 01 04 parodymuose jo baudziamojoje byloje, LYA, f. K-1ap. 58, b. 45561/3, 1. 88-89.

7 V. MaldZitnas, I3augau Vilnijoj, p. 128; A. Janavicieneé, Sovietiniai diversantai Lietuvoje.., p. 101. Sj fakta minétame
interneto Saltinyje patvirtina ir A. Idzelis.

7 V. MaldZitnas, ISaugau Vilnijoj, p. 128.

7 Zbrodnia w Swiecianach 1942°, <plwikipedia.org/wiki/Zbrodnia_w_Sviecianach _(1942)>; Z. Chlewinski, Groza i
przesladowande.., s. 38-39.

76 V. MaldZzitnas, Isaugau Vilnijoj, p. 122.
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apie lietuviy policijos ir lietuviskosios savivaldos pareigiiny nusikaltimy, kolaboravimo
masta, lietuviy ir lenky tautinius santykius, to laikmecio visuomenés nuotaikas ir kitus
vokieciy okupacijos laikotarpio reiskinius.

Zudynes Svencioniy kraste lémé objektyvios ir subjektyvios aplinkybés (veiksniai).
Visy pirma per sovietiniy partizany jvykdyta akcija zuvo trys vokieciai. Tokio didelio mas-
to teroro akcija Lietuvos generalinéje srityje ,bandity” (sovietiniy partizany) buvo jvykdy-
ta pirma karta. Dél J. Becko ir W. Gruhlio zuties uzuojauta spaudoje paskelbé generalinis
komisaras Lietuvoje Teodoras Adrianas Rentelnas?”. VokieCiy civilinés valdzios (adminis-
tracijos) vyriausiojo pareigiino Lietuvoje, generalinio komisaro démesj nuzudytiesiems
galima aiSkinti tuo, kad jie abu, nors ir nepriklausé auksto rango pareigiinams, bet buvo
Vokietijos reicho pilieciai (vokie¢iy okupacinio rezimo pareiginy supratimu, toks nuzu-
dytyjy statusas buvo svarbi, nusikaltima sunkinanti aplinkybé).

Kaip jau minéta, 400 nuzudytyjy yra minimalus Zudyniy auky skaicius, $alia jo pateikiami
ir zymiai didesni skaiciai. Antai ,Vikipedijoje“ lenky kalba didelés apimties informacijoje apie
zudynes Svencioniy apylinkése tvirtinama, kad buvo nuzudyta 600 lenky, tarp jy 450 Sven-
Cioniy ir miesto apylinkiy gyventojy: Svencionyse - 49, Svencionéliuose - 27, Lentupyje - 150,
Sobulkiuose (?) (Soboleke) - 40, AdutiSkyje — 33, Kaznodzieizeke (Kaznadziejiskiy k.) - 20 Zmo-
niy. Zmonés Zudyti Kamajuose, VydZziuose, Kiemeliskése, Vygody (?) (Wygody), Kaptarunovo
(Kaptarunowe), Sudovcy (Szudowcy), Gilutovo (Gilutow), Sutkau¢yznos (Sutkowsczyznoje),
Vielickiy k. (?) (Wieliczka), Popillikove (buvo Popieliky I, IT kaimai), Zakovo (Zakove), JanamiSkiy
(?) Janamiszeke), Romaniskiy (?) (Romaniszki), Uzuraiscio (Azurejscy) kaimuose, TvereCiuje.

BaudZiamosiose bylose ir kituose Lietuvos SSR KGB Saltiniuose dauguma $iy Zudyniy
vietoviy neminimos (arba paneigiama, kad Zudynés ten vyko). Antai policininkas Balys
Seliukas kaltintas tuo, kad po Becko nuzudymo konvojavo suimtus Zmones i§ Tvereciaus
i Svencionis, kur jie buvo susaudyti. Tvereciaus valsé¢iuje tada buvo suimti ir Svencionyse
suSaudyti du Zmonés - Pankratijus Petrovas ir Filipas Razmanovas (ar Razmarovas). Tve-
reciaus valsciuje buvo sutelkti Zmoneés ir i kity, i$ viso keturiy vals¢iy, o suimtieji buvo
iSvaryti j Svencionis™. Jokiy duomeny apie tai, kad Tvereciuje po vokieciy 1942 m. geguze
jvykdyto nuzudymo buty Saudyti Zmoneés, néra ir nuteisty miestelio apylinkiy 1941 m. Bir-
Zelio sukilimo dalyviy baudziamojoje byloje™.

Liudijimy apie tai, kad Zmonés nebuvo zudomi kai kuriose minimose Baltarusijos vie-
tovése, o varomi zudyti j Lentupj, galima rasti ir lenkiSkuose Saltiniuose. Antai Romanis-
kiy dvaro valdytoja vokieté Chanelé Vagner, suzinojusi, kad buvo suimti jos dvaro darbi-

7 Wilnaer Zeitung, 23 Mai 1942.

78 Ljudininko J. Glusonoko (g. 1888) 1944 11 parodymai, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 58, b. 29505/3, 1. 18; Skliausteliuose pateikta pa-
varde paimta i$ Ignalinos rajono krastotyrininky 1978-1979 m. uzpildyty ankety apie Zuvusiuosius uz tarybu valdzia
saraso, LYA, f. 3377, ap. 66, b. 11, 1. 51, 59. Abu susaudytieji buvo is Dietkaucyznos kaimo.

7 Jeronimo Gylio ir Prano BlaZevi¢iaus baudziamoji byla, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 58, b. 9759/3, 1. 47-48,122 ir kt.
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ninkai, Romaniskiy ir Sobulky kaimy zmoneés, sédo j karieta ir pasivijusi varomy zmoniy
kolonos virsininka jkalbéjo jos Zmones paleisti. Taip ji iSgelbéjo kelias deSimtis Zmoniy?®°.

IS Tvereciaus valsciaus ir kity vietoviy neblogai dokumentuoty pavyzdziy Lietuvo-
je atrenkant aukas kersto akcijai galima daryti prielaida apie tokj Zudyniy mechanizma:
Zmoneés suiminéti jvairiose vietovese, taCiau vietoje jie neZudyti (Zinoma, iSskyrus gali-
mus pavienius, atskirus ekscesus). Atrinkti suSaudymui zmonés buvo telkiami (koncen-
truojami) ,tarpinése” ir ,galutinése“ Zudyniy vietose. Lietuvos teritorijoje Zudyniy vietos
buvo Adutiskis, Svencionys, Svencionéliai, o Baltarusijoje - pagal dabartinj administracinj
suskirstyma - Vitebsko srities Pastovio rajono Lentupio miestelis.

Lenky istoriografijoje tvirtinama, kad dél sovietiniy diversanty teroro akcijos Svencio-
niy kraste buvo $audomi kaliniai Luki$kiy kaléjime ar kad dél Svencioniy jvykiy Lukiskiy
kaliniai lenkai buvo Saudyti Paneriuose®. Tokiais teiginiais (ypa¢ pirmuoju) galima sua-
bejoti. Vokieciy saugumo policijos ir SD pareiglinai kartu su Vilniaus ypatingojo burio va-
dovybe nuolat atvykdavo j LukiSkiy kaléjima, kur atsirinkdavo kalinamus asmenis, visy
pirma Zydus, gabenti j Panerius ir ten juos Zudyti®2 1941 m. rugpjucio ir rugséjo ménesiais
politiniai kaliniai suSaudymui i$ Lukiskiy ir SD kaléjimy buvo iSvedami vieng-tris kartus
per savaite. Taciau LukiSkiy kaléjimo kaliniai suSaudymui Paneriuose buvo iSvedami ir
1942-1944 m.# Vokieciy saugumo policijos ir SD Vilniaus ypatingasis buirys Lukiskiy ka-
léjime turéjo savo atstova (rus. priedstavitel), kuris atrinkdavo pasmerktuosius susaudyti,
nurodoma, kad jo pavardé buvo Zeromskis®.

Lietuvoje anksciausiai ir tiksliausiai bendras nuzudyty Zmoniy (auky) skai¢ius nusta-
tytas Adutiskyje. Jau 1946 m. policininko (A. Kucinsko) baudziamojoje byloje buvo pateikti
duomenys, kad prie Adutiskio buvo suSaudyti 33 Zmonés®. AdutiSkio apylinkés tarybos
1951 m. rugpjicio 23 d. pazymoje pateikiamos 16-os nuzudytyju pavardés®e. Toks pat 33
vietos gyventoju auky skai¢ius nurodytas ir MGB Svencioniy rajono vadovybés 1951 m. pa-
Zymoje®’. Partijos istorijos instituto 1965 m. akte, surasytame remiantis liudininky Veroni-

80 <http://postavyiokresnostiblogspot.com/2015/12/1942 html>.
8 7brodnia w Swiecianach 1942", <plwikipedia.org/wiki/zbrodnia_w_Swiecianach(1942)>.

8  Duomenys apie atrinktus susaudyti Paneriuose Lukiskiy kaléjimo kalinius, ibid, LYA, f. K-1 ap. 58, b47746/3,t. 1,
1.138; S. Livéino 1951 05 18 parodymai, ibid., t. 2,1. 91.

8 Vokieciy saugumo policijos ir SD Vilniaus ypatingojo burio nario Vlado Korsako bauziamoji byla, LYA, f. K-1,ap. 58,
b.17671/3,1. 47; Lietuvos SSR KGB 2-osios valdybos 1-ojo skyriaus virsininko kpt. Sindiko 197212 11 d. raportas Lietuvos
SSR KGB pirmininkui J. Petkeviciui, ibid., K-1, ap. 46, b. 4916, 1. 9-14 (literiné byla).

84 Lietuvos SSR KGB 2-osios valdybos 1-o0jo skyriaus virSininko kpt. Sindiko 1968 07 29 d. pazyma KGB miesty ir
rajony bei poskyriy virsininkams, ibid., b. 4916, 1. 1. 238.

8 E. Krickio (g. 1927) 1946 m. vasario 17 d. parodymai, ibid., f. K-1, ap. 58, b. 38647/3,1. 37.
8 K. Trecioko baudziamoji byla, ibid., b. 24339/3, 1. 224.

8 MGB Svencioniy rajono skyriaus virsininko papulkininkio Beliajevo 1951 m. kovo 22 d. pazyma apie Svencioniy
apskrities policijos veikla (vokie¢iy okupacijos metais), ibid., b. 24329/3, 1. 173 (vokas).
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kos Daskievic¢ ir Pranés Krickienés atsiminimy pagrindu, nurodoma, kad buvo susaudyti
32 Zmonésse.

Seserys Veronika ir Apolonija Daskevi¢ liudijo, kad jos buvo suimtos kartu su tévu
Ivanu (Janu)®. V. Daskevic¢ liudijimu, AdutiSkyje i§ viso buvo suimta apie deSimt motery,
taciau jos visos geguzés 20 d. paleistos. Buvo paleistas ir invalidas Konstantinas Juzefo-
vicius®°.

Pagal Partijos istorijos instituto 1965 m. akta 1942 m. geguzés 20 d. buvo susaudyti 29—
32 Svencioniy ir aplinkiniy kaimy gyventojai®. Aktas buvo surasytas remiantis liudininky
Kilikéjos Dudalevos (su$audyto Jeremijaus Dudalevo Zmonos), Elenos Zimnickajos-Ce-
niavskajos (suSaudyto Edvardo Zimnickio Zmonos) ir Paulinos Dombrovskajos liudijimais.
Visos trys liudininkés prisiminé, kad po karo dalyvavo perkeliant suSaudytyjy palaikus
i bendrojo kapo j kataliky kapines. MLTE 1971 m. paskelbtais duomenimis, Svencionyse
buvo nuzudyta 30 Zmoniy®2 Tokie duomenys pateikti ir Svencéioniy apskrities policininko
A.Valio, Zudyniy liudininko, 1952 m. parodymuose®.

Svencioniy gyventojos Elenos Sadovskajos (g. 1892 m., baltarusés) liudijimu, j $audy-
mo vieta - zydy kapines - buvo varomi apie 40 vyry, tarp jy ir du Zydai. Ji nuseké paskui
pasmerktuosius, nes tarp jy buvo daug pazjstamy. Liudininke taip pat pastebéjo, kad Sau-
dant Zmoniy minia stovéjo uz 200 metry nuo $audymo vietos. Byloje yra Svencioniy geto
Zydy parodymuy, nes suimtieji j kersto akcija buvo varomi pro geta®*.

Apie Vitadoniy kaimo gyventojy - vyro Afanasijaus Jelkino, dirbusio Svencioniy aps-
krities Stasky apylinkés tarybos sekretoriumi, ir FirSo Baliuckio - susaudyma liudijo
Ustinija Jelkina®. A. Jelkino palaikai rasti atskirai nuo kity susaudytujy, matyt, jis bandé
pabégti®s.

8 Syencioniy rajono Adutigkio miestelio masinio vietos gyventoju susaudymo 1942 m. vietos nustatymo aktas,
1965 09 22, Nr. 72, LYA, f. 3377, ap. 58, b. 635, 1. 91. Skaiciai neZymiai skiriasi dél to, kad vienas adutiskietis Antonis
Bumblis (Antanas Bumblys) formaliai nebuvo susaudytas, jis Saudyniy vietoje miré patyres Sirdies smugj.

8 A Daskevic 1951 08 26 parodymai, ibid., b. 24339/3,1.153-156.

9 V. Daskevic (g. 1912) 1951 05 05 ir 1951 09 04 parodymai, ibid., b. 24330/3,1.192-193, 337 b. 24339/3, 1. 176; Eugenijos
S¢iucko (g. 1920) 1951 09 24 parodymai, ibid., 24339/3,1.181.

91 Masinio gyventoju susaudymo Svencionyse 1942 m. geguzes 20 d. vietos nustatymo aktas, 1965 m. rugséjo 28 d.,
Nr. 75, LYA, £.3377, ap. 58, b. 635, 1. 94; nurodoma, kad buvo susaudyta 30 Zmoniy.

92 Syencionys, MLTE, t. 3, R-Z, Vilnius, 1971, p. 441.
% A Valio 1952 04 17 parodymai, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 58, b. 9789, 1. 120-121.

9 . Sadovskajos (Sadovskos) 1951 03 03 parodymai, LYA, f. K-1, ap. 58, b. 24329/3, 1. 49-50, 82; A. Taico (g. 1928)
1951 03 03 parodymai, ibid., 1. 85-86.

9 Ustinijos Jelkinos (g. 1892 m.) 1952 07 16 parodymai, ibid., b. 3875/3,1. 161-165 (liudininke datas nurodé pagal senaji
kalendoriy).

% MGB Vilniaus srities tardytojo vyr. leitenanto Suslovo surasytas Zzudyniu vietos apZitros 1952 07 22 protokolas,
ibid., b. 3875/3,1.225-227.

68



2026 1(59) Rimantas Zizas
Genocidas ir rezistencija Gyventojy zudynés Svencioniy kraste vykdant 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. ...

MGB Svencioniy rajono vadovybés 1951 m. duomenimis, Svencionyse nuzudyty auky
skaicius sieké 35-40 Zmoniy?’.

Svencionéliuose pagal Partijos istorijos instituto 1965 m. aktg buvo susaudyti 24-26, o
MLTE pateiktais duomenimis - 27 Zmonés. Z. Chlewinskis nurodo tokj patj skaiciy ir patei-
kia 18-o0s nuzudytyjy pavardes®. Zudyniy vieta buvo prie Svencionéliy-Svencioniy kelio,
kairéje puséje, 1 km nuo Svencionéliy. Minimas aktas buvo surasytas remiantis Michalinos
Navickienés (Novickos), susaudyto Leonardo Novickio Zmonos, ir Juzefos KuleSienés (Ku-
les), suSaudyto Petro (Piotro) Kuliesiaus (Kules) Zmonos, liudijimais. J. Kule$ liudijo, kad jos
vyras suimtas 3 val. nakties, o suSaudytas po piety. Ji buvo nuéjusi j susaudymo vietg, buvo
parsivezusi vyro palaikus palaidoti j namus, taciau turéjusi juos grazinti j suSaudymo vieta.
Apie P. Kules susaudymo faktg 1982 m. KGB liudijo ir susaudytojo brolis Jevgenijus®.

Svencionéliy gyventojas, dirbes gaisrininku, rusas Leonas Pavlovas, suimtas 1942 m.
geguzés 20 d. naktj, tvirtino, kad i$ viso Svencionéliuose buvo suimta 40-45 Zmonés. Sep-
tyniems zmonéms, tarp ju ir jam, pavyko pabégti iS kameros. Véliau Pavlovas suZinojo,
kad dalj suimtyjuy paleido, o dalj suSaudé. Panasiai liudijo ir jo Zmona Aksinija Pavlova, tuo
metu lankiusi suimta vyra, atnesusi jam maisto: dalis suimtyjy buvo paleista, suSaudyta
apie 30 zmoniy°. Rudinskajos (Rudinskos) parodymais, Svencionéliuose buvo susaudyti
28 zmones'.

Svencionéliy policijos nuovados virsininkas B. Gruzdys tvirtino, kad Svencionéliuose
buvo suimta apie 50 Zmoniy, i$ jy 22 Zmonés suSaudyti, o kiti paleisti'®2 MaZdaug ta patj
liudijo ir Svencionéliy gyventojas A. Silo: Svencionéliuose buvo suimta 53-54 zmoneés,
apie pusé suimtyjy buvo paleistal®.

Apibendrinant galima daryti prielaidg, kad duomeny apie labai didelj auky skaiciy
Svencioniy Zudynése KGB $altiniuose néra. Antai buves vokie¢iy saugumo policijos ir SD
Vilniaus ypatingojo burio narys Petras Cerniauskas, kaip liudininkas V. Sausaicio baudZia-
mojoje byloje, 1969 m. j tardytojo klausima, kas jam Zinoma apie Zudynes Svencionyse,
tvirtino, kad jam apie 1942 m. teko girdéti, jog, nuSovus vokiec¢iy komendantg Becka, Sven-

9 MGB Svencioniy rajono skyriaus virsininko pplk. Beliajevo 1951 m. kovo 22 d. pazyma apie Svencioniu apskrities
policijos veikla (vokie¢iy okupacijos metais), LYA, f. K-1, ap. 58, b. 24329/3, 1. 173 (vokas).

9% Fasistinio teroro auky sugaudymo 1942 m. geguzés 20 d. prie Svencionéliy-Svencioniy kelio vietos nustatymo
aktas, 1965 09 23, aktas Nr. 74, LYA, f, 3377, ap. 58, b. 635, 1. 93; MLTE, t. 3, R-7, Vilnius, 1971, p. 440; Z. Chlewinski, Groza
i przesladowanie., s. 57-58.

% Lietuvos SSR KGB tardymo skyriaus 1982 lapkricio 11 d. pazymos, LYA, f. K-40, ap. 2, b. 128, 1. 61-62.

100 Teono Pavlovo (g. 1917 m.) 1950 05 26. parodymai, ibid., f. K-1, ap. 58, b.24618/3,1.71; A. Pavlovos (g. 1915) 1950 05 24
parodymai, ibid,, 1. 74, 137.

91 Jbid,, b. 24618/3,1.142-143 (J. Dieninio byla).
102 B Gruzdzio parodymai karo tribunolo 1945 01 26 teismo posédyje, ibid., b. 45561/3, 1. 145.
103 A Si3lo 1950 05 24 parodymai, ibid., b. 24618/3,1. 116-118.
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Cioniy apylinkése buvo susaudyta apie 120 Zmoniy'®*. Tai gana realts duomenys. Taciau
apskritai, kaip savaime suprantama, galima pastebéti tendencija, kad siekdami susvel-
ninti savo kalte represijy vykdytojai stengési sumazinti auky skaiciy. Tac¢iau dideliy skai-
¢iy néra ir liudininky, susaudytyjy giminiy bei jy artimyjy parodymuose.

Remiantis tyrinétais Lietuvos archyvy (taip pat ir KGB archyvo) duomenimis, galima
tvirtinti, kad 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. vykusiy Zudyniy vietos buvo Lietuvos generalinés
srities apskrities centras Svencionys, taip pat Svencioniy apskrities miesteliai Adutiskis ir
Svencionéliai. Apie tai, kad Zudynés vykdytos kitose Lietuvos vietose, jokiy duomeny ne-
pavyko aptikti. Jau minéta, kad 1942 m. geguzés 20 d. Zudynés Svencioniy kraste jtrauktos
j sovietmeciu sudaryto masiniy zudyniy viety sarasg, jame nurodyta, kad Adutiskyje buvo
nuzudyti 33, Svencionyse (Zydy kapinése) - apie 30, Svencionéliuose - 25 Zmonéses.

IS viso 1942 m. geguzés 20 d. Lietuvos teritorijoje buvo susaudyta apie 90 Zmoniu.

Daugiausia zmoniy buvo suimta 1942-yjy pavasarj sudarytose ir prie Lietuvos gene-
ralinés srities prijungtose Svyriy apskrities vietovése (dabartinéje Baltarusijos teritori-
joje), o didziausia zudyniy vieta buvo Lentupio miestelis. Remiantis lenkiskais altiniais
ir lenky autoriy pateikiamais duomenimis, Lentupyje buvo nuzudyta ne maziau kaip 150
Zmoniy. Z. Chlevinskio duomenimis, Lentupio kunigas Janas Sutkevi¢ius (Szutkiewiczius)
1987 m. Lentupio baznycioje jirengé dvi atminimo lentas, kuriose buvo jrasytos 150 zZudy-
niy auky pavardés?e.

Deja, Lietuvos ypatingajame archyve saugomose baudziamosiose bylose ir kituose
KGB saltiniuose nepavyko aptikti jokiy duomeny apie Zudynes Siame Vakary Baltarusijos
miestelyje. Apie Sias Zudynes ir lietuviy dalyvavima jose jokios informacijos néra ir dide-
lés apimties aktyvaus 1941 m. Birzelio sukilimo dalyvio Rytu Lietuvoje (Labanoro apylinké-
se), véliau Lentupio eigulio Leono Vin¢itano (g. 1921 m.), baudziamojoje byloje'®”.

Kaip minéta, lenky autoriai mini ir nemazai kity vietoviy, kuriose neva vyko Zudynés,
o kai kurias i3 jy, pavyzdziui, Soboleke (Sobulkuose?) ar Kaznadziejiskése, galima vadinti
masiskomis. Vis délto atrodyty, kad zudyniy auky skaicius Lentupyje ir kitose vietovése
kartojasi. Tuometinéje Svyriy apskrityje, kaip ir Lietuvos teritorijoje, Zmonés buvo sui-
mami, varomi j Lentupj ir ten Zudomi. Dalis atrinkty auky galéjo atsidurti Svencionyse ar
Svencionéliuose.

104 Liudytojo P. Cerniausko 1969 11 12 parodymai V. Sausaicio baudziamojoje byloje, LYA, K-1, ap. 58, b. 47746/3, t. 1,
1.216,t.4,1.121

105 Masiniy zudyniy viety Lietuvoje sarasas, dokumentu rinkinys, in: Masinés Zudynés Lietuvoje (1941-1944), d. 2, su-
daré G. Erslavaité, redagavo B. Baranauskas, E. Rozauskas, Vilnius, 1973, p. 391.

106 7. Chlewinski, Groza i przesladowanie.., s. 59-60, 62.
107 YA, K-1 ap. 58, b. P-17182, . 1-2.
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Taigi apskritai ,kersto” — Zmoniy suémimy ir zudyniy - akcijos epicentras buvo ne da-
bartinés Lietuvos teritorija, t. y. Svencioniy, Adutiskio ir Svencionéliy apylinkés, o baltaru-
siSkos, tuo metu Lietuvos generalinei sric¢iai Svyriy apskriciai priskirtos vietovés.

Neatsitiktinai kartais kai kuriuose vokiskuose, lietuviSkuose ar sovietiniuose Salti-
niuose Zudynés pirmiausia vadinamos Lentupio Zudynémis, o apie Svencionis kalbama
kaip apie ,papildoma” Zudyniy vieta. Kai kurie tokie dokumentai Siame straipsnyje jau
cituoti. Pazymeétina, kad ,Vikipedijoje” rusy kalba tvirtinama, jog po placiai nuskambe-
jusios F. Markovo grupés diversijos Svencioniy-Lentupio plente vokieciai jkaitais paéme
200 Lentupio miestelio ir aplinkiniy kaimy gyventoju. Esa vokieciai iSplatino atsiSaukima,
kuriame partizanai buvo raginami pasiduoti. Jiems nepasidavus, jkaitai buvo susaudyti.
Vilniaus gebitskomisaras jsaké dar [t. y. ,papildomai“ - R. Z] suSaudyti 400 Svenéioniy
lenky ir kt.108

Sprendziant i$ lenkisky Saltiniy, Zudynés Lentupyje galéjo turéti kai kuriy specifiniy
bruoZy. Juose minima, kad Lentupyje Zmoneés Saudyti i§ kulkosvaidZio, Zudynése dalyva-
vo ir vokiediai, ir lietuviy policininkai, pastarieji Zudynése buvo uolesni, labiau stengési
negu vokieciai'®. Be lenkisky, neturint kity saltiniy, sunku atskirti propagandinius nuo
realiy istoriniy fakty. Néra rimtesniy jrodymy, kad Saudant aukas Lietuvoje buity dalyvave
lietuviy policininkai. Diskusinis klausimas: ar jie dalyvavo Saudant zmones ir Lentupyje?
Kalbant apie Saudyma i$ kulkosvaidzio galima pastebéti, kad i$ pradziy Zmonés taip buvo
Saudyti ir Paneriuose, taciau Ypatingojo burio vadas Martinas Veisas (Martin Weiss) tokj
Saudymo buda uzdraudé, nes taip Saudant likdavo nemazai suzeistyjy, ir kaip efektyvesnj
ginkla jsaké naudoti karabinus®°.

Apibendrinant Zudyniy mastg (nuzudytyjy skaiciy), galima daryti prielaida, kad per
1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. ,kersto akcijg“ i$ viso nuzudyta apie 250-300 Zmoniy (Lietuvos
teritorijoje apie 90, Lentupyje apie 150-200 Zmoniy).

Paliekant nuosalyje skaicius apie zudynes, jvairiy, pirmiausia lenky, autoriy manipu-
liacijas skaiciais istorinéje literatuiroje, gilinantis j jvykius ir konkrecig istorine situacija,
galima suabejoti, ar realiai zudynése buvo tiek auky, kiek paskelbé vokieciy propaganda.

JZenge j Lietuva kaip iSvaduotojai, vokieéiai (ypac jy civilinés valdZios administracija) po-
litiniais tikslais stengeési vykdyti kiek Svelnesne okupacine politika negu kitur SSRS ar Len-
kijos teritorijoje. Karo pradzioje Lietuvoje jie, ,kryziaus zZygyje“ pries bolSevizma pergalingai
Zygiuodami j rytus, apimti nenugalimumo manijos, buvo atlaidiis sprendziant sovietiniy
veikéjy likimus, kartais netgi kritiski lietuviy radikaly, vykdziusiy antisovietinius represi-
nius veiksmus ar sovietinio aktyvo zudynes, atzvilgiu, netgi jas varzé ir amnestavo nemazai

108 Fipdoras Markovas, <http://partizany.by/partisan-hero/fedor-markov>.
109 1942 m. geguzé. Tragedija Lentupyje”, <http://postaviokresnosti.blogspot/2015/12/1942.html>.

1m0 M. SikSnianas, ,Tarp maseés ir individo. Vilniaus ypatingasis burys 1941-1945 m.", Genocidas ir rezistencija, Vilnius,
2016, Nr.1(39), p. 96.
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sovietiniy aktyvisty. Antai Siauliy apygardos gebitskomisaras Hansas Geveke (Hans Gewec-
ke) 1941-yjy rudenj kreipési j visus apygardos apskriciy vir§ininkus ir miesty burmistrus
prasydamas nedelsiant jam pranesti apie kalinamus komunistus. Visiems aktyviai neveiku-
siems komunistams jis atviruose susirinkimuose rekomendavo ,suteikti malone“. Esa taip
jau buvo pasielgta Siauliy, MaZeikiy ir Tel$iy apskrityse™. Apie Siauliuose amnestuotus 85
sovietinius aktyvistus (,bolSeviky suklaidintuosius®) buvo skelbiama laikrastyje ,Deutsche
Zeitung im Ostland” ir Lietuvoje leistoje spaudoje. Antai Kaune leistame ,Ukininko patare-
juje” Sis atvejis komentuotas taip: ,Didysis Vokietijos reichas grieztai baudzia nusikaltélius ir
Svelniai elgiasi su suklaidintaisiais, kurie gali grjzti j darbo procesa ir tauty bendruomene. 2.
Svelnesné okupaciné politika buvo demonstruojama ir véliau. Antai Lietuvos generali-
nis komisaras T. A. Rentelnas 1942 m. birzelio 23 d. raste Ostlando reichskomisarui H. Lo-
hsei,Dél elgimosi su Zmonémis” vykdant mobilizacija j vadinamaja pagalbine transporto
tarnyba neigiamai vertino Saukimo komisijy komandy veiksmy priemones - ant Sautuvy
uzmautus durtuvus, guminius rimbus, storas lazdas. Esa tokie metodai galbut tikty lenky
teritorijoje kampanijos pries Lenkija metu, bet ne ¢ia, generalinéje Lietuvos srityje™.

Taciau tokia padétis pradéjo keistis. Bene svarbiausias objektyvus zudyniy veiksnys buvo
karo jvykiy eiga, besikei¢ianti (vis prastesné vokie¢iams) padétis frontuose, vokie¢iy nuo-
taiky kaita. 1941 m. pabaigoje-1942 m. pradZioje, vokieCiams Ryty fronte pralaiméjus musj
prie Maskvos, j kara jstojus JAV, Zlungant (suzlugus) ,Zaibo karo“ strateginiam planui, kei-
Ciantis karo eigai (jo uZsitesimo perspektyvai), keitési ir vokiec¢iy okupaciné politika: jie émé
griezciau slopinti bet kokj nepaklusnuma ar pasipriesinima savo uznugaryje. Buvo prisi-
mintos ir politiniy kaliniy padarytos nuodémes. Lietuvos kaléjimuose buvo pradéti Saudyti
iki tol kalinti politiniai kaliniai®. Svencioniy kersto, arba atsiskaitymo (atpildo), akcija buvo
jvykdyta taip pat siekiant atgrasyti gyventojus, visy pirma lenkus, nuo pasipriesinimo, jbau-
ginti visuomene, sukelti jai psichologinj $oka. Svencioniy Zudynés buvo vokieé¢iy nacisty
antilenkiskos politikos - neapykantos lenkams (lenky tautai) - iSrai$ka ir rezultatas.

Kita vertus, krastutinés represinés akcijos Lietuvoje buvo ribojamos ir praktiniais karo ve-
dimo tikslais. Siekta, kad vokiec¢iy uznugaryje tvyroty ,ramybeé ir tvarka“, kad okupuota Lie-
tuva - Zemés Ukio krastas - tvarkingai dirbty Vokietijos karo masinai. Si tendencija aiSkiai

m - H. Gewecke 1941 09 26 rastas apygardos apskriciy virsininkams ir miesty burmistrams, LCVA, f. R-1106, ap. 1, b. 95,
1.127-128.

m2 - Sjguliuose amnestuoti 85 bol3eviky suklaidintieji’, Ukininko pataréjas, 1941 09 06, p. 6.

14 Nacionalisty talka hitlerininkams, dokumenty rinkinys, sudaré B. Baranauskas, K. Ruk$énas, Vilnius, 1970, p. 98, 99.
14 Antai 1942 m. vasario 12 d. Kaune karo lauko teismo buvo nuteisti ir susaudyti 42 komunistai, kovo 10 d. 37 tero-
risty grupés nariai, geguzés 12 d. Panevézio apskrityje Kurganavos giraitéje suSaudyti 32 lietuviai, liepos men. susekta
irlikviduota besiorganizuojanti komunistiné antifasistiné organizacija Siauliuose ir kt. Zr: R. Zizas, ,Lietuvos pilieciy
nezydy persekiojimas, civiliy gyventoju zudynes®, in: Ch. Dieckmann, V. Toleikis, R. Zizas, Karo belaisviy ir civiliy
gyventojy zZudynés Lietuvoje 1941-1944 / Murders of Prisoners of War and of Civilian Population in Lithuania, 1941-1944,
Vilnius: Margi rastai, 2005, p. 110-112.
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pastebima po Svencioniy zudyniy i$siystame Vilniaus apygardos gebitskomisaro H. Wulffo
1942 m. geguzés 28 d. raste apygardos apskriciy virsininkams dél atsakomuyjy priemoniy, ku-
riame jis jsakmiai rekomendavo vengti panasiy j Lentupio (Svencioniy) atsiskaitymo akcijy,
nes Siaurinéje ir rytinéje srities dalyje, t. y. ten, kur buvo vykdytos Zudynés, tkininkai neatliko
Zemeés ukio ir misko kirtimo darby, darbai valstybiniuose tkiuose taip pat nezengeé j prieki,
ir prase apie nuSovimus tuojau pranesti, kad bty galima jbauginti atitinkamais plakatais™.
Taigi plakatai (skelbimai) ir jy turinys buvo svarbus propagandinio karo ginklas.

Galima kelti versija, kad tiek auky, kiek paskelbé okupaciné vokieciy valdzia, Sven-
Cioniy krasSte 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. nebuvo, kad ji, vadovaudamasi savo politiniais ir
praktiniais karo vedimo tikslais ir interesais, siekdama atgrasyti gyventojus nuo pasiprie-
Sinimo, jbauginti juos, sukelti psichologinj Soka, kei¢iantis karo eigos perspektyvai, suzlu-
gus (zlungant) ,Zaibo karo“ planams, t. y. spresdama karo politinius (propagandinius) bei
praktinius tikslus ir uzdavinius pati padidino auky skaiciy, zudyniy masta.

Apskritai neabejotina, kad didziausia lenky zudyniy vieta Lietuvoje buvo Paneriai. Ta-
Ciau pazymétina, kad naujausioje lenky istoriografijoje Paneriuose nuzudyty auky skai-
¢ius sumenko nuo 20 tukst. iki 1,5-2 tukst. M. Tomkevi¢ duomenimis, Paneriuose i$ viso
buvo nuzudyta 80 tukst. zmoniy: i$ juy 72 tukst. Zydy, apie 5 tukst. sovietiniy karo belaisviy,
1,5-2 tukst. lenky, apie 1 tukst. lietuviy ir kity tautybiy komunisty®e.

Kita didZiausia lenky Zudyniy vieta buvo Svencioniy krastas. Net ir imant minimaliau-
sius skaicius, 1942 m. geguzés 19-20 d. Svencioniy krasto gyventojy zZudynes po Paneriy
galima laikyti masiskiausia, koncentruota lenky tautybés gyventojy zudyniy vieta. Taciau
lenky istoriografijos autoriy pozitiris j Svencioniy Zudyniy masta (auky skaic¢iy) nesikei-
Cia arba keiciasi labai nezymiai.

Tesinys (II dalis) kitame numeryje.

s ICVA,f R-500,ap.1,b.2,1.570.
16 M. Tomkiewicz, Zbrodnia Ponarska 1941-1944, Warszawa, 2022, s. 184.
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Koloboravimo su XX a.
okupaciniais rezimais samprata
Lietuvos visuomenés nuomonséje:
interpretacijos ir aktualumas

Irena Sutiniené
Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras
< irena.sutiniene@genocid.lt

Santrauka. Straipsnyje, remiantis suaugusiy Salies gyventojy reprezentatyvaus kiekybinio tyrimo
duomenimis, aptariama visuomenés nuomonéje vyraujanti kolaboravimo samprata ir kolaboravi-
mo problemy aktualumas jvairioms visuomeneés grupéms. Be to, aptariama tiek bendra samprata,
tiek kai kuriy konkreciy ,kolaboravimo® su sovietiniu ir nacistiniu rezimu atvejy vertinimo kriterijai,
taip pat kolaboravimo atminimo (ne)jamzinimo btdy vertinimai. Visuomenés nuomonéje vyrau-
janti bendra kolaboravimo samprata yra gana ai$ki ir pagrindiniy jos kriterijy (tokiy kaip sasajos
su represijomis ir represinémis strukturomis bei darbas realig sprendimy galig turéjusiose politi-
nése-administracinése institucijose) ribos yra grieztos ir vienareik§més. Daugiau nevienareiksmis-
kumo yra vertinant konkrecius ,kolaboravimo® atvejus, darba maziau galios turéjusiose pozicijose,
skleidZiant okupaciniy rezimy ideologijas ir kt. Straipsnyje aptariami ir kai kuriy vieSajame diskurse
priestaringai vertinamuy ,kolaboravimo® atvejy vertinimai visuomenés nuomonéje.

ReikSminiai ZodZiai: kolaboravimas, kiekybinis tyrimas, kolaboravimo interpretacijos visuome-
neés nuomoneje.

The Concept of Collaboration with 20th-Century Occupation Regimes
in Lithuanian Public Opinion: Interpretations and Relevance

Summary. Drawing on data from a representative quantitative survey of Lithuania’s adult popu-
lation, the article examines the prevailing concept of collaboration in public opinion and the rel-
evance of collaboration-related issues for various groups in society. Both the general concept and
the criteria for evaluating specific cases of ‘collaboration’ with the Soviet and Nazi regimes are dis-
cussed, along with assessments of the forms of (non-)memorialisation of collaboration. The gener-
al concept of collaboration prevailing in public opinion is relatively clear, and the boundaries of its
core criteria (such as links to repression or the repressive apparatus, and work in political-admin-
istrative institutions that had real decision-making power) are strict and unambiguous. Greater
ambiguity emerges when assessing specific cases of ‘collaboration’, work in lower-level positions
with less power, spreading the ideologies of the occupation regimes, and so on. The article also ex-
amines the assessment of certain controversial cases of ‘collaboration’ in public discourse.

Keywords: collaboration, quantitative research, public opinion.
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Kolaboravimo su okupaciniais rezimais klausimai nuo Antrojo pasaulinio karo svarsto-
mi daugumoje Europos Saliy, permastant santykio su totalitarine praeitimi, jos atminties
klausimus. Lietuvoje jie vieSai svarstomi nuo pat valstybés atkiirimo pradzios 1990-ai-
siais, tiek vertinant bendradarbiavima su sovietiniu rezimu, tiek permastant kolaboravi-
mo su naciy rezimu klausimus. Valstybés atktrimo pradzioje Siuos klausimus neisven-
giamai kélé sovietinio rezimo auky atminties ,sugrizimas", taip pat praktiniai valstybés
kirimo klausimai. Laikui bégant kolaboravimo tiek su nacistiniu, tiek su sovietiniu rezi-
mu klausimai svarstyti ir spresti jvairiais - ir akademiniu, ir teisiniu, ir viesyjy diskusijy
bei atminimo praktiky - lygmenimis, jy turinys ir aktualumas taip pat kito. Nors Lietuvos
vieSojoje erdvéje ir atminties kulttroje, kaip ir kitose Baltijos Salyse, pirmaisiais desim-
tmediais Siy klausimy svarbg maZino herojinio pasipriesinimo ir neprisitaikymo sovie-
tmeciu pasakojimo dominavimas?, mokslo diskurse Sie klausimai svarstyti, atlikta ir dau-
gybé istoriniy bendradarbiavimo su okupaciniais rezimais tyrimy. Vyko ir neretai gana
konfliktiSkos viesos diskusijos, susijusios su archyvy atvérimu, istoriniais tyrimais bei tei-
siniais sprendimais (svarstyti liustracijos klausimai, kartu su istoriniais tyrimais pradéti
svarstyti ir moraliniai lietuviy dalyvavimo Holokauste, slaptyjy KGB agenty ir panasus
Kklausimai). Sios diskusijos suaktyvéjo nuo Rusijos karo Ukrainoje 2014-aisiais, o ypa¢ nuo
plataus masto invazijos 2022-aisiais pradZios. Siy kriziy sukeltas ontologinis nesaugumas
ne tik sustiprino herojinio ,kovy ir kanc¢iy“ atminties pasakojimo reikSme, bet ir paskatino
okupaciniy reZimy atminties permastyma atkreipiant démes;j j kolaboravima ir su tuo su-
sijusius nusikaltimus? Pastaruoju deSimtmeciu dazniausiai diskutuota konkreciy atmin-
ties kulturos ir politikos jvykiy ar sprendimy kontekste. Lietuvos kolaboravimo diskurso
tyrima atlikusi Liucija Verveckiené 2011-2021 m. laikotarpiu jame vyravusia problematika
jvardija butent kaip ,(ne)jamzinimo problemas"3. Diskutuojama tiek dél sampratos, ka lai-
kyti kolaborantais, tiek dél konkreciy praeities asmenybiy ar grupiy priskyrimo kolabo-
rantams bei jy atminimo (ne)jamzinimo, keliami ir galimo dabartinio bendradarbiavimo
su prieSiskomis Salimis klausimai.

Tiek diskusijos, tiek jvairiy visuomenés grupiy ir institucijy reakcijos j konkrecius at-
minimo politikos sprendimus (pavyzdZiui, diskusijos dél kai kuriy jpaminklinimo ar pa-

1 leva Zake, ,The Exempt Nation: Memory of Collaboration in Contemporary Latvia’, in: Secret Agents and the Me-
mory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe, ed. by Péter Apor, Sdndor Horvath, James Mark, Lon-
don: Anthem Press, 2017, pp. 59-80; Felix Krawatzek, ,Remembering a Contentious Past: Resistance and Collaborati-
on in the Former Soviet Union", East European Politics and Societies and Cultures, 2022, No. 36(1), pp. 298-327; Nerija
Putinaite, Nenutrukusi styga: prisitaikymas ir pasipriesinimas soviety Lietuvoje, Vilnius: Aidai, 2007, p. 228-292.

2 Dovilé Budryteé, ,Memory politics and the study of crises in International Relations: insights from Ukraine and
Lithuania“, 2021, p. 22, <https://rdcu.be/ctTfA>.

3 Liucija Verveckiené, ,Ji buvo politiné kolaboranté" kolaboravimo sampratos Lietuvoje po 1990-uyjy", paskaita,
skaityta Lietuvos nacionalinéje Martyno Mazvydo bibliotekoje, 2025-09-03.
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minkly pasalinimo iniciatyvy, kai kuriy savivaldos institucijy atsisakymas ar delsimas
igyvendinti 2023 m. geguzeés 1 d. jsigaliojusj Lietuvos Respublikos jstatyma, jpareigojantj
pasalinti i$ vieSyju erdviy totalitarinius, autoritarinius rezimus ir jy ideologijas repre-
zentuojancius objektus ir kt.) rodo visuomenéje esantj didelj kolaboravimo sampratos
interpretacijy daugiareikSmiskuma, jvairove, neaiSkuma, neretai ir priestaringas bei
konfliktuojancias interpretacijas. ISsamiausiai kolaboravimo klausimai Lietuvoje nagri-
neéti moksliniuose tyrimuose, bet jy interpretacijos ir rezultatai ne visuomet turi jtakos
visuomenéje vykstancioms diskusijoms ar atminties kulturos ir politikos lauko veikéjy
sprendimams. Siose diskusijose ir i§ dalies atminimo praktikose remiamasi stichiskai
susiklosciusiais ,kolaboravimo® kriterijais, daznai susiformavusiais ne tiek dél moksliniy
tyrimy, kiek dél jvairiy atminties kulturos bei kity kolektyvinés atminties formy naratyvy
ir diskursy jtakos.

Moksliniuose tyrimuose Si savoka vartojama tiksliau ir labiau niuansuotai, bet ¢ia
taip pat iSrySkéja kolaboravimo reiskinio bei jj apibudinanc¢ios sampratos sudétingu-
mas ir daugiareikSmiSkumas. Bendradarbiavimo su okupaciniais rezimais reiskiniai
apibudinant juos tiek $ia, tiek kitomis (iSdavystés, konformizmo ir panasiomis) sgvoko-
mis Lietuvoje daugiausia tirti ir samprata svarstyta interpretuojant ir vertinant Zmoniy
bei jvairiy strukttury veiksmus ir laikysenas totalitariniuose ir autoritariniuose rezi-
muose, ypac sovietmeciu®. Sie tyrimai atskleidzia $ios sampratos daugiasluoksniskumga
(ji apima politinj, moralinj, teisinj aspektus?®), interpretacijy jvairove, kintamuma, taiky-
mo priklausomybe tiek nuo Salies, tiek nuo kity konkreciy konteksty ir niuansy. [vairas
bendradarbiavimo su okupaciniais rezimais aspektai atskleisti ir daugybéje istoriniy
tyrimy tiriant jvairiy institucijy, struktury, grupiy, taip pat jvairiy istoriniy asmenybiy,
karéju ir kity asmeny laikysenas ir veikla Antrojo pasaulinio karo metu, stalinizmo lai-
kotarpiu ir vélyvuoju sovietmecéiu (paminétini L. Truskos, A. Anusausko, A. Bubnio, A. Ei-
dinto, A. Rukséno, M. Pociaus, J. Starkausko, K. Burinskaités, V. Ivanausko, V. Klumbio ir
daugelio kity tyrimai). Atliktas ir sovietmecio kolaboravimo atminties Seimy kartose ty-
rimas®. Moksliniuose tyrimuose kolaboravimo samprata apibréziama aiskiau ir tiksliau
negu vieSajame diskurse, nemazai diskutuojama dél jos apibrézciy ir taikymo vertinant
jvairiy asmenybiy, grupiy ir institucijy veikla konkreciuose istoriniuose kontekstuose ir
situacijose, bet ir ¢ia islieka interpretacijy jvairové, konstatuojamas savokos apibrézimo

4 Nerija Putinaité, Nenutrukusi styga: prisitaikymas ir pasiprieSinimas soviety Lietuvoje, Vilnius: Aidai, 2007, Val-
demaras Klumbys, Stoveje po medziu? Lietuviy inteligentijos elgesio strategijos sovietmeciu, Vilnius: Lietuvos istorijos
institutas, 2021; Vilius Ivanauskas ,,Ne uz tokia Lietuva déjome parasa: istorijos politika posovietinése Lietuvos kul-
tarininky trajektorijose’, Darbai ir dienos, 2014, p. 209-227; Tarp estetikos ir politikos: lietuviy literattra sovietmeciu,
sudare Dalia Satkauskyte, Vilnius: Lietuviy literattiros ir tautosakos institutas, 2015; Kestutis K. Girnius, ,Pasipriesini-
mas, prisitaikymas, kolaboravimas®, Naujasis Zvidinyszidai, 1996, Nr1. 5, p. 268-279.

5 Vytautas Tininis, ,Kolaboravimo savoka Lietuvos istorijos kontekste", Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2001, Nr. 1(9), p. 71.

6 Liucija Verveckiene, ,Gal jie tikrai buvo kolaborantai ir juos puolé?” Kolaboravimo (ne)prisiminimai ir §eimos kar-
ty atminties darbas’, Tautosakos darbai, 2025, p. 13-31.
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problemiskumas ir egzistuojanciy apibrézéiy nepakankamumas apibudinant konkre-
¢iy asmenybiy ar grupiy laikysenas ir veiksmus konkreciose istorinése situacijose’.

Kolaboravimo savokos daugiareikSmiskumas ir kontekstualumas konstatuojamas ir
uZsienio Saliy tyrimuose. Mokslininkai atkreipia démes;j j universaliy kolaboravimo, is-
davystés ir panasiy reiSkiniy apibréz¢iy negalimuma ir ju priklausomybe nuo konkreciy
istoriniy konteksty - istorinio laikotarpio, politinio reZimo, galios santykiy, atminties
politikos ir kt. Tas pats veiksmas skirtinguose kontekstuose gali buiti laikomas iSdavyste,
prisitaikymu, badu iSgyventi ar net moraliai pateisinamu pasirinkimu. Pasak Eleonoros
Narvselius ir Gelinados Grinchenko, ,iSdavysté toli grazu néra archetipiné transistorine
schema, kuria galima perkelti i skirtingas istorines aplinkybes, bet veikiau lanksti kons-
trukcija, pagrista mastymu apie (ne)jmanomas [lojalumo] riby perzengimo strategijas,
ir ,iSdavystés socialiné reikSmé, svarba ir moralinis vertinimas skiriasi priklausomai nuo
simbolinés tvarkos iristorinio konteksto [...]. ISdavysté apima daug ,pilky atspalviy* ir daz-
nai yra poziario klausimas*®. Taigi i savoka suvokiama kaip dinamiska, daugiasluoksné ir
kontekstuali.

Lietuvos vieSosios erdvés diskusijose ir atminimo praktikose matomo kolaboravimo
sampratos interpretacijy daugiareikSmiskumo, neaiskumo, jvairoveés, o neretai ir konf-
liktisky susidurimy kontekste svarbu Zinoti ir kiekybinius Siy interpretacijy populiarumo
visuomenéje aspektus: kokios kolaboravimo su sovietiniu ir nacistiniu rezimu interpreta-
cijos aktualios ir vyrauja placiojoje visuomenéje bei konkreciose jos socialinése grupése, o
kokios svarbios tik nedideléms grupéms, kokiu laipsniu visuomenés nuomoneéje atsispin-
di vieSose diskusijose matomos konfliktiSkos interpretacijos, ar vyrauja poliarizuojan-
Cios kategoriskos, ar ,pilkosios zonos" interpretacijos, kokiems ,kolaboravimo® atminties
politikos sprendimams visuomené pritaria ar nepritaria ir pan. Siame straipsnyje tokie
klausimai nagrinejami remiantis kiekybinio tyrimo - reprezentatyvios visuomenés nuo-
monés apklausos - duomenimis. Tyrimo rezultatai traktuotini kaip apzvalginis tyrimas,
atskleidZiantis tik kai kuriuos apibendrintus kiekybinius populiariosios kolaboravimo
sampratos aspektus, bet jie neatskleidzia daugelio jos taikymo ir interpretacijy konkre-
Ciuose kontekstuose niuansy; tam reikéty iSsamesniy, gilesniy ir kiekybiniy, ir kokybiniy
tyrimy.

Tyrime siekta nustatyti $iuos aspektus: 1) kolaboravimo su okupaciniais rezimais klau-
simy aktualuma visuomenéje; 2) visuomenés nuomoneéje vyraujancios kolaboravimo

7 Kestutis K. Girnius, op. cit; Kestutis K. Girnius, ,I8davysté*, Naujasis Zidinys-Aidai, 2018, Nr. 5, p. 36-42; Vytautas
Tininis, op. cit; p. 71-78; Valdemaras Klumbys, op. cit., p. 71-86; Algis Kasperavicius, ,Kolaboravimas: chronologinés
ribos", Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2001, Nr. 1(9), p. 85-88.

8 Eleonora Narvselius, Gelinada Grinchenko, ,Introduction: ,Formulas of Betrayal” — Traitors, Collaborators and
Deserters in Contemporary European Politics of Memory”, in: Traitors, Collaborators and Deserters in Contemporary
European Politics of Memory. Formulas of Betrayal, ed. by Eleonora Narvselius, Gelinada Grinchenko, London: Palgra-
ve Macmillan, 2018, pp. 2, 10.
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sampratos turinj (apibrézties kriterijus) ir jo skirtumus pagrindinése visuomeneés sociali-
nése-demografinése grupése; 3) kolaboravimo trimis okupacijy laikotarpiais - stalininiu
(1940-1941 m. ir 1944-1952 m.), nacistinés Vokietijos okupacijos (1941-1944 m.) ir posta-
lininiu (1953-1988 m.) - vertinimy skirtumus; 4) kolaboravimo sampratos riby ,grieztu-
ma" - vienareikSmiy ,juoda balta“ ir niuansuoty ,pilkosios zonos" vertinimy santykj Sioje
sampratoje; 5) kai kuriuos kontekstualius sampratos niuansus - kolaboravima ,pateisi-
nanc¢iy“ aplinkybiy ir kriterijy vertinimus; 6) kai kuriy ,kolaboravimo* atminimo (ne)jam-
zinimo budy vertinimus.

Tyrimo metodologija

Nepaisant jau minétos kolaboravimo sampratos interpretaciju konkreciuose kontekstuo-
se jvairovés, ji turi ir bendra turinj - iSdavystés ir bendradarbiavimo su priesu konotaci-
ja, susikloscCiusia nuo Antrojo pasaulinio karo jvardijant Pranciizijos marsalo Philippe’'o
Pétain'o bendradarbiavima su nacistine Vokietija, o po karo taikoma ir kitoms $alims, pa-
tyrusiomis okupacija®. Greta Sio bendro turinio, tiek teoriniuose, tiek empiriniuose kola-
boravimo reiskinio tyrimuose isryskéja ir konkretesni jo turinj apibiidinantys kriterijai,
kuriais remiamasi nagrinéjant ir vertinant konkrecius kolaboravimo atvejus. Eleonora
Narvselius ir Gelinada Grinchenko, aptardamos daugelj kolaboravimo teoriniy koncep-
tualizacijy ir empiriniy tyrimy, identifikuoja kelias tyréju nagrinéjamas kolaboravimo
reiskinj apibrézianciy kriterijy grupes. Tai savanoriskumo ir prievartos santykis, skiriant
savanori$ka ir priverstinj (pavyzdziui, grésmés gyvybei, smurto ir pan. atvejais) kolabo-
ravimg; atsizvelgiama ir j individualaus ar kolektyvinio veikéjo intencionaluma (ar veikta
samoningai), taip pat jo subjektiSkuma - galimybes galios santykiuose, alternatyviy pa-
sirinkimy buvima ar nebuvima. Vertinami ir kolaboravimo motyvai, iSskiriant ideologi-
nio pritarimo okupaciniam rezimui, materialinés naudos ar karjeros motyvus, ,neutraly”
oportunistinj kasdienio iSgyvenimo prisitaikyma, ,taktinj“ bendradarbiavima siekiant
sumazinti Zalg ar apsaugoti bendruomene, vadinamajj ,horizontaly kolaboravima“ - in-
tymius ar kitokius socialinius ry$ius ir kt.° Skiriamas ir kolektyvinis (tam tikry institucijy,
struktary, grupiy), ir individualus bendradarbiavimas™. Taip pat pastebima, kad kolabo-
ravimo apibrézima ir identifikavima daro dar sudétingesnj kolaboravimo laipsnio klau-
simai - didelé ,pilkoji zona“ tarp kolaboravimo ir rezistencijos, kuri yra ypac aktuali Ryty
ir Vidurio Europos kontekste®. Lietuvos tyréjai taip pat Sia problematika laiko viena ak-
tualiausiy dél ilgalaikés sovietinés okupacijos trukmés, diskutuodami dél kolaboravimo

9 Peter Apor, Sandor Horvath, James Mark, ,Introduction: Collaboration, Cooperation and Political Participation in
the Communist regimes”, in: Secret Agents and the Memory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe,
ed. by Peter Apor, Sandor Horvath, James Mark, London: Anthem Press, 2017, p. 9.

0 Eleonora Narvselius, Gelinada Grinchenko, Introduction.., pp. 8-14.
- Op.cit, p.10.
2 Martin Dean, ,Where Did All the Collaborators Go?*, Slavic Review, 2005, No. 64 (4), pp. 791-798.
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sampratos taikymo jvairiems sovietmecio laikotarpiams laiko riby, dél ,pilkaja zong" api-
budinanciy prisitaikymo, konformizmo ir panasiy sampraty®.

Apklausoje siekéme tirti ne gyventojy poziurius j konkrec¢ia mokslininky suformuluota
kolaboravimo sampratg, o minéta visuomenés nuomonéje atsispindincig ,kolaboravimo*
samprata, stichiSkai susiformavusia tiek dél istoriografijos ir moksliniy interpretacijy, tiek
dél jvairiy atminties diskursy ir naratyvy jtakos. Konkrecius apklausoje tirtus sampratos
turinio empirinius rodiklius sudareé Lietuvos kontekste priskirtiny kolaboravimui veiksmy
sgrasas, sudarytas remiantis tiek teorine ir istorine literatara, tiek Lietuvos vieSosios erdvés
diskusijy interpretacijomis, isrySkéjusiomis pastarojo meto diskusijose. Sis sarasas apima
platy Lietuvos istoriniuose kontekstuose kolaboravimui priskirtiny veiksmy spektra - nuo
dalyvavimo represijose ar genocide iki ,kasdienio prisitaikymo®. Bet, kaip minéta, kolabora-
vimo identifikavimas konkreciais atvejais apima daugybe konkreciy istoriniy aplinkybiy ir
niuansy, daranc¢iy sunkiai jmanomas ne tik universalias, bet ir iSsamias bendresnes kon-
kreciy Saliy konkretiems laikotarpiams tinkamas apibreéztis. Todél ir Sioje apklausoje tyréeme
apibendrintg, i$ dalies supaprastinta sampratg, neapimancia daugelio konkreciy niuansu.
Tam tikra supaprastinima reiSkia jau pats kolaboravimo savokos vartojimas atsisakant kity
(i8davyste, konformizmas, nusikaltimas ir pan.) savoky, kurios, nors reciau, bet irgi vartoja-
mos vieSajame ir ypa¢ akademiniame diskurse apibtudinant specifinius bendradarbiavimo
reiskinio niuansus. Vis délto vieSose diskusijose bendram neigiamai vertinamo bendradar-
biavimo su okupaciniais reZimais turiniui apibudinti dazniausiai vartojama kolaboravimo
savoka, todél apklausoje apsiribojome tik ja, ir apklausos duomenys atspindi butent Sios sa-
vokos populiarigsias interpretacijas.

Konstruodami empirinius rodiklius, stengémeés apimti visus pagrindinius tiek teoriniuo-
se, tiek konkrec¢iuose empiriniuose Lietuvos ir uZsienio, ypac Ryty ir Vidurio Europos, tyri-
muose aptariamus kolaboravimo sampratos aspektus, ypac tuos, kurie vienaip ar kitaip ap-
tariamiirvieSajame diskurse, pritaikydamijuos Lietuvos kontekstams. Rémémeés ir istoriskai
susiformavusj bendra - bendradarbiavimo su priesu - turinj atspindinciomis mokslinémis
apibréztimis, tokiomis kaip Lietuvos kontekstams pritaikytas Kestucio K. Girniaus apibrézi-
mas, pagal kurj kolaboravimas ,tai tam tikras okupuotos salies piliecio rysys su okupacine
valdzia, pasireskias talkininkavimu ja jtvirtinant, susidorojant su jos oponentais ar bent juos
neutralizuojant. Kolaboravimu laikytini, greta kity, Sie veiksmai: (a) aktyvus dalyvavimas ar
éjimas atsakingy pareigy okupanto valdZios ir organizacijy struktarose, (b) Zmoniy idavi-
mas ar jskundimas saugumo organams ir (c) vie$as valdzios nusikaltimy teisinimas. Ta-
Ciau, kaip minéta, ir tyrimuose, ir vieSajame diskurse Si savoka interpretuojama nevienodai,
tie patys veiksmai ir laikysenos dalyje tyrimy apibudindami kolaboravimo, o kitoje dalyje -

B Kestutis K. Girnius, Pasipriesinimas, prisitaikymas..; Valdemaras Klumbys, Stovéje po medZiu?.; Nerija Putinaite,
Nenutrukusi styga...

4 Kestutis K. Girnius, Pasipriesinimas, prisitaikymas..., p. 269.
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prisitaikymo, konformizmo ir panasSiomis sgvokomis, todél atsizvelgta ir j kitomis sagvokomis
apibudinamus (apibréZziant kolaboravima, santykis su jomis interpretuojamas jvairiai) $iy
reiSkiniy tyrimus®. Greta bendry teoriniy ,rémuy"“ formuluojant konkrecius tyrimo rodiklius
stengtasi atspindéti ir auksc¢iau aptartus pagrindinius konkreciuose uzsienio, ypac¢ Ryty ir
Vidurio Europos Saliy, kolaboravimo reiskinio tyrimuose isryskéjusius kriterijus®, pritai-
kytus Lietuvos istoriniams kontekstams. Taip pat remtasi ir Lietuvos istoriografijos tyri-
mais apie jvairiy institucijy, grupiy, istoriniy asmenybiy veikla ir laikysenas okupacininiy
rezimy metu?. Rengiant metodika, buvo labai svarbios Lietuvos inteligentijos laikyseny
sovietmeciu tyréjo istoriko Valdemaro Klumbio konsultacijos.

Vienas svarbiausiy Saltiniy konstruojant empirinio tyrimo rodiklius buvo ir vieSosios
erdvés interpretacijos. Jau minéta, kad vieSojoje nuomonéje atsispindi implicitiné, pasta-
ruoju deSimtmeciu labiausiai konflikty dél atminimo (ne)jamZinimo metu iSry$kéjusi sam-
prata, todél analizuotos diskusijos dél Siuo metu didziausia rezonansa sukélusiy konkreciy
(ne)jamZinimo atvejy bei atminimo politikos sprendimy®. Stengémeés atspindéti populia-
riausius, pasikartojancius Siose diskusijose ,kolaboravima" apibtudinancius kriterijus.

Greta kolaboravimo samprata atspindinc¢iy Lietuvos kontekstuose priskirtiny kolabo-
ravimui veiksmy sgraso tirti dar tokie vieSosios erdvés diskusijose aktualis Sig samprata
patikslinantys ir atskleidziantys kai kuriuos jos taikymo konkretiems atvejams niuansus
rodikliai kaip kolaboravima ,pateisinantys” kriterijai, taip pat konkrec¢iy asmenybiy, dél
kuriy ,kolaboravimo® vyko ar vyksta daugiausia diskusijy vieSojoje erdvéje, ,kolaboravi-
mo" vertinimai. Lietuvos istoriniuose kontekstuose aktualis ir skirtingais viena po kitos
sekusiy trijy okupacijy laikotarpiais kolaboravimo vertinimo skirtumai. Klausta ir apie
vieSojoje erdvéje gana emocingai diskutuojamus kolaboravimo atminimo ,(ne)jamzini-
mo" budus.

5 Kestutis K. Girnius, op. cit.; Valdemaras Klumbys, Stovéje po medZiu?..; Nerija Putinaité, Nenutrukusi styga...

6 Traitors, Collaborators and Deserters in Contemporary European Politics of Memory. Formulas of Betrayal, ed. by
Eleonora Narvselius, Gelinada Grinchenko, London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2018; Secret Agents and the Memory of Eve-
ryday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe, ed. by Peter Apor, Sandor Horvath, James Mark, London: Anthem
Press, 2017,

7 Arvydas AnuSauskas [et al], Lietuva 1940-1990: okupuotos Lietuvos istorija, Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju genocido
ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2007; Arunas Bubnys, Holokaustas Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m., Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju
genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2011; A. Bubnys, Lietuviy policijos batalionai 1941-1945 m., Vilnius: Lietuvos
gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2017, Kristina Burinskaité, LSSR KGB ideologija, politika ir veikla
1954-1990 m., Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimy centras, 2015.

8 ISsami diskurso analizé nebuvo atlikta, nagrinétos tik didZiausia rezonansa vieSojoje erdveéje sukélusios pasta-
rojo deSimtmecio diskusijos, susijusios su konkreciais atminties (ne)jamzinimo sprendimais - paminkly ir kity at-
minimo Zenkly irengimu ar nukélimu, ,desovietizacijos” komisijos sprendimais. Nagrinéta portaluose LRTIt, Delfilt,
15min.lt. skelbta medziaga Siais klausimais.
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Apklausa®, kurios duomenys Cia aptariami, atlikta 2025 m. balandzio 18-28 d. ir sta-
tistiSkai reprezentuoja suaugusiy Lietuvos gyventojy (nuo 18 iki 75 mety amziaus) nuo-
mones. Imtis atitinka Sios grupés gyventojy proporcijas pagal amziy, lytj, iSsimokslinima,
Seimine padétj, pajamas, gyvenamosios vietos ir uzsiémimo tipa.

Kolaboravimo klausimy aktualumas visuomenéje

Nors jvardijant kolaboravimui priskiriamus veiksmus vieSose diskusijose vartojamos ir
kitos savokos (i§davysté, konformizmas ir kt.), pati kolaboravimo kaip bendradarbiavimo
su prieSu samprata Lietuvos visuomeneje atrodo esanti aktuali ir turinti grieZtai neigia-
mas konotacijas. Vienas tai rodanciy fakty yra 2006 m. atliktos reprezentatyvios gyven-
tojy apklausos duomenys, pagal kuriuos, atsakydami j atvirg klausima apie gédingiausius
Lietuvos istorijos jvykius ar reiskinius, kolaboravima su jvairiomis okupacinémis valdzio-
mis zmoneés jvardijo pirmoje vietoje, antroje vietoje taip pat paminéta konkreti kolabora-
vimo forma - dalyvavimas Holokauste?°.

2025 m. apklausos duomenys rodo, kad kolaboravimo su abiem XX a. okupaciniais re-
zimais klausimus laiko aktualiais didZioji dauguma visuomeneés (zr. 1 pav.). Aktualiausiais
laikomi kolaboravimo abiem sovietmecio laikotarpiais klausimai: kad jie aktualts ir labai
aktualts 2025 m. mané kiek daugiau negu pusé apklaustujy, o kolaboravimo klausimus
visais trimis tirtais laikotarpiais laiké neaktualiais tik 22-27 proc. gyventoju.

sovietine valdzia (1940-1953)

Postalininio laikotarpio 25 26 27 16 H
kolaboravimo su sovietine valdzia
Lietuvos gyventoju
kolaboravimo su naciais 17 24 ‘ 32 20 7
Antrojo pasaulinio karo metu

M 1abaiaktualis B Aktualas [ Aktualas vidutiniskai Neaktualis Bl Vidutiniskai neaktualiis

1 pav. Kolaboravimo klausimy aktualumo vertinimas (proc.). Klausimas: Kaip manote, kokiu
laipsniu kolaboravimo klausimai Siuo metu aktualtis Lietuvos visuomenei?

Apklausa 2025 m. balandzio 18-28 d. atliko tyrimy kompanija ,Spinter tyrimai®. StatistiSkai reprezentatyvioje
suaugusiuy Salies gyventojy apklausoje apklausta 1 019 respondenty. Imtis atitinka Sios grupés gyventojy propor-
cijas pagal amziy, lytj, iSsimokslinima, Seimine padétj, pajamas, gyvenamosios vietos ir uzsiémimo tipa. Atsakymu
statistine paklaida 31 proc. Apklausos atranka kvotiné, apklausa atlikta kombinuotu metodu. ISsamiau apie ,Spinter
tyrimy" kompanijos apklausos metodus zr.: <https:/spinter.lt/metodai/kiekybiniai-metodai/>.

20 Atsakymai | atvira (i$ anksto nenurodant atsakymuy varianty) klausima ,Ko i savo praeities lietuviai (Lietuvos
pilie¢iai) turety labiausiai gédytis?" Atsakydami Zmoneés dazniausiai vartojo kolaboravimo, kartais iSdavystés savokas,
kartais jvardydami konkrecius (daugiausia XX a.), kartais - ,visy okupacijy” laikotarpius. Zr. Irena Sutiniené, ,Socialiné
atmintis ir lietuviy tautiné tapatybé”, in: Lietuviskojo identiteto trajektorijos, sudaré Vytis Ciubrinskas, Jolanta Kuzneco-
viene, Kaunas, 2008, p. 131
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Kolaboravimo nacistinés Vokietijos okupacijos laikotarpiu klausimai laikomi kiek
maziau aktualiais: aktualiais ir labai aktualiais juos laiko 41 proc. respondenty, didesné
dalis negu kolaboravimo su sovietiniu rezimu klausimus - vidutiniSkai aktualiais. Dides-
nis kolaboravimo abiem sovietinés okupacijos laikotarpiais aktualumas uz kolaboravima
su nacistiniu rezimu, tikétina, sietinas ne tik su trumpesne skiriancio $ig okupacija nuo
dabarties laiko distancija, bet ir su geopolitinés situacijos sukeltu nesaugumu, aktuali-
zavusiu butent sovietinés okupacijos atmintj - tiek ,kovy ir kanc¢iy“ atminties naratyva,
tiek ,kolaboravimo" su okupacine valdzia atmintj?. Tai patvirtinty vienodas kolaboravimo
abiem sovietmecio laikotarpiais - tiek vélesniu postalininiu, tiek ankstyvesniu staliniz-
mo - aktualumo vertinimas.

Kolaboravimo samprata apibréZiantys kriterijai visuomenés nuomonéje

2025 m. visuomenés nuomoneéje vyraujancioje kolaboravimo sampratoje galima identifi-
kuoti kelias bendras visiems tirtiems okupacijos laikotarpiams taikomuy ja apibrézianciy
kriterijy grupes (zr. 2-4 pav.).

Tiesiogiai rengusius Stalino represijas (trémimus,
arestus) ir juose dalyvavusius zmones (nuo 68 3 15
kompartijos vadovy iki striby, milicininky ir skundiky)

Aktyvius slaptuosius okupanty saugumo tarnyby
(NKVD/KGB) agentus, kurie teiké informacija 66 3 17

Visus slaptuosius okupanty saugumo tarnyby
(NKVD/KGB) agentus (informatorius), 53 5 16
pasirasiusius sutikima bendradarbiauti

Turéjusius realia sprendimy galia auks¢iausiy valdzios
institucijy darbuotojus (partiné nomenklatura, 45 8 16
auksciausi valstybes biurokratai ir pan.)

Visus to meto represiniy struktiiry darbuotojus
(stribus, saugumiecius, milicininkus, kt.) 43 7 18

Sovietinius partizanus (raudonuosius partizanus),
sovietinés armijos 16-osios divizijos karius, kovojusius 30 17 24
su naciy okupantais uz sovietinés okupacijos atkirima

Visus Zzmones, dirbusius
auksciausiose valdzios institucijose 28 17 18
(LKP CK, LSSR Auksciausiojoje Taryboje ir kt.)
Taip I 15 dalies B Ne Il Nezinau

2 Dovilé Budryte, ,Memory politics and the study of crises in International Relations: insights from Ukraine and
Lithuania’, 2021, p. 22, <https://rdcube/ctTfA>.
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Vietos lygmens administracinius ir partinius
pareiglnus, vykdziusius okupanty jsakymus 28 14 18
(apylinkiy, koltkiy pirmininkai, kt.)

Visus, tuo metu kurusius ir platinusius okupanto
ideologija (radytojus, Zurnalistus, ideologizuotus 20 24 19
mokslininkus, mokytojus, déstytojus ir kt.)

Visus to meto LKP (komunistuy partijos) narius
18 28 18

Visus, kurie vykdé soviety valdzios nurodymus

(mokéjo mokescius, pyliavas, dalyvavo sovietiniuose 13 42 20
rinkimuose, demonstracijose ir kt.), i$skyrus
dalyvavusius pasiprieSinime

Visus ir visas, gyvenusius(-ias) su i$ SSRS
atvykusiais kitatau¢iais okupantais, 10 48 20
taip pat ir susituokusius

Taip I 15 dalies M nNe B Nezinau

2 pav. Bendradarbiavusiy su okupacine valdzia stalinizmo laikotarpiu Zmoniy vertinimas.
Klausimas: Kokius Zmones, bendradarbiavusius su okupacine valdzia stalinizmo laikotarpiu, rei-
kety laikyti kolaborantais?

Tiesiogiai dalyvavusius
zydy ir kity tautybiy Zmoniy zudynése 67 4 16

Dalyvavusius okupacinése represijose (zudant,
arestuojant, gaudant darbams ir kt.) 64 3 17

Slaptuosius okupanty saugumo tarnyby
(gestapo ir kt.) agentus 62 5 17

Visus institucijy, susijusiy su okupacinémis
represijomis, darbuotojus 50 6 19

Visus, vieSumoje liaupsinusius naciy santvarka
ir diegusius nacistine ideologija 36 9 21

Visus pronacistiniy partijy narius
34 12 21

Taip [ 15 dalies M nNe Il Nezinau

8
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Administracijos darbuotojus, tuo metu
turéjusius realig galig 32 9 20

Visus kariniy junginiy, pavaldziy naciams, dalyvius

29 13 p3
Visus lietuviskos administracijos
naciy okupacijos metu darbuotojus 22 19 21
Visus, kurie dirbo naciy okupantams ir mokéjo
mokescius, nebent dalyvavo pasiprieSinime 19 30 22
Visus Birzelio sukilimo dalyvius 18 21 36
Su vokieciy okupantais (kareiviais ir kt.) gyvenusias, 15 37 23

taip pat ir susituokusias, lietuves

Taip [ 15 dalies M ne B Neiinau

3 pav. Su okupacine valdZia nacistinés Vokietijos laikotarpiu bendradarbiavusiy Zmoniy verti-
nimas. Klausimas: Kokius Zmones, bendradarbiavusius su okupacine valdZia nacistinés Vokieti-
jos okupacijos laikotarpiu (1941-1944m.), reikety laikyti kolaborantais?

Tiesiogiai dalyvavusius represijose ir persekiojimuose
(areStuojant, sekant ir pan.) ir tam davusius jsakymus 61 17
auksciau minéty represiniy ir kity

valdzios strukttry darbuotojus

Aktyvius slaptuosius okupanty saugumo tarnyby 60 4 17
(KGB) agentus, teikusius informacija

Visus etatinius to meto saugumo tarnyby (KGB) 51 6 18
darbuotojus

Visus slaptuosius okupanty saugumo tarnyby (KGB)
agentus (informatorius), pasirasiusius 48 6 17
sutikima bendradarbiauti

Turéjusius realig sprendimy galia auksciausiy
valdzios institucijy atstovus (partiné nomenklatara, 39 1 17
auksciausi biurokratai ir pan.)

Visus aukséiausiy LSSR politiniy ir administraciniy

institucijy (LKP CK, LSSR Auks¢iausiosios Tarybos 31 15 18
ir kt.) darbuotojus

Taip I 15 dalies B ne Il NeZinau
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Vietinio lygmens administracinius ir partinius
pareigtnus, vykdZiusius okupanty jsakymus 25 17 19
(apylinkiy, kolukiy pirmininkai, jmoniy vadovybé,

vietos partiniai vadovai ir pan.)

Visus kity to meto jégos struktury etatinius
darbuotojus (milicininkus, sovietinés kariuomenés 23 20 19
Kkarininkus ir kt.)

Visus, kiirusius ir platinusius sovietine ideologija

Zmones (rasytojus, Zurnalistus, ideologizuotus 19 24 20
mokslininkus, diegusius $ia ideologija mokytojus,
déstytojus ir pan.)

Visus to meto LKP (komunisty partijos) narius
18 27 19

Visus, vykdZiusius soviety valdZios nurodymus

(mokéjo mokescius, dalyvavo sovietiniuose 14 41 21
rinkimuose, demonstracijose irkt.),
iSskyrus dalyvavusius pasipriesinime
Visus ir visas, gyvenusius(-ias) su i$ SSRS atvykusiais
kitatauciais okupantais, taip pat ir susituokusius 14 43 20
Taip I 1 dalies M ne B Neiinau

4 pav. Su okupacine valdzia postalininiu laikotarpiu bendradarbiavusiy Zmoniy vertinimas.
Klausimas: Kokius Zmones, bendradarbiavusius su sovietine okupacine valdZia postalininiu lai-
kotarpiu (1953-1988 m., kai nebuvo masiniy represijy), reikety laikyti kolaborantais?

Pirmaja kolaboravima apibtidinanciy kriterijy grupe sudaro tiesioginés ir netiesioginés
sq@sajos su represijomis ar Zudynémis - tokios kaip dalyvavimas jose arba priklausymas
ir talkinimas represijas vykdziusioms struktiroms (slaptieji agentai, Zmoneés, dalyvave
arestuojant, steigiant ir saugant getus ir pan.). Sie kolaboravima apibudinantys kriteri-
jai yra svarbiausi absoliuciai daugumai Zmoniy ir jie praktiskai vienodai taikomi visiems
trims okupacijy laikotarpiams: visy laikotarpiy tiesiogiai susijusius su represijomis Zzmo-
nes 61-68 proc. apklaustujy laiko kolaborantais besalygiskai, dar po 13-18 proc. - i$ dalies.
Aktyvius slaptuosius okupanty saugumo tarnyby (MGB-NKVD-KGB ar gestapo) agentus,
teikusius informacija, priskiria kolaborantams besalygiskai 60-66 proc. apklaustyjy, o
nuo 16 iki 26 proc. - is dalies. Taip pat didelé dalis informanty kolaborantais laiko ir visus
represiniy struktary darbuotojus (nuo 43 iki 51 proc., o 25-32 proc. - i§ dalies) ar visus
slaptuosius agentus. Kai kolaboravimas tiesiogiai susijes su genocidu ar represijomis, be-
veik tiek pat svarbiu laikomas ir netiesioginis administracinis dalyvavimas dirbant atitin-
kamose strukturose.
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Cia matoma tendencija - visy trijy laikotarpiy slaptieji agentai vertinami griezciau
negu etatiniai represiniy struktury darbuotojai, nors represijas organizavo ir vykdé bu-
tent pastarieji, o agenty vaidmuo dazniausiai buvo pagalbinis. Nors tiek Lietuvoje, tiek
kitose pokomunistinése Salyse grieztai, kaip neabejotinas ,blogio jsikiinijimas‘??, vertina-
mos visos saugumo strukturos, kaip tiesiogiai susijusios su represijomis, be to, slaptieji
agentai vertinami grieZ¢iau uz kitus siy strukttry darbuotojus. Vertinant agentus visuo-
menés nuomoneéje svarbus ir kolaboravimo laipsnio kriterijus - aktyviai bendradarbia-
vusius laiko kolaborantais daugiau Zzmoniy. Tokie vertinimai gali buti susije su Lietuvoje
vyraujanciu bendru neigiamu agenty vaizdiniu, kaip pastebi Liucija Verveckiené, ,hipo-
tetinis priklausymas anuometiniam KGB ar talkinimas KGB, jrodytas ar numanytas, - tai
bendresnio pobuidZio apibudinimas, Siandien pasitelkiamas kalbant apie antivalstybiskai,
nepatriotiskai nusiteikusius asmenis ar grupes‘®. Slaptyjy agenty vertinimams galéjo
turéti jtakos ir moraliniai aspektai — savo aplinkos Zmoniy iSdavystés moraliai gali buti
vertinamos griezciau. [vairiy prievartos struktury slaptieji agentai griez¢iau vertinami ir
kitose pokomunistinése Salyse. PavyzdZziui, Vengrijoje jau nuo 1989 m. saugumo tarnyby
slaptieji agentai buvo smerkiami labiau negu nuo 1957 m. tiesiogiai talkinusi rezimui po-
licija?*. Archyvy atvérimas ir istoriniai tyrimai ¢ia tapo ,instrumentu demaskuojant taria-
mus piktadarius, juos laikant vienais i$ paciy nieksingiausiy kolaboranty“?. Viena svar-
biausiy tokiy vertinimy priezasciy greta kity aplinkybiy tyréjai laiko moralinj vertinima,
kai griez¢iau vertinama ,savyjy iSdavysté“. Peter Apor ir Sandor Horvath tai iliustruoja ci-
tuodami Vengrijos parlamento nario fraze: ,policininkai dévéjo uniformas, ,plytos” [slap-
tyjy agenty pravardé - I. $.] - ne“?. Rumunijoje slaptieji saugumo tarnyby agentai taip pat
buvo vertinti griez¢iau, visuomeneé atlaidziau vertino tik prisipazinusius agentus?.

Lietuvoje grieZtesnis negu kity ,kolaboranty” slaptyju agenty vertinimas nemaza da-
limi gali buti susijes su bendru moraliniu vertinimu, nes ne tik sovietmecio, bet ir naciy
okupacijos laikotarpio slaptuosius agentus laiko kolaborantais daugiau Zzmoniy negu to
meto represiniy struktiry darbuotojus. Sovietmecio slaptujy agenty grieZtesnis vertini-
mas i$ dalies sietinas ir su neaiSkumu, kurj lemia neislike dokumentai, dél ko tampa su-

2 Florin Abraham, ,To collaborate and to Punish: Democracy and Transitional Justice in Romania’, in: Secret Agents
and the Memory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe, ed. by P. Apor, S. Horvath, J. Mark, London,
2017, p.139.

2 Liucija Verveckieng, op. cit., p. 26.

2 Peter Apor, Sandor Horvath, ,Closing the Past — Opening the Future. Victims and Perpetrators of the Communist
Regime in Hungary", in: Secret Agents and the Memory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe, ed. by
P. Apor, S. Horvath, J. Mark, London, 2017, p. 107.

% Op.cit, p.110.
% QOp.cit, p.107.
2 Florin Abraham, To collaborate..., pp. 141-143.
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détingas arba nejmanomas KGB agenty identifikavimo procesas?. Tai sustiprina neais-
kumo ir jtarumo emocijas. Sig temg aktualizuoja ir jvairiy politiniy jégy nuolat keliamas
reikalavimas pavieSinti prisipaZinusiy agenty, kuriuos valstybé jsipareigojo islaptinti,
pavardes (nors Sie sudaro tik maza dalj visy sovietmeciu dirbusiy agenty). Bet gana daug
zmoniy laiko kolaborantais ir visus etatinius represiniy struktury darbuotojus, ir tai rodo
sasajy su represijomis kriterijaus grieztuma.

Antra pagal svarba kriterijy grupé - darbas arba dalyvavimas partinése-administraci-
nése strukttirose ar atitinkamose partijose. Sj kriterijy Zmonés diferencijuoja pagal insti-
tucijos ar asmens ir jo uzimtos pozicijos vieta galios santykiuose - turéta galia priimant
sprendimus. Visais trimis okupacijos laikotarpiais realia sprendimy galia turéje auks-
Ciausiy valdzios instituciju darbuotojai (partiné nomenklatura, auksciausi valstybeés biu-
rokratai sovietmeciu, apskri¢iy ir policijos virSininkai ar generaliniai taréjai nacistinés
okupacijos laikotarpiu) laikomi kolaborantais dazniau (juos besalygiskai priskiria kola-
borantams 34-45 proc. apklaustyjy, i$ dalies - po 33 proc.). Tuo tarpu kitus ty institucijy
darbuotojus ar vietos lygmens pareigiinus laiko kolaborantais maziau Zmoniy. Visus abie-
ju sovietmecio laikotarpiy LKP (komunisty partijos) narius besalygiskai ar i§ dalies laiko
kolaborantais kiek daugiau negu pusé gyventojy, o visus naciy okupacijos laikotarpio pro-
nacistiniy partijy narius - dar daugiau (34 proc, i$ dalies - dar 33 proc.). Nevienareiks-
miskai vertinamo Birzelio sukilimo?® dalyviy vertinimas iSsiskiria neturinéiy nuomonés
Zmoniy skai¢iumi - tokiy yra 36 proc. (43 proc. jo dalyvius bent i$ dalies laiko kolaboran-
tais, nelaiko - 21 proc.).

Pirmose dviejose kriterijy grupése atsizvelgiama ir j zmoniy asmeninj dalyvavima bei
aktyvuma. Asmeninis dalyvavimas tam tikruose veiksmuose (jskaitant ir slaptyjy agenty
veiklg) laikomas svarbesniais kolaboravimo rodikliais uz kolaboravima tarpininkaujant
institucijoms - dalyvavima represinése ar partinése strukturose. Bet skirtumai tarp ju
néra dideli (8-10 proc.), taip pat svarbi kolektyviné visy represiniy ar kity turéjusiy galia
valdzios struktiry nariy atsakomybeé.

Trecia pagal svarba kriterijy grupé susijusi su dalyvavimu kuriant ir skleidziant okupa-
ciniy rezimy ideologijas. Visus, kurusius ir platinusius okupanto ideologijg abiem sovie-
tiniais laikotarpiais (raSytojus, Zurnalistus, mokytojus, déstytojus ir kt.), besalygiskai ar

28 Didelé dalis agenty asmens byly sovietmecio pabaigoje buvo sunaikinta arba isvezta j Rusija. Lietuvos ypatingojo
archyvo duomenimis, per 1989 ir 1990 m. pirmus tris ménesius buvo sunaikinta 33 760 LSSR KGB agenturiniy byly
ir 2 477 darbo bylos, o apie 5 000 tos pacios agentiros asmens bylu ir 169 darbo bylos perduotos saugoti SSRS KGB
Omsko srities valdybos archyvui. 1990 m. sunaikinta ir didelé dalis informacijos apie $ias bylas - 73 KGB agentu
asmens ir darbo byly registracijos Zurnalai, taip pat 15 takst. sunaikinty KGB agentu bylu sarasai. Zr. Kristina Burins-
kaite, Slaptieji KGB bendrininkai, Vilnius, 2022, p. 23-24.

2 BirZelio sukilimas buvo organizuotas siekiant atkurti Lietuvos nepriklausomybe ir vyko 1941 m. birZelio 22-28 d.,
naciy Vokietijai uzpuolus SSRS. Sukilimas buvo nesekmingas, jis vertinamas priestaringai dél antisemitizmo aprais-
ku jo dokumentuose ir kai kuriy jo dalyviy to meto ar vélesniu sasaju su nacizmo nusikaltimais.

87



2026 1(59) Irena Sutiniené
Genocidas ir rezistencija Kolaboravimo su XX a. okupaciniais reZimais samprata Lietuvos visuomenés ...

iS dalies kolaboravusiais laiko 56-57 proc. gyventojy. Diege nacistine ideologija Zmonés
vertinami dar griez¢iau - juos kolaborantais laiko 36 proc., i$ dalies - 34 proc. gyventojuy.

Ketvirtoji kriterijy grupé tyréjuy dazniau jvardijama ne kolaboravimo, o kasdienio kon-
formizmo - oportunistinio kasdienio prisitaikymo, siekiant iSgyventi, terminais. Tokias
laikysenas priskiria kolaboravimui maziausia dalis apklaustyjy. Pritarianciy, kad abiem
sovietmecio laikotarpiais kolaboravo visi, vykde valdZios nurodymus, iSskyrus dalyvavu-
sius pasiprieSinime - po 14 proc., o i§ dalies tokias laikysenas priskiria kolaboravimui dar
25 proc.; naciy okupacijos laikotarpiu kiek daugiau, atitinkamai 19 ir 29 proc. Analogiskai
vertinamas ir ,horizontalus kolaboravimas“® - kad visais laikotarpiais kolaboravo ,visi ir
visos, gyvene(-usiosos) su okupantais, jskaitant susituokusius(-ias)* mano 14 proc., i§ da-
lies - 25 proc. apklaustyjy.

Lyginant kolaboravimo skirtingais okupacijy laikotarpiais vertinimus, galima matyti, kad
pagal visus kriterijus Zmonés praktiskai vienodai vertina kolaboravima abiem sovietmecio
laikotarpiais, nors istoriniuose tyrimuose rezimo veikla Siais laikotarpiais vertinama skir-
tingai. Bendradarbiavimas naciy okupacijos laikotarpiu, nors ir laikomas Siek tiek maziau
aktualiu dabartinei visuomenei, vertinamas taip pat, o kai kuriais atzvilgiais net grieZ¢iau
negu bendradarbiavimas sovietmeciu. Tai, matyt, sietina su Holokausto - didziausiy Zudy-
niy Lietuvos istorijoje — mastu Salyje. Atsizvelgiant j dalies lietuviy dalyvavima Siame nusi-
kaltime, grieZtesnis kolaboravimo su nacistiniu rezimu vertinimas liudija ir tai, kad visuo-
meneé pripazjsta ,savyjy” kolaboravima, jskaitant ir jy sasajas su nusikaltimais.

Matome, kad dél pagrindiniy kolaboravimo vertinimo kriterijy visuomenéje dideliu
laipsniu sutariama, tai rodo ir labai nedidelé dalis nepritarianciyju svarbiausiems kriteri-
jams (nuo 4 iki 10 proc.), ir besalygiSky vertinimy vyravimas, lyginat su nedidele vertinimy
,i8 dalies” dalimi. Tad bendra kolaboravimo samprata dabartinéje visuomenéje gana aiski,
deél jos pagrindiniy kriterijy sutariama: negincijami kriterijai yra sasajos su represijomis,
taip pat didele reikSme turi ir dalyvavimas auksciausiose okupaciniy rezimy politinése
ir administracinése strukturose, ypac¢ sprendimy priémimo galig turinciose pozicijose.
Bendriems kolaboravimo sovietmeciu vertinimo kriterijams neturi jtakos ir jo laikotarpiy
skirtumai.

Bet pasitaiko ir ne tokiy griezty visuomenés nuomoneés kriterijy, kuriems vienareiks-
miskai pritaria maziau Zmoniy. Atsakymo variantas ,iS dalies” leido atskirti kriterijy tai-
kymo grieztuma - vienareikSmius ,juoda balta“ ir nevienareikSmius ,pilkosios zonos" ver-
tinimus. VienareikSmius kriterijus Zzmoneés, kaip jau minéta, dazniausiai taiko tiesiogiai ir
netiesiogiai su Stalino represijomis ir Holokaustu susijusiems Zmonémes ir represinéms
struktiroms, o dideliu laipsniu - turéjusiems realig sprendimy galig auksciausiy valdzios
institucijy darbuotojams bei aktyviems represiniy struktiiry slaptiesiems agentams. Tai-

30 E Narvselius, G. Grinchenko, Introduction..., p. 11.
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gi visuomenés nuomonéje vyraujancios bendros kolaboravimo sampratos dviejy pirmyjy
grupiy kriterijy ribos atrodo gana grieztos ir mazai kvestionuojamos. Mazéjant instituci-
jos ar joje uZimtos pozicijos galiai tuometinése valdZios strukturose, daugéja ne tokiy ka-
tegorisky, nevienareikSmiy vertinimy, dél kuriy taikymo konkreciais atvejais ir kyla ne-
maZa diskusijy. Zmoniy, laikanciy kolaborantais visus zemesniyjy grandziy institucijy ar
partijy narius, vertinimai maZziau griezti - juose ,pilkoji zona“ didesné, vyrauja atsakymai
,i$ dalies”. Vertinant kaip kolaboravima dalyvavima sovietmeciu vietos lygmens partinése
ir administracinése strukturose ar buvima eiliniu LKP nariu, ,pilkoji zona“ yra mazdaug
dvigubai didesné negu kategoriski vertinimai, panasiai, nors kiek griez¢iau, vertinamas ir
analogiskas dalyvavimas nacistinése struktiirose. Negrieztai ir nevienareikSmiskai ver-
tinamas ir ideologinis bendradarbiavimas - dalyvavimas kuriant ir skleidZiant okupanty
ideologija. Ketvirtojoje ,kasdienio konformizmo* laikyseny grupéje, kurios dauguma vi-
suomeneés nelaiko kolaboravimu, taip pat vyrauja ,pilkosios zonos" vertinimai.

Tad vertindami kolaboravima apibuidinancius kriterijus Zmonés brézia gana kategoris-
kas ir grieZtas pagrindiniy kriterijy ribas, dél kuriy sutaria absoliuti dauguma visuomeneés.
Tai sgsajos su represijomis, taip pat dalyvavimas sprendimy priémimo galig turéjusiose
auksciausiose okupaciniy rezimy politinése ir administracinése strukturose. Daugiau is-
lygy taikoma dalyvavusiems maziau galios turéjusiose struktiirose ir pozicijose, taip pat
skleidusiems okupanty ideologija. Vertinimo grieztuma visuomenés nuomoneéje lemia to-
kie kriterijai, kaip vieta reZimo galios santykiuose - turéta sprendimuy priémimo galia, i$ da-
lies - asmeninis ar institucinis (kolektyvinis) dalyvavimas, dalyvavimo aktyvumas, svarbus
ir veiklos pobudis - politinis ir administracinis bendradarbiavimas vertinamas griezciau
negu ideologinis. Dar daugiau iSlyguy taikoma vertinant ,pilkosios zonos" tarp pasipriesini-
mo ir kolaboravimo laikysenas - ,kasdienj konformizma“. Toliau aptarsime kitus visuome-
nés nuomoneéje matomus kolaboravimo sampratos ribas ,Svelninancius® kriterijus.

Kolaboravimo vertinimus ,Svelninantys” kriterijai

Kaip jau minéta, kolaboravimo sampratos niuansai, daugiareikSmiskumas isryskéja na-
grinéjant konkrecius atvejus konkreciuose kontekstuose, ir aisSkiy sampraty taikymas
konkrecioms situacijoms daznai buna neaiskus, salyginis ir niuansuotas?. Lietuvoje at-
liktame Seimy atminties tyrime taip pat pastebimas didelis atotrukis tarp aiSkiai suvo-
kiamy griezty strukturinio (kolektyvinio) lygmens kolaboravima apibréZianciy kategorijy
ir ju neaiSkumo, neapibréztumo konkreciais atvejais®2 Ribos gali buti kvestionuojamos
dvejopai - tiek gincijant pacig riby samprata, tiek jas iSlaikant, bet kvestionuojant konkre-

31 Liucija Verveckiené, Gal jie tikrai buvo.., p. 25-26; Eleonora Narvselius, Gelinada Grinchenko, Introduction..,
pp. 8-12.

32 Liucija Verveckiené, op. cit,, p. 24.
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Ciy atvejy priskyrima tam tikrai grupei®. Lietuvos visuomenés nuomonéje, kaip matéme,

bendros sampratos ribos pagal pagrindinius kriterijus gana grieztos, bet dél konkreciy

atvejy ar asmeny priskyrimo ,kolaboravimui® vieSojoje erdvéje kai kuriais atvejais kyla

nemazai diskusijy.

Kai kuriuos bendrus kolaboravimo vertinimus konkreciais atvejais ,Svelninancius*

kriterijus tyréme ir Sioje apklausoje, prasydami jvertinti jvairias kolaboravima ,pateisi-

nancias" aplinkybes (Zr. 5 pav.).

Kai kolaboruojama siekiant visuomenei ar tautai
svarbiy tiksly, bet tiesiogiai nesiprieSinant okupacijai,
nerizikuojant savo gyvybe ir gerove

(A. Brazauskas, J. Marcinkevicius, kt.)

Prievartos, kankinimy, grésmés asmens ar artimuyjy
gyvybei atvejais

Sovietmecio kolaboravima gali pateisinti

vélesni Zmogaus nuopelnai atkurtai
nepriklausomai Lietuvai, dalyvavimas Sgjudyje

(A. Brazauskas, C. Jursénas, L. Sepetys, G. Kirkilas, kt.)

Kai kolaboravusieji atsipraso ar bent pripazjsta
savo veiksmus (V. Krévé, C. Jur$énas, kt.)

Kai kolaborantas iSgelbéjo bent vieng Zzmogu
nuo represijy

Kai kolaboraves asmuo yra daug nuveikes Saliai
tarpukario nepriklausomoje Lietuvoje
(S. Rastikis, L. Gira, kt.)

Kai kolaboraves su naciais asmuo aktyviai dalyvavo
antisovietiniame pasiprieSinime
(J. Noreika, K. Skirpa, kt.)

Kai kolaboraves asmuo yra daug nuveikes meno,
mokslo ir pan. srityse (S. Néris, J. Baltusis, kt.).

Kai kolaboraves su sovietiniais okupantais asmuo yra
dalyvaves antinaciniame pasiprieSinime
(M .Sumauskas, H. Zimanas, M. Melnikaité, kt.)

32 2

31 1

29 16

w
(o]
=

28 5

27 1

26 1

24 24

Jury

16 28

Taip IS dalies B Ne

5 pav. Nuostatos apie kolaboravima ,pateisinancias” aplinkybes. Klausimas: Kokiais atvejais ko-

laboravimaq galima pateisinti, vertinti atlaidZiau?

3 Eleonora Narvselius, Gelinada Grinchenko, op. cit,, p. 14.
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Apklaustieji dazniau iSskiria atvejus, kuomet kolaboravima galima pateisinti: kai kolabo-
ruojama siekiant visuomenei ar tautai svarbiy tiksly, bet tiesiogiai nesipriesinant okupacijai,
nerizikuojant savo gyvybe ir gerove (32 proc.), taip pat prievartos, kankinimy, grésmes as-
mens ar artimyjy gyvybei atvejais, o kolaboravimo sovietmeciu atveju jj gali pateisinti véles-
ni Zmogaus nuopelnai atkurtai nepriklausomai Lietuvai, dalyvavimas Sajudyje (po 31 proc.).

Duomenys rodo, kad visiskai ,isteisinanc¢iomis” visas iSvardytas aplinkybes laiko nedaug
Zmoniy, dauguma ,pateisinanciyjy“ kolaboravima linke jj pateisinti tik i$ dalies. Vertini-
muose galima matyti komunikacinés - neformalioje komunikacijoje perduodamos dabar
gyvenanciy karty - atminties jtaka. Zmonés labiausiai linke ,pateisinti* vélyvuoju sovie-
tmeciu jprastas kultiiriniy ir kity elity oportunistines laikysenas - kai kolaboruojama sie-
kiant visuomenei ar tautai svarbiy tiksly, bet tiesiogiai nesiprie$inant okupacijai. Sios at-
minties jtaka rodo ir tai, kad tarp kity kolaboravima ,pateisinanciy” kriterijy didesne reiks-
me negu nuopelnai tarpukario Lietuvos Respublikai turi kolaboravusiy Zmoniy nuopelnai
atkurtai nepriklausomai Lietuvai, dalyvavimas Sgjudyje. Svarbi ir asmens laikysena praei-
ties bendradarbiavimo atzvilgiu — savo kolaboravimo pripaZzinimas ir atgaila bei ,dvigubas
lojalumas", nuopelnai savajai bendruomenei kolaboruojant (gelbstint Zmones nuo repre-
sijy ir pan.). Kolaboravusiy su naciais Zmoniu dalyvavimas antisovietiniame pasipriesini-
me laikomas kiek svarbesne pateisinancia aplinkybe negu kolaboravusiy su sovietiniais
okupantais - antinaciniame. Nuopelnus kulttrai laiko pateisinanciais kolaboravima kiek
maziau Zmoniy negu nuopelnus nepriklausomybei ar dalyvavima antisovietiniame pasi-
prieSinime - politiné veikla kolaboravimo vertinimuose atrodo esanti svarbesné.

Dar daugiau visuomeneéje vyraujancios kolaboravimo sampratos taikymo niuansy at-
skleidzia konkreciy asmenybiy, dél kuriy vyko ar vyksta diskusijos viesojoje erdvéje, ,ko-
laboravimo*“ vertinimai: juose matomi ir anksc¢iau jvardyti bendri sampratos kriterijai, ir
kai kurie ,pateisinantys” kriterijai (zr. 6 pav.).

Konkreciuose vertinimuose, kitaip negu apibtudinant bendrus kolaboravimo kriterijus,
kolaboravimas skirtingai vertinamas dviem sovietinio rezimo laikotarpiais - stalininiu ir
postalininiu. Tarp iSvardyty asmenybiy daugiausia Zmoniy laiko kolaborantais stalinizmo
laikotarpio asmenis, pavyzdziui, pirmajj kompartijos sekretoriy Antana Sniecky, kiek ma-
Ziau kolaboravusius to meto rasytojus ir poetus, pavyzdZiui, Kosta Kubilinska, kuris buvo ir
NKVD agentas, Petra Cvirka - rasytoja, uzémusj galios pozicijas politinése to meto strukta-
rose. Poete Saloméja Nérj, skleidusig komunistine ideologija, bet maziau dalyvavusia politi-
néje veikloje, laiko kolaborante kiek maziau Zzmoniy - 15 proc., iS dalies - 36 proc., panasiai
vertinamas ir sovietmecio rasytojas Juozas Baltusis. Dar maziau Zmoniy laiko kolaboravusiu
vélyvojo sovietmecio komunisty partijos sekretoriy, aktyviai dalyvavusj ir atkurtos nepri-
klausomos Lietuvos politikoje, Algirda Mykola Brazauska. Maziausia apklaustyjuy dalis laiko
kolaborantu vélyvojo sovietmecio poeta, taip pat aktyviai dalyvavusj atkuriant nepriklauso-
mybe, Justing Marcinkeviciy (5 proc., dar 33 proc. laiko jj kolaboravusiu i$ dalies).
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6 pav. Lietuvos istoriniy asmenybiy laikymo kolaborantais tendencijos. Klausimas: Ar, Jtisy nuo-
mone, Sias asmenybes reikéty laikyti kolaborantais?

Pazymeétina, kad kai kuriy asmenybiy, dél kuriy kolaboravimo ir jamzinimo vieSo-
joje erdveéje vyko gana priestaringos ir emocingos diskusijos, didelé dalis visuomenés
(nuo 35iki 51 proc.) nezino. Tainacistinio ir kai kurios pirmosios sovietinés okupacijos
(1940-1941 m.) laikotarpiy asmenybés. 51 proc. apklaustyju nurodé, kad nezino Juozo
KrikStaponio (Kristaponio)3* 48 proc. Petro Kubilitino®, 44 proc. Jono Noreikos?¢, Stasys

3¢ Juozas Krikstaponis (Kristaponis) naciu okupacijos laikotarpiu yra bendradarbiaves su nacistiniu rezimu: 1941 m.
spalio mén. vadovavo PPT bataliono 2-ajai kuopai Rudensko zZydu geto kaliniu ir Minsko karo belaisviy stovyklos ,Sta-
lag Nr. 352" kaliniy Zudynése. Karo pabaigoje ir pokariu aktyviai dalyvavo antisovietiniame ginkluotame pasipriesini-
me, buvo Vycio apygardos partizany vadas, 1945 m. zuvo. Zr. Mindaugas Pocius, ,Juozas Krikstaponis (Kridtaponis) -
dalyvavimo Holokauste ir istorinio atminimo problema’, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2022, Nr. 1(51), p. 7-36.

35 Generolas Petras Kubiliinas 1941-1944 m. buvo naciu jkurtos Generaliniy taréjy institucijos vadovas. 1944 m.
pasitrauke j Vokietija, SSRS kontrzvalgybos agenty buvo pagrobtas ir atveZtas j Maskva, kur 1946 m. nuzudytas.

36 Jonas Noreika 1941 m., nacistinés okupacijos pradZioje, dirbo naciy administracinése struktirose. Budamas
apskrities virsininku pasirasé jsakymus deél Zzydu geto steigimo, turto nusavinimo. 1943 m. uz dalyvavima antinaci-
néje veikloje buvo ikalintas Stuthofo koncentracijos stovykloje. Po karo grizes i Vilniy aktyviai dalyvavo antisovieti-
néje pogrindzio veikloje, sovietinés valdzios buvo arestuotas ir 1947 m. susaudytas.
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Rastikis®” nezinomas 39 proc., o Kazys Skirpa 34 proc. apklaustyjy. Juos besalygiskai lai-
ko kolaborantais labai panasi dalis Zmoniy - po 7-8 proc., o kolaboravusiais iS dalies - nuo
23 iki 33 proc. visy gyventojy. Tai rodyty, kad dalis vieSosios erdvés diskusijy dél konkre-
Ciy asmenybiy platesnei visuomenés daliai yra mazai aktualios. Visuomenés nuomone-
je néra ir didelés poliarizacijos dél jy vertinimo - tarp Zinanciy Sias asmenybes Zmoniy
juos bent i$ dalies priskiria kolaborantams didesné dalis - apie 60 proc. — apklaustyjy.
Kita vertus, daugumos $iy asmenybiy biografijos atspindi Lietuvos okupacijuy istorijos
salygotus priestaringus lojalumo pasirinkimus (ar ju nebuvima) viena po kitos sekusiy
keliy okupacijy laikotarpiais, kolaboravimo ir rezistencijos ar keliy lojalumy derinimus
ir kitus problematizuojancius vienareikSmius vertinimus. Todél kartais ir vieno asmens
kolaboravimo vertinimuose susiduria skirtingi kriterijai ir atminties naratyvai - ir heroji-
nis pokario ginkluoto antisovietinio pasipriesinimo, ir antinacinio pasiprieSinimo, ir ben-
dradarbiavimo su okupacinémis valdziomis, ir represijy auky pasakojimai. Siy skirtingy
vertinimy susidurimas lemia jvairius vertinimo variantus. PavyzdZziui, antisovietinis pa-
siprieSinimas, kalinimas ar mirtis, nors ir nepanaikina kolaboravimo fakto, dalies Zzmoniy
simbolinéje skaléje gali susvelninti vertinimo kriterijus. Kai kuriy asmenybiy vertinimai
rodo, kad net grieZciausi kriterijai - sasajos su represijomis — konkreciais atvejais dalies
Zmoniy taikomi su iSlygomis, pavyzdziui, net dalyvavusio vykdant zudynes Juozo Kriks-
taponio (KriStaponio) dalis jj Zinan¢iy Zzmoniy (37 proc.) nelaiko kolaborantu, sgsajas su
nusikaltimais Siy Zmoniy nuomonése, matyt, simboliskai kompensuoja jo antisovietiné
veikla, kalinimas ir mirtis.

Taigi vertinant konkrecias asmenybes tiek kolaboravimo, tiek ji ,pateisinantys” krite-
rijai taikomi individualiau. Kitaip negu vertinant kolaboravimu laikytinus veiksmus abs-
trakciai, konkrecios vélyvojo sovietmecio asmenybés vertinamos kiek palankiau negu
stalininio laikotarpio kolaborantai. Stalininio laikotarpio literattriné veikla, mazai daly-
vaujant politiniame gyvenime (S. Néris), laikoma kolaboravimu maZesniu laipsniu negu
literatariné veikla ir aktyvus dalyvavimas politinéje veikloje (P. Cvirka). Taip pat nuopelnai
dabartinei Lietuvai Siame kontekste svarbesni negu nuopelnai tarpukario Lietuvos Res-
publikai. Dalies kontroversiskai vertinamuy nacistinio ir tarpukario laikotarpio asmenybiy,
dél kuriy kolaboravimo ir jamzinimo vieSajame diskurse vyko daug prieStaringy diskusi-
ju, didelé dalis visuomenés nezino, tad sios diskusijos aktualios tik nedidelei visuomenés
daliai.

3 Generolas Stasys Rastikis — buves Lietuvos kariuomenés vadas, nepritares sitlymui 1940 m. ginklu prieSintis
SSRS kariuomenei. 1940 m. SSRS okupavus Lietuva, paskirtas Krasto apsaugos ministerijos likvidacinés komisijos
pirmininko pavaduotoju, véliau atleistas, pasitrauke j Vokietija.

38 pulkininkas Kazys Skirpa - Lietuvos karigkis, diplomatas. Prisidéjo prie Lietuvos kariuomeneés karimo. Budamas
Vokietijoje organizavo 1941 m. BirZelio sukilima, siekusj pirmomis Vokietijos-SSRS karo dienomis atkurti Lietuvos
valstybe. Vokietijai nesutikus, sukilimas po keliy dieny Zlugo. Jo platintuose sukilimo dokumentuose buvo antisemi-
tiniy teiginiy.
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Kai kuriy kolaboravimo atminimo (ne)jamzZinimo biidy vertinimai

Kaip minéta, daugelis pastarojo deSimtmecio vieSy diskusiju kolaboravimo klausimais
vykonetiek délasmenybiy ar jvykiy istorinio vertinimo, dél kurio specialistai (bet ne visada
visuomeneé) dideliu laipsniu sutaria, kiek dél jy vieSo jamzinimo ar, atvirk¢iai, atminimo
zenkly pasSalinimo. Sios diskusijos daZniausiai susijusios su konkreciais atminimo
politikos sprendimais, jvykiais, asmenybémis. Kai kuriy atminimo (ne)jamZzinimo budy
vertinimus tyréme ir apklausoje (Zr. 7 pav.).

Viesai paskelbti apie jy kolaboravima 45

Kiekvieng atvejj reikéty vertinti atskirai, atsizvelgiant

ne tik j kolaboravima, bet ir j nuopelnus 43

Reikéty pasalinti Zenklus tik Zmoniy, 30
susijusiy su nusikaltimais Zmoniskumui

Jy atminimo Zenklus reikéty palikti, 24
prie jy pateikiant atitinkama informacijg

Reikéty pasalinti i$ vieSyjy erdviy

visy kolaboranty atminimo Zenklus 20
Dél asmenybiy, kurias visuomené vertina priestaringai, 20
reikéty atviry diskusijy, neskubant priimti sprendimo
Atminimo Zenklus reikéty palikti, 16
nieko nekeiciant, tai miasu istorija
Kolaboravimo klausimus reikéty pamirsti 15

ir ZiGréti j ateitj

7 pav. Nuostatos apie kolaboranty atminimo (ne)jamzinimo badus. Klausimas: Kaip, Jisy nuo-
mone, reikéty elgtis su kolaboravusiy su okupaciniais rezimais Zmoniy atminimu dabar? (pasi-
rinkite ne daugiau kaip tris svarbiausius atsakymus)

Atsakydami j klausima apie kolaboravusiy asmeny atminimo dabartinéje visuomenéje
(ne)jamzinimo budus, daugiausia zmoniy - 45 proc. — pasisaké uz vie$a ju kolaboravimo
jvardijima, 43 proc. - uz individualizuotg vertinima, atsizvelgiant ir j ju nuopelnus. Vie-
Soms diskusijoms neskubant priimti sprendimo tais atvejais, kai nesama sutarimo, pri-
tare 20 proc. apklaustyjy. Kategoriskiems sprendimams - pasalinti i$ vieSyju erdviy visy
kolaboranty atminimo Zenklus - pritaré 20 proc. apklaustyjy, o juos palikti nieko nekei-
Ciant siule 16 proc. gyventojy. Taigi dauguma zmoniy pritaria nuosaikesniems ir individu-
alizuotiems atminimo politikos sprendimams.
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Socialiniy-demografiniy veiksniy jtakos

Socialiniai-demografiniai veiksniai diferencijuoja vertinimus palyginus nedaugeliu at-
zvilgiy. Kolaboravimo vertinimams beveik neturi jtakos tokie veiksniai kaip informanty
pajamos, iSsimokslinimo ir amziaus jtaka. DidZiausia yra lyties jtaka apklaustyjy poziu-
riams j kolaboravima: kolaboravimo visais laikotarpiais klausimus laiko aktualiais daugiau
vyry negu motery, taip pat vyrai kolaboravima vertina kategoriskiau. Kolaboravimo abiem
sovietmecio laikotarpiais klausimus laiko aktualiais ir labai aktualiais po 59 proc. vyry ir
43 proc. motery, naciy okupacijos laikotarpiu - atitinkamai 45 proc. vyry ir 38 proc. mote-
ry. Taip pat vyrai didesniu laipsniu negu moterys pritaria visiems jvardytiems kolaboravi-
ma apibudinantiems kriterijams, dazniau laikydami kolaborantais visas apklausoje jvar-
dytas Zzmoniy grupes bei asmenis, taip pat dazniau pritaria kategoriskesniems atminimo
politikos sprendimams (pasalinti visus okupaciniy rezimy atminimo zenklus ir pan.). Mo-
terys dazniau negu vyrai remia nuosaikesnius vertinimus ir pritaria individualizuotiems
kolaboravimo vertinimams ir sprendimams dél (ne)jamzinimo, vieSoms diskusijoms ne-
skubant priimti sprendimy tais (ne)jamZinimo klausimais, kuriais visuomené nesutaria.

DidZiyjy miesty gyventojai kiek dazniau negu kity vietoviy gyventojai laiko kolaboran-
tais sovietmecio represiniy struktiry darbuotojus ir aktyvius slaptuosius agentus, taip
pat turéjusius realig sprendimuy galig auksc¢iausiy sovietiniy valdZios institucijy darbuo-
tojus ir vietos lygmens pareigiinus, jie dazniau laiko kolaborantais ir asmenis, diegusius
nacistine ideologija.

Aukstesnio iSsimokslinimo zmoneés kiek dazniau laiko kolaborantais abiem sovietmecio
laikotarpiais turéjusius realia sprendimy galia auksc¢iausiy sovietiniy valdZios instituci-
ju darbuotojus, taip pat visus postalininio laikotarpio slaptuosius KGB agentus; taip pat
jie kiek dazniau uz Zemesnio iSsimokslinimo Zmones kolaboravimui priskiria ir , kasdie-
nj konformizmag“, kolaborantais laikydami visus, kurie vykdeé soviety valdZios nurodymus,
isskyrus dalyvavusius pasiprieSinime. Taip pat aukstesnio iSsimokslinimo Zmonés laiko
kiek aktualesniais nacistinio laikotarpio kolaboravimo klausimus.

Pajamos statistiSkai reikSmingai diferencijuoja tik poziurius i vélyvuoju sovietmeciu
kirusius ir diegusius sovietine ideologija asmenis - juos dazniau uz kitus laiko kolabo-
rantais aukstesniy pajamy Zzmoneés.

AmZiaus jtaka tirtiems poZitriams j kolaboravima taip pat néra didelé. Jaunesni gyven-
tojai daZniau laiko kolaborantais postalininio laikotarpio auksciausiy valdZios instituciju
darbuotojus ir asmenis, skleidusius naciy ideologija. Vyresnio amziaus (56 mety ir vyres-
ni) apklaustieji dazniau uz jaunesnius kolaboravima ,pateisinanc¢iomis” aplinkybémis lai-
ko nuopelnus tarpukario Lietuvai ir dalyvavima antisovietiniame pasiprieSinime.

Palyginti nedidelé socialiniy-demografiniy veiksniy jtaka pozitriams j kolaboravima
patvirtina, kad, viena vertus, dél daugelio vieSojoje nuomonéje vyraujanciy tiek bendry,
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tiek konkreciy kolaboravimo sampratos kriterijy dauguma visuomenés sutaria. Kita
vertus, konkrecios Sios daugiasluoksnés ir sudétingos sampratos interpretacijos turi daug
niuansy ir aspekty, kuriy skirtumai, matyt, susije ne tiek su socialiniais-demografiniais,
kiek su kitais visuomenés pasidalijimais ir veiksniais.

ISvados

Kolaboravimo su okupacine valdzia sovietinés ir nacistinés okupacijos laikotarpiais klau-
simai dabartinéje Lietuvoje gana aktualts - juos laiko aktualiais ir labai aktualiais kiek
daugiau negu pusé suaugusiy Salies gyventojy, dar ketvirtadalis juos laiko vidutiniskai
aktualiais. Tad kolaboravimo klausimai visuomenéje yra svarbus ir, kitaip negu pirmai-
siais nepriklausomybés deSimtmeciais, néra uzgoziami pasiprieSinimo ir neprisitaikymo
pasakojimo.

Visuomenés nuomoneéje vyraujanti bendra ,kolaboravimo® su Siais rezimais samprata
yra gana aiski ir dél pagrindiniy jos kriterijuy visuomené dideliu laipsniu sutaria. Didziau-
sig reikSme apibudinant kolaboravima Zzmonéms turi dalyvavimas okupaciniy rezimy
represijose ir represinése strukturose bei darbas realia sprendimuy galig turéjusiose po-
litinése-administracinése institucijose ir pozicijose. Siy kriterijy ribos visuomenés nuo-
monéje yra gana grieztos ir vienareikSmeés. Vertinant darbg maziau galios turéjusiose po-
zicijose ir struktirose ar skleidziant okupaciniy rezimy ideologijas, yra daugiau islygy ir
nevienareikSmiskumo, taciau Siems kolaboravimo kriterijams nepritaria nedaug zmoniy
(nuo deSimtadalio iki ketvirtadalio). Prisitaikymo, arba ,kasdienio konformizmo*, laikyse-
ny absoliuti dauguma apklaustyjy nesieja su kolaboravimu.

Kolaboravimo vertinimo grieztuma lemia ir tokie kriterijai kaip vieta rezimo galios
santykiuose - turéta sprendimy priémimo galia, i§ dalies asmeninis ar institucinis daly-
vavimas, jo aktyvumas, veiklos pobudis - politinis ir administracinis bendradarbiavimas
vertinamas griez¢iau negu ideologinis. Grieztesnis kolaboravimo su nacistiniu rezimu
vertinimas uz kolaboravima su sovietine valdZia, taip pat konkreciy stalininio laikotarpio
kolaboranty grieZtesnis negu veélyvojo sovietmecio asmeny vertinimas rodyty ir tai, kad
visuomenés nuomonéje pripazjstamas ,savyjy‘ kolaboravimas, jskaitant ir sagsajas su nu-
sikaltimais.

Tyrimas atskleidé ir daugiau kolaboravimo sampratos ribas ,Svelninanciy” kriterijy.
Zmoneés labiausiai linke ,pateisinti” jprastas vélyvojo sovietmec¢io oportunistines laikyse-
nas - kai kolaboruojama siekiant visuomenei ar tautai svarbiy tiksly, bet tiesiogiai nesi-
prieSinant okupacijai. Svarbus ,pateisinantys” kriterijai yra ir vélesni ar ankstesni nuopel-
nai Saliai, tarp kuriy kolaboravusiy Zmoniy nuopelnai atkurtai valstybei ir dalyvavimas
Sajudyje yra kiek svarbesnis negu nuopelnai tarpukario Lietuvos Respublikai. Svarbus ir
asmens savo kolaboravimo pripazinimas ir atgaila. Kolaboravusiy su nacistiniu rezimu
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Zmoniy dalyvavimas antisovietiniame pasiprieSinime laikomas kiek svarbesne ,pateisi-
nancia“ aplinkybe negu kolaboravusiy su sovietiniais okupantais - antinaciniame.

Konkrecios asmenybés vertinamos labiau niuansuotai ir individualizuotai, bet didelés
nuomoniy poliarizacijos vertinant asmenybes taip pat néra. Cia esama daugiau negu ben-
druose kriterijuose skirtumy vertinant stalininio ir postalininio laikotarpiy kolaboravima,
nemaza ,pateisinancia” jtaka turi nuopelnai atkurtai nepriklausomai Lietuvai. Stalininio
laikotarpio literaturiné veikla vertinant kolaboravima yra labiau ,pateisinama*“ negu daly-
vavimas politikoje. Nemazos dalies prieStaringai vertinamy nacistinio ir tarpukario laiko-
tarpio asmenybiy, dél kuriy ,kolaboravimo® viesojoje erdvéje vyko daug emocingy disku-
sijy, didelé dalis visuomenés nezino, tad Sios diskusijos aktualios tik daliai visuomenés.

Socialiniai-demografiniai veiksniai kolaboravimo vertinimams turi palyginti nedaug
jtakos. Ryskiausia yra apklausiamuyjy lyties jtaka: vyrams Sie klausimai aktualesni ir jie
visas kolaboravimo formas vertina griez¢iau negu moterys. Pavieniams aspektams turi
jtakos iSsimokslinimas ir gyvenamoji vieta, 0 amziaus skirtumai turi nedaug jtakos. Kola-
boravimo samprata yra sudétinga, turi daug niuansy ir aspekty, kuriy vertinimo skirtu-
mai, matyt, susije ne tiek su socialiniais-demografiniais, kiek su kitais visuomenés pasi-
dalijimais.
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Summary. Drawing on data from a nationally representative quantitative survey of the adult popula-
tion, the article examines the prevailing concept of collaboration in public opinion and the relevance
of collaboration-related issues for various groups in society. Both the general concept and the criteria
for evaluating specific cases of ‘collaboration’ with the Soviet and Nazi regimes are discussed, along
with assessments of the forms of (non-)memorialisation of collaboration. The dominant concept of
collaboration prevailing in public opinion is relatively clear, and the boundaries of its core criteria
(such as links to repression or the repressive apparatus, and work in political-administrative institu-
tions that had real decision-making power) are strict and unambiguous. Greater ambiguity emerg-
es when assessing specific cases of ‘collaboration’, work in lower-level positions with less power,
spreading the ideologies of the occupation regimes, and so on. The article also examines the assess-
ment of certain controversial cases of ‘collaboration’ in public discourse.

Keywords: collaboration, quantitative research, public opinion.

Kolaboravimo su XX a. okupaciniais rezimais samprata Lietuvos visuomenés
nuomoneéje: interpretacijos ir aktualumas

Santrauka. Straipsnyje, remiantis suaugusiy Salies gyventojy reprezentatyvaus kiekybinio tyrimo
duomenimis, aptariama visuomenés nuomonéje vyraujanti kolaboravimo samprata ir kolaboravi-
mo problemy aktualumas jvairioms visuomenés grupéms. Be to, aptariama tiek bendra samprata,
tiek kai kuriy konkrecéiy ,kolaboravimo® su sovietiniu ir nacistiniu rezimu atvejy vertinimo kriterijai,
taip pat kolaboravimo atminimo (ne)jamzinimo budy vertinimai. Visuomenés nuomonéje vyraujanti
bendra kolaboravimo samprata yra gana aiski ir pagrindiniu jos kriterijy (tokiy kaip sasajos su repre-
sijomis ir represinémis strukturomis bei darbas realig sprendimy galia turéjusiose politinése-admi-
nistracinése institucijose) ribos yra grieztos ir vienareikdmés. Daugiau nevienareik$miskumo yra
vertinant konkrecius ,kolaboravimo” atvejus, darba maziau galios turéjusiose pozicijose, skleidziant
okupaciniy rezimy ideologijas ir kt. Straipsnyje aptariami ir kai kuriy vieSajame diskurse priestarin-
gai vertinamy ,kolaboravimo® atvejy vertinimai visuomenés nuomonéje.

ReikSminiai Zodziai: kolaboravimas, kiekybinis tyrimas, kolaboravimo interpretacijos visuome-
nés nuomoneéje.
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Questions of collaboration with occupation regimes have been discussed in most Euro-
pean countries since World War II, as part of broader efforts to reconsider relations with
the totalitarian past and its memory. In Lithuania, these issues have been publicly debated
since the very restoration of the country's independence in 1990, both in relation to col-
laboration with the Soviet regime and in reassessing questions of collaboration with the
Naziregime. Initially, these questions were inevitably raised by the ‘return’ of the memory
of the victims of the Soviet regime, as well as by the practical challenges of state-building.
Over time, questions of collaboration with both the Nazi and the Soviet regimes have been
examined and addressed at various levels — academic, legal, and within public debate and
commemorative practices — and their content and relevance have also evolved. Like in
the other Baltic States, the discussion and perceived importance of these issues in Lith-
uania’s public arena and memory culture were diminished during the first decades by
the dominance of the narrative of heroic resistance and non-conformity under Soviet
rule.! However, these issues were nonetheless examined in scholarly discourse, and
numerous historical studies of collaboration with the occupation regimes were carried
out. There were also recurrent and often highly conflictual public debates related to the
opening of archives, historical research and legal decisions (questions of lustration were
considered, and alongside historical studies, moral questions concerning Lithuanian in-
volvement in the Holocaust, secret KGB agents, and similar issues began to be discussed).
These debates intensified after Russia’s war against Ukraine in 2014, and even more so
following the start of the full-scale invasion in 2022. The ontological insecurity triggered
by these crises not only reinforced the significance of the heroic memory narrative of
‘fighting and suffering’, but also encouraged a rethinking of the memory of the occupa-
tion regimes, drawing attention to collaboration and the crimes associated with it.2 In
the past decade, discussions have mostly taken place in the context of specific events
or decisions related to memory culture and policy. Liucija Verveckiené, who studied the
Lithuanian discourse on collaboration, identifies the dominant issues in the 2011-2021
period precisely as ‘problems of (non-)memorialisation’ The debates concern both the
concept of who should be considered collaborators, as well as the classification of spe-
cific historical figures or groups as collaborators and their (non-)memorialisation; ques-
tions about potential current collaboration with hostile states are also raised.

1 leva Zake, The Exempt Nation: Memory of Collaboration in Contemporary Latvia), in: Secret Agents and the Mem-
ory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe, ed. by Péter Apor, Sandor Horvath and James Mark, Lon-
don: Anthem Press, 2017, pp. 59-80; Felix Krawatzek, ‘Remembering a Contentious Past: Resistance and Collabora-
tion in the Former Soviet Union, East European Politics and Societies and Cultures, 2022, No. 36(1), pp. 298-327; Nerija
Putinaite, Nenutrukusi styga: prisitaikymas ir pasiprieSinimas soviety Lietuvoje, Vilnius: Aidai, 2007, p. 228-292.

2 Dovilé Budryté, ‘Memory politics and the study of crises in International Relations: insights from Ukraine and
Lithuania’ 2021, p. 22, <https://rdcu.be/ctTfA>.

3 Liucija Verveckieng, Ji buvo politiné kolaboranté" kolaboravimo sampratos Lietuvoje po 1990-yjy, lecture delivered
at the Martynas Mazvydas National Library of Lithuania, 3 September 2025.
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Both the debates themselves and the reactions of various social groups and institu-
tions to specific memory policy decisions (for example, discussions concerning certain
initiatives to erect or remove monuments, or the refusal or delay by some local govern-
ment authorities to implement the law of the Republic of Lithuania that entered into
force on 1 May 2023 and requires the removal of objects representing totalitarian or
authoritarian regimes and their ideologies from public spaces) reveal the considerable
multivalence, diversity and ambiguity of interpretations of the concept of collaboration
within society, as well as the fact that these interpretations are often contradictory and

conflicting. Questions of collaboration in Lithuania have been examined most extensive-
ly in scholarly research, but these interpretations and findings do not always influence
the discussions taking place in society or the decisions made by actors in the field of
memory culture and policy. In these discussions, and to some extent in commemorative
practices, reliance is placed on spontaneously formed criteria of ‘collaboration’, shaped
not so much by academic research as by various narratives and discourses of memory
culture and other forms of collective memory.

Although this concept is used more precisely and with greater nuance in scholarly
research, these studies also reveal the complexity and multivalence of the phenome-
non of collaboration as well as the concept that defines it. In Lithuania, this concept and
manifestations of collaboration with occupation regimes — whether described through
this term or through others such as ‘betrayal, ‘conformism’ and similar notions - have
primarily been examined by interpreting and evaluating the actions and attitudes of
individuals and various structures within totalitarian and authoritarian regimes, es-
pecially during the Soviet period.* These studies reveal the multidimensionality of the
concept (encompassing political, moral and legal dimensions®), the diversity and varia-
bility of interpretations, and the extent to which its application depends on the country
as well as on specific contexts and nuances. Various aspects of collaboration with oc-
cupation regimes have also been revealed in numerous historical studies examining the
actions and attitudes of different institutions, structures and groups, as well as individual
historical figures, intellectuals and others during World War II, the Stalinist period and the
late Soviet era (notable examples include the work of L. Truska, A. AnuSauskas, A. Bubnys,
A. Eidintas, A. Ruksénas, M. Pocius, J. Starkauskas, K. Burinskaiteé, V. Ivanauskas and
V. Klumbys, among others). Intergenerational research has also been conducted on the

4 Nerija Putinaité, Nenutrukusi styga: prisitaikymas ir pasipriesinimas soviety Lietuvoje, Vilnius: Aidai, 2007; Val-
demaras Klumbys, Stoveje po medziu? Lietuviy inteligentijos elgesio strategijos sovietmeciu, Vilnius: Lietuvos istorijos
institutas, 2021; Vilius Ivanauskas, ,Ne uZ tokia Lietuva déjome parasa: istorijos politika posovietinése Lietuvos kultu-
rininky trajektorijose”, Darbai ir dienos, 2014, p. 209-227; Tarp estetikos ir politikos: lietuviu literattra sovietmeciu, ed.
by Dalia Satkauskyté, Vilnius: Lietuviy literatros ir tautosakos institutas, 2015; Kestutis K. Girnius, ,Pasipriesinimas,
prisitaikymas, kolaboravimas', Naujasis Zidinys-Aidai, 1996, Nr. 5, p. 268-279.

5 Vytautas Tininis, ,Kolaboravimo savoka Lietuvos istorijos kontekste, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2001, Nr. 1(9), p. 71.
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family memory of collaboration during the Soviet period.® In scholarly research, the
concept of collaboration is defined more clearly and precisely than in public discourse,
and considerable debate concerns its definitions and their application when assessing
the actions of various individuals, groups and institutions in specific historical contexts
and situations. Yet here, too, a variety of interpretations persists, and scholars note both
the problematic nature of defining the concept and the insufficiency of existing defini-
tions for characterising the the attitudes and actions of particular individuals or groups
in concrete historical circumstances.”

The multivalence and contextual nature of the concept of collaboration are also noted
in studies conducted in other countries. Scholars note the impossibility of establishing
universal definitions of collaboration, betrayal and similar phenomena, as well as their
dependence on specific historical contexts - the historical period, the political regime,
power relations, politics of memory, and so on. In different contexts, the same action
may be considered a betrayal, a conformity, a way of survival, or even a morally justifiable
choice. According to Eleonora Narvselius and Gelinada Grinchenko, ‘far from being an
archetypal transhistorical scheme transposable in different historical circumstances,
betrayal is rather a flexible construction underpinned by thinking about (im)possible
strategies of [loyalty] boundary transgression’, and ‘the social relevance, significance, and
moral evaluation of betrayal vary according to the symbolic orders and historical contexts
[..] Treason comprises many “shades of grey” and is often a matter of perspective.® This
concept is thus understood as dynamic, multidimensional and contextual.

In the context of the multivalence, ambiguity and diversity of interpretations of the
concept of collaboration visible in public debates and memory practices in Lithuania -
and the often conflictual clashes between them - it is also important to know the quanti-
tative aspects of the popularity of these interpretations in society: which interpretations
of collaboration with the Soviet and Nazi regimes are relevant to and prevalent among
the general public and specific social groups, and which are only significant to small seg-
ments; to what extent the conflictual interpretations visible in public debates are reflect-
ed in public opinion; whether polarising, categorical interpretations or ‘grey zone’ inter-
pretations predominate; which memory policy decisions concerning ‘collaboration’ are

6  Liucija Verveckieng, ,Galjie tikrai buvo kolaborantai ir juos puolé?” Kolaboravimo (ne)prisiminimai ir Seimos kar-
ty atminties darbas’, Tautosakos darbai, 2025, p. 13-31.

7 Kestutis K. Girnius, op. cit; Kestutis K. Girnius, ,I8davysté*, Naujasis Zidinys-Aidai, 2018, Nr. 5, p. 36-42; Vytautas
Tininis, op. cit; p. 71-78; Valdemaras Klumbys, op. cit., p. 71-86; Algis Kasperavicius, ,Kolaboravimas: chronologinés
ribos", Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2001, Nr. 1(9), p. 85-88.

8 Eleonora Narvselius and Gelinada Grinchenko, ‘Introduction: “Formulas of Betrayal” - Traitors, Collaborators and
Deserters in Contemporary European Politics of Memory), in: Traitors, Collaborators and Deserters in Contemporary
European Politics of Memory: Formulas of Betrayal, ed. by Eleonora Narvselius and Gelinada Grinchenko, London:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2018, pp. 2, 10.
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supported or opposed by society; and so like. In this article, these questions are examined
on the basis of data from quantitative research - a representative public opinion survey.
The findings should be regarded as an exploratory overview that reveals only certain gen-
eralised quantitative aspects of the popular concept of collaboration. They do not, however,
capture many of the nuances involved in applying and interpreting the concept in specific
contexts - this would require more detailed, in-depth quantitative and qualitative research.

The aim of the study was to identify the following aspects: (1) the relevance in society of
questions of collaboration with occupation regimes; (2) the content of the concept of col-
laboration prevailing in public opinion (the criteria of definition) and its differences across
the main socio-demographic groups; (3) differences in the assessment of collaboration
across the three periods of occupation - the Stalinist period (1940-1941 and 1944-1952),
the Nazi occupation (1941-1944) and the post-Stalinist period (1953-1988); (4) the ‘strict-
ness' of the boundaries of the concept of collaboration - the balance between unambigu-
ous ‘black-and-white’ assessments and more nuanced ‘grey zone’ interpretations; (5) cer-
tain contextual nuances of the concept - assessments of circumstances and criteria that
may be seen as ‘justifying’ collaboration; and (6) assessments of certain forms of (non-)
memorialisation of collaboration.

Research methodology

Despite the already noted diversity of interpretations of the concept of collaboration in
specific contexts, the concept also has a common core - the connotation of betrayal and
cooperation with the enemy that emerged during World War II in reference to the collab-
oration of French Marshal Philippe Pétain with Nazi Germany, and which after the war
came to be applied to other countries that had experienced occupation.® Alongside this
common core, both theoretical and empirical studies of the phenomenon of collaboration
also highlight more specific criteria describing its content, which are used to analyse and
evaluate particular cases of collaboration. In reviewing numerous scholarly conceptual-
isations of collaboration, Eleonora Narvselius and Gelinada Grinchenko identify several
groups of criteria used by researchers to define the phenomenon of collaboration. These
include the relationship between voluntariness and coercion, distinguishing between vol-
untary from forced collaboration (for example, in cases involving threats to life, violence
and so on); also taken into account are the intentionality of the individual or collective
actor (whether the actions were undertaken consciously), as well as their agency - their
position within power relations and the presence or absence of alternative choices. Moti-
vations for collaboration are also assessed, distinguishing between ideological support for
the occupation regime, motives of material gain or career advancement, ‘neutral’ oppor-

9 Péter Apor, Sdndor Horvath and James Mark, ‘Introduction: Collaboration, Cooperation and Political Participation
in the Communist Regimes’, in: Secret Agents and the Memory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe,
ed. by Péter Apor, Sandor Horvath and James Mark, London: Anthem Press, 2017, p. 9.
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tunistic adaptation for everyday survival, ‘tactical’ cooperation aimed at reducing harm or
protecting the community, and the so-called ‘horizontal collaboration’, meaning intimate
or other social relationships, and so forth.® A distinction is also made between collective
collaboration (by certain institutions, structures or groups) and individual collaboration. It
is likewise noted that the definition and identification of collaboration is made even more
complicated by questions of the degree of collaboration - the large ‘grey zone’ between
collaboration and resistance, which is particularly relevant in the context of Central and
Eastern Europe.”? Given the considerable duration of the Soviet occupation, Lithuanian
researchers regard this issue as one of the most significant as well, debating the temporal
boundaries of applying the concept of collaboration to different periods of the Soviet era,
as well as the notions that describe the ‘grey zone', such as adaptation, conformism and
similar concepts.’®

In the survey, our aim was not to examine respondents’ attitudes towards a specific
definition of collaboration formulated by scholars, but rather - the aforementioned con-
cept of ‘collaboration’ that is reflected in public opinion and that emerged spontaneously
under the influence of both historiography and scholarly interpretations, as well as vari-
ous memory discourses and narratives. The specific empirical indicators of the concept'’s
content examined in the survey consisted of a list of actions that, in the Lithuanian con-
text, may be attributed to collaboration. This list was compiled on the basis of both the-
oretical and historical literature and the interpretations visible in recent public debates
in the Lithuanian public arena. The list covers a broad spectrum of actions that, in Lith-
uanian historical contexts, may be attributed to collaboration, from participation in re-
pression or genocide to ‘everyday adaptation’. Yet, as noted, identifying collaboration in
specific cases involves numerous concrete historical circumstances and nuances, which
make not only universal definitions, but even more detailed general definitions for specif-
ic countries and specific periods extremely difficult to formulate. In this survey, we there-
fore examined a generalised, partly simplified concept that does not encompass many
specific nuances. A certain degree of simplification is already implied by the very use of
the term ‘collaboration, to the exclusion of other terms (‘betrayal’, ‘conformism’, ‘crime’,
and so forth) which, although used less frequently, also appear in public and especially
academic discourse to describe specific nuances of the phenomenon of collaboration.
Nevertheless, in public debates, the term ‘collaboration’ is most commonly used to denote
the general content of negatively viewed cooperation with occupation regimes. For this

1 Eleonora Narvselius, Gelinada Grinchenko, ‘Introduction..., pp. 8-14.
- Op.cit, p.10.
2 Martin Dean, ‘Where Did All the Collaborators Go?', Slavic Review, 2005, No. 64 (4), pp. 791-798.

B Kestutis K. Girnius, Pasipriesinimas, prisitaikymas..; Valdemaras Klumbys, Stovéje po medziu?.; Nerija Putinaite,
Nenutrukusi styga...
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reason, the survey was limited to this term alone, and the survey data reflect the popular
interpretations associated with it.

In constructing the empirical indicators, we tried to encompass all the main aspects
of the concept of collaboration discussed both in theoretical works and in concrete em-
pirical studies conducted in Lithuania and abroad - particularly in Central and Eastern
Europe - and especially those aspects that, in one way or another, also appear in public
discourse, adapting them to Lithuanian contexts. We also drew on scholarly definitions
that reflect the historically formed common core of the concept - betrayal and coopera-
tion with the enemy - such as the definition adapted to the Lithuanian context by Kestutis
K. Girnius, according to which collaboration is ‘a certain relationship between a citizen of
an occupied country and the occupying power, manifested in assisting it to consolidate its
rule and suppress its opponents, or at least to neutralise them. Alongside others, the fol-
lowing actions are to be regarded as collaboration: (a) actively participating in, or holding
responsible positions within, the structures of the occupier’s government and organisa-
tions; (b) betraying or denouncing individuals to the state security organs; and (c) publicly
justifying the crimes of the authorities.** Yet, as noted, both in research and in public dis-
course, this term is interpreted in different ways, with the same actions and attitudes be-
ing described in some studies as collaboration, and in others as adaptation, conformism
or similar notions. For this reason, studies of these phenomena described in other terms
have also been taken into account.”® Beyond the general theoretical frameworks’, efforts
were made in the formulation of specific survey indicators to also reflect the key criteria
identified in foreign studies of collaboration, especially those conducted in Central and
Eastern Europe,*® and adapted to Lithuania’s historical contexts. The empirical indicators
also relied on Lithuanian historiography examining the activities and attitudes of institu-
tions, groups and historical figures under occupation regimes.” In developing the meth-
odological design, the consultations of the historian Valdemaras Klumbys, a specialist in
the study of the attitudes of the Lithuanian intelligentsia during the Soviet period, were of
particular significance.

14 Kestutis K. Girnius, Pasipriesinimas, prisitaikymas..., p. 269.
5 Kestutis K. Girnius, op. cit; Valdemaras Klumbys, Stovéje po medziu?...; Nerija Putinaité, Nenutrukusi styga...

6 Eleonora Narvselius and Gelinada Grinchenko eds., Traitors, Collaborators and Deserters in Contemporary Eu-
ropean Politics of Memory: Formulas of Betrayal, London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2018; Péter Apor, Sdndor Horvath and
James Mark eds,, Secret Agents and the Memory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe, London: An-
them Press, 2017.

7 Arvydas Anusauskas [et al], Lietuva 1940-1990: okupuotos Lietuvos istorija, Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventojy genocido
ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2007; Artinas Bubnys, Holokaustas Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m., Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju
genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2011; A. Bubnys, Lietuviy policijos batalionai 1941-1945 m., Vilnius: Lietuvos
gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2017; Kristina Burinskaité, LSSR KGB ideologija, politika ir veikla
1954-1990 m., Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2015.
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In constructing the empirical research indicators, the set of interpretations circulat-
ing in the public sphere debates were also one of the key sources. As already noted, pub-
lic opinion reflects an implicit understanding that has become particularly pronounced
over the past decade amid conflicts concerning the (non-)memorialisation of the past. We
therefore examined the debates surrounding the specific cases of (non-)memorialisa-
tion and memory policy decisions that generated the greatest public resonance in recent
years.’® Our aim was to capture the most popular and recurrent criteria used in these
discussions to describe ‘collaboration’.

In addition to the list of actions that, in the Lithuanian context, are understood as con-
stituting collaboration and reflect the concept of collaboration, we also examined oth-
er indicators that are pertinent in the public sphere discussions and serve to refine this
concept or reveal some of the nuances of its application in specific cases - such as cri-
teria that ‘justify’ collaboration, as well as assessments of the ‘collaboration’ of certain
individuals whose actions have generated, or continue to generate, the most extensive
public discussion. Also relevant in the Lithuanian historical context are the differences
in how collaboration is evaluated across the successive periods of the three occupations.
Respondents were likewise asked about the forms of memorialisation - or non-memo-
rialisation - of collaboration that are discussed in the public sphere, often with consid-
erable emotion.

The data discussed here are from a survey® carried out on 18-28 April 2025 that is sta-
tistically representative of the opinions of the adult population of Lithuania (aged 18 to 75).
The sample reflects the proportions of this population by age, gender, education, marital
status, income, place of residence and type of occupation.

The relevance of questions of collaboration in society

Although other terms are also used in public debates to describe actions associated with
collaboration (betrayal, conformism, etc.), the concept of collaboration itself - under-
stood as cooperation with an enemy - appears to remain highly salient in Lithuanian so-
ciety and carries strongly negative connotations. One indication of this is the data from
a representative population survey conducted in 2006, which included an open-ended
question about the most shameful events or phenomena in Lithuanian history. Accord-

® A comprehensive discourse analysis was not undertaken; we only examined the debates related to specific
(non-)memorialisation decisions - such as the installation or removal of monuments and other memorials, or the
decisions of the ‘desovietisation' commission - that generated the greatest public resonance in recent years. The
material published on these issues on LRTIt, Delfi.lt and 15min.It was analysed.

1 The survey was conducted by the market and public opinion research company Spinter Tyrimai on 18-28 April
2025. A total of 1,019 respondents were interviewed in a statistically representative survey of the country’s adult pop-
ulation. The sample reflects the proportions of this population by age, gender, education, marital status, income,
place of residence and type of occupation. The statistical margin of error is 3.1 percent. The sampling method was
quota-based, and the survey was carried out using a mixed-mode approach. For more detailed information on the
survey methods used by Spinter Tyrimai, see: <https:/spinter.lt/metodai/kiekybiniai-metodai/>.
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ing to the responses, collaboration with various occupying powers ranked first, while a
specific form of collaboration - participation in the Holocaust - ranked second.?

The data from the 2025 survey indicate that issues of collaboration with both 20th-cen-
tury occupation regimes are regarded as relevant by the vast majority of society (see Fig.
1). Issues of collaboration during both periods of Soviet rule are regarded as the most rel-
evant: in 2025, slightly more than half of respondents considered them to be relevant or
very relevant, while only 22-27 percent of the population regarded issues of collaboration
across all three periods examined as not relevant.

Collaboration with the
Soviet authorities during the 26 16 7

Stalinist period (1940-1953)

Collaboration with the
Soviet authorities during 27 16

the post-Stalinist period

Collaboration of the
Lithuanian population with 17 24 32 20 7
the Nazis during World War I

[ Veryrelevant [l Relevant [ | Moderately relevant Notrelevant [l Completely irrelevant

Figure 1. Assessment of the relevance of questions of collaboration (%). Question: In your opin-
ion, to what extent are issues of collaboration currently relevant to Lithuanian society?

Questions concerning collaboration during the Nazi occupation are regarded as some-
what less relevant: 41 percent of respondents consider them relevant or very relevant,
and a larger share than in the case of collaboration with the Soviet regime regard them as
moderately relevant. The greater relevance attributed to collaboration during both peri-
ods of Soviet occupation, compared to collaboration with the Nazi regime, is likely linked
not only to the shorter temporal distance separating this occupation from the present,
but also to the sense of insecurity arising from the geopolitical situation, which has effec-
tively re-activated the memory of the Soviet occupation - both the narrative of ‘fighting
and suffering’ and the memory of ‘collaboration’ with the occupation authorities.? This is
supported by the fact that the relevance of collaboration in both Soviet-era periods - one
during Stalinism and the other after - was assessed in almost identical terms.

20 Responses to the open-ended question (with no predefined answer options) ‘What should Lithuanians (citizens
of Lithuania) be most ashamed of from their past?' In their answers, respondents most frequently used the term ‘col-
laboration  and occasionally ‘betrayal, at times referring to specific periods (mostly in the 20th century) and at times
to ‘all occupations’. Source: Irena Sutiniené, ,Socialiné atmintis ir lietuviy tautiné tapatybé”, in: Lietuviskojo identiteto
trajektorijos, ed. by Vytis Ciubrinskas and Jolanta Kuznecoviené, Kaunas: Vytauto DidZiojo universitetas, 2008, p. 131.

2t Dovilé Budryté, Memory politics and the study of crises in International Relations: insights from Ukraine and
Lithuania’, 2021, p. 22, <https://rdcube/ctTIA>.
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Criteria defining the concept of collaboration in public opinion

In the concept of collaboration prevailing in public opinion in 2025, several common
groups of criteria defining it can be identified that are applied across all of the occupation

periods examined (see Figs. 2-4).

People who directly organised Stalin's repressions
(deportations, arrests) or participated in them (from
Communist Party leaders to members of the destruction
battalions, militsiya officers and informers)

Active secret agents of the occupiers’ security services
(NKVD/KGB) who provided information

All secret agents (informers) of the occupiers’ security
services (NKVD/KGB) who
signed an agreement to cooperate

Employees of the highest government institutions
who held real decision-making power
(the nomenklatura, etc.)

All employees of the repressive apparatus
(members of the destruction battalions,
security officers, militsiya officers, etc.)

Soviet partisans (‘red partisans) and soldiers of the
16th Division of the Soviet Army who fought against the
Nazi occupiers for the restoration of Soviet rule

Everyone who worked in the highest government
institutions (the Central Committee of the Lithuanian
Communist Party, the Supreme Soviet

of the Lithuanian SSR, etc.)

Local-level administrative and party officials
who carried out the occupiers’ orders
(e.g. district and collective farm chairmen, etc.)

Everyone who created and disseminated the
occupiers' ideology at the time (writers, journalists,
ideologically aligned scholars, teachers, lecturers, etc.)

All members of the Lithuanian Communist Party
(LCP) of that period

Everyone who followed the orders of the Soviet
authorities (paid taxes, fulfilled quotas, took part in
Soviet elections and demonstrations, etc.),

with the exception of those involved in the resistance

Everyone who lived with the occupiers
from the USSR, including spouses

68 3 15
66 3 17
53 5 16
45 8 16
43 7 18
30 17 24
28 17 18
28 14 18
20 24 19
18 28 18
13 42 20
10 48 20

Yes [ Tosomeextent [l No [ Don'tknow

Figure 2. Assessment of people who collaborated with the occupation authorities during the
Stalinist period. Question: Which people who cooperated with the occupation authorities during
the Stalinist period should be regarded as collaborators?
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People who directly participated in the killings of Jews
and people of other nationalities

Those who took part in the occupiers’ repressive
actions (killings, arrests, forced labour round-ups, etc.)

Secret agents of the occupiers’ security services
(the Gestapo, etc.)

All employees of institutions involved
in the occupiers’ actions

Everyone who publicly praised the Nazi regime and
propagated Nazi ideology

Allmembers of pro-Nazi parties

Administrative staff who had real power at the time
(county governors, police chiefs, general councillors, etc.)

All members of military formations subordinate
to the Nazis

All employees of the Lithuanian administration
during the Nazi occupation

Everyone who worked for the Nazi occupiers and paid
taxes, thus supporting the occupiers, unless they
participated in the resistance

All participants in the June Uprising

Lithuanian women who lived with, or married,
German occupiers (soldiers, etc.)

Yes [ Tosome extent

Irena Sutiniené
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67 4 16
64 3 17
62 5 17
50 6 19
36 9 21
34 12 i

w
N

29 13 22
22 19 21
19 30 22
18 21 36
15 37 23

B nNo

I Don'tknow

Figure 3. Assessment of people who cooperated with the occupation authorities during the Nazi
occupation. Question: Which people who cooperated with the occupation authorities during the
Nazi occupation (1941-1944) should be regarded as collaborators?
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People who directly participated in repressions and
persecutions (arrests, surveillance, etc.) and the
employees of the above-mentioned repressive and
other state structures who issued orders for such actions

Active secret agents of the occupiers’
security services (KGB) who provided information

All full-time employees of the
security services (KGB) of that period

All secret agents (informers) of the
occupiers’ security services (KGB) who signed
an agreement to cooperate

Representatives of the highest government
institutions who held real decision-making
power (the nomenklatura, etc.)

All employees of the highest political and adminis-
trative institutions of the Lithuanian SSR (the Central
Committee of the Lithuanian Communist Party, the
Supreme Soviet of the Lithuanian SSR, etc.)

Local-level administrative and party officials who
carried out the occupiers’ orders (e.g. district and
collective farm chairmen, enterprise management,
local party leaders, etc.)

All full-time employees of other power structures of
the period (militsiya and Soviet Army officers, etc.)

Everyone who created and disseminated Soviet
ideology (writers, journalists, ideologically aligned
scholars, teachers and lecturers

who propagated this ideology, etc.)

All members of the Lithuanian Communist
Party (LCP) of that period

Everyone who followed the orders of the Soviet
authorities (paid taxes, took part in Soviet elections
and demonstrations, etc.), with the exception

of those involved in the resistance

Everyone who lived with the occupiers from
the USSR, including spouses

Yes [ Tosome extent
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61 4 17

60 4 17

25 17 19

23 20 19

19 24 20

18 27 19

14 41 21

14 43 20

B o

I Don'tknow

Figure 4. Assessment of people who cooperated with the occupation authorities during the
post-Stalinist period. Question: Which people who cooperated with the Soviet occupation au-
thorities during the post-Stalinist period (1953-1988, when there were no mass repressions)

should be regarded as collaborators?
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The first group of criteria defining collaboration consists of direct and indirect links to
repressions orkillings, such as taking part in them, or belonging to and assisting the struc-
tures that carried them out (secret agents, people involved in arrests or in establishing
and guarding ghettos, etc.). These criteria defining collaboration are the most important
for an absolute majority of respondents and are applied almost equally across all three
occupation periods: 61-68 percent regard people directly involved in repressions in any
of the periods as collaborators unconditionally, and a further 13-18 percent regard them
as collaborators to some extent. Some 60-66 percent of respondents regard active secret
agents of the occupiers’ security services (MGB-NKVD-KGB or the Gestapo) who provided
information as collaborators unconditionally, with a further 16-26 percent regard them as
collaborators to some extent. A large proportion of respondents also regard all employees
of the repressive apparatus as collaborators (43-51 percent, with a further 25-32 percent
regarding them as such to some extent), as well as all secret agents. When collaboration
is directly linked to genocide or repressions, indirect administrative involvement through
work in the relevant structures is considered almost equally important.

A clear pattern is visible here: in all three periods, secret agents are judged more harshly
than regular employees of the repressive apparatus, even though it was precisely the latter
who organised and carried out the repressions, while the role of agents was generally aux-
iliary. Although in Lithuania, as in other post-communist countries, all security structures
are judged severely — as an unquestionable ‘embodiment of evil?? - because of their direct
association with repressions, secret agents are nevertheless evaluated more harshly than
other employees of the repressive apparatus. When assessing agents in public opinion,
the degree of collaboration is also an important criterion, with more people considering
those who collaborated actively to be collaborators. Such assessments may be linked to
the generally negative image of agents that prevails in Lithuania. As Liucija Verveckiene
observes, ‘hypothetical affiliation with, or assistance to, the former KGB, whether prov-
en or merely assumed, is a more general label used today when referring to individuals
or groups perceived as anti-state or unpatriotic’?® The assessment of secret agents may
also be influenced by moral considerations, as betraying people within one’s own social
environment may be judged more harshly on moral grounds. Secret agents of various co-
ercive structures are judged more harshly in other post-communist countries as well. For
instance, in Hungary, from as early as 1989, the secret agents of the security services have
been judged more harshly than the police who had directly supported the regime since

2 Florin Abraham, ‘To collaborate and to Punish: Democracy and Transitional Justice in Romania), in: Secret Agents
and the Memory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe, ed. by P. Apor, S. Horvath, J. Mark, London,
2017, p. 139.

2 Liucija Verveckieng, op. cit., p. 26.
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1957%Inthis case, the opening of archives and historical research became ‘an instrument
forunmasking alleged wrongdoers, treating them as among the most despicable collabo-
rators'? One of the most important reasons for such evaluations, alongside other factors,
is considered by researchers to be moral judgement, whereby the ‘betrayal of one’s own' is
assessed more harshly. Peter Apor and Sandor Horvath illustrate this by quoting a Hun-
garian MP: ‘the policemen wore a police uniform, but the “brick” [the synonym for secret
agent] didn't wear a ‘brick”?¢ In Romania, secret agents of the security services were also
assessed more harshly, with the public only showing greater leniency towards agents who
had confessed.”

In Lithuania, the more unfavourable evaluation of secret agents compared with other
‘collaborators' may be largely linked to moral judgement, since not only Soviet-era but also
Nazi-era secret agents are regarded as collaborators by more people than the employees
of the repressive apparatus of those periods. The harsher assessment of Soviet-era se-
cret agents may be partly related to the uncertainty created by missing documents, which
makes the process of identifying KGB agents difficult or even impossible.? This reinforces
feelings of ambiguity and suspicion. The issue is further brought to the fore by the repeat-
ed demands of various political forces to disclose the names of agents who confessed and
whom the state has committed to keeping classified (even though they constitute only a
small share of all agents who operated during the Soviet period). However, a considerable
proportion of respondents also regard all regular employees of the repressive apparatus
as collaborators, which demonstrates the severity of the criterion concerning links to re-
pressions.

The second most important group of criteria concerns employment or participation in
party-administrative structures or the corresponding parties. People differentiate this cri-
terion according to the position of the institution or individual within power relations -
that is, the degree of decision-making power held. Across all three occupation periods,
those who held positions with real decision-making power in the highest government

2 péter Apor and Sandor Horvath, ‘Closing the Past - Opening the Future: Victims and Perpetrators of the Commu-
nist Regime in Hungary), in: Secret Agents and the Memory of Everyday Collaboration in Communist Eastern Europe,
ed. by P. Apor, S. Horvath, J. Mark, London, 2017, p. 107.

% Op.cit, p.110.

2 Op.cit, p.107.

27 Florin Abraham, ‘To collaborate’, pp. 141-143.

28 A large share of agents’ personal files were destroyed or removed to Russia at the end of the Soviet period. Ac-
cording to data from the Lithuanian Special Archives, 33,760 LSSR KGB agent files and 2,477 operational files were de-
stroyed during 1989 and the first three months of 1990, while approximately 5000 personal files of the same agency
and 169 operational files were transferred to the USSR KGB Omsk Oblast Archives. In 1990, a substantial part of the
information about these files was also destroyed - 73 registration journals of KGB agents’ personal and operational
files, as well as lists of 15,000 destroyed KGB agent files. See Kristina Burinskaite, Slaptieji KGB bendrininkai, Vilnius:
Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras, 2022, p. 23-24.
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institutions - the nomenklatura (bureaucratic elite) during the Soviet period and
the county governors, police chiefs and general councillors during the Nazi occupa-
tion - are more frequently regarded as collaborators, with 34-45 percent of respond-
ents classifying them as collaborators unconditionally, and a further 33 percent - to
some extent. By contrast, fewer people regard other employees of these institutions
or officials at the local level as collaborators. Slightly more than half of the population
classify all members of the Lithuanian Communist Party (LCP) in both Soviet periods
as collaborators, either unconditionally or to some extent, while an even larger share
do so in the case of members of pro-Nazi parties during the Nazi occupation (34 per-
cent unconditionally, with a further 33 percent to some extent). The assessment of the
participants in the controversial June Uprising® stands out for the high proportion of
respondents who have no opinion: 36 percent. Meanwhile, 43 percent of respondents
regard its participants as collaborators at least to some extent, and 21 percent do not
regard them as collaborators.

In the first two groups of criteria, consideration is also given to the individual's person-
al involvement and level of activity. Personal involvement in certain actions (including
the activities of secret agents) is regarded as a more important indicator of collaboration
than collaboration mediated through institutions - that is, participation in the repressive
or party apparatus. However, the differences between them are not large (8-10 percent),
and the collective responsibility of all members of repressive or other power-holding
structures is also considered important.

The third most important group of criteria is related to participation in the creation and
dissemination of the ideologies of the occupation regimes. Some 56-57 percent of the pop-
ulation regard everyone who created and propagated the occupier’s ideology during both
Soviet periods (writers, journalists, teachers, lecturers and others) as collaborators, either
unconditionally or to some extent. Those who propagated Naziideology are assessed even
more harshly, with 36 percent of the population regarding them as collaborators uncondi-
tionally, and 34 percent - to some extent.

The fourth group of criteria is more often referred to by researchers not in terms of
collaboration, but of everyday conformism - the opportunistic, routine adaptation under-
taken in order to survive. The smallest proportion of respondents classify such attitudes
as collaboration. Only 14 percent agree that, in both Soviet periods, everyone who followed
the authorities’ orders, with the exception of those involved in the resistance, collaborated;
a further 25 percent regard such behaviour as collaboration to some extent. For the Nazi

2 Aimed at restoring Lithuania's independence, the June Uprising took place on 22-28 June 1941, following Nazi
Germany'’s attack on the USSR. The uprising was unsuccessful, and it is assessed controversially due to manifes-
tations of anti-Semitism in its documents and the that time or later connections of some of its participants to Nazi
crimes.

114



2026 1(59) Irena Sutiniené
Genocidas ir rezistencija The Concept of Collaboration with 20th-Century Occupation Regimes in Lithuanian...

occupation period, the figures are slightly higher: 19 percent and 29 percent respectively.
A similar pattern is seen in assessments of ‘horizontal collaboration’* 14 percent of re-
spondents believe that, across all periods, ‘everyone who lived with the occupiers, including
spouses’, collaborated, with an additional 25 percent agreeing that they collaborated to
some extent.

Comparing assessments of collaboration across different occupation periods, it can be
seen that, according to all criteria, respondents evaluate collaboration in the two Soviet
periods in virtually identical terms, even though historical research assesses the nature
of the regime’s activities in these periods differently. Collaboration during the Nazi occu-
pation, although regarded as somewhat less relevant to contemporary society, is evalu-
ated in much the same way and, in some respects, even more harshly than collaboration
during the Soviet period. This is likely linked to the Holocaust - the largest mass killing
in Lithuania’s history. Given the involvement of some Lithuanians in this crime, the more
severe assessment of collaboration with the Nazi regime also indicates that society ac-
knowledges the collaboration of ‘its own’, including their links to the crimes.

We can see that there is a high degree of consensus in society regarding the main cri-
teria for assessing collaboration. This is reflected both in the very small share of respond-
ents who disagree with the key criteria (4-10 percent) and in the predominance of uncon-
ditional assessments compared with the relatively small proportion of assessments ‘to
some extent’. The overall concept of collaboration in contemporary society is therefore
fairly clear, and there is broad agreement on its core criteria: links with repression are
indisputable, and participation in the highest political and administrative structures of
the occupation regimes - especially in positions with decision-making power - is also of
major importance. Differences between the two Soviet periods do not affect the general
criteria used to evaluate collaboration under Soviet rule.

However, there are also less stringent criteria in public opinion that fewer people en-
dorse unequivocally. The response option ‘to some extent’ made it possible to distinguish
how strictly the criteria are applied - between clear-cut ‘black-and-white’ assessments
and more ambiguous ‘grey zone’ evaluations. As noted above, people most often apply un-
equivocal criteria to individuals and repressive structures that were directly or indirectly
associated with Stalinist repression or the Holocaust, and, to a large extent, to those who
held real decision-making power in the highest government institutions and to active se-
cret agents of the repressive apparatus. Thus, the boundaries of the first two groups of
criteria of the general concept of collaboration prevailing in public opinion appear fairly
strict and are seldom questioned. As the power of an institution or the position held with-
in it decreased in the governing structures of the time, assessments become less cate-

30 Narvselius and Grinchenko, ‘Introduction’, p. 11.
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gorical and more ambiguous, giving rise to considerable debate about how these criteria
should be applied in specific cases. Assessments by those who consider all members of
lower-level institutions or parties to be collaborators are less strict - the ‘grey zone' is
larger, and ‘to some extent’ responses predominate. When ordinary membership in the
LCP or participation in local-level party and administrative structures during the Soviet
period are viewed as collaboration, the ‘grey area’ is roughly twice the size of the cate-
gorical assessments; analogous participation in Nazi structures is evaluated in a similar
way, albeit somewhat more strictly. Ideological collaboration - participation in the cre-
ation and dissemination of the occupiers’ ideology - is likewise assessed in a lenient and
ambiguous manner. In the fourth group of ‘everyday conformism’ attitudes, which most
of society does not regard as collaboration, ‘grey-zone’ assessments also predominate.

Thus, when evaluating the criteria that define collaboration, people draw fairly cate-
gorical and strict boundaries around the core criteria, on which the absolute majority of
society agrees. These include links torepression, as well as participation in the highest po-
litical and administrative structures of the occupation regimes that held decision-mak-
ing power. More reservations are applied to those who were involved in structures and
positions with less power, as well as to those who disseminated the occupiers’ ideology.
The strictness of public assessments is shaped by criteria such as the position within the
regime’s power relations - the degree of decision-making authority held - and, to some
extent, personal or institutional (collective) involvement and the level of active participa-
tion. The nature of the activity is also important, with political and administrative coop-
eration being judged more harshly than ideological cooperation. Even more reservations
emerge when evaluating the ‘grey-area’ attitudes between resistance and collaboration -
namely, ‘everyday conformism'. Next, we will discuss other criteria that are seen in public
opinion as ‘softening’ the boundaries of the concept of collaboration.

Criteria that ‘soften’ assessments of collaboration

As already noted, the nuances and multivalence of the concept of collaboration become
apparent when examining specific cases in specific contexts, and the application of clear-
cut definitions to particular situations is often uncertain, conditional and nuanced.® A
study of family memory conducted in Lithuania likewise reveals a significant gap between
the clearly understood, strict categories defining collaboration at the structural (collec-
tive) level and their ambiguity and indeterminacy in specific cases.?? The boundaries can
be questioned in two ways - either by challenging the very notion of the boundaries, or
by accepting them but disputing the attribution of specific cases to a particular group.>

3t L Verveckiené, Galjie tikrai buvo.., p. 25-26; Narvselius and Grinchenko, ‘Introduction, pp. 8-12.
32 Liucija Verveckieng, op. cit.,, p. 24.

3 Narvselius and Grinchenko, op. cit,, p. 14.
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Based on the main criteria, the general boundaries of the concept in Lithuanian public
opinion are fairly strict. However, the attribution of particular cases or individuals to ‘col-
laboration’ can, at times, give rise to considerable debate in the public sphere.

In this survey we also examined several criteria that ‘soften’ general assessments of
collaboration in specific cases, asking respondents to evaluate various circumstances
that might justify’ collaboration (see Fig. 5).

When individuals collaborated in pursuit of goals
deemed important to society or the nation, but without 32 1
directly resisting the occupation or risking their lives
and well-being (A. Brazauskas, ]. Marcinkevicius, etc.)

In situations involving coercion, torture or threats to
the individual's own life or that of close relatives 31 3

Soviet-era collaboration may be justified by a person’s 1
later contributions to restoring the independent state of 31
Lithuania and participation in Sajudis

(A. Brazauskas, C. Jursénas, L. Sepetys, G. Kirkilas, etc.)

-
0o N

When those who collaborated apologise or at least 29 1
acknowledge their actions (V. Krévé, C. Juriénas, etc.)

When the collaborator saved at least
one person from repression 28

When the person who collaborated had made
significant contributions to the independent 27 1
interwar Republic of Lithuania (S. Rastikis, L. Gira, etc.)

When a person who collaborated with the Nazis took
an active part in the anti-Soviet resistance
(J. Noreika, K. Skirpa, etc.)

26 1

When the person who collaborated had made substan-
tial contributions in fields such as art, literature 24 24
or science (S. Néris, J. Baltusis, etc.)

N N -
(] (o))

When a person who collaborated with the Soviet occu-
piers had participated in the anti-Nazi resistance 16
(M. Sumauskas, H. Zimanas, M. Melnikaité, etc.)

Yes [ Tosomeextent [l No

Figure 5. Attitudes towards circumstances that ‘justify’ collaboration. Question: In which cases
can collaboration be justified or assessed more leniently?

There are certain cases where it is more common for respondents to feel that collabora-
tion may be justified: when individuals collaborated in pursuit of goals deemed important to
society or the nation, but without directly resisting the occupation or risking their lives and
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well-being (32 percent); in situations involving coercion, torture or threats to the individu-
al's own life or that of close relatives (31 percent); and, in the case of collaboration during the
Soviet period, in view of later contributions to restoring the independent state of Lithuania
and participation in Sgjudis (also 31 percent).

The data show that very few respondents regard any of the listed circumstances as ful-
ly exculpatory; among those who consider collaboration justifiable, most are inclined to
justify it only to some extent. These assessments reveal the influence of communicative
memory - the memory transmitted through informal communication between genera-
tions living today. People are most inclined to ‘justify’ the opportunistic attitudes common
among cultural and other elites in the late Soviet period, when individuals collaborated in
pursuit of goals deemed important to society or the nation, but without directly resisting
the occupation. The influence of this memory is also evident in the fact that, among the
criteria seen as ‘justifying’ collaboration, later contributions to restoring the independent
state of Lithuania and participation in Sgjudis carry greater weight than their contributions
to the interwar Republic of Lithuania. A person’s stance towards their past cooperation is
also important (acknowledging one’s collaboration and expressing repentance), as is ‘dual
loyalty’ - contributions to one’s own community while collaborating (saving people from
repression and so on). The participation in the anti-Soviet resistance of people who collab-
orated with the Nazis is considered a slightly more important extenuating circumstance
than participation in the anti-Nazi resistance by people who collaborated with the Soviet
occupiers. Fewer respondents regard contributions to culture as justifying collaboration
than contributions to independence or participation in anti-Soviet resistance, suggesting
that political activities carry greater weight in assessments of collaboration.

Even more nuances in the application of the concept of collaboration prevailing in pub-
lic opinion are revealed by assessments of the ‘collaboration’ of specific individuals whose
actions have been, or continue to be, debated in the public sphere. These assessments re-
flect both the general criteria of the concept outlined earlier and several of the ‘justifying’
criteria (see Fig. 6).

Unlike in the descriptions of the general criteria for collaboration, collaboration during
the two periods of the Soviet regime - the Stalinist and the post-Stalinist - is assessed
differently in specific cases. Among the listed figures, the largest share of respondents
regard individuals from the Stalinist period as collaborators: First Secretary of the Com-
munist Party Antanas Snieckus, and, to a somewhat lesser extent, writers and poets of the
time who engaged in collaboration — Kostas Kubilinskas, who was also an NKVD agent,
and Petras Cvirka, a writer who held positions of power within the political structures of
the time. The poet Saloméja Néris, who propagated communist ideology but had limited
involvement in political activity, is regarded as a collaborator by slightly fewer respond-
ents - 15 percent, with a further 36 percent considering her a collaborator ‘to some ex-
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Figure 6. Trends in the classification of Lithuanian historical figures as collaborators. Question:
In your opinion, should these individuals be regarded as collaborators?

tent’; the assessment of the Soviet-era writer Juozas Baltusis is similar. Even fewer people
consider Algirdas Brazauskas - the secretary of the Communist Party of Lithuania during
the late Soviet period who also played an active role in Lithuanian politics after the resto-
ration of independence - to be a collaborator. The smallest share of respondents view the
late-Soviet poet Justinas Marcinkevic¢ius, who also took an active part in the restoration of
independence, as a collaborator (5 percent, with a further 33 percent judging him to have
collaborated ‘to some extent).

It is noteworthy that a substantial share of the public (35-51 percent) are not familiar
with some of the figures whose collaboration and commemoration have prompted rath-
er contentious and emotionally charged debates in the public sphere. These are people
associated with the Nazi period and the first Soviet occupation (1940-1941): 51 percent of
respondents said that they did not know of Juozas Krikstaponis (KriStaponis);* 48 percent

34 Juozas Krikstaponis (Kristaponis) collaborated with the Nazi regime during the German occupation. In October
1941, he was commander of the 2nd Company of the TDA Battalion in the mass killing of prisoners from the Rudzyensk
ghetto and of inmates of Stalag No 352, the Minsk prisoner-of-war camp. At the end of the war and in the postwar
period, he took an active part in the armed anti-Soviet resistance, serving as commander of the Vytis Military District
partisans. He was killed in 1945. See Mindaugas Pocius, ,Juozas Kristaponis (KrikStaponis) - dalyvavimo Holokauste
ir istorinio atminimo problema’, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2022, Nr. 1(51), p. 7-36.
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did not know of Petras Kubilitinas;** 44 percent did not know of Jonas Noreika;3*¢ 39 per-
cent did not know of Stasys Rastikis;*” and 34 percent did not know of Kazys Skirpa.?® An
equally small share of the public — 7-8 percent - regard these individuals as collabora-
tors unconditionally, while between 23 and 33 percent consider them to have collabo-
rated to some extent. This would indicate that some of the public debates surrounding
particular figures are of little relevance to the wider public. There is also no significant
polarisation in public opinion regarding their assessment: among those who are famil-
iar with these figures, the majority — roughly 60 percent - classify them as collaborators
at least to some extent. At the same time, the biographies of most of these individuals
reflect the contradictory loyalties (or lack thereof) resulting from the history of Lithua-
nian occupations during successive periods of occupation, the combinations of collab-
oration and resistance or multiple loyalties and other problematizing unambiguous as-
sessment options. Therefore, different criteria and memory narratives sometimes col-
lide even in the evaluation of a single individual's collaboration - the heroic narratives of
post-war armed anti-Soviet resistance, as well as the narratives of anti-Nazi resistance,
of cooperation with the occupying power, and of victims of repression. The collision of
these different assessments gives rise to a range of evaluative outcomes. For example,
anti-Soviet resistance, imprisonment or death - although they do not negate the fact of
collaboration — may soften the assessment criteria for some people on a symbolic scale.
The assessments of certain figures show that even the strictest criteria - links to repres-
sions - are, in specific cases, applied with reservations. For example, a share of those
familiar with Juozas Krik$taponis (Kri$taponis), who took part in mass killings, do not
regard him as a collaborator (37 percent). In these respondents’ views, his involvement
in anti-Soviet activity, his imprisonment and his death ‘for Lithuania’ appear to symbol-
ically offset his links to the crimes.

35 General Petras Kubiliinas was the head of the institution of General Councillors established by the Nazis from
1941t01944.1n 1944, he fled to Germany, where he was abducted by agents of the Soviet counterintelligence services
and taken to Moscow. He was executed in Moscow in 1946.

36 Jonas Noreika worked within the Nazi administrative structures at the beginning of the occupation in 1941. As
county governor, he signed orders establishing the Jewish ghetto and authorising the confiscation of property. In
1943, he was imprisoned in the Stutthof concentration camp for involvement in anti-Nazi activities. After the war, he
returned to Vilnius, where he took an active part in the anti-Soviet underground. He was eventually arrested by the
Soviet authorities and executed in 1947.

37 Former Commander of the Lithuanian Armed Forces General Stasys Rastikis opposed the proposal to resist the
Soviet Army by force in 1940. After the USSR occupied Lithuania that same year, he was appointed deputy chair of the
Ministry of National Defence Liquidation Commission. When he was dismissed, he fled to Germany.

38 Colonel Kazys Skirpa was a Lithuanian military officer and diplomat who contributed to the creation of the
Lithuanian Armed Forces. While in Germany, he organised the 1941 June Uprising, which was aimed at restoring
the Lithuanian state in the first days of the German-Soviet War. When Germany did not agree to their demands,
the uprising collapsed just a few days later. Some of the documents Skirpa had distributed in connection to the
uprising contained anti-Semitic statements.
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Thus, when concrete individuals are assessed, both the criteria for identifying collabo-
ration and the criteria that may be seen as ‘justifying’ it are applied in a more individual-
ised manner. Unlike abstract assessments of actions deemed to constitute collaboration,
specific figures from the late Soviet period tend to be judged somewhat more favourably
than collaborators from the Stalinist period. Literary activity during the Stalinist period,
when accompanied by limited political engagement (as in the case of Saloméja Néris), is
regarded as a lesser degree of collaboration than literary activity combined with active
political participation (as in the case of Petras Cvirka). In this context, contributions to
contemporary Lithuania carry more weight than contributions to the interwar republic. A
substantial share of the public are unfamiliar with some of the controversial figures from
the Nazi and interwar periods whose collaboration and memorialisation have generated
contentious debate in public discourse; hence, these discussions are only relevant to a
small segment of society.

Assessments of certain forms of (non-)memorialisation of collaboration

As previously mentioned, many of the public debates on issues of collaboration over
the past decade have centred less on the historical evaluation of particular individuals
or events, on which specialists (though not always the general public) largely agree, and
more on their public memorialisation or, conversely, the removal of memorials. These de-
bates are usually linked to specific memory policy decisions, events or figures. Some of
the evaluations of these forms of (non-)memorialisation were also examined in our sur-
vey (see Fig. 7).

Publicly disclose their collaboration 5

Assess each case individually, taking into account not

only collaboration but also merits 43

Remove memorials only for those linked to crimes 30
against humanity

Leave their memorials in place, accompanied by 24
appropriate contextual information

Remove all memorials of collaborators

from public spaces 20
Hold open discussions about figures viewed controversially 20
by society, without rushing to make a decision
Leave memorials unchanged; 16

they are part of our history

Forget questions of collaboration

and focus on the future 15

Figure 7. Attitudes about the forms of (non-)memorialisation of collaborators. Question: In your
opinion, how should the memory of people who collaborated with the occupation regimes be han-
dled today? (select no more than the three top options)
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In responding to the question about the forms of (non-)memorialisation of collabora-
tors in contemporary society, the largest share of respondents - 45 percent - supported
publicly acknowledging their collaboration, while 43 percent favoured an individualised
assessment that also takes account of their merits. In the absence of consensus, 20 per-
cent of respondents supported public discussions without rushing to make a decision. A
further 20 percent of respondents supported categorical measures - removing all me-
morials of collaborators from public spaces — while 16 percent suggested leaving existing
memorials unchanged. Thus, most people advocate more moderate and individualised
approaches to memory policy decisions.

Socio-demographic factors and their influence

Socio-demographic factors only differentiate assessments in a limited number of re-
spects. Variables such as respondents’ income, level of education and age have almost no
impact on evaluations of collaboration. The strongest influence is that of gender: men are
more likely than women to regard questions of collaboration in all periods as relevant,
and men also tend to assess collaboration more categorically. Collaboration in both Soviet
periods is considered relevant or very relevant by 59 percent of men and 43 percent of
women, while for the Nazi occupation period, the corresponding figures are 45 percent of
men and 38 percent of women. Men also express higher levels of agreement than women
with all the criteria used to define collaboration, more frequently classifying all the groups
and individuals mentioned in the survey as collaborators, and supporting more categor-
ical memory policy measures (such as removing all memorials of occupation regimes).
Women, by contrast, are more likely than men to favour more moderate assessments and
to support individualised evaluations of collaboration and decisions on (non-)memoriali-
sation, as well as the view that, where society is divided on matters of (non-)memorialisa-
tion, there should be public discussions without rushing to make a decision.

Residents of the major cities are somewhat more likely than those living elsewhere to
regard employees of the Soviet repressive apparatus and active secret agents as collab-
orators, as well employees of the highest Soviet government institutions and local-level
officials who had real decision-making power. They are also more inclined to classify in-
dividuals who propagated Nazi ideology as collaborators.

People with higher levels of education are somewhat more likely to regard employees of
the highest government institutions in both Soviet periods who held real decision-mak-
ing power, as well as all secret KGB agents during the post-Stalinist era, as collaborators.
They also attribute ‘everyday conformism’ to collaboration more often than respondents
with lower levels of education, considering everyone who followed the orders of the Soviet
authorities, with the exception of those involved in the resistance, as collaborators. In ad-
dition, people with higher levels of education view questions of collaboration during the
Nazi period as somewhat more relevant.

122



2026 1(59) Irena Sutiniené
Genocidas ir rezistencija The Concept of Collaboration with 20th-Century Occupation Regimes in Lithuanian...

Incomelevels only have a statistically significant effect on attitudes towards individuals
who created and propagated Soviet ideology in the late Soviet period - people with higher
incomes are more likely than others to regard them as collaborators.

The influence of age on the attitudes towards collaboration studied is also negligible.
Younger residents are more likely to consider employees of the highest government in-
stitutions of the post-Stalinist period and individuals who spread Nazi ideology as col-
laborators. Older respondents (aged 56 and over) are more likely than younger people to
view contributions to interwar Lithuania and participation in the anti-Soviet resistance as
circumstances that justify’ collaboration.

The comparatively limited influence of socio-demographic factors on attitudes to-
wards collaboration confirms that, on the one hand, there is broad societal agreement on
many of the criteria for the concept of collaboration, both general and specific, that prevail
inpublic opinion. On the other hand, the concrete interpretations of this multidimension-
al and complex concept have many nuances and aspects whose differences appear to be
linked less to socio-demographic characteristics than to other forms of societal division.

Conclusions

Questions concerning collaboration with the occupying powers during the Soviet and
Nazi occupations are quite pertinent in present-day Lithuania - slightly more than half
of the country’s adult population consider them relevant or very relevant, and a further
quarter regard them as moderately relevant. Thus, issues of collaboration in society are
important and, unlike in the first decades of independence, are not overshadowed by a
narrative of resistance and nonconformity.

Public opinion reveals a fairly clear overarching understanding of ‘collaboration’ with
these regimes, and there is broad societal agreement on its core criteria. For most peo-
ple, the key factors in defining collaboration are involvement in the repressive actions and
structures of the occupation regimes, and work in political-administrative institutions
and positions that held real decision-making power. In public opinion, the boundaries of
these criteria are relatively strict and unambiguous. There is more reservation and ambi-
guity when assessing work carried out in positions or structures with less power, or the
dissemination of the ideologies of occupation regimes; however, only a small share of the
population (10-25 percent) disagree with these collaboration criteria altogether. The ab-
solute majority of respondents do not associate the opportunistic adaptation or ‘everyday
conformism’ with collaboration.

Public opinion indicates that the strictness of the assessment is also shaped by criteria
such as the position within the regime’s power relations - the degree of decision-making
authority held - and, to some extent, personal or institutional involvement and the level

123



2026 1(59) Irena Sutiniené
Genocidas irrezistencija ~ The Concept of Collaboration with 20th-Century Occupation Regimes in Lithuanian...

of active participation. The nature of the activity is important as well, with political and
administrative cooperation being judged more harshly than ideological cooperation. The
more severe assessment of collaboration with the Nazi regime compared to collaboration
with the Soviet authorities, as well as the harsher evaluation of specific Stalin-era collab-
orators relative to figures from the late Soviet period, indicates that society acknowledges
the collaboration of ‘its own’, including their links to the crimes.

The study also revealed other criteria that ‘soften’ the boundaries of the concept of col-
laboration. People are most inclined to justify’ the familiar opportunistic attitudes of the
late Soviet period - when individuals collaborated in pursuit of goals deemed important to
society or the nation, but without directly resisting the occupation. Later or earlier merits
to the country also serve as important justifying’ criteria: the contributions of collabora-
tors to the restored state, with participation in Sajudis carrying slightly more weight than
contributions to the interwar Republic of Lithuania. An individual's acknowledgement of
their collaboration and expressions of remorse are important as well. Participation in the
anti-Soviet resistance of people who collaborated with the Nazis is considered a slightly
more important extenuating circumstance than participation in the anti-Nazi resistance
by people who collaborated with the Soviet occupiers.

Assessments of concrete individuals are more nuanced and individualised, yet there
is no marked polarisation of opinion here either. Compared with the general criteria,
there are more differences in how collaboration in the Stalinist and post-Stalinist periods
is evaluated, and later contributions to Lithuania after the restoration of independence
have a considerable justifying’ effect. Literary activity during the Stalinist period is judged
as more fjustifiable’ than participation in political life. A substantial share of the public
are unfamiliar with some of the controversial figures from the Nazi and interwar periods
whose ‘collaboration’ has generated many emotionally charged debates in the public are-
na; hence, these discussions are only relevant to a part of society.

Socio-demographic factors have comparatively limited influence on assessments of
collaboration. The clearest influence is that of gender: compared to women, men find
these questions more relevant and are harsher in their assessments of all forms of collab-
oration. Education and place of residence only affect certain individual dimensions, while
age differences have little impact. The concept of collaboration is complex and has many
nuances and aspects whose differences appear to be linked less to socio-demographic
characteristics than to other forms of societal division.
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Summary. This article examines the current state of research and debate on cooperation with the
Soviet regime in Latvia through the application of Stanley Hoffmann's concepts of collaboration and
collaborationism. The main objective of this article is to identify the challenges of analysing collab-
oration in Latvia during the 1970s and 1980s, taking into account the changing social environment,
societal adaptation to the Soviet system and shifts in government policy. Whereas collaborationism is
commonly understood as unquestioning submission to the Soviet system, collaboration developed in
Latvia as a strategy for preserving national identity under the pressures of Russification.

Keywords: collaboration, collaborationism, Soviet occupation, Latvian statehood.

Latviai ir sovietiné sistema XX a. 8-ajame ir 9-ajame deSimtmeciais:
prisitaikymo ir kolaboravimo issukiai
Santrauka. Straipsnyje analizuojama dabartiné tyrimy ir diskusijy apie bendradarbiavima su sovie-
tiniu rezimu Latvijoje situacija, pasitelkiant Stanley Hoffmanno pasitlytas kolaboravimo (angl. colla-
boration) ir kolaboracionizmo (angl. collaborationism) savokas. Straipsnyje siekta atskleisti i$3tkius,
susijusius su XX a. 8-9 deSimtmeciais Latvijoje vykusiu kolaboravimu, atsiZvelgiant j kintancia soci-
aline aplinka, visuomenés prisitaikyma prie sovietinés sistemos ir besikei¢iancia valdZios politika.
Kolaboracionizmas buvo vertinamas kaip besalygiSkas paklusnumas sovietinei sistemai, tuo tarpu
kolaboravimas grieZto prievartinés rusifikacijos reZimo salygomis Latvijoje formavosi kaip naciona-
linio identiteto iSsaugojimo strategija.

ReikSminiai Zodziai: kolaboravimas, kolaboracionizmas, sovietiné okupacija, Latvijos valstybin-
gumas.

Introduction

There are various perspectives from which the issue of collaboration with Soviet power
may be discussed. One - and possibly the most common - approach is to examine how
society currently perceives cooperation. In this case, the focus is more on the dynam-
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ics of attitudes towards the Soviet system in general than on the issue of collaboration
specifically. Another approach is to study the forms and intensity of collaboration during
different stages of the Soviet occupation. In practice, however, there is no way to draw a
precise distinction between these two approaches or to separate analysis from real public
debates and sentiments. Because occupation has become a politically charged term as-
sociated with treacherous actions and undesirable behaviour, attempts to analyse it in a
more academically rigorous manner frequently fail. In addition to its strong presence in
public discourse, this highly unfavourable perception also affects historians’ efforts to ad-
dress the issue. The main objective of this article is to identify the challenges of analysing
collaboration in Latvia during the 1970s and 1980s, taking into account the changing social
environment, societal adaptation to the Soviet system and shifts in government policy.
Before doing so, however, it is necessary to examine the background of the Latvian collab-
oration debate and the main issues it raises.

In Latvian academic studies - particularly in the 1990s and 2000s - the issue of col-
laboration has been examined predominantly in relation to the period of the Nazi occu-
pation. These studies directly or indirectly addressed Soviet claims that Latvians were,
by definition, Nazi sympathisers and collaborators.! Because the Soviet occupation de-
stroyed the Latvian state - despite the fact that the majority of Latvians continued to con-
sider themselves citizens of the Republic of Latvia rather than of the Latvian SSR - there
was scepticism regarding the applicability of the term “collaborationism” to the actions
of individuals during the Nazi occupation. Nevertheless, these studies did include some
conceptual discussion.

Any attempts to address the issue of collaboration with the Soviet occupiers prompt-
ed a defensive response, both in the academic community and in public discourse. This
reluctance to engage with the communist past stemmed from the fact that significant
segments of society — particularly political and cultural elites who had actively partici-
pated in dismantling the Soviet system — had also been prominent members of the Soviet
nomenklatura. The Latvian Popular Front (LPF) was instrumental in Latvia’s return to in-
dependence. The LPF was a “united, change-oriented ecosystem”, “which included both

1 See, for example, Karlis Kangeris, ‘Izvéles iespéjas: JTauna Eiropa, padomju republika vai neatkariga valsts. Valst-
stiesiskie jautajumi un ‘Liela politika’ kara gados (1941-1945)’, in: Latvija Otraja pasaules kara. Starptautiskas konfe-
rences materiali1999.gada 14.-15 junijs, Riga, second edition, Riga: Latvijas vestures institiits, 2007, pp. 79-94; Antonijs
zunda, “Kolaboracija vacu okupeétaja Latvija: nostadnes véstures literattra’, in: Okupdcijas reZimi Latvija 1940.-1956.
gada. Latvijas Vesturnieku komisijas 2001. gada pétijumi, second edition, Riga: Latvijas véstures institita apgads,
2007, pp. 141-164; Antonijs Zunda, “Vacijas okupacijas varas politika Latvija (1941-1945): vértéjums historiografija’,
in: Latvija nacistiskas Vacijas okupacijas vara, 1941-1945. Starptautiskas konferences referati, 2003. gada 12.-13. junijs,
Riga, second edition, Riga: Latvijas véstures institita apgads, 2007, pp. 17-29; Inesis Feldmanis, Latvija Otraja pasau-
les kara (1939-1945): jauns konceptudls skatijums, Riga: LU Akadémiskais apgads, 2012; Andrievs Ezergailis, “Collabo-
ration in German Occupied Latvia: Offered and Rejected’, in: Latvija nacistiskas Vacijas okupdacijas vard, pp. 119-140;
Occupation, Collaboration, Resistance: History and Perception. Proceedings of an International Conference 27-28 Octo-
ber 2009 in Riga, Riga: Latvijas Okupacijas muzeja biedriba (OMB), 2010.
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radical nationalists, moderate communists and representatives of other ethnic groups
who found the ideals of the Awakening acceptable”? More than half of the 138 Supreme
Council delegates who supported the restoration of Latvia’s state independence on 4 May
1990 were members of the Communist Party. Several of them, such as Anatolijs Gorbun-
ovs, Imants Daudi$s and Alfréds Cepanis, had held senior positions in the party structures.
“It is possible that the ability to distance oneself from the occupation period as a criterion
for candidate selection was one of the guarantees of the 1990 election’s success”.3 Calls for
full-scale lustration were not well received by the public in the 1990s. Defensive stances —
such as the notion that almost everyone was an accessory or that everyone was a victim
of the Soviet regime - were reinforced by accusations of collaboration with the KGB that
were frequently deployed for political gain, particularly during election campaigns.

Collaborationism as a problem in public discourse

Over the past decade, two issues have dominated public debate. One is the publication of a
card catalogue of Latvian KGB informers. The need to make the catalogue public was first
discussed in the 1990s, but reluctance to identify KGB informers has been reinforced by
concerns regarding the incompleteness of the material and the possibility of its manip-
ulation by the KGB. Between 1994 and 2015, the cases of 298 individuals were examined
to determine whether they had collaborated with the KGB. In most cases where the only
source was information from the catalogue, the courts concluded that there was insuffi-
cient evidence to prove an individual's involvement with the KGB.# Few of the individuals
listed in the catalogue have admitted to being KGB informants.>

Until 2018, the issue of former KGB agents primarily received media and public atten-
tion during Saeima and municipal elections. Historian Janis Tauréns notes that this at-
tention was situational; there has been relatively little investigative journalism, and the
press has not devoted extensive coverage to these issues.® Established in 2015, the KGB
Scientific Research Commission significantly advanced the academic study of the topic,

2 Latvijas Republikas dibinatdji un atjaunotaji: Personas un laikmets, compiled by Gatis Krumins, Riga: Latvijas Me-
diji, 2020, p. 114.

3 Ibid, p. 121

4 Juris Stukans, “Tiesu noléemumu analize par sadarbibas ar LPSR Valsts drosibas komiteju fakta konstatésanu’, in:
K. Jarinovska (scientific ed.), VDK zinatniskas izpétes komisijas raksti, 1. séjums. Totalitarisma sabiedribas kontrole un
represijas, Riga: LPSR Valsts drosibas komitejas zinatniskas izpétes komisija, Latvijas Universitate, 2016, pp. 116-144.

5 One of the few cases was the confession of physician and politician Georgs Andrejevs in 1994. Georgs Andrejevs,
“Ta, tas nu ir pateikts! Atklata véstule maniem velétajiem, draugiem un 5. Saeimas deputatiem’, Diena, 28 May 1994,
special issue, pp. 17-19.

6 Janis Tauréns, "LPSR Valsts drosibas komitejas arstata darbinieku, agentu un informatoru identitates un tiesas
procesi par sadarbibas fakta ar VDK konstatéSanu: apsprieSana presée un publiskaja telpd’, in: VDK zinatniskas izpétes
komisijas raksti, 4. sejums. Lielais Bralis Tevi véro: VDK un tas piesegstrukturas, Riga: LPSR Valsts drosibas komitejas
zinatniskas izpetes komisija, Latvijas Universitate, 2017, p. 124.
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but its principal achievement was the public release of KGB agent record cards in 20187
The publication of the names of informants significantly intensified media coverage and
public debate on the issue.

After Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine in 2022, Latvia's public space underwent
yet another phase of de-Sovietisation, including the removal of street names and monu-
ments associated with Soviet or Russian domination that had survived the initial de-So-
vietisation phase in the 1990s. The most visible outcome of public pressure was the 2022
dismantling of the “Monument to the Liberators of Soviet Latvia and Riga from the Ger-
man Fascist Invaders” in Uzvaras (Victory) Park in Riga. Since the 1990s, this memorial
complex has been a point of conflict. Over time, it developed into Latvia's principal me-
morial site, where large-scale commemorations of the Soviet Union's victory over Nazi
Germany on 9 May were held in the 2000s and 2010s.

Public pressure was directed at a few other monuments as well. Perhaps the most
controversial discussions concerned the monument to the writer and Soviet collabora-
tionist Andrejs Upits (1877-1970) in front of the Congress Hall in the capital. There were
also calls to close the Andrejs Upits Memorial Museum in central Riga and the Andrejs
Upits Memorial House in Skriveri. Although this has been an issue since 1988, the most
recent round of debate has been particularly heated. Given Upits's complex and contro-
versial legacy and his contribution to Latvian literature, discussions surrounding him
have been especially contentious. Literary scholar Andris Korosevskis argues that Upits’s
support for the Soviet occupation in 1940 was a logical step in his political development,
which began at the turn of the 20th century with the aim of “working and living in a so-
cialist country and society”.®

Upits’s case is central to many Latvian debates on collaboration and is representative
of smaller-scale discussions that reflect public interest in cultural collaborationism.®
Cultural figures were often held to higher standards than the broader public, given the
important role they were seen to play as moral leaders during the Soviet totalitarian pe-
riod. This perspective assumes that such figures possessed greater agency, in contrast to
“ordinary” individuals, who lacked agency and were mere playthings and victims of strong
historical forces. Cultural elites were thus considered capable of making informed choices
and anticipating the consequences of their actions.

7 Available on the Latvian National Archives website: www.kgb.arhivilv.
8  Arnis KoroSevskis, Lielais noliedzéjs: Andrejs Upits, Riga: Dienas Gramata, 2022, p. 363.

® Tmars Slapins, “Sirdsapzinas noplésamais talons’, Rigas Laiks, April 2003; Gunita Nagle, “Nepieradindmais Ojars
Vacietis’, Diena, 11 April 2003; Elita Veidemane, “Lieciet beigtam Matisonam mieru!”, Neatkariga Rita Avize, 24 Oc-
tober 2008; Skaidrite Lasmane, Didzis Bérzins, “Paklausanas paradums un pretosanas’, in: Vilis Lacis, Celojums uz
Norieta pilsétu, Riga: Divpadsmit, 2012, pp. 291-303.
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Naturally, debates concerning well-known and revered cultural figures may offer a
more nuanced perspective on the political context of their actions and prompt individuals
to reflect on how they themselves might have responded in comparable circumstances.
One such example is a recent television debate on the role of the poet Ojars Vacietis in the
repression of his secondary school classmate in 1951.1° However, personalising the prob-
lem of collaborationism tends to reduce it to binary oppositions - “traitor” versus “victim”,
“bad” individuals versus “good”, and so on - and to narrow it down to questions of personal
motives and individual guilt.

Can the 1970s and 1980s be discussed in terms of collaboration
and collaborationism?

In general, collaborationism is most often associated with the 1940s and 1950s, when
Stalinism was at its peak and the Soviet Union was at its most totalitarian. This was a pe-
riod when the regime pursued both its open enemies and those suspected of disloyalty
with equal brutality. Although cooperation with the Soviet authorities may in some cases
have been voluntary, it was often coerced through extortion and threats of death directed
atindividuals or their loved ones. Collaborators were frequently victims of the totalitarian
regime rather than willing traitors, and should therefore be treated with greater empathy,
or at least with a degree of understanding. While established typologies and classifica-
tions of collaboration and collaborationism can be applied to analyse the attitudes and be-
haviour of political and cultural elites, scholarship on this period has generated relatively
little productive debate.

When discussing the 1970s and 1980s, the situation becomes considerably more com-
plex. The concept of collaboration was originally developed to describe situations involv-
ing the cooperation of an occupied country with its occupiers, typically during World War
I1. In such contexts, the occupation only lasted a few years. As can also be seen in the case
of Andrejs Upits, the views, attitudes and conceptual frameworks of both collaboration-
ists and resistance fighters were often shaped long before the occupation. However, the
Soviet occupation of Latvia and the other Baltic States extended over several generations,
amounting to roughly half a century. The occupying power represented a totalitarian re-
gime with a highly specific set of views, and younger generations were exposed to - and
raised in accordance with - its values and norms. People learned the Soviet way of life, as
well as its political and ideological vocabulary, as they adapted to the regime. Engagement
with the political system was largely unavoidable, even for ardent opponents. Even in the
more liberal post-Stalinist period, the system remained a restrictive political, social and
economic structure that offered very limited possibilities for organising one’s life outside

o Zane Ozolina, “Ojara Vaciesa zinojums, péc kura izsutija skolas biedru. Vai jaunibas izvéle maina dzejnieka dailra-
des vertejumu?”, LSM.lv, 5 February 2026.
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it. Furthermore, with very few exceptions, citizens were unable to leave the USSR through
emigration. Over time, people became accustomed to the Soviet regime, and few believed
they would ever live to see a democratic political system or the restoration of Latvia’s in-
dependence.

In previous publications, I proposed using attitudes towards Latvian statehood as a
criterion for analysing the extent to which individuals and social groups engaged in col-
laboration with Soviet and Nazi authorities (following Hoffmann’s distinction between
collaboration and collaborationism).™ This criterion is readily applicable to the initial
phase of the Soviet occupation in June and July 1940, and can also be applied effectively
to subsequent developments under both Soviet and Nazi rule. It is likewise applicable to
the second Soviet occupation following World War II, as both the general population and
members of the national resistance continued to hope for the restoration of an indepen-
dent state. In my opinion, the suppression of the Hungarian Revolution in the mid-1950s,
which made it clear that no external forces were willing or able to support the restoration
of independent statehood, marked a turning point. As a consequence of the Cold War in-
ternational order, Latvia remained within the Soviet Union. The defeat of the Latvian na-
tional communists in 1959 dealt a further blow, demonstrating that aspirations for greater
autonomy - even within the Soviet system — were completely unrealistic. In this context,
the applicability of the statehood criterion in assessing the political conduct of the general
population or of particular individuals may be called into question.

In the late 1980s, the goal of restoring Latvian statehood became increasingly attain-
able. It is possible to revisit the concepts of collaboration and collaborationism from
31 May 1989, when the LPF called for a public discussion on the restoration of indepen-
dence. From this point onwards, an individual’s attitude towards this objective became a
decisive factor in determining their political position in Latvia.?

I revised my approach to this issue after conducting research on Latvian elites in the
1970s and 1980s. The notion that Latvia had been an independent state, that it was under
occupation, and that the Soviet system had been imposed on Latvians continued to circu-
late and remained part of the public consciousness. This understanding was shared even
by those who voluntarily collaborated with the regime. Individuals who were part of the
local nomenklatura during the 1960s and 1970s were born in independent Latvia and were
fully aware of how Soviet power had been established in Latvia and how it was perceived,

1 Daina Bleiere, “Par kolaboraciju: definicijas, klasifikacija, pielietojamiba vacu un padomju okupacijas pétnieci-
ba Latvijd’, Latvijas Véstures Instittta Zurnals, 2014, No. 2, pp. 139-167; Daina Bleiere, “Collaboration and Resistance:
Definitions, Classification and Their Application in Research on the Nazi and Soviet Occupations in Latvia’, in: Valters
Nollendorfs, Valter S¢erbinskis (eds.), The Impossible Resistance: Latvia between Two Totalitarian Regimes (1940-1991),
Riga: Zinatne, 2021, pp. 16-46.

2 Bleiere, “Collaboration and Resistance”, pp. 30-31.
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even if they were critical of the popular myth of the “good old Ulmanis times”. To some
extent, collaborationism was reinforced by Soviet imperial policies of socialist industri-
alisation, Russification and increased immigration to Latvia from neighbouring repub-
lics, which strengthened Latvians’ pessimistic perceptions of their nation's prospects for
survival. Therefore, the issues of statehood and the survival of Latvians as a nation and
cultural entity became intertwined. The focus shifted towards the physical and cultural
survival of the Latvian nation. Collaboration with the dictatorship came to be seen as a
necessity for that survival. It is important to understand the distinction Hoffmann draws
in this context between collaboration and collaborationism. He defines collaboration as
cooperation between a defeated country and a victorious power: its aim is to preserve
or restore the state and it is guided by patriotic considerations.’* In the circumstances
of Latvia in the 1960s and 1970s, however, collaboration acquired a somewhat different
meaning: it was perceived as necessary to ensure the survival of the Latvian nation from
the imperial pressures of the Soviet state and system. It was widely believed that, in order
to resist Soviet imperialism, “decent” Latvians were needed in positions of political, ad-
ministrative and cultural leadership.

Hoffmann defines collaborationism as voluntary and often enthusiastic cooperation
with an adversary for reasons of self-interest or ideology. It is true that collaborationism
may be mistaken for collaboration, and that the distinction between the two is often am-
biguous. Attitudes within Latvian society towards cooperation with the Soviet authorities
underwent significant changes in the 1970s and even more so in the 1980s. According to
my research on the Komsomol nomenklatura in Latvia, as well as on local elites in rural
districts, only a small proportion of the Latvians whose biographies were examined came
from families with overtly pro-Soviet or collaborationist backgrounds (such as Soviet
activists of the 1940s, Party members, KGB officers, police officers, members of the de-
struction battalions, etc.). Improved living conditions, higher income, professional oppor-
tunities and vertical mobility were the main factors behind individuals’ decisions to join
the Komsomol or pursue a career within the Communist Party. Socialisation within the
system had certain intergenerational effects. According to an analysis of the backgrounds
of ethnic Latvian Komsomol secretaries in rural and urban areas, few came from fami-
lies that had engaged in collaboration in 1940-1941 or in the years immediately following
World War II. However, their parents had already attained a degree of social or profes-
sional standing within the Soviet system as Party members, middle- and lower-level ad-
ministrators, or similar.* The next generation found it psychologically easier to increase

3 Stanley Hoffmann, “Collaborationism in France during World War II", The Journal of Modern History, Vol. 40, No. 3
(September 1968), pp. 375-395, <http://www jstor.org>.

14 Daina Bleiere, “Agenten des Wandels? Der Komsomol und seine Funktiondre in der Lettischen SSR in den 1970er
Jahren’, Forschungen zurbaltischen Geschichte, 2024, Vol.19, pp.125-152, <https://doi.org/10.30965/9783657797141_006>.
URL: <https://brill.com/display/book/9783657797141/BPO00013.xml>.
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their level of engagement with the system because their parents were already involved in
it. This suggests that internal resistance to the Soviet regime within Latvian society dimin-
ished with each successive generation. At the same time, however, the Soviet system itself
was deteriorating. Even the Party nomenklatura began to regard ideological collabora-
tionism as outdated. The ethnic Latvian component of the nomenklatura often appealed
tonational culture and positioned itself as the custodian of national identity in an attempt
to gain legitimacy.

Latvians were comparatively underrepresented in key political posts, such as the Cen-
tral Committee of the Latvian Communist Party and the apparatus of the Riga City Party
Committee, as they constituted less than 40% of the membership of the Communist Par-
ty of Latvia in the mid-1980s. Despite their exclusion from many strategically significant
positions, Latvians were dominant in certain sectors. This was the result of calculated
policy decisions made in Moscow following the defeat of the Latvian national commu-
nists in 1959. Latvians were ousted from the Soviet Union's most important sectors, in-
cluding rail, air and sea transport, and manufacturing, as well as the repressive appara-
tus. However, they retained and at times even strengthened their position in culture and
education, as this sphere was regarded as a privileged domain of titular nationalities in
the Soviet republics. Latvians also managed to hold onto power within certain sectors in
the capital city of Riga and the major industrial towns, but their standing was the stron-
gest in rural areas. According to my most recent study on the composition of local elites
in three rural Latvian districts during the 1980s, Latvians accounted for nearly 90.9% of
the local nomenklatura in Talsi district® and 88.2% in Césis district.’® In striking contrast,
Ludza district had a sizable Russian population in the past, and following World War II,
local elites were often supplemented by individuals from neighbouring Russia. In this
district, Latvians accounted for only 35.5% of the local elite.” However, there were rela-
tively few rural areas similar to Ludza district, most of which were located in the Latgale
region. Consequently, districts with a Latvian majority within the nomenklatura played a
decisive role in the process of restoring independent statehood.

The scope of action available to Latvian elites was expanded by Brezhnev’s attempts to
stabilise the local nomenklatura in the 1970s. Previously, the periodic rotation of elites was
a key mechanism used by both Stalin and Khrushchev in Latvia and other Soviet republics
to combat localism - the formation of close-knit groups inclined to prioritise local inter-
ests over those of Moscow. During the 1950s and 1960s, party officials and administrators

5 Latvian State Archives of the Latvian National Archives (LNA LSA), FPA-4152_US52_GV21-24; US53_GV131-132;
USS55_GV162,164-165; US57_GV139-146; US63_GV6-13. 165 personal files of the nomenklatura were analysed.

16 LNA LSA, FPA-4155_US57_GV138-154; US59_GV160, 211-245, 247-259, 261; US61_GV17-21; US63_GV6. 255 personal
files of the nomenklatura were analysed.

7 LNA LSA, FPA-4136_US61_GV26-43.152 personal files of the nomenklatura were analysed.
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in agriculture and other sectors were regularly transferred between districts within Lat-
via. In the 1970s and 1980s, however, the stability of local elites increased significantly.®
The vast majority of local officials during this period were either native to the district or
had strong familial or professional ties to it. As a result, local elites became increasing-
ly embedded in local society. This development became the main reason why local au-
thorities in most rural areas did not obstruct the pro-independence movement when it
emerged and, in many cases, actively supported it.

In rural areas, a locally born Soviet elite emerged that was able to consolidate itself,
provide a degree of stability, and partially balance the influence of groups that were asso-
ciated with members of the military, repressive and party apparatuses that had come to
Latvia during the occupation period and were seen as representing imperial interests. The
Latvian-born elite attached considerable importance to the question of national identi-
ty, despite the fact that open discussion of it had been prohibited following the defeat of
the national communists in 1959. These topics could be discussed publicly with the in-
troduction of the USSR’s policies of perestroika and glasnost, which addressed previously
suppressed issues such as the events of 1959, Latvia's perceived imperial economic ex-
ploitation, changes in ethnic composition, and ethnic tensions. This led to something of
an explosion of public consciousness, which also affected processes of self-identification
within the Komsomol apparatus and the Communist Party. The National Awakening and
the restoration of independence were significantly shaped by this context. Some officials
actively engaged in politics, and many expressed support for the restoration of indepen-
dence and for the LPF.

The idea of collaboration as a means of maintaining national identity rests on the as-
sumption that those engaged in such activity acted with purpose and determination, and
this is often how people present their behaviour. However, not everyone was motivated
by high ideals; many advanced their careers simply because they were able to adapt to the
system or were driven by self-serving, egoistic goals. Collaboration in the name of pre-
serving national identity may therefore also function as a justification for careerism. It is
difficult to engage in an entirely honest discussion of where collaboration ends and col-
laborationism begins, even though many attempts are made to explain, if not excuse, such
behaviour, leaving the boundary between the two inherently blurred.

The changes made possible by perestroika were significantly facilitated by individuals
who had previously collaborated with the regime but were able to assume responsibili-
ty and articulate objectives grounded in national interests (as they understood them at
the time). If Janis Peters, chairman of the Writers' Union, and DZemma Skulme, head of

8 For more on this trend at the level of provincial Party leadership, mostly in Slavic republics, see: Yoram Gorlizki,
Oleg Khlevniuk, Substate Dictatorship: Networks, Loyalty, and Institutional Change in the Soviet Union (Yale-Hoover
Series on Authoritarian Regimes), New Haven: Yale University Press, 2020.
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the Artists’ Union, had not supported the LPF in its early stages, its development would
have been significantly hampered. In addition, even the more cautious members of the
Latvian elite were often compelled to lend support to the Awakening, as they had to take
their immediate social and professional environment into account, particularly given
their concentration in specific regions and sectors. Whereas social adaptation typically
proceeds gradually, in this case it unfolded with the force of an avalanche. Just two years
after the first open demonstration on 14 June 1987 - a flower-laying ceremony at the Free-
dom Monument in Riga organised by the opposition group Helsinki-86 - the LPF issued
its 31 May 1989 declaration and formally began discussions on the restoration of Latvia’s
independence.

Party elites initially attempted to employ containment strategies during those two
years, which included ignoring or suppressing the people who were trying to introduce
new ideas. Fear of Moscow's reprisals was one factor, but it is also important to note that
the elite, particularly the Party nomenklatura, was embedded in the system and needed
time to adjust to the new circumstances.’® Next came syncretism, the incorporation of
elements of new ideas into pre-existing frameworks.?° Both phases - containment and
syncretism - are evident in Latvia in 1987-1988, when the so-called reform communists
constructed a historical narrative of 20th-century Latvia that integrated both Soviet
and interwar Latvian perspectives in an effort to reconcile society with the Soviet sys-
tem. These efforts also included attempts to develop the idea of the republic’s economic
self-sufficiency. However, when pro-imperial and pro-independence positions emerged
as the main political dividing line in 1989, these efforts were abandoned.

The distinction between collaborationists and collaborators, which was not always clear
prior to 1987, became more apparent as pro-independence sentiment grew. For instance,
Alfreds Rubiks was relatively popular until 1988, when he was the chairman of the Riga
City Executive Committee. However, when he was the leader of the pro-Moscow Com-
munist Party of Latvia from 1990 to 1991, he became extremely unpopular as one of the
most committed opponents of independence. The dividing line between supporters and
opponents of the restoration of Latvian statehood became more distinct. This increasingly
clear distinction played a fundamental role in the political struggle for independence, but
it did not eliminate questions of personal responsibility, degrees of collaboration or the
consequences of ethical and political choices for individuals.

¥ For example, Anatolijs Gorbunovs admitted in 1997 that his views had changed slowly. He knew what had hap-
pened in 1959: ‘It seemed to me that the Latvians had rushed something back then, so I thought I should try to
achieve it somehow more gradually” Karina Pétersone, llze Bumane, Valstsvirs: Anatolijs Gorbunovs. Riga: Zvaigzne
ABC, 2020, p.97.

20 Margaret S. Archer, Culture and Agency: The Place of Culture in Social Theory, revised edition, Cambridge, New
York, Melbourne: Cambridge University Press, 1996, pp. 192-195.
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Conclusion

In the wake of Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine and the release of the KGB informant
catalogue, discussions about cooperation with the Soviet regime have intensified over the
past decade. However, in-depth analysis of the issue and investigative journalism remain
scarce. Although academic studies on collaborationism have contributed to a more nu-
anced approach to public debate, this has not been sufficient.

Discussions of collaboration tend to focus on the 1940s and 1950s, while the 1970s and
1980s receive far less attention. One reason for this is that political behaviour that can
be described as collaboration was relatively widespread, and many individuals who can
be classified as collaborators, or even collaborationists, played a significant role in var-
ious processes connected to the restoration of national statehood and remained active
in politics, public administration and other fields. These factors contribute to the relative
reluctance to address this topic directly.

The primary criterion for distinguishing between collaboration and collaborationism
is the attitude towards national statehood. This criterion is particularly difficult to apply
to the period from the 1960s to the mid-1980s, when allegiance to an independent Latvi-
an state could not serve as a benchmark, as the Cold War international order offered no
realistic prospect of the country regaining independence in the foreseeable future. In this
context, the issue of cooperation shifted towards questions of allegiance to the Latvian
people’s survival (their physical existence and the preservation of their language and cul-
ture), as well as their role in the republic’s governance and economy. When the restoration
of independent statehood became a realistic objective in 1989, questions of loyalty to the
state again became central.

Nevertheless, it is important to note that collaboration and collaborationism are an-
alytical concepts, and applying them to the behaviour of specific individuals may lead to
their use as labels or as a means of expressing disapproval of certain individuals. These
categories help to avoid reducing complex phenomena to simple dichotomies such as
“compliance” versus “resistance” or “victims” versus “oppressors’, and instead enable a
more nuanced description and analysis of occupation contexts and attitudes towards the
occupying power. Both collaboration and collaborationism are situational and contingent,
and do not necessarily reflect a stable or defining characteristic of an individual. In cer-
tain contexts, the same individual may be both a collaborationist and a participant in the
resistance. This issue therefore requires further research and discussion regarding typol-
ogy, classification, and the applicability of these concepts.
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Summary. This article discusses public and legal discourses related to ideas and perceptions of pri-
vacy and personal data security in Germany, Lithuania and Russia. It investigates whether - and if
so, how - the historical ideas and beliefs about privacy and personal data protection are still shaping
attitudes and policies related to personal data protection and privacy of these three countries. Rus-
sia, Lithuania and Germany had similar historical experiences of living in non-democratic societies.
However, today Russia is drifting towards a completely opposite normative and geopolitical trajecto-
ry than Lithuania and Germany. The article reveals how differences in political systems affect legal
agendas related to personal data protection. It also takes into consideration both similarities and dif-
ferences between Germany and Lithuania.
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Teisé j privatuma ir asmens duomeny apsauga Rusijoje, Lietuvoje ir Vokietijoje:
nuo istorijos iki Siandienos diskursy
Santrauka. Straipsnyje aptariami vieSieji ir teisiniai diskursai, susije su privatumo ir asmens
duomeny apsaugos idéjomis ir ju suvokimu Vokietijoje, Lietuvoje ir Rusijoje. Taip pat tiriama, ar
(ir jei taip, tai kaip) istorinés idéjos ir jsitikinimai apie privatumga ir asmens duomeny apsaugg vis
dar formuoja poziurj ir politika, susijusia su asmens duomeny apsauga ir privatumu Siose trijose
Salyse. Rusija, Lietuva ir Vokietija turéjo panasia istorine gyvenimo nedemokratinése visuomenése
patirtj. Ta¢iau Siandien Rusija dreifuoja j visiSkai prieSinga normatyvine ir geopolitine trajektorija
nei Lietuva ir Vokietija. Straipsnyje atskleidZziama, kaip politiniy sistemuy skirtumai veikia su asmens
duomeny apsauga susijusias teisines darbotvarkes. Taip pat atsizvelgiama j Vokietijos ir Lietuvos
panasumus ir skirtumus.

Reiksminiai Zodziai: asmens duomeny apsauga, pagarba privatumui, Zmogaus teisés, teisé, is-
torija, Lietuva, Vokietija, Rusija.

1 The research idea was developed and the primary research on this topic was evaluated under the program ‘re:-
constitution - Exchange and Analysis on Democracy and the Rule of Law in Europe”. Dr. Monika Rogers was a pro-
gram fellow in 2020-2021. More information about the program: <https://www.reconstitution.eu/en/home>.
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Introduction

The European Convention on Human Rights, formally called Convention for the Protec-
tion of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR) defines respect to privacy as
one of the fundamental human rights. Article 8§, titled “Right to respect for private and
family life”, claims: “Everyone has the right to respect for his private and family life, his
home and his correspondence”?

Also, the article establishes that “there shall be no interference by a public authority
with the exercise of this right”, unless such an interference is executed “in accordance
with the law and is necessary in a democratic society in the interests of national security,
public safety or the economic well-being of the country, for the prevention of disorder or
crime, for the protection of health or morals, or for the protection of the rights and free-
doms of others”.?

The attempts to define the concept and the right to privacy can be traced in the ideas
and cognitive frameworks of the most influential philosophers, whose thoughts have
shaped Western Civilization - from Aristotle to Hannah Arendt.#

However, in 20th century Europe and globally, this fundamental right was harshly vio-
lated by various dictatorships and non-democratic regimes. As the Albanian scholar Fatos
Lubonja experienced while living and being a political prisoner in an Albanian communist
dictatorship gave him a sense that privacy, “as a dimension of freedom, has not existed as
a concept in our culture, which was deeply marked by totalitarianism”®

Today, European countries and societies, many of whom have a non-democratic past,
are facing new threats to this fundamental right, defined by multiple factors - from
technological progress to growing political extremism and a frightening geopolitical
situation. In 2022, the United Nations warned in their report, that “People’s right to pri-
vacy is coming under ever greater pressure from the use of modern networked digital
technologies whose features make them formidable tools for surveillance, control and
oppression”.®

The UN recognized the threats of these developments and claimed that, in such con-
ditions, it is “essential that these technologies are reined in by effective regulation based

2 European Convention on Human Rights, as amended by Protocols Nos. 11, 14 and 15; supplemented by Protocols
Nos.1,4,6,7,12,13 and 16, Strasbourg, p. 11, <https://www.echr.coe int/documents/d/echr/convention_ENG>.

3 Ibid.
4 H. Arendt (2013), The Human Condition: Second Edition, University of Chicago Press, pp. 58-72.
5 F.Lubonja (2001), Privacy in a Totalitarian Regime, Social Research, 68,1, Privacy (Spring), p. 237.

6 UN Press Release, Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, “Spyware and surveillance: Threats to
privacy and human rights growing, UN report warns’, 16 September 2022, <https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releas-
es/2022/09/spyware-and-surveillance-threats-privacy-and-human-rights-growing-un-report>.
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on international human rights law and standards”’ According to the report, current
technological developments directly pose threats to human rights and democracy, by
shifting the power balance between the citizens and the authority in a negative way:

Modern data-driven technologies are dramatically shifting the balance of power between the
entity carrying out the surveillance and those being monitored. Before the advent of large-
scale automated surveillance and data analytics tools, there were practical limitations to sur-
veillance that provided a certain level of protection for individuals, even when in public. (...)
Today, a single officer can monitor the social media accounts of dozens of people and, with the
assistance of advanced software and big data analytics, small teams can observe and profile
thousands of accounts.®
Keeping these trends in mind, the driving idea behind this paper is to study the legal
and public discourses on digital-space related to privacy and personal data security in
Germany, Lithuania and Russia from the Soviet and state socialist era until this day. These
three countries are chosen due to several factors:

a) The fact that Russia, Lithuania and Germany all share the legacy a non-democratic
past, defined, first, by the long-lasting state-socialist legal systems and, in the case of
Germany - National Socialist totalitarianism.® Having experienced harsh violations of
the right to privacy in the past, they are interesting cases for comparisons with current
developments related to the right to privacy.

b) The pioneering role which Germany played in the establishment of the Right to Pri-
vacy framework within EU.1°

c) The importance of the current Russian regime in building the legal and political dis-
course, justifying the violation of this fundamental human right.*

d) Lithuania is an interesting and suitable case for analysis due to several factors, but,
most importantly, its rapid post-Soviet transition (including dealing with the former
Soviet state surveillance legacy), successful creation of the rule of law and integration
inthe EU - and at the same time, the geographical proximity to Russia as a NATO bor-
der region, that causes a constant threat and worries of hybrid warfare, surveillance

7 Ibid

8  The right to privacy in the digital age. Report of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights, 4 August 2022, <https://documents.un.org/doc/undoc/gen/g22/442/29/pdf/g2244229.pdf>.

9 Ttisimportant to mention, that Lithuania has also experienced Nazi Germany's period as well (1941-1944). How-
ever Soviet and State Socialism systems' impact was longer lasting — due to the much shorter period of Nazi occupa-
tion (4 years versus 5 decades). See more: A. Anusauskas [et al], Lietuva 1940-1990: Okupuotos Lietuvos istorija, 2007.

0 T Molnar Gabor (2018), Germany: a fair balance between scientific freedom and data subjects’ rights? Human
Genetics, 137, p. 622.

1 T Lokot (2020), Data Subjects vs. People’s Data: Competing Discourses of Privacy and Power in Modern Russia,
Media and Communication, 8(2), pp. 314-322.
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and propaganda. Lithuania is also an interesting case for our research because it
demonstrates the success and failures of EU legislation and policies, related to the pro-
tection of personal privacy.”?

This article investigates whether historical ideas and experiences related to privacy pro-
tection in these countries have shaped - and continue to shape- the rules, regulations and
policies governing communication in the digital sphere. I also take into consideration cur-
rent developments related to the right of personal data privacy in these three countries —
that include, but is not limited to such topics as legal and technological developments,
security risks and the current geopolitical reality, paying particular attention to Russia’s
full-scale aggression against Ukraine.

The research aim is to describe legal and political discourses and definitions related to
personal data protection in Germany, Lithuania and Russia, their evolution and relation
to the past. The research objectives include: a) attempts to indicate if (and if yes, how) the
non-democratic past still influences legal and normative reality of personal data protec-
tion in these countries; b) to analyse and compare the most important laws and legal prac-
tices, including court cases, related to the protection of privacy.

Researching the historical definitions of the concept of “privacy” and “personal data
protection” is only a part of my research. I question, as well, if the Soviet and state-so-
cialist perspectives still impact today’s national law, legal practices and general under-
standing about privacy rights and personal data protection issues in Russia, Germany and
Lithuania. It is also important to investigate the vulnerabilities and difficulties that these
societies might encounter or are already experiencing due to their non-democratic past
and because of their long experience of living under legal systems that rather imitated
than implemented the basic democratic principles (in the case of Russia, such system is
still present).

The biggest challenge of the research was to find the appropriate methodological
choices. The research design is based on qualitative research methods, including compar-
ative law, and critical analysis of digital archives, public sources and academic literature.

Combining different research methods proved to be a fruitful research strategy in
order to achieve the macro-perspective research aims and objectives outlined in this
paper. First of all, the analysis of the legal and historical sources was performed. It was
also the study of the academic literature conducted. This strategy enabled the analysis
of the changes of legal, political and popular (as reflected in the mass media) approaches
towards privacy and personal data security in Russia, Germany and Lithuania from the
state-socialist and Cold War periods to this day.

2 N. Bitiukova (2021), Lithuania Reports: GDPR Implementation Series, European Data Protection Law Review (EDPL),
Vol.7,No. 1, pp. 108-114.
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Originally this article was not supposed to cover Ukraine. However, as we will see laterin
this article, Russia’s full-scale invasion in 2022 plays a significant role in changing attitudes,
tactics and behaviour strategies, related to personal data protection and digital security in
Europe and beyond, influencing Lithuania, Germany and Russia directly. Therefore, the de-
velopments in Ukraine regarding this issue will be briefly discussed in the paper.

Case studies, focusing on privacy and personal data protection, when Lithuania,
Germany, or Russia are analysed separately, as individual cases, are quite common.
Various aspects of this topic are investigated: from balancing new technologies, such
as Large Language Models and Data Protection in today’s Germany* to successes and fail-
ures of the practical GDPR implementations in Lithuania (for instance, by D. Beinoravicius,
V. KerSuliené and I. MaCernyté-Panomarioviene) 4

Some comparative studies also exist. For example, they are comparing privacy protec-
tion in Lithuania and Poland,® Lithuania and Latvia.’®

The Russian regime’s policy towards personal data is also well researched by such au-
thors as T. Lokot.” The same can be said about research on privacy violations from a his-
torical perspective.’®

However, this paper suggests two aspects, defining my research novelty: investigating
current issues of privacy in the context of historical past; analysing Russia, Germany and
Lithuania together, in one study and one paper.

In this research, the term discourse means “everything that has been said and written”
on the specific topic, by the members of the certain “discourse community”. The discourse
allows individuals to make sense of the objects and phenomena, existing in the world and
in the society.*®

3 T Leboukh, E. Baba Aduky, O. Ali (2023), Balancing ChatGPT and Data Protection in Germany: Challenges and
Opportunities for Policy Makers, Journal of Politics and Ethics in New Technologies and Al 2(1), e35166.

1“4 D. Beinoravicius, V. Kersuliené, Privacy Protection in the Transmission of Personal Data in Business - Insights from
Lithuania. 12th International Scientific Conference “Business and Management 2022", May 12-13, 2022, Vilnius,
Lithuania; I. Macernyte-Panomarioviené (2023), Discrimination on the Basis of Personal Data in Employment: The
Case Study of Lithuania, Baltic Journal of Law & Politics 161, pp. 24-41, <https://content.sciendo.com/view/journals/
bjlp/ bjlp-overview.xml>.

5 D Lisiak-Felicka, M. Szmit, J. Vaic¢itniené (2022), The General Data Protection Regulation 3 Years After. Imple-
mentation: A Comparison between Local Government Administration in Poland and the Republic of Lithuania, Euro-
pean Research Studies Journal, XXV, 1, pp. 382-394.

6 A Paraité, N. Silinske (2021), State Regulation of Privacy and Its Protection in the use of VIRDs By Police: Compar-
ative Perspective from Latvia and Lithuania, Public Security and Public Order, 27.

7 T. Lokot (2020), Data Subjects vs. People’s Data: Competing Discourses of Privacy and Power in Modern Russia,
Media and Communication, 8(2), pp. 314-322.

8 A Bateman (2016), The KGB and Its Enduring Legacy, The Journal of Slavic Military Studies, 29/1, pp. 23-47.
1 W. Teubert (2010), Meaning, discourse and society, Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-2.
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“State socialism” is understood as the political and economic ideology within the so-
cialist movement that advocates state ownership of the means of production - and the
political regime that turns such ideology into practice.?° The regimes of the Soviet Union
and Soviet Lithuania were examples of state socialism - just as the GDR.

One more term - “transition” - is used while talking about the post-Soviet period. It, at
least to some extent, would fit into the time frame between Perestroika (late 1980s - early
1990s) and, for Lithuania and former Eastern Germany, the integration into the West-
ern sphere (for instance, joining the European Union and NATO, which occurred in 2004
in the case of Lithuania). For Russia, it means the attempts to build democracy in the
1990s - that failed after Putin’s first election in 2000. This period in the whole Soviet and
post-Soviet sphere and beyond can be analysed using such metaphors as “transforma-

n o«

tion”,

” o«

fraction’, “turning point” and described as the active attempts to build democracy,
capitalism and rule of law. For instance, the Lithuanian scholar Zenonas Norkus focused
on Lithuania’s radical 1990s shift from Soviet state socialism to the market economy in
relation to democratic reform, where he mostly used the term “transformation” (2008).2

This research paper attempts to connect history with the present and demonstrate how
one affects the other, examining whether — and how - the chosen geopolitical trajectories
of Russia, Lithuania and Germany affect their attitudes toward personal data privacy.

1. Concept of privacy under state surveillance: the USSR, Russia,
Lithuania, the GDR

As it has been already indicated, Lithuania, Russia and Eastern Germany, despite differ-
ent pre-state socialist and post-state socialist trajectories, share a similar legacy, when it
comes to law and ideology - that is related to the Soviet and state socialist past. Of course,
their pre- and post-socialist paths in conceptualising the right to privacy and personal
data protection diverged significantly. But shared period of history under communist dic-
tatorship is a reason why some definitions of and approaches toward the right to privacy
and data security protection historically were similar.

In Russia, building the new Soviet system started right after the Bolshevik coup of
1917, in Lithuania - more than two decades later. First occupied and annexed by the So-
viet Union in 1940, reoccupied in 1944, Lithuania lost is sovereignty and the autonomy of
its legal system. The whole field of criminal prosecution, constitutional and civil law was
also transformed in line with Soviet standards and eventually, they were integrated into

20 B Tucker (1985), State Socialism and Anarchism and Other Essays: Including the Attitude of Anarchism Toward
Industrial Combinations and Why I Am an Anarchist (Ist ed.), Colorado Springs: Ralph Myles Publisher.

2 7 Norkus (2008), Kokia demokratija, koks kapitalizmas?: pokomunistiné transformacija Lietuvoje lyginamosios is-
torinés sociologijos poZitriu, Vilnius: Vilniaus universiteto leidykla.
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the unified legal system of the Soviet Union.?? The repressive state apparatus, designed
to maintain population control, also became a reality — including such institutions as the
NKVD, which changed its names and eventually became the KGB.z

Officers of Soviet Lithuanian law enforcement/ state intelligence and surveillance insti-
tutions reported directly to Moscow - allowing the “centre” of the Soviet state to maintain
the control. Therefore, looking from the historical perspective, the way Soviet Lithuania
and Soviet Russia treated their residents in matters related to their privacy (and violation
of that privacy) had similarities.? Therefore, in the Soviet period, a very similar definition
and perception of privacy applies to both Lithuania and Russia.

Itisimportant to stress, that the Soviet legal system and society were more diverse and
reflexive than the West portrayed and depicted them during the Cold war era.?> However,
the strong mechanisms of centralization of lifestyle standardization? are also difficult to
ignore.

Therefore, both Soviet Russia and Soviet Lithuania followed (or were forced to follow)
the same definition and perception of privacy in Soviet law. According to Tetyana Lokot,
“the notion of individual privacy has always been a political one throughout Russia’s So-
viet and post-Soviet periods, connected as it was to the culture of pervasive state surveil-
lance”, as the Soviet state was constantly attempting to gain control of both public and
private lives of citizens.?”

The described approach was not only practical - but also ideological. As Lokot claims,
according to the views of the early Soviet Bolsheviks, “anything private was deprived of
social meaning and thus politically dangerous”, and the so-called “social duty” - as a moral
principle, value and ideal — was more important than the commitment to privacy in the
Soviet political and legal culture.?® So, in the hierarchy of ethical principles, in Soviet
Lithuania and Russia, the commitment to building and strengthening the Soviet regime
was higher than the human right to privacy.

2 M. Kareniauskaité (2017), Crime and punishment in Lithuanian SSR, [Doctoral Thesis], Vilnius University.

2 The KGB, the Committee for State Security was the main security and state surveillance agency in the Soviet
Union. KGB was attached to the Council of Ministers of the USSR. It existed from 1954 to 1991. See more in: Aaron
Bateman, “The KGB and Its Enduring Legacy”, The Journal of Slavic Military Studies, 29/1, 2016, pp. 23-47.

24 K Burinskaiteé (2011), LSSR KGB veiklos ideologiniai ir politiniai aspektai 1954-1990 m.,, [Doctoral Thesis], Vilnius
University.

% S Fitzpatrick (2007), Revisionism in Soviet History, History and Theory, 46/4, pp. 77-91.
% M. R. Beissinger (2006), Soviet Empire as ‘Family Resemblance’, Slavic Review, 65/2, pp. 294-303.

2 T. Lokot (2020), Data Subjects vs. People’s Data: Competing Discourses of Privacy and Power in Modern Russia,
Media and Communication, 8(2), p. 315; T. Lokot (2018), Be safe or be seen? How Russian activists negotiate visibility
and security in online resistance practices, Surveillance & Society, 16/3, 2018, pp. 332-346.

28 T ILokot (2020), Data Subjects vs. People’s Data: Competing Discourses of Privacy and Power in Modern Russia,
Media and Communication, 8(2), p. 315.
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One more illustrative example - checking private letters by the Soviets, which was
witnessed by many dissidents.?

Germany is a different case: being divided into Eastern and Western states meant also
a division between a dictatorship and a democracy. However, it is well researched by his-
torians®® that the activities of the Stasi,* connected to personal privacy violations, also in-
truded into the Federal Republic of Germany. After the reunification of the country, the
state-socialist heritage became a shared burden of the whole German population.

The initial design of the German Democratic Republic (East Germany) state surveil-
lance system was copied from the Soviet Union. The GDR transferred the Soviet ideolog-
ical understanding of personal privacy - and developed a practical implementation of
policy that restricted and violated this privacy that had a higher level of efficiency than in
many other state-socialist countries. The Stasi surveillance system was infamous for its
technological progressiveness of equipment, for the notorious effectiveness of its secret
informants (agents) and for its vast network of involved individuals.®

So, for at least several decades of the 20th century in Russia, Germany and Lithuania
were marked by the limitations or even denial of the very concept and idea of the privacy,
as one of the most important citizens' rights. Therefore, the full protection of individual
citizens' right to privacy was not implemented.

2. Privacy and law during “transition” period: lustration as an issue

After the 1990s, the political trajectories of the former Eastern Germany (now reunited
Federal Republic of Germany), Lithuanian Republic and Russian Federation slowly shift-
ed from the previous Soviet/state-socialist model. While Germany started the process of
unification, and Lithuania decided to apply for membership of the European Union, the
Russian Federation, after a brief period of democracy under president Boris Yeltsin, came
back to authoritarianism.

2 Taigkai i§ gulago (1979), Lietuvos Kataliky Baznycios kronika, Nr. 39, <https://Ikbkronika lt/index php/39-kroni-
ka-1979-m>.

30 ] C.Schmeidel, Stasi. Shield and Sword of the Party, London: Routledge, 2007.

31 The Ministry for State Security (Geran: Ministerium fur Staatssicherheit, MfS), commonly known as the Stasi,
was the state security service of the German Democratic Republic. The Stasi motto was Schild und Schwert der
Partei (eng. Shield and Sword of the Party), referring to the ruling Socialist Unity Party of Germany (Sozialistische
Einheitspartei Deutschlands, SED). The Stasi had headquarters in East Berlin. One of the Stasi's main tasks was
spying on the population through a vast network of citizens-turned-informants. See more in: The Stasi at Home and
Abroad: Domestic Order and Foreign Intelligence, Bulletin of the German Historical Institute, No. 52 Supplement 9,
Washington DC, USA, 2014.

32 K Jarausch (2014), Between Myth and Reality: The Stasi Legacy in German History, The Stasi at Home and Abroad:
Domestic Order and Foreign Intelligence, Bulletin of the German Historical Institute, 52, Supplement 9, Washington DC,
USA, pp. 73-83.

3 H. Miiller-Enbergs (2008), Inoffizielle Mitarbeiter des Ministeriums fiir Staatssicherheit. Teil 3: Statistiken, Berlin:
Christoph Links Verlag.

147



2026 1(59) Monika Rogers
Genocidas ir rezistencija The Right to Privacy and Personal Data Protection in Russia, Lithuania and...

These transformations, with no doubts, impacted perceptions about individual priva-
cy and its protection. At the same time, all countries faced similar dilemmas concerning
privacy and personal data protection, stemming from their non-democratic past. For ex-
ample, all three countries had to decide how to handle the huge data archives inherited
from the former secret surveillance and state repressions-related authorities - and some
cases were extremely sensitive in terms of personal data protection.

Among the extensive Stasi documentation legacy, there are extremely numerous per-
sonal data records, including a huge archive of information connected to personal health.
As one of the foreign observers, Richard Sietmann, commented in the press in 1991 - “But
among the old East German government's files was one set of data that medical research-
ers now find themselves fighting to preserve: a huge array of epidemiological informa-
tion, gathered since 1957, on more than 2 million cases of cancer - 95% of all the cases that
occurred in East Germany”3*. According to him, “Researchers would dearly love to mine
this lode to extract information on possible links between cancer and exposure to carcin-
ogens, but they have hit a serious road-block. Under the Federal Data Security Act - now
valid throughout Germany - the cancer register is illegal”**

The mentioned case very well illustrates, how the interchange between two systems,
with such different approaches on personal data protection, created new tensions in pri-
vacy laws. According to Sietmann, the chosen legal path - strictly limit disclosure of infor-
mation, collected violating citizens' right to privacy, even if it could be useful for scientific
research and medical innovations - reflected “public fear of a return to the totalitarian
past”.3¢ At that time, united Germany allowed “medical records bearing individual names
to be kept only for very specific purposes, narrowly defined in advance”?’

The above discussed German decision today is more relevant than ever - having in
mind the current discussion on compromising the right to privacy when it is seen as a
limit for innovation cultivation, research and technological progress.®

Another situation that can be mentioned here, that all three countries faced in the
1990s, was related to the mainly political decision - whether the personal data of the for-
mer KGB or Stasi agents should be made publicly accessible.

3 R Sietmann (1991), East German Cancer Data: A Benefit of Big Brother? A detailed database put together by total-
itarian East Germany may tempt the new Germany to relax privacy laws, Science, New Series, 252/5008, <https://www.
jstor.org/stable/2875334>.

% Ibid
3 Ibid
37 Ibid

38 T Hornuf, S. Mangold, Y. Yang (2023), Data Protection Law in Germany, the United States, and China, Data Privacy
and Crowdsourcing. Advanced Studies in Diginomics and Digitalization, Springer, Cham.
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Germany was the first country to open files of secret police to the public - a decision
was taken to provide “unlimited access to the victims concerning the data on the agent as
well, and to government agencies to request background checks on their employees”.?

In Lithuania, the so-called law of lustration was adopted in 1998. A decision was made to
create a state commission to which a former KGB informant could voluntarily confess his
or her past activities - and, in exchange, the archived information about his or her involve-
ment with the KGB would be closed for both: academic researches and general public.*

This Lithuanian decision created a controversy and resulted in a big polarization of
Lithuanian society that is still present. On the one hand, the newly-democratic now inde-
pendent state of Lithuania chose to be cautious and caring about the personal data of the
co-workers of the former repressive apparatus- if they confessed to the Lithuanian au-
thorities (interpreting this confession as the act of loyalty). On the other hand, the victims
of the crimes against humanity, state violence, repressions and abuses, committed by the
former Soviet authorities including the KGB, interpreted the so-called ‘lustration law’ as
an act of injustice.#

Former Lithuanian political prisoners or forcedly deported persons were claiming -
and they are still claiming - for the right to access certain information on who was re-
sponsible, who committed crimes against them. The Soviet systems’ victims in Lithuania
were comparing their situation with the situation of GDR victims. They demanded a simi-
lar right to get the information about their perpetrators, which in the Lithuanian case was
not granted.*

In Russia this path was different. During Perestroika and the 1990s there were high
hopes that the former KGB archives will be opened, lustration will happen and justice for
the victims of state socialism will finally be achieved.**

However, lustration in Russia did not happen. According to J. Michael Waller, even
though, in the beginning of the first decade of the 21st century, “the state security system

¥ G.Halmai(2007), Lustration and Access to the Files in Central Europe, Lustration and Consolidation of Democracy
and the Rule of Law in Central and Eastern Europe, 5, Zagreb, p. 37.

40 Istatymas ,Del SSRS valstybés saugumo komiteto (NKVD, NKGB, MGB, KGB) vertinimo ir $ios organizacijos
kadriniy darbuotojy dabartines veiklos®, 1998 m. birzelio 30 d., Nr. VIII-823, Vilnius, <https://e-seimas.Irs.lt/portal/
legal Act/It/TAP/TAIS.597587jfwid=-n2mqd3363>.

4 K Jarausch (2014), Between Myth and Reality: The Stasi Legacy in German History, The Stasi at Home and Abroad:
Domestic Order and Foreign Intelligence, Bulletin of the German Historical Institute, 52, Supplement 9, Washington
DC, USA, pp. 76-81;]. Ravaityte (2015), Liustracijos politikos Lietuvoje vertinimas, Politologija, 77/1, 2015, p. 49-100.

4 Del samoningo liustracijos vilkinimo (14 November 2007), XXI amZius, 84/1581, p. 14, <http://www.xxiamzius.lt/
numeriai/2007/11/14/nuom_02 html>; J. Ravaityté (2015), Liustracijos politikos Lietuvoje vertinimas, Politologija, 77/1,
p. 49-100.

4 D.N. Khubova (1994), Imprisoned History: the KGB archives, The Journal of the International Institute, Vol. 1, Is-
sue 1, Winter, <https;//quod lib.umich.edu/j/jii/4750978.0001103?view=text,rgn=main>.
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in Russia” was “no longer the centralized, monolithic force of the USSR KGB, but it has
preserved a bureaucratic ideology that reveres the Bolshevik Cheka secret police as its
lineal ancestor and maintains a cult-like devotion to Cheka founder Feliks Dzerzhinsky”
(2004). So, FSB continued the KGB traditions - violating citizens' rights in order to “de-
fend” Russia’s political regime, including the right to privacy.*

3. Shared approach towards personal data protection in the digital era
in Lithuania and Germany: from the Federal Republic of Germany experience
to the European GDPR

Despite the issues with transitional justice and lustration, Lithuania - as well as the for-
mer GDR - eventually transformed their legal systems successfully when it comes to pri-
vacy laws and data protection. Today, both countries are following the European Union’s
legal approach in this regard.

German experience is very important here. As Gerald Spindler noted, it is important
to recognize that “German data protection law has largely influenced EU data protection
directives and implements them; therefore, any overview of the German legal frame-
work would be incomplete without reference to European law”.*> According to Spindler,
the Federal Republic of Germany prior to the reunification “had been the ‘origin’ of Euro-
pean data protection, leading the way in the early-1970s with one of the first acts on data
protection’, while “the German Constitutional Court influenced the international debate
heavily by deriving the fundamental right of ‘personal data self-determination’ from the
Constitution as part of the fundamental rights of mankind”#¢

It's hard to disagree with such view - as it is important to remember the Judgment of
the German Federal Constitutional Court (Bundesverfassungsgericht) of 15 December
1983, which has established the fundamental right to informational self-determination.
The ruling declared that, in an era of automated data processing, individuals must have
the authority to decide if and to what extent their personal data can be used and made
public#” In academic literature, this decision is seen as a key turning point not only in
German constitutional law, but also in wider European legal perspective.*®

4 A Bateman (2016), The KGB and Its Enduring Legacy, The Journal of Slavic Military Studies, 29/1, pp. 23-47.

4 G. Spindler (2016), Consumer Data Protection in Germany, Metz, R, Binding, ]. Haifeng, P, Huber, P. (eds.), Con-
sumer Data Protection in Brazil, China and Germany, A Comparative Study, Gottingen: Gottingen University Press, p. 72.
4 Ibid.

47 Abstract of the Federal Constitutional Court’s Judgment of 15 December 1983, 1 BVR 209, 269, 362, 420, 440,

484/83. Accessible online: <https;/www.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/SharedDocs/Entscheidungen/EN/1983/12/
1rs19831215_1bvr020983en.html>.

4 G. Spindler (2016), Consumer Data Protection in Germany, Metz, R, Binding, J. Haifeng, P, Huber, P. (eds.), Con-
sumer Data Protection in Brazil, China and Germany. A Comparative Study, Gottingen: Gottingen University Press,
pp. 71-76.
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Later, by decision of 27 of February 2008, the German Federal Constitutional Court
annulled the previously adopted provisions of the North-Rhine Westphalian state that
allowed the government to conduct online surveillance of personal computers. The de-
cision declared unconstitutional the lack of respect of individual's right to confidentiality
of stored data of technology systems, as well as the integrity of information technology
systems themselves. It was referred to as the ‘IT Privacy’ right by the mass media. Basically,
it meant that unjustified online surveillance violated the fundamental right to privacy.*

In the case of Germany (and later in the Lithuanian legal evolution of personal data pro-
tection), one cannot ignore European Law such as the Directive 95/46/EC of the European
Parliament and of the Council of 24 October 1995 on the protection of individuals with re-
gard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data.*® As EU di-
rectives have binding legal force throughout all member states, Lithuania's accession to the
EU in 2004 also meant its integration into the EU legal system for personal data protection.

Itis very important to stress that the directive protected only the personal data of indi-
viduals; corporate entities were excluded from it.

As for Germany, the Federal Data Protection Act (BDSG) of 30 June 2017 should be
mentioned. According to Spindler: “Both the European Union Data Protection Directive
(DPD) and the proposed GDPR, as well as the BDSG, are characterized by certain funda-
mental principles of data protection®, as “the objective of the directive is to protect the
fundamental rights and freedoms of natural persons and, in particular, their right to
privacy with respect to the processing of personal data, and to guarantee the free flow
of personal data between member states”? It is no surprise that in Germany, concerned
with the personal data protection and privacy, the topic of protection of these values is
common in the media. This topic covers a wide range of issues: for instance, the role of
tech companies in addressing potential data protection risks,> possible solutions to this
problem and proposals for new, more secure software solutions.>*

4 C. PreuR, J.-A. Paul (2008), German Constitutional Court creates a new fundamental ‘IT Privacy’ Right, September,
Bird & Bird, Accessible online: <https://www.twobirds.com/en/news/articles/2008/germanconstitutional-court-cre-
ates-a-new-fundamental-it-privacy-right>.

0 Directive 95/46/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 24 October 1995 on the protection of individ-
uals with regard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data, <https://feur-lex.europa.
eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A31995L0046>.

St G. Spindler (2016), Consumer Data Protection in Germany, Metz, R, Binding, ]. Haifeng, P, Huber, P. (eds.), Con-
sumer Data Protection in Brazil, China and Germany, A Comparative Study, Gottingen: Géttingen University Press, p. 75.

2 Ibid, p. 91

53 See, for instance: “Vertrauen und Misstrauen: 20 Jahre Google Deutschland’, Donaukurier, 4 October 2021,
<https://www.donaukurier.de/nachrichten/digital/netzundtechnik/Internet-Datenschutz-Geschichte-Unterneh-
men-Deutschland-USA-Vertrauen-und-Misstrauen-20-Jahre-Google- Deutschland;art251974,4817277>.

54 See, for instance: ,TeamViewer will, erste datenschutzkonforme' Unterrichtssoftware anbieten’, 28 September
2021, Spiegel Netzwelt, <https://www.spiegel.de/netzwelt/web/teamviewer-will-erste-datenschutzkonforme-unter-
richts-software-anbieten-a-87a2ed5d-c4d0-41f9-8335-02a72be19890>.
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In Lithuania, the Law on Legal Protection of Personal Data was adopted on 11 June 1996.
As the first article of the law claims that the purpose of the Law is to “safeguard the invio-
lability of an individual’s private life in the course of processing personal data’*. The law
regulates “relations arising in the course of the processing of personal data by automatic
means, and during the processing of personal data by other than automatic means in fil-
ing systems: lists, card indexes, files, codes, etc”.5

It seems that the implementation of the law in Lithuania was not always a smooth pro-
cess and practical challenges have arisen even having sufficient legislation. For instance,
in 2014, it was discussed in the media that “the National Audit Office conducted an audit
in state institutions and has determined that there are flaws in the protection of personal
data”>’

According to the media, the aim of this process was to check whether personal data that
had been processed by algorithms were well protected. The follow-up report concluded,
that “individual rights to personal privacy are insufficiently ensured in Lithuania” and that
“not alllegislation or personal data protection requirements are implemented in the pub-
lic sector”. Also, it was stressed that “the regulation in this area is falling behind progress
in information and communications technologies”.>® Moreover, the report underlined:

“Even though the Law on Legal Protection of Personal Data and its implementing legislation
was amended several times from 2008-2012, rapid progress in information and communica-
tions technologies raises new issues which are not addressed by today's legal acts”>®

Talking about the Lithuanian public discourse on personal data privacy, the situation
has changed significantly in the last two decades. In the early 2000s there was more
concern about the state’s illegal action in collecting citizens’ personal data. For instance,
during the impeachment®® of Lithuanian president Rolandas Paksas, concerns were

55 Republic of Lithuania Law on Legal Protection of Personal Data, 11 June 1996 No 1-1374 (As last amended on 3
November 2016 - No. XI1-2709), <https://e-seimas.Irs lt/portal/legal Act/It/TAD/ef70b5d2f14811€78f3dc265493430ae>.

s6 Ibid.
7 Online Data at Risk to Hackers (2014), The Baltic Times, 842, January, p. 5.
& Ibid.
%9 Ibid.

80 On 26 February 2003 a term by Rolandas Paksas, as elected President of Lithuania, began. Soon concerns arose
that he had ties to the Russian mafia. Yuri Borisov, who was a president of the aviation company Avia Baltika, had do-
nated $400,000 to his campaign, and was given Lithuanian citizenship by Paksas  decree. This decree was later ruled
to be unconstitutional by Constitutional Court of Lithuania and Paksas’ connections were investigated by the State
Security Department of Lithuania. In early 2004, the Seimas started impeachment proceedings against him. On 31
March 2004 the Constitutional Court of Lithuania found him guilty of violating the constitution and his oath of office,
on 6 April 2004, the Parliament voted positively on removing Paksas from the presidency. See more in: “Lithuanian
Parliament Removes Country's President after Casting Votes on Three Charges’, New York Times, 7 April 2004, acces-
sible online: <https;//www.nytimes.com/2004/04/07/world/lithuanian-parliament-removes-country-s-president-af-
ter-casting- votes-three html?pagewanted=1>.
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raised whether Lithuanian security services had violated the law, for instance, by “tapping
telephone conversations of suspected public officials, including Paksas himself” ¢!

Having said that, the last decade witnessed a shift in Lithuanian public discourse: the
concerns about the potential violations by the state regarding personal data seem to be
overshadowed by the concerns of other digital threats posed by other actors. For instance,
in 2012, as officially reported by Google and covered in the press, “Lithuanian officials
were initially reluctant to proceed” with the Street View application initiative “due to pri-
vacy and security concerns, a complaint which Google had to previously contend with in
other countries”®

However, the state has been blamed more often for not providing enough security than
for deliberately violating the citizens’ personal data. As the Baltic times wrote in 2015:

“Cyber security used to be a rather a narrow topic, interesting only to specialists; yet after terror
attacks in France, and the events in Ukraine it has been attracting public attention in Lithuania.
Some 81 percent of Lithuanian residents feel a growing risk of being targeted by electronic
crimes, according to a recent Eurobarometer survey, and worries have not subsided since the
government'’s launching of a new Cyber Security Center at the start of the year”

In an effort to better ensure data security and citizens’ privacy, financial challenges
arose: the state had to offer competitive salaries to IT specialists. But, as the press under-
lined, Lithuanian minister of the Interior of that time, Saulius Skvernelis stated that the
government “certainly sees the importance of Lithuania upping the ante with its cyber
security” and “the right to privacy and personal data protection as becoming as crucial as
saving people’s lives”.%4

In recent years public discourse in Lithuania was expressing more and more interest
in data privacy and personal data security issues by discussing cases related to concerns
about ensuring privacy: from cases of customers’ data leak by local enterprises® to the
recommendation of Lithuania's Ministry of National Defence for consumers to avoid buy-
ing Chinese mobile phones.¢

Despite the mentioned doubts and risks still existing in law implementation, today
both Lithuania and Germany, as EU members, share a very similar legal reality, defined by

& A Racas (4 December 2003), Doubts on privacy rights raised in scandal, The Baltic Times, 386.
6 Tjetuva in Brief (14 June 2012), The Baltic Times, 805.

8 Lithuania short of cyber sleuths (15 March 2015), The Baltic Times, 856, p. 4.

& Ibid.

& Hacker who leaked CityBee user data tells media cyber security was poor (February 17, 2021, BNS, LRT, <https://
www.rtlt/en/news-in-english/19/1346403/hacker-who-leaked-citybee-user-data-tells-media-cyber-security-
was-poor>.

6 A Sytas (22 September 2021), Lithuania says throw away Chinese phones due to censorship concerns, Reuters,
<https://www.reuters.com/business/media-telecom/lithuania-says-throw-away-chinese-phones-due-censorship-
concerns-2021-09-21/>.
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the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR).¢’ It entered into force on 25 May 2018. On
its official website, the GDPR is characterized as “the toughest privacy and security law in
the world”, and according to its official explanation, “imposes obligations onto organiza-
tions anywhere, so long as they target or collect data related to people in the EU".¢8 Finally,
it is also underlined that it “will levy harsh fines against those who violate its privacy and
security standards, with penalties reaching into the tens of millions of Euros.®® Thus, with
the EU bringing two countries closer together, a shared legal reality has emerged.

4. Personal data protection in Putin’s Russian Federation: towards
the networked authoritarianism

While in Russia, the Federal Law on Personal Data (No. 152-FZ) was adopted by the State
Duma on 8 July 2006 and, approved by the Federation Council on 14 July 2006. This law
constitutes the core of Russian privacy laws. It requires protecting personal data against
any unlawful or accidental access.”

However, the practical implementation of the mentioned law seems to be limited and
problematic. As Tetyana Lokot claims, in the digital era “privacy has become an even more
contested concept in Russia, given the citizens’ embrace of digital technologies and the
state’s preoccupation with control over data and information flows as part of the nation-
al security and sovereignty project”” Lokot agrees with the other scholars, for example,
Greene and MacKinnon, calling today’s Russian political system “networked authoritar-
ianism"”?

The concept is understood as “a regime in which the state prioritizes developing net-
worked infrastructure and digital connectivity, while seeking to control all spheres of the
datafied social life".”®

According to Lokot, the very concept of privacy in Russia is rather problematic. The
term ‘privacy’ [mpuBarHOCTB] in Russian language seems to be borrowed from other lan-
guages. So, historically, Russia seems to lack the deep relation to “privacy” as a value, ideal
and crucial human right. It happened only in Putin’s Russia, that the concept of “privacy
in the modern sense”, entered “the mainstream legal, political, and social discourse”. The

87 General Data Protection Regulation, Article 4-1,<https://gdpr.eu/article-4-definitions/>.

68 “What is GDPR, the EU’s new data protection law?”, <https://gdpr.eu/what-is-gdpr/>.

8 Ibid.

7 Federal Law of 27 July 2006 N 152-FZ on personal data, <https://pd.rkn.gov.ru/authority/pl46/p164/>.

7T Lokot (2020), Data Subjects vs. People’s Data: Competing Discourses of Privacy and Power in Modern Russia,
Media and Communication, 8(2), p. 315.

72 Ibid.

3 Ibid; S. Greene (2012), How much can Russia really change? The durability of networked authoritarianism. Wash-

ington, DC: PONARS Eurasia; MacKinnon, R. (2011), Liberation technology: China’s networked authoritarianism, Jour-
nal of Democracy, 22/2,2011, pp. 32-46.

154



2026 1(59) Monika Rogers
Genocidas ir rezistencija The Right to Privacy and Personal Data Protection in Russia, Lithuania and...

mentioned Russian law not only defines the citizens' rights towards personal data pro-
tection, but also allows the state and law enforcement authorities to access user data and
metadata in order to protect the national security.”

Before the full-scale invasion of Ukraine, in Putin's Russia there were two dominating
approaches towards the right to privacy: a) that of the government which prioritized na-
tional (or, more precisely, the current regime’s) security over privacy - it chose to play a
paternalistic and protective role towards the citizens, presenting itself as guardian from
“evil tech companies”; b) that of local activists who were advocating for stricter protection
of personal data privacy.

The first targets were foreign companies, but soon in became clear that the local so-
cial networks also have the capacity to mobilize the opposition within Russia: “the 2011 to
2012 anti-government protests have sensitized the ruling regime to new media’s mobili-

zation capacities’, “strategic measures have been taken to bring such possibilities under
control””™

It is not a surprise that already before the Russian full-scale invasion of Ukraine, the
Russian government chose violating privacy of its citizens, while seeing them “as vulner-
able data subjects with little agency, whose private identities and communications should
be protected from ‘foreign interference, but must always remain visible and accessible to
the state"”

However, before the invasion there was at least some opposition to this approach, as
“Russian digital rights activists advocate for privacy as a human right and argue that tech-
nologies such as encryption and VPNs should be widely adopted by citizens to preserve
their agency and protect their data and identities from the state””

The controlled Russian mass media, as expected, chose the first approach. The Russian
press, radio and television, for instance, extensively reported about the speech of Putin
from Davos in 2021, that included the section on tech giants and social media networks. In
that speech Putin expressed concern about the growing impact of the large tech compa-
nies, naming their surveillance and tech powers as a threat to the state apparatus: “these
are no longer just economic giants — in some areas they are already de-facto competing
with states. Where's the line between [a state and] a successful global business with pop-
ular services”. Moreover, according to Putin, commercial corporate tech powers attempt

7 T. Lokot (2020), Data Subjects vs. People’s Data: Competing Discourses of Privacy and Power in Modern Russia,
Media and Communication, 8(2), pp. 315-316.

75 A. Akbari, R. Gabdulhakov (2019), Platform surveillance and resistance in Iran and Russia: The case of Telegram,
Surveillance & Society, 17 (1/2), p. 226.

76 T. Lokot (2020), Data Subjects vs. People’s Data: Competing Discourses of Privacy and Power in Modern Russia,
Media and Communication, 8(2), p. 316.

7 Ibid
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“to rudely and arbitrarily control society, replace legitimate democratic institutions [and]
restrict an individual's natural right to decide how to live, what to choose and what view-
points to freely express”. The speech emphasized that only the state should collect and
control citizens' data.”

So, we can notice that the Russian authoritarian regime interpreted the activity of tech
companies as a danger to its own power and saw the Russian state as competing with
them for a valuable asset - personal data. The news that the Russian Government target-
ed Twitter followed shortly after Putin’s Davos speech.” The speed of Twitter was slowed
down, after it failed to remove what the Russia’s media censors described as inappropriate
content.®°

The Russian pre-invasion measures and methods to control the mass media and so-
cial content had wide spectrum - “from basic internet filtering to strategic ownership of
domestic platforms”. The regime’s policy was based on securing access to data by “forcing
foreign platforms to comply with demands for privacy invasion imposed by means of stra-
tegic legislation”. Social media networks were forced to share data with the state, if they
wanted to exist and operate in Russia - companies such as Facebook complied. Also, in
2014, the State Duma passed the so-called “blogger law”. It required bloggers with a daily
audience of 3,000 or more to register as mass media, consequently increasing bloggers’
“vulnerability to criminal prosecution”.®

Some social media channels attempted to challenge such an approach. Telegram is
particularly worth mentioning here. It was founded in 2013 by the brothers Nikolai and
Pavel Durov, in response to Russia’s action against the other popular Russian social media
network VK. N. and P. Durov left VK (that they also founded and owned) in 2014, under
claims that it had been taken over by the government.®2

P. Durov marketed Telegram as safe, privacy respecting messaging app and multiple
times refused to hand the users encrypted data over to the Russian authoritarian regime -
which is why he is regarded in Russia as both a dissident and a hero. Not only Russia, but

78 Geopolitics, Sanctions And Social Media Giants: Putin's Davos Speech, in Quotes (2021), The Current Digest of the
Russian Press, 5/73, <https://dlib-eastview-com.ezp-prodl.hul harvard.edu/browse/doc/65934951>.

7 Russia Cracks Down on Twitter (2021), The Current Digest of the Russian Press, 11/73, pp. 3-6, 2021, <https://dlib-
eastview-com.ezp-prodl.hul harvard.edu/browse/doc/67052305>.

8 According to the CNN, Russian “officials warned they would take action against social media companies that
didn't filter posts about protests that the Kremlin deemed as illegal or inciting people to demonstrate”. See more in:
Anna Chernova, Zahra Ullah, “Russia’s Twitter crackdown ends up taking out government websites”, CNN Business,
2021, <https://edition.cnn.com/2021/03/10/tech/russia-twitter-crackdown-website- outages/index. html>.

8 A Akbari, R. Gabdulhakov (2019), Platform surveillance and resistance in Iran and Russia: The case of Telegram,
Surveillance § Society, 17 (1/2), p. 226.

8 Pavel Durov left Russia after being pushed out (22 April 2014), Agence France-Presse; Hakim, D. (2 December
2014), Once Celebrated in Russia, the Programmer Pavel Durov Chooses Exile, The New York Times.

156



2026 1(59) Monika Rogers
Genocidas ir rezistencija The Right to Privacy and Personal Data Protection in Russia, Lithuania and...

also Iran demanded Telegram to localize its servers and grant them access to user data,
but both failed as, “conflicting with totalitarian and strategic surveillance systems, Tele-
gram entered the scene with a promise of freedom, privacy, and resistance”.®

However, on 24 August 2024, Durov was arrested himself - on criminal charges relat-
ing to an alleged lack of content moderation on Telegram and refusal to work with po-
lice, which allowed the spread of criminal activity. We will discuss his situation in the next
chapter.

Last but not the least, we should discuss the recent case law development, related to
Russia — ECHR verdict in the case PODCHASOV v. RUSSIA (13 February 2024). The court
questioned Russia’s “Statutory requirement” for “Internet communication organizers”
to store and retain Internet communications and related communications data”, and to
“provide law-enforcement authorities or security services access to those data and to de-
crypt encrypted communications”.®*

The Court concluded that Russia’s legislation, requiring to grant security services “di-
rect access to the data stored without adequate safeguards against abuse and the require-
ment to decrypt encrypted communications” violates the Convention: “In so far as this
legislation permits the public authorities to have access, on a generalized basis and without
sufficient safeguards, to the content of electronic communications, it impairs the very es-
sence of the right to respect for private life under Article 8 of the Convention. The respondent
State has therefore overstepped any acceptable margin of appreciation in this regard”.?s

The verdict was noticed in international arena of digital sphere activists. The Electronic
Frontier Foundation called the verdict “a milestone judgment” in the fight to protect the
“human right to privacy”.s¢

5. Current developments: from the war in Ukraine to new EU regulations

The current development of legal and public discourse towards the protection of privacy
and personal data in Lithuanian, Germany and Russia are marked by several significant
events and processes: implementations of GDPR at the country levels (that in some cases,
as we will see, bring even new court decisions and legal regulations to the EU level); rapid
technological progress in the digital sphere that brings both threats and opportunities;
deteriorating overall regional and global security environment - including Russia’s full

8 A Akbari, R. Gabdulhakov (2019), Platform surveillance and resistance in Iran and Russia: The case of Telegram,
Surveillance & Society, 17 (1/2), p. 227.

8 ECHR Case of Podchasov v. Russia, Application no. 33696/19, JUDGMENT, <https:/hudoc.echr.coe.int/en-
g/#{'itemid”["001-230854"]}>.

8 Ibid.

8 C.Schmon (5 March 2024), European Court of Human Rights Confirms: Weakening Encryption Violates Funda-
mental Rights, <https://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2024/03/european-court-human-rights-confirms-undermining-en-
cryption-violates-fundamental>.
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scale invasion of Ukraine, wars in the Middle East and Africa, tensions with China, more
active espionage, terrorism, cybercrime, political extremism and growing other threats.
Many of these threats are well reflected and addressed within the EU, using the umbrella
term “hybrid threats”.#’”

Such a global and regional environment poses threats to democracies and human
rights globally - and the right to privacy and personal data protection is no exception. Ten-
sion and contradiction grow between the sates’ authorities and control institutions, seek-
ing easier access to personal data as the way to ensure public safety and security - and the
institutional and legal environment, aimed at protecting personal privacy.®

While large tech companies are even more eager to use data as the best resource for
ensuring their business growth and perfecting marketing strategies. Today data globally
is perceived as the “new oil”, “driving the business models of the digital economy” and pos-
ing “considerable privacy risks for those operating in the digital space”.?®

Itis not a surprise, that this tension, gradually increasing over more than a decade, re-
cently manifested in a famous judgment Meta vs Bundeskartellamt, delivered on 4 July
2023, by the European Court of Justice (Case C-252/21).°° Having in mind the previous role
of Germany in the formation of the European policies and legislation towards personal
data protection, it is not a surprise that this decision also came as an outcome of conflict-
ing attitudes towards personal data protection between German institutions and global
tech corporations.

The background for the mentioned judgment was the 2019 competition decision from
the federal competition authority in Germany, the Bundeskartellamt (Bka), against the
activities of Meta (then known as Facebook). This agency found that “Meta’s practice of
combining personal data across its many services, in addition to data collected through
the integration of its services into third-party websites and apps, constitutes a violation of
competition law”. (van de Waerdt, 2023, 1077)

8 OnEU definition and actions towards the hybrid threats see more on: <https://defence-industry-space.ec.europa.
eu/eu-defence-industry/hybrid-threats_en>.

8 . Coyer (28 August 2024), Personal Info in Al Models Threatens Split in US, EU Approach, Bloomberg, <https://
news.bloomberglaw.com/privacy-and-data-security/personal-info-in-ai-models-threatens-split-in-us-eu-ap-
proach>.

8 T, Hornuf, S. Mangold, Y. Yang (2023), Data Protection Law in Germany, the United States, and China, Data Privacy
and Crowdsourcing. Advanced Studies in Diginomics and Digitalization, Springer, Cham, <https://doi.org/101007/978-
3-031-32064-4_3>.

9 Judgment of the Court (Grand Chamber) of 4 July 2023, Meta Platforms Inc and Others v Bundeskartellamt, Case
C-252/21, <https:/feur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A62021C]0252>.

9 Peter]. van de Waerdt (2023), From Monocle to Spectacles: Competition for Data and ‘Data Ecosystem Building,
European Competition Journal, 19 (2): 191-225. d0i:10.1080/17441056.2023.2169366.
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The mentioned decision was made cooperating with German data protection institu-
tions. It concluded that Facebook has abused its dominant market position on the basis
of a violation of the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR). According to Peter J. van
de Waerdyt, the relationship between EU competition law and data protection law has be-
come even more prominent since then.”

The Court of Justice of the European Union imposed strict limitations on the personal-
ized use of consumers’ personal data by social media platforms - especially in the cases
when personal data are used for targeted advertising. The CJEU ruled that competition
authorities of a Member State have the authority to investigate and sanction an infringe-
ment of the GDPR in the cases when companies exploit their dominant market position.*

The CJEU ruled that “apart from consent, no legal bases from the GDPR justify Face-
book’s data processing”.*

Recently the new document - Guidelines 1/2024 on processing of personal data based
on Article 6(1)(f) GDPR (Article on Lawfulness of processing) was published. Among the
otherissues, it also explains whatis the acceptable legal order within the EU when it comes
to personal data collection and disclosure in the cases of criminal and other threats. Ac-
cording to the Guidelines, “indicating possible criminal acts or threats to public security
and transmitting the relevant personal data in individual cases or in several cases relating
to the same criminal acts or threats to public security to a competent authority should be
regarded as being in the legitimate interest pursued by the controller”

But there are limitations: “the reference to “individual cases” and “same criminal acts
or threats” suggests that the generalized and preventive collection of personal data by pri-
vate business operators to systematically report possible criminal acts or threats to law
enforcement authorities is not what is envisaged (...) as a legitimate interest pursued by
the controller” %

According to the document, “in any event, such transmission should be prohibited
if the processing is incompatible with legal, professional or other binding obligation of
secrecy of the controller”, because “in Meta v. Bundeskartellamt the CJEU found that, in
principle, collecting and sharing personal data with law enforcement authorities in order
to prevent, detect and prosecute criminal offenses is not an objective that is capable of
constituting a legitimate interest pursued by a private business operator whose activity

%2 bid, p.1077.

9 Judgment of the Court (Grand Chamber) of 4 July 2023, Meta Platforms Inc and Others v. Bundeskartellamt, Case
C-252/21, <https:/feur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A62021C]0252>.

%4 Ibid

% Guidelines 1/2024 on processing of personal data based on Article 6(1)(f) GDPR, Version 1.0, Adopted on 8 October
2024, p. 35, <https://www.edpb.europa.eu/system/files/202410/edpb_guidelines_202401_legitimateinterest_en.pdf>.

% Ibid
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is essentially economic and commercial in nature”. However, in some cases the transfer
of such data to the authorities is possible, as “business operator may share information
with law enforcement authorities on the basis of Article 6(1)(c) GDPR, provided that, pro-
cessing is necessary to comply with a specific legal obligation to which that operator is
subject”””

In the case if “the third country authority” requests to access data, “The controller
must first analyse the context and legal framework of the request. If it results from the
implementation of an international agreement, which makes such request binding and
enforceable under EU or Member State law, the disclosure may be mandatory and, thus,
constitute a legal obligation under Article 6(1)(c) GDPR".%8

However, “in situations where disclosure based on an international agreement is not
mandatory, but such cooperation is permitted under EU or Member State law, Article 6(1)
(e) GDPR could apply. Furthermore, in specific cases, the vital interests of the data subject
(or another natural person may justify the reply to a request from a third country author-
ity, provided that the conditions set out in international law are met and, thus, Article 6(1)
(d) GDPR could be applicable.®

The guidelines state that “A controller could nevertheless have a legitimate interest in
complying with a request to disclose personal data to a third country authority, in partic-
ular if the controller is subject to third country legislation and non-compliance with such
request would entail sanctions under foreign law” but “any processing based on a legiti-
mate interest pursued by the controller must also be necessary and balanced against the
interests or fundamental rights and freedoms of the data subjects”.1®®

Thus, we can see how different the EU law (mostly designed with the leadership of Ger-
many, but mandatory in other countries, including Lithuania) is from the Russian law of
“networked authoritarianism” described in a previous chapter.

It does not mean that the public discourse does not reflect debates and concerns in
both EU countries under our analysis.?!

One of the latest controversies - related to both EU and Russia - is the arrest of (in?)
famous and already mentioned Telegram founder, Pavel Durov, in Paris last August. Tele-
gram's long-lasting policy not to disclose the encrypted data to the authorities in such

9 Ibid., p.35-36.
% Ibid., pp.36-37.
% Ibid, p. 37.

100 1pid, p.37.

01 Nuo liepos - pokyciai asmens duomeny apsaugos srityje: kas svarbiausia? (25 June, 2024), <https;//www.15min lt/vers-
las/naujiena/finansai/nuo-liepos-pokyciai-asmens-duomenu-apsaugos-srityje-kas-svarbiausia-662-2263640?utm_
medium=copied>; Wegner will Datenschutz in Deutschland neu diskutieren (15 May, 2024), <https//www.rbb24.de/poli-
tik/beitrag/2024/05/berlin-wegner-japan-japanreise-digitalisierung-datenschutz-big-data.html>.
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countries as Russia and Belarus meant giving room for protest action, saving freedom of
speech and, possibly protesters’ and opposition activists’ freedom or even lives.1??

However, according to the article in Le Monde:

“Inside the European Union (EU), in an open media context, Telegram is of little interest to
news sites, political movements or non-profits, which have other communication spaces at
their disposal. By contrast, illegal content thrives there”. Also, In Russia and well beyond its
borders, the platform has been taken over by traffickers of all kinds. It is home to drug, arms
and prostitution networks, as well as a wide variety of conspiracy sites”1*®

The arrest of Durov was interpreted in the public discourse mostly in the context of the
Digital Services Act (DSA) - an EU regulation adopted in 2022104

This regulation addresses illegal content, transparent advertising and disinformation
and updates the Electronic Commerce Directive 2000 in EU law. The DSA applies to online
platforms and intermediaries. DSA bans targeted advertising based on a person’s sexual
orientation, religion, ethnicity, or political beliefs and puts restrictions on targeting ads
to children. Key requirements also include disclosing to regulators how their algorithms
work, providing users with explanations for content moderation decisions, and imple-
menting stricter controls on targeted advertising. It also imposes specific rules on “very
large” online platforms and search engines (those with more than 45 million monthly ac-
tive users in the EU).10%

Some observers believe that adoption of DSA was related to the Russia’s full-scale in-
vasion to Ukraine - as with Russia using social media platforms to spread misinforma-
tion about the 2022 Russian invasion of Ukraine, European policymakers felt a greater
sense of urgency to move the legislation forward to ensure that major tech platforms were
transparent and properly regulated.®

In Durov’s case, however, the EU commission denied that his arrest was related to the
DSA, claiming:

102 O, Herrero, V. Goury-Laffont, E. Braun (5 September 2024) France’s hunt for Telegram CEO Pavel Durov: The inside
story, <https://www.politico.eu/article/the-hunt-for-pavel-durov/>.

103 T Daucé (5 September 2024), Pavel Durov’s arrest marks the emergence of sovereign digital spaces, Le Monde,
<https://www.lemonde.fr/en/opinion/article/2024/09/05/pavel-durov-s-arrest-marks-the-emergence-of-sover-
eign-digital-spaces_6724871_23html#>.

104 A Hern (27 August, 2024), What the Telegram founder’s arrest means for the regulation of social media firms,

The Guardian, <https://www.theguardian.com/technology/article/2024/aug/27/what-does-the-telegram-founders-
arrest-mean-for-the-regulation-of-social-media-companies-pavel-durov>.

105 Regulation (EU) 2022/2065 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 19 October 2022 on a Single Mar-
ket For Digital Services and amending Directive 2000/31/EC (Digital Services Act), <https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/
reg/2022/2065/0j/eng>;

106 C Zakrzewski (22 April, 2022), Europe to slap new regulations on Big Tech, beating U.S. to the punch, The Wash-
ington Post, <https://www.washingtonpost.com/technology/2022/04/22/european-lawmakers-digital-services/>.
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“Criminal prosecution is not among the potential sanctions for a breach of the DSA. The DSA does
notdefinewhatisillegal nor does it establish any criminal offence and can therefore not be invoked
for arrests. Only national [or international] laws that define a criminal offence can be invoked"!%”

According to Samuel Duraivel, “The arrest of Pavel Durov, the CEO of Telegram,
represents a critical moment in the ongoing discourse surrounding free speech and
content moderation. This event exemplifies the tension between upholding individu-
al liberties and addressing the potential societal harms caused by unregulated digital
communication” .18

Telegram plays an important role during Russia’s war in Ukraine. According to Le
Monde - as the Russian state, unable to ban it, decided to use it for its own purposes, in-
cluding official channels of Kremlin 1®

So, the app is used by the Russian authorities for the purpose of information warfare.
However, multiple Ukrainian communities, from the first months of the full-scale inva-
sion phase of the war, also used Telegram to gain and spread knowledge on such topics as
the course of military action, Russian atrocities and humanitarian aid - this can be said
also about such Ukrainian mass media channels as UNIAN.10

The technical possibilities such as Telegram - according to scholars, a highly popular
platform in Ukraine - created a new reality of war, experienced by the rise of inconspicu-
ous war witnessing.™

But Telegram is just one aspect here. This war, determined by Russian aggression, can
be characterized by a large number of digital innovations and widely-used cyber war-
fare. Rising concerns of data security, including personal data, is an important compo-
nent here.

First of all, Russia attempted to spread its policies towards digital data and personal
privacy (non)protection to the occupied territories of Ukraine and war zones. According
to Lokot, “Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine in February 2022 has seen the Kremlin

107 C. Kroet (26 August 2024), Arrest of Telegram CEO has nothing to do with DSA, Commission says, Euronews,
<https://www.euronews.com/my-europe/2024/08/26/eu-commission-distances-itself-from-french-telegram-
spat>.

108 5 Duraivel (2024), The Arrest of Telegram CEO Pavel Durov: A Crossroad between Free Speech and Content
Moderation through the Lens of the Harm Principle, Preprints 2024, No. 2024082053, <https://doi.org/10.20944/pre-
prints202408.2053.v1>.

109 T Daucé (5 September 2024), Pavel Durov's arrest marks the emergence of sovereign digital spaces, Le Monde,
<https://www.lemonde.fr/en/opinion/article/2024/09/05/pavel-durov-s-arrest-marks-the-emergence-of-sover-
eign-digital-spaces_6724871_23 html#>.

10 P Gerard, S. Volkova, L. Penafiel, K. Lerman, T. Weninger (2024), Modeling Information Narrative Detection and
Evolution on Telegram during the Russia-Ukraine War, <https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.07684>.

m M. Bareikyte, M. Makhortykh (2024), Digitally witnessable war from pereklychka to propaganda: Unfolding Tele-
gram communication during Russia’s war in Ukraine, Media, War & Conflict, 0(0).
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mixing its usual external cyber warfare tactics with internet control and information ma-
nipulation approaches inspired by its internal networked authoritarian regime” 2

According to Lokot, this - together with attacks on Ukrainian communication systems
and critical infrastructure - had multiple consequences. It disconnected the populations
of occupied Ukraine from any trustworthy sources of information, including the informa-
tion about the real situation outside the occupied zones. Also, “Russia’s seizure of control
over telecommunications infrastructure means Ukrainian civilians in occupied regions
are increasingly subject to Russian internet regulations, surveillance, and censorship
characteristic of the networked authoritarian regime”. Ukrainians also became targets
of punishment for “violating the draconian Russian internet regime”, that are “similar to
those habitually faced by Russians” in Russia. Russia also targets and surveils digital com-
munications of Ukrainians in the occupied zones, to search for proof of their loyalty to
Ukraine - and this has led and can lead to severe punishments."3

In this context, Ukraine itself faced the urgent need to protect its citizens in warzones
and occupied territories, who were helping Ukrainian armed forces in data collection. Ac-
cording to Paul Burke, who recognizes the value of such data for Ukraine defence forces,
such activities also increased the risks for civilians to become targets of the Russian mil-
itary: as “citizen-derived or crowdsourced Intelligence has provided an additional strand
of source reporting for Ukraine during the conflict”, the ethical question came into being,
related to the “citizens putting themselves in ever-greater danger to collect information
which they believe may be useful”

On the other hand, the overall awareness about the importance of data security in-
creased in Ukraine and beyond. As “the Russian Invasion of Ukraine in early 2022 resulted
in a rapidly changing (cyber) threat environment”, a new trend has emerged in Ukrainian
social media: sharing advice on personal data security. The awareness of data security in-
creased — although still much more needs to be learned and done.*

According to Lokot: “Ukrainian citizens, whether military or civilian, will benefit from
a broadening effort to increase digital literacy, empowering them to protect their priva-
cy and their security online and to make informed decisions about verified information
sources and trustworthy digital actors”*® This provides an opportunity for the entire EU to
learn from Ukraine’s experiences - and to reduce the privacy data violations risks and the

m2 T Lokot (2023), Russia’s Networked Authoritarianism in Ukraine’s Occupied Territories during the Full-Scale In-
vasion: Control and Resilience, In Ukraine, p.145.

13 Ibid, 153.

14 p Burke (2022), The Issues in the Collection, Verification and Actionability of Citizen-Derived and Crowdsourced
Intelligence during the Russian Invasion of Ukraine, Strategic Panorama, November, 94-103, p. 94.

15 Schmuser [et al], 2022.

16 T Lokot (2023), Russia’s Networked Authoritarianism in Ukraine’s Occupied Territories during the Full-Scale In-
vasion: Control and Resilience, In Ukraine, p. 158.
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lack of digital literacy in the future, especially if the security situation in Europe further
deteriorates.

Conclusions

As the analysis presented in this article has demonstrated, Lithuania, Eastern Germany
and Russia, despite different pre-state socialist and post- state socialist trajectories, af-
ter the collapse of state socialism in the 1990s, had similar experiences and approaches,
related to the communist period of history. They were at the same starting position in the
beginning of attempts to build the rule of law in the 1990s.

However, their trajectories later diverged. While Lithuania and reunited Germany,
guided by the heritage of the privacy law coming from 20th century Western Germany,
started to develop and further strengthen the right to privacy and personal data protec-
tion, Russia, sinking into authoritarianism, developed so-called “networked authoritar-
ianism”.

Of these three countries, Germany still seems to be the most concerned about the pro-
tection of the right to privacy. But Lithuania, as a EU member, is following this example.

Today - especially after the full-scale aggression against Ukraine - the split between
EU members Germany and Lithuania and Russia is even more obvious, as rights of Rus-
sian citizens are further targeted and violated, including the rights to privacy and per-
sonal data protection. This also applies to Ukrainian citizens in Russian occupied territo-
ries. Keeping in mind the harsh reality of Russia’s war of aggression and in honour of the
Russian victims in Ukraine, it is worth mentioning that Ukraine today is teaching the EU
an important lesson: to be more concerned and careful about the protection of sensitive
data, including privacy-related data.

However, as the case of Telegram's CEO Pavel Durov demonstrates, protection of per-
sonal data faces new challenges even in Western democracies. Interference in encrypted
data by the state agencies today can be justified by their need to ensure general safety and
security - and that further challenges the right to privacy.
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Seminaras, skirtas KGB istorijai,
Melburno universitete

Darius Juodis
Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras
> darius.juodis@genocid.lt

2026 m. balandzio 9 d. Australijoje Melburno universiteto Humanitariniy moksly fakul-
tete vyko istorijos seminaras, skirtas KGB istorijai. Jo organizatorius buvo Sio fakulteto
istorijos ir filosofijos studiju padalinys. Renginyje savo tyrimus pristaté vietos istorijos ty-
rinétojai ir sveciai iS uzsienio Saliy, pristatymy temos apéme jvairius sovietinio saugumo
irjo satelitiniy specialiyjy tarnyby veiklos aspektus. Organizatoriy kvietimu seminare da-
lyvavo ir Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centro vyriausiasis istorikas
Darius Juodis.

Istorikai doc. Vanessa Voisin ir prof. Davidas Rich i$ Bolonijos universiteto pranesime
,KGB ir karo nusikaltimy tyrimai, 1955-1986 m." aptaré kai kuriuos bendrai vykdytus KGB
tyrimus, susijusius su Antrojo pasaulinio karo laikotarpio nusikaltimais, kuriuos jvykde
Soviety Sajungos pilieciai. Praneséjai pateiké konkreciy byly pavyzdziy. Taip pat jie na-
grinéjo KGB veiklos Sioje srityje skirtumus sovietinése Ukrainos, Latvijos ir Rusijos res-
publikose.

Doktoranté Aleksandra Riabicenko i§ Melburno universiteto pranesime ,Soviety tyré-
jai pries$ karo laiko nusikaltimy vykdytojus: scenos ir vaizdiniai vélyvojo sovietmecio te-
levizijos serialuose” aptaré XX a. 8-9-ojo deSimtmecio detektyvinius Soviety Sajungos
televizijos serialus, kuriy siuZetai buvo susije su paslaptingomis Zzmogzudystémis, o ju
priezastys slypéjo Vokietijos ir SSRS filmuose apie ,DidZiojo Tévynés" karo jvykius. Pra-
neSime konkreciai aptarti serialai ,Saziné" (1974) ir ,PrieSpriesa‘ (1985), kuriy veiksmas
vyksta vélyvuoju sovietmeciu, kai soviety tyréjai aiskinasi, bando surasti ir suranda filme
jvardytus karo mety ,iSdavikus". Pastebétina, kad tokiy byly tyrimas buvo KGB prerogaty-
va, bet filmuose jvykius tiria sovietinés milicijos pareigunai.

Dr. Darius Juodis prane$ime ,KGB operacijos prie$ lietuviy iSeivija (1954-1991 m.)"
nagrinéjo jvairius soviety saugumo veiklos prie$ lietuviy emigracija aspektus. Buvo pa-
teikta KGB archyvinés medziagos, likusios Lietuvoje, apzvalga, jos kritiné analize (galimi
patikimumo ir nepatikimumo klausimai). Trumpai pristatyta KGB, kaip institucijos, pa-
détis Soviety Lietuvos valdymo sistemoje. Konkreciai kalbant apie veiklg pries iSeivija,
aptartas agenturinio tinklo kiirimas, emigranty organizacijy kompromitavimas bei pro-
pagandiniy akcijy vykdymas. Bendrai jvertintas $iy veikly rezultatyvumas.
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Australijoje Melburno universiteto Humanitariniy moksly fakultete vykusiame seminare
LGGRTC vyriausiasis istorikas Darius Juodis skaito pranesima ,KGB operacijos prie$ lietuviy
1§E‘1V1_]Q (1954—1991 m.)“ D. Juodzio nuotr.

Sophia Kalasnikova Horowitz i§ Harvardo universiteto praneSime ,Masinio tinklo su-
grizimas, 1959-1965 m.: agentura ir ,patikimi asmenys” nagrinéjo slaptyjy bendradarbiy
darbo mechanizmy transformacija po 1959 m. KGB reformy, kai institucijos vadovybé
bandé pertvarkyti bendra sistema, dalj jos funkcijy perduodant ,patikimiems asmenims®,
kurie maZiau buvo tikrintini ir ,patriotiSkai nusiteike®, bet véliau mechanizmai keitési,
nes remtasi patyrusiais ir ,neetatiniais darbuotojais®. O 7-ajame deSimtmetyje slaptyjy
bendradarbiy darbas labiau rémési ankstesnéje praktikoje iSbandytais metodais. Taip pat
pranesime buvo aptartas agenturos ir ,patikimy asmeny“ naudojimas Lietuvoje, Latvijoje,
Estijoje ir Moldavijoje. Pranesimo autoré teigé, kad vienur laikytasi Maskvoje suformuoty
praktiky, kitur prisitaikyta prie vietiniy aplinkybiy.

Doc. Julijos Fedor i§ Melburno universiteto pranesime ,Istorija kaip ,Zvalgybinés in-
formacijos rinkimas laike" Sergejaus Naryskino pakaitiné istorijos filosofija“ buvo nagri-
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néjamas riby tarp saugumo ir zvalgybos pasaulio bei istoriniy ziniy kiirimo ir jy sklaidos
sferos nykimas, taip pat Rusijos praeities ,saugumizavimas” ir perémimas valstybés sau-
gumo aparato kontrolén. Pastarosios uzdavinys — priziaréti pasakojimus apie praeitj, ypac
siekiant pateisinti Rusijos kara pries Ukraing. Pranesime daugiausia démesio buvo skiria-
ma Rusijos istorijos draugijos pirmininko ir Rusijos uzsienio zvalgybos tarnybos vadovo
Sergejaus Naryskino veiklai.

Prof. Alison Lewis i Melburno universiteto pranesime ,Stazi ir Ryty Vokietijos perbé-
gimai taikant ,Ryty bloko sprendimg” aptaré Ryty Vokietijos saugumo tarnybos veiklos
praktikas, kuriomis §i tarnyba mégino uzkirsti kelig Ryty Vokietijos pilieciy pabégimams
per kitas socialistines Salis.

Po kiekvieny dviejy praneSimy vykdavo klausimy ir atsakymu dalis, kai bidavo disku-
tuojama pranesimo temy klausimais, keliamos naujos problematikos.
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Tarptautiné moksliné konferencija Daugpilyje

Andrius Tumavicius
Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras
andrius.tumavic¢ius@genocid.lt

Siy mety geguzés 7-8 d. vyko Daugpilio universiteto Humanitariniy ir socialiniy moksly
instituto organizuota tarptautiné moksliné konferencija ,Saltiniai ir zmonés". Konferen-
cijos organizatoriai suburé istorikus ir pagalbiniy istorijos moksly specialistus, kurie ga-
1éjo su kolegomis pasidalinti naujausiy tyrimy rezultatais. Renginio metu dalyviai prista-
té moksliniy tyrimy kryptis, diskutavo apie archyviniy dokumenty, atsiminimy, zodinés
istorijos ir kity Saltiniy panaudojima Siuolaikiniuose tyrimuose. Taip pat daug démesio
buvo skirta tarpdisciplininiams metodams, leidziantiems placiau pazvelgti j istorinius bei
socialinius reiskinius.

Konferencijoje dalyvavo 41 tyrinétojas, atstovaujantis Latvijos, Kroatijos, Lietuvos,
Ukrainos, Lenkijos, Cekijos, Estijos, JAV, DidZiosios Britanijos, Lietuvos mokslo jstaigas, ar-
chyvus ir tyrimo centrus, tai: Juris Ciganovs, Kristina Ece, Anita Fikelt, Elina Hr§¢anovica,
Samanta Filimonova, Gintautas Jakstys, Audroné Januzyté, Tautvydas Kasuba, Antonina
Kizlova, Martin$ Kluss, Marija Krumina, Ginta Eksne, Marika Kucina, Ainis Lociks, Vladis-
lovs Malachovskis, Ruslana Martseniuk, Olaf Mertelsmann, Inara Mukane, Baiba Pazane,
Aijka Pilkaa, Maija Pozemskovska, Maruta Pranka, Ginta Elksne, Alberts Rokpelnis, Do-
vydas Skarolskis, Liga Strazda, Kaspars Strods, Geoffrey Swain, Eglé §eduikyté—Koriené,
Anna Petrova, Michal Simané, Julija TereScenko, Agnese Timofejeva, Armen Tonolan, Ra-
munas Trimakas, Andrius Tumaviciuss, Juris, Urtans, Andris USkans, Uldis Vanags, Edvar-
das Vasiliauskas, Manvydas Vitkunas, Maksims Vlasovs, Rakhmetolla Zakarya.

Pavyzdziui, doc. Aleksandrs Ivanovs savo pranesime nagrinéjo istoriniy saltiniy inter-
pretacijos problemas Baltijos regiono istoriografijoje, ypatinga démesj skirdamas vietos
archyvy ir asmeniniy liudijimy derinimui rekonstruojant XX a. socialine istorija. Tyréja
Marina Levina aptare kolektyvinés atminties formavimasi daugiatautése bendruomené-
se, analizuodama, kaip skirtingos etninés grupés interpretuoja regiono istorinius jvykius
ir kaip Sios interpretacijos atsispindi vieSojoje erdvéje bei Svietime. Audroné Januzyté na-
grinéjo, kaip grafiniai pasakojimai (komiksai) padeda perteikti skaudziy istoriniy procesy
(tremties, Holokausto, partizaninio karo) patirtis ir istorine atmintj. Prane$éja pabrézé,
kad komiksai leidzia jautriai ir suprantamai pristatyti sudétingas XX a. represijy temas
jaunesnei auditorijai, derinant istorinius faktus su asmeniniais liudijimais bei vizualine
emocine raiska. Andrius Tumavi¢ius pranesime ,Lietuvos laisvés armijos 3-iosios Siaurés
ryty apygardos Lokio rinktinés partizany rysiai su Latvijos partizanais: Zzmoneés ir likimai*
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Daugpilio universiteto Humanitariniy ir socialiniy moksly instituto tarptautinés mokslinés
konferencijos ,Saltiniai ir Zmonés" akimirka

https://du.lv/en/institute-news/about-the-conference-history-sources-and-people-2026/?utm_source=-
chatgpt.com

aptaré pirmajj antisovietinés ginkluotos rezistencijos etapg, vykusj 1944-1945 m., ir pa-
teiké informacijos apie Zarasy ir Rokiskio apskriciy teritorijoje veikusiy partizany buariy
kontaktus Latvijoje (Ilukstés apskritis). Taip pat jis papasakojo Lietuvos partizany rémeéjos
Latvijos gyventojos Anelés Kivlens ir vieno pirmyjy partizany vady Zarasy apskrityje An-
tano Streikaus istorijas, kuriomis parodé, kaip bendras laikmecio kontekstas lémé atskiry
Zmoniy likimus.

Konferencija tapo svarbia erdve akademiniy idéjy mainams, tarptautinio bendradar-
biavimo stiprinimui ir naujy moksliniy rySiy uzmezgimui. Dalyviai pabrézé tokiy renginiy
svarba puoseléjant mokslinj dialoga ir skatinant bendrus tyrimus tarptautinéje erdvéje.
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Technologiju vaidmuo specialiujy tarnyby veikloje

Kristina Burinskaité
Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras
dkristina.burinskaite@genocid.lt

2026 m. birZelio 9 d. Var§uvoje Tautos atminties institutas (toliau — IPN) surengeé tarptau-
tine konferencija ,Technologijos Ryty bloko valstybiy saugumo struktary veikloje“ (,Tech-
nology in the Service of Eastern Bloc State Security Organs"). Siame moksliniame rengi-
nyje dalyvavo moksliniy tyrimy institucijy ir universitety atstovai i$ Lenkijos, Vokietijos,
Cekijos, Lietuvos, Rumunijos, Turkijos, Jungtiniy Amerikos Valstijy. I$ Lietuvos pusés ¢ia
buvo perskaitytas praneSimas ,KGB operatyvinés-techninés priemonés pries lietuviy an-
tisovietinj pasiprieSinima®

Konferencijoje buvo paliestas reciau nagrinéjamas, bet labai svarbus Saltojo karo is-
torijos aspektas - saugumo tarnyby ir Zvalgybos operacijy metu naudotos technologijos
bei ju technologiné raida komunistinése valstybése. Nuo stebéjimo sistemy ir slaptyju
rySio priemoniy iki ankstyvyjy kompiuteriniy technologijy ir kriptografiniy jrenginiy
buvo parodyta, kaip giliai technologijos buvo isitvirtinusios kontrolés ir represiju siste-
mose. Buvo analizuojamos jy taikymo politinés ir technologinés prielaidos, tokios kaip
Saltasis karas, spec. tarnyby tarpusavio kova, Ryty bloko valstybiy technologinis ir pra-
moninis atsilikimas, taip pat tai, kaip buvo kuriama ir veike specialiyju technologijy tai-
kymo sistema, kokios struktiiros buvo atsakingos uz jy taikyma, kaip vyko jy evoliucija,
modernéjimas. Didelis démesys buvo skiriamas aiSkinantis, kurios jrangos buvo kilusios
i$ Ryty bloko naudojamy technologijy, o kurios buvo perimtos technologinio $Snipinéjimo
metu ar kurioms buvo pritaikytos Vakaruose sukurtos zvalgybinés veiklos technologijos
(pvz., fotoaparatai). PhD Vitoldas Bagienskis (Witold Bagieriski) (Lenkija, IPN archyvas) ir
Peteris Rendekas (Peter Rendek) (Cekija, Saugumo struktiry archyvas) didziausig démesj
skyreé ne tik paciy technologijy apibtudinimui, bet ir tam, kiek i$ jyu buvo gauta pramoni-
nio Snipinéjimo btidy. DidZiausias démesys buvo skiriamas ir atskiry slaptu specialiyjy
priemoniy, tokiy kaip slaptas fotografavimas, pasiklausymas, televizijos ir jos jrangos
pritaikymas Zvalgybinei veiklai, pristatymuli, taip pat tam, kaip jos buvo maskuojamos, ir
turimy duomeny kompiuterizavimui. Buvo pastebéta, kad maskuotés skirtingose Salyse
labai panaSios. Ne viename pranesime buvo pabrézta $iy Saliy spec. tarnyby visiska pri-
klausomybeé nuo SSRS KGB ir jo poreikiu (technologiniy, informacijos pateikimo) paten-
kinimo, tarsi tai buty visiSkos KGB kopijos. Nors $i tematika daugiau buvo paliesta Ryty ir
Vakary bloko spec. tarnyby varzyby kontekste, taciau Lietuvos ir Rumunijos istoriky pra-
nesimuose Sios spec. priemonés buvo analizuojamos kovos su ,vidaus priesais‘ konteks-

177



2026 1(59) Kronika
Genocidas ir rezistencija Chronicle

Fanel 1T
Technika o

=3 Operational 1

Tarptautinéje konferencijoje ,Techno-
logijos Rytu bloko valstybiy saugumo
struktiry veikloje* Varsuvoje dalyvavo
LGGRTC Genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo
departamento direktoré Kristina Burins-
kaite K. Burinskaités nuotr.

Miédzwarodnwa
konferencija naukowa

Technika w stuzhie
organow hezpieczenstwa
panstw bloku wschodniego

Wars:
Centralny Przystanek Historia IPN
ul, Marszathoy a 187

Konferencijos reklama Varsuvos gatvése K. Burinskaités nuotr.
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te. Pavyzdziui, Rumunijos istoriké pasidalijo faktais, kaip Rumunijos diktatoriaus zmona
slapta klausési kity komunisty partijos auksto rango funkcionieriy Zzmony pokalbiy. Tuo
tarpu Irina Tsukerman (,The Washington Outsider Center for Information Warfare*, JAV) j
spec.tarnybas ir jy slaptas priemones pazvelgé i$ netradicinés Siuolaikiniy technologijy ir
virtualios realybés, socialiniy tiksly perspektyvos. Zmoniy tarpusavio rysiai gali ir padéti,
ir trukdyti spec. tarnyboms sekti stebimus asmenis. Ji ypac pabrézé, kad VarSuvos pakto
Saliy spec. tarnybos buvo visiskai priklausomos nuo KGB ir jo poreikiy tenkinimo, o jy val-
dymas ir veikimo principai buvo tarsi kopijos. Istoriké i Rumunijos Germina Ana Nagat
supazindino, kaip slaptos technologijos buvo naudojamos ne tik specialiyjy tarnyby, bet
ir auksciausiy partijos vadovy sekant kitus auksto rago partiecius. IPN tyrinétojas Pavelas
Skubis (Pawet Skubisz) pristaté konkrety JAV $nipinéjimo Lenkijos viduje demaskavimo
atvejj, tai, kokie asmenys buvo jtraukti, kokios technologijos buvo naudojamos ir kaip tai
buvo demaskuota, taip pat tai, koks buvo Sioje istorijoje dalyvavusiy asmeny likimas. I$-
siskiriantis buvo dviejy lenky istoriky - Tomaso Kroko (Tomasz Krok) ir Zbignevo Lago$o
(zbigniew Lagosz) — prane$imas apie represiniu strukttry siekius iSnaudoti savo veiklai
naujausias manipuliavimo Zmogaus samone technologijas. Nors Saltiniy, pasak autoriy,
néra labai daug, bet jie pasiryze ir toliau vykdyti tyrimus. Ne istorikas, bet privatus kolek-
cininkas ir tyrinétojas Detlevas Vreislebenas (Detlev Vreisleben) i Vokietijos, pateiké uni-
kalig Stazi naudoty fotografavimo jrenginiy kolekcija. IPN istorikas Vitoldas Sobockis (Wi-
told Sobocki) pristaté Sifravimo jrangos veiklos principus. Radoslavas Pobozis (Radostaw
Pobozy) kalbéjo apie televizijos ir kino technologiju naudojima specialiyjy tarnyby veiklo-
je, nors buvo konstatuota, kad jos nebuvo tokios populiarios kaip kitos technologijos.

Turkijos Nacionalinio Svietimo ministerijai atstovaujantis Muratas Doéleker, remda-
masis LSSR KGB archyvuose esanciais dokumentais, sudaré KGB vykdyty iSoriniy ope-
raciniy sistemy formavimo principus (padaliniai, technologijos, tikslai, dokumentuoti
konkretus KGB veiklos pavyzdziai). Lenkijos slaptasias technologijas administruojanciy
padaliniy veiklg pristaté IPN istoriké Monika Komaniecka. Cekijos ir Lenkijos istorikai Da-
nielis Povolnas (Daniel Povolny), Barto$as Kapusciakas (Bartosz Kapusciak) ir Radoslavas
Petermanas (Radostaw Peterman) nagrinéjo karinés zvalgybos technologijas ir kompiute-
rizavimo procesus. Renginj vainikavo Pavelo Tomasiko (Pawel Tomasik) praneSimas apie
specialias technologijas lenky filmuose.

Si konferencija buvo jdomi ir vertinga, ypac¢ besispecializuojantiesiems Sioje srityje,
siekiant paZinti specialiyjy tarnybuy veiklos principus ir uzkulisius, nes minétos technolo-
gijos buvo labai saugomos ir slepiamos. Tai buvo ne tik proga pazinti slaptas operatyvines
technines priemones, bet ir budas pazvelgti j slaptyjy tarnyby prigimtj, veiklos principus
iruzkulisius.
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Algimantas Stalilionis, Laisvés ir Tévy-
nés ginti. 1918-1920 m. Vasky valsciaus
savanoriai, Vilnius: Lietuvos gyventoju
genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras,
2026,600p.

Sioje knygoje aprasomas 1918-1920 m.
Vasky valséiaus savanoriy gyvenimas ir
kova, pasakojama apie vieno valsciaus
Zmones, savu noru jstojusius j Lietu-
vos kariuomene. Kovos uz Lietuvos ne-
priklausomybe 1918-1920 m. lémé, kad
musy seneliai apgyné jauna, naujai at-
gimusig valstybe. Siy Lietuvos savanoriy
vardai, ju ir jy Seimy gyvenimai amziams
jraSytij tautos istorija.

Liudininky Zodziai atgaivina to meto
sudétingus jvykius, kuriems pasibaigus
ir atkirus Nepriklausomybe savanoriai
karé ir puoseléjo Lietuva. UZgriuvus ne-
gandoms i§ Ryty, savanoriai ir ju vaikai
vél jsijungé j pogrindZio kova prieS oku-
pantus, iStvéré sovietinés okupacijos
tremtis ir persekiojimus. Knygoje patei-
kiamos Zinios apie 146 savanorius ir ju
Seimas.

Leidinj recenzavo istorikai dr. Vykintas
Vaitkevicius ir Sigitas KaniSauskas.
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Apie autorius

DAINA BLEIERE- istorijos moksly daktaré, Latvijos universiteto Humanitariniy moksly
fakulteto Latvijos istorijos instituto mokslo darbuotoja. 2005-2018 m. - Rygos Stradiinio
universiteto Europos studijy fakulteto Politikos moksly katedros docenté. Publikavo dau-
giau kaip 80 straipsniy apie 1940-1941 m. ir 1944-1991 m. Latvijos istorija bei po Salies
nepriklausomybés atkurimo besiformavusia Latvijos vidaus ir uzsienio politika. Kai ku-
rie jos straipsniai publikuoti Michaelo Loaderio, Siobhan Hearne ir Matthew Kotto suda-
rytoje knygoje Defining Latvia: Recent Explorations in History, Culture, and Politics, 2022
(ApibréZiant Latvijg: naujausi istorijos, kulttros ir politikos tyrimai) ir Li Bennich-Bjérkman
bei Sauliaus Grybkausko parengtoje knygoje Moscow and the Non-Russian Republics in the
Soviet Union: Nomenklatura, Intelligentsia, and Centre-Periphery Relations, 2022 (Maskva
ir nerusiskosios Soviety Sgjungos respublikos: nomenklatura, inteligencija ir centro bei pe-
riferijos santykiai).

MONIKA ROGERS (mergautiné pavardé Kareniauskaité) - Lietuvos istorijos instituto
XX a. istorijos skyriaus mokslo darbuotoja. Si Lietuvos istoriké tyrinéja teisés, nusikals-
tamumo ir baudziamojo persekiojimo raidg Lietuvoje bei SSRS. Jos tyrimai taip pat apima
posovietine transformacija, pereinamojo laikotarpio teisinguma, genocida, represijas,
nusikaltimus zmoniskumui, viktimologijg ir istorine atmintj. Savo karjera M. Rogers pra-
déjo 2010 m. Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centre, 0 2017 m. apgyné
istorijos moksly daktaro disertacija Vilniaus universitete ir jgijo mokslo laipsnj. Dr. M. Ro-
gers éjo jvairias akademines ir mokslines pareigas, jskaitant podoktorantiros stazuotojos
pareigas Jeilio universitete. 2022-2023 m. ji atliko tyrima Lietuvos Respublikos teisingu-
mo ministerijoje apie universaligja jurisdikcijg tiriant karo nusikaltimus Ukrainoje. Svar-
biausios jos publikacijos: ,Law, Crime and the Criminal Justice System’s Transformation in
Post-Soviet Lithuania: Some Trends and Functioning” (,Teisé, nusikalstamumas ir bau-
dziamojo teisingumo sistemos transformacija posovietinéje Lietuvoje: tendencijos ir vei-
kimas"), Lithuanian Historical Studies 27, 2023, Nr. 1, <https://doi.org/10.30965/25386565-
02701005>; ,Understandings of Crime and Deviance in Soviet and Post-Soviet Lithuania“
(,Nusikaltimo ir deviacijos sampratos sovietingje ir posovietinéje Lietuvoje) knygoje
Soviet and Post-Soviet Lithuania: Generational Experiences (,Sovietiné ir posovietiné
Lietuva: karty patirtys®), sudaré Laima Zilinskiené ir Melanie J. Ili¢, 2022, <https://doi.
org/10.4324/9781003023050-3>.
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DOMINYKAS RUDOKAS - istorikas, Vilniaus universiteto Istorijos fakulteto magistrantas.
2025 m. baigé Vilniaus universiteto Istorijos fakulteto bakalauro studijas. Baigiamojo dar-
bo tema ,Lietuviai kaliniai nacistinés Vokietijos koncentracijos stovyklose 1941-1945 me-
tais"”.

IRENA SUTINIENE - Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centro vyriau-
sioji istoriké, sociologé. Moksliniy interesu sritys: socialiné atmintis (sovietmecio, kar-
ty, etniniy grupiy atmintis), etninis / tautinis identitetas, biografiniai tyrimai. Moksliniy
straipsniy autoré, kolektyviniy monografiju bendraautoré. IS kolektyviniy monografijy
paminétinos: Klaipédos krastas 1945-1960 m.: naujos visuomeneés kirimasis ir jo atspin-
dziai Seimy istorijose, 2019; Gime socializme: pirmoji sovietmecio karta, 2016; EtniSkumas
ir identitetai Pietryciy Lietuvoje: raiska, veiksniai ir kontekstai, 2016; Sovietmecio atmintis
gyvenimo istorijose, 2013; Nuo Basanaviciaus, Vytauto Didziojo iki Molotovo ir Ribbentropo:
atminties ir atminimo kultury transformacijos XX-XXI amZiuje, 2011.

ANDRIUS TUMAVICIUS - istorikas, Klaipédos universiteto Baltijos regiono istorijos ir ar-
cheologijos instituto doktorantas. 2003 m. baigé studijas Vilniaus universiteto Istorijos
fakultete ir jgijo istorijos magistro kvalifikacinj laipsnj. Nuo 2005 m. dirba Lietuvos gyven-
tojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centre. Jo doméjimosi laukas - stalininis laikotarpis
Lietuvoje. A. Tumavic¢iaus moksliniai interesai fokusuojasi ties ginkluotos antisovietinés
rezistencijos problematika. Ketvirtus metus jis dalyvauja testiniame moksliniame pro-
jekte ,Moterys ginkluotoje pokario rezistencijoje Lietuvoje 1944-1953 m.". Taip pat A. Tu-
mavicius domisi partizany vykdyty baudziamyjy veiksmy bei soviety talkininky (striby,
komunisty, komjaunuoliy ir pan.) tyrinéjimais.

RIMANTAS ZIZAS - istorikas, humanitariniy moksly daktaras. Dirbo Lietuvos istorijos
institute, dabar - Lietuvos gyventojuy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centro vyriausiasis
specialistas. Tyrimo kryptys: karo nusikaltimai soviety ir naciy laikotarpiais. Svarbiausi
darbai: Christoph Dieckmann, Vytautas Toleikis, Rimantas Zizas, Karo belaisviy ir civiliy
gyventojy zudyneés Lietuvoje, 1941-1944,2005; Sovietiniai partizanai Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m.,
2014; Atmintis: 16-osios lietuviskosios Sauliy divizijos kariams ir kitiems kovotojams, Zuvu-
siems Antrajame pasauliniame kare, sud. Monika Trinkunaite, Rimantas Zizas, 2015.

182



2026 1(59) Notes on Authors
Genocidas ir rezistencija Apie autorius

Notes on Authors

DAINA BLEIERE, PHD (History), is a researcher at the Institute of Latvian History, Faculty
of Humanities, University of Latvia. Associate Professor at the Department of Political Sci-
ence, Faculty of European Studies, Riga Stradin$ University (2005-2018). Has published
more than 80 articles on the history of Latvia in 1940-1941 and 1944-1991, as well as on
Latvia's domestic and foreign policy after the restoration of independence, including con-
tributions to Defining Latvia: Recent Explorations in History, Culture, and Politics (ed. Mi-
chael Loader, Siobhan Hearne and Matthew Kott, 2022) and Moscow and the Non-Russian
Republics in the Soviet Union: Nomenklatura, Intelligentsia, and Centre-Periphery Relations
(ed. Li Bennich-Bjérkman and Saulius Grybkauskas, 2022). Main research interests: the
process of Sovietisation in Latvia, the development of the Soviet nomenklatura in Latvia,
and the social and cultural policies of Soviet power in Latvia.

MONIKA ROGERS (née Kareniauskaité) is a researcher with the Department of Twen-
tieth-Century History at the Lithuanian Institute of History. She is a Lithuanian histo-
rian specialising in the history of law, crime and criminal prosecution in Lithuania and
the USSR, post-Soviet transformation, transitional justice, genocide, repression, crimes
against humanity, victimology and historical memory. She began her career at the Geno-
cide and Resistance Research Centre of Lithuania in 2010 and earned a PhD in Histo-
ry from Vilnius University in 2017. Dr Rogers has held various academic and research
positions, including that of Postdoctoral Associate at Yale University. In 2022-2023,
she conducted research at the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Lithuania on uni-
versal jurisdiction in the investigation of war crimes in Ukraine. Her most important
publications include: ,Law, Crime and the Criminal Justice System'’s Transformation in
Post-Soviet Lithuania: Some Trends and Functioning.” Lithuanian Historical Studies
27, 1, 2023, <https://doi.org/10.30965/25386565-02701005>; ,Understandings of Crime
and Deviance in Soviet and Post-Soviet Lithuania“. In Soviet and Post-Soviet Lithuania:
Generational Experiences, ed. by Laima Zilinskiené and Melanie J. Ili¢, 2022, <https://doi.
org/10.4324/9781003023050-3>.

DOMINYKAS RUDOKAS is a historian. He is currently continuing his master’s studies at
the Faculty of History of Vilnius University. In 2025 he graduated the Faculty of History of
Vilnius University with a bachelor’s degree. The topic of his thesis was ,Lithuanian prison-
ers in Nazi German concentration camps in 1941-1945"
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IRENA SUTINIENE is a senior historian at the Genocide and Resistance Research Centre
of Lithuania. Research interests: social memory (soviet period, generations, ethnic group
dentity; ethnical / generational identity; biographical research). Author of scietifical arti-
cles, co-author of collective monographs. From colective monographs can be mentioned
these: Gime socializme: pirmoji sovietmecio karta, kolektyviné monografija, 2016 (Born in
Socialism: The First Generation of the Soviet Era. A Collective Monograph); Klaipédos krastas
1945-1960 m.: naujos visuomenés kurimasis ir jo atspindZiai Seimy istorijose, 2019 (Klaipé-
da region 1945-1960: the formation of the new society’ and its reflections in family stories);
Etniskumas ir identitetai Pietryciy Lietuvoje: raiSka, veiksniai ir kontekstai, 2016 (Ethnicity
and identities in Southeastern Lithuania: expressions and contexts); Sovietmecio atmintis
gyvenimo istorijose, 2013 (Soviet memory in life stories); Nuo Basanaviciaus, Vytauto DidZio-
jo iki Molotovo ir Ribbentropo: atminties ir atminimo kulttry transformacijos XX-XXI amZiu-
je, 2011 (From Basanavicius and Vytautas the Great to Molotov and Ribbentrop: Transforma-
tions of Memory and Remembrance Cultures in the 20th-21st Centuries).

ANDRIUS TUMAVICIUS is a historian, Phd student in Institute of Baltic Region History
and Archaeology, Klaipéda university. Graduated from the Vilnius University Faculty of
History in 2003 with a Master’s degree in History. Has been working at the Genocide and
Resistance Research Centre of Lithuania since 2005. Field of interest - Stalinism in Lith-
uania. Andrius Tumavicius's research interests focus on the issues of armed anti-Soviet
resistance. He has been participating in the ,Women in the Post-War Armed Resistance
in Lithuania, 1944-1953" research project for the past four years. Mr Tumavicius is also in-
terested in investigations into criminal actions carried out by partisans and investigations
into Soviet collaborators (istrebki, communists, Komsomol members, and so on).

RIMANTAS ZIZAS is a historian, Doctor of Humanities. Worked previously at the Lithua-
nian Institute of History, now a senior specialist at the Genocide and Resistance Research
Centre of Lithuania. Research areas: War crimes during the Soviet and Nazi periods. Major
works: Christoph Dieckmann, Vytautas Toleikis, Rimantas Zizas, Karo belaisviy ir civiliy
gyventojy Zudyneés Lietuvoje, 1941-1944, 2005 (The Murder of Prisoners of War and the Civil-
ian Population in Lithuania, 1941-1944); Sovietiniai partizanai Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m., 2014
(Soviet Partisans in Lithuania, 1941-1944); Atmintis: 16-osios lietuviskosios Sauliy divizijos
kariams ir kitiems kovotojams, Zuvusiems Antrajame pasauliniame kare (Memory: To the
Soldiers of the 16th Lithuanian Rifle Division and Other Fighters Who Died in World War I,
comp. Monika Trinkunaité, Rimantas Zizas, 2015).
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Gairés autoriams

Recenzuojami tik straipsniai, atitinkantys toliau iSdéstytus formaliuosius Zurnalo reika-
lavimus. Straipsniai turi buti pateikti sklandzia ir taisyklinga lietuviy ar angly kalba, tech-
niskai tvarkingi.

Redakcija pasilieka teise nepublikuoti kalbos reikalavimy neatitinkancio straipsnio.

1. Formaliejireikalavimai

Visy Zurnalui sitlomy teksty autoriai pateikia duomenis apie save — vardas, pavarde,
mokslo laipsniai, instituciné prieskyra, el. pasto adresas korespondencijai, ORCID ID (re-
komenduojama).

Teikiamuose straipsniuose turi buti suformuluotas tyrimo tikslas, nurodyti uzdaviniai,
jvardytas objektas, metodas, aptartas nagrinéjamos problemos istirtumo laipsnis. Taip
pat tikimasi, kad bus nurodomi Saltiniai, paisoma citavimo tikslumo, pateikiami ir pagrin-
dziami tyrimy rezultatai, daromos iSvados, pateiktas literaturos ir Saltiniy sarasas.

Su straipsniu pateikiama santrauka, kurioje turi buti:
straipsnio pavadinimas (ir angly k.);

santrauka (pasirinktinai lietuviy, angly, vokie¢iy arba pranctzy kalbomis) iki 2000
spaudos ZenKly, reikdminiai Zodziai (iki 5 ZodZiy, lietuviy ir angly bei kita pageidaujama
kalba).

Optimali publikuojamo straipsnio apimtis - 1autorinis lankas (40 000 spaudos ZenKly,
jskaitant iSnasu teksta ir tarpus). Jei siilomos medZiagos (straipsniy ir $altiniy publikaci-
ju) apimtis vir$ija 1 autorinj lanka, dél galimybés ja paskelbti reikia tartis su vyriausiuoju
redaktoriumi. Minimali publikuojamo straipsnio apimtis - 0,5 autorinio lanko. [ autori-
nj lanka jeina straipsnio tekstas, priedai (Saltiniai, lentelés, schemos, Zemélapiai ir pan.),
iliustracijos, dvi santraukos (lietuviy ir angly kalbomis, o reikalui esant - ir kita uzZsienio
kalba, parinkta atsizvelgiant j tikéting publikacijos adresatg). Priedai turi buti siun¢iami
atskirais failais, o ne tik patalpinti tekste. Mokslinio veikalo recenzijos ir apzvalgos reko-
menduojama apimtis yra 5000-11 000 Zenkly. Kronika (mokslinio jvykio / renginio apzval-
ga) rekomenduojamas ilgis yra 2000-5000 Zenkly.
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1. Straipsnio jteikimas

Tekstai ir jy priedai priimami tik elektroniniu pavidalu Microsoft Word formatu (siunciant
el. pastu kristina.burinskaite@genocid.lt, asmeniskai jteikiant laikmena arba prisiregis-
travusi zurnalo tinklapyje (http://www.zurnalaivu.lt/gr/). Tekstas rengiamas Times New
Roman Sriftu 12 pt dydziu, 1,5 linijy intervalu. Pateikiant straipsnio rankrastj el. pastu,
laiSke turi buti deklaruota straipsnio orginalumas, t. y., kad jis nebuvo publikuotas kitame
leidinyje.

2. Mokslinis aparatas

Genocidas ir rezistencija laikosi toliau aptartos citavimo, nuorody pateikimo ir literattiros
saraso sudarymo tvarkos, kuria rekomenduojame musy autoriams.

1. Cituojant lietuviska Saltinj, citata Zymima kabutémis, kitakalbés citatos pateikiamos
kursyvu. Cituojant kabutése skyrybos Zenklas (kablelis, taskas) po citatos raSomas uz ka-
buciy, pvz, A a a b b b“ Tik tuomet, kai sakinys ir prasideda ir baigiasi citata, skyrybos
Zenklas rasomas pries paskutines kabutes, pvz, ,A a a, a a a.“ Vidinés kabutés rasomos
viengubos, pvz.,, ,Aaabbb'aaa”

11. Kai citata yra didesnés apimties negu kelios eilutés, ji iSkeliama j atskira pastrai-
pa. ISkeltinés citatos pateikiamos be kabuciy, jos atskiriamos tarpu tarp eiluciy ir ren-
kamos mazesniu riftu (11 pt dydziu, 1,15 linijy intervalu).

1.2. Visos darbo autoriaus korekcijos citatoje Zymimos lauZtiniais skliaustais [aaal.
Pateikiant citata ne nuo sakinio pradzios, ji pradedama rasyti mazaja raide, pradZioje
daugtaskis neraSomas. Kai citata baigiama anksciau nei cituojamo sakinio pabaiga, po
jos raSomas daugtaskis lauztiniuose skliaustuose [...].

1.3. Citatas kitomis kalbomis rekomenduojama pateikti iSverstas j lietuviy kalbg. Pri-
reikus citatos pateikiamos ir originalo kalbomis, tada jas rekomenduojama iSversti.

2. Metai rasomi arabiskais skaitmenimis ir santrumpa m., pvz., 1861 m.; deSimtmeciai ra-
Somi arabiskais skaitmenimis arba visu Zodziu, pvz., 8-asis deSimtmetis arba astuntasis de-
Simtmetis, 7-ajame deSimtmetyje arba septintajame desimtmetyje; amziai raSomi romeénis-
kais skaitmenimis ir santrumpa a., pvz., XVI a; kai laiko tarpas raSomas pilnai, tarp arabisky
ir roménisky skaitmenuy rasomas ilgasis bruksnys be tarpeliy, pvz., 1815-1831 m.; VI-XX a.; kai
metai pateikiami skliausteliuose, santrumpa m. neraSoma, pvz., (1900) arba (1579-1832).

2.1. Pilna data gali buti raSoma ilguoju arba trumpuoju budu. Trumpuoju budu ra-
Soma arabiskais skaitmenimis tokia tvarka: metai, ménuo, diena; skaiciai atskiriami
trumpais bruksneliais, pvz.: 1987-06-16. Ilguoju budu metai ir diena raSoma arabiskais
skaitmenimis su santrumpomis m. ir d., ménuo visu zodZiu, pvz., 1987 m. birzelio 16 d.

3. Lotynisku alfabetu rasyti asmenvardZziai pateikiami originalo rasybos forma su pil-
nais vardais, kitais alfabetais uZrasyti asmenvardziai transliteruojami j lotyniska alfabeta

186



2026 1(59) Gairés autoriams
Genocidas ir rezistencija Guidelines for authors

pagal Lietuviy kalbos komisijos patvirtintas taisykles. Pirma kartg paminéjus pilng as-
menvardj, toliau raSoma pirma vardo raidé ir pilna pavardé, o esant reikalui (kai sutampa
keliy asmeny pavardés) - pavardé su inicialu. Dievy, $ventyjy, karaliy, imperatoriy, kuni-
gaiksciy, popieziy, kardinoly, arkivyskupy ir vyskupuy vardai tradiciskai rasomi lietuviskai.

4. Nelietuviski vietovardziai pateikiami pagal dabar nusistovéjusia tvarka - transkribuoti
lietuviSkai, vadovaujamasi Valstybinés lietuviy kalbos komisijos nutarimais. Klaidingai ar
pagal senasias normas parasyti vietovardziai — pagal dabartine vartosena. Sutrumpintos
vietovardZiy formos rasomos pilnos. ISimtiniais atvejais paliekama originalo rasyba, kai
vietovardzio tarimas ir raSymas lietuviskoje literattroje jvairuoja, turi seng tradicija arba
yra visiS$kai neZinomas, nejtrauktas j Zinynus ar enciklopedijas.

5. DidZigja raide rasomi tikriniai vardai ir iSskirtine reikSme turintys pavadinimai bei
terminai. Jeigu juos sudaro daugiau nei vienas zodis, didZigja raide raSomi visi zodziai,
pvz., Bazny¢ia, Sv¢. Gailestingumo Motina, Lietuvos Persitvarkymo Sajudis.

5.1. Religiniy bendrijy pavadinimuose didZiosiomis raidémis raSomi visi pavadinimo
zodziai, pvz.: Romos Kataliky Baznycia, Evangeliky Liuterony Baznycia ir kt.

6. Knygy ar kity leidiniy, filmy, paveiksly, imoniy pavadinimai tekste raSomi tiesiai, ,
pvz., uzdaroji akciné bendrove ,Sapnas®. Straipsniy, eilérasciy ar teksto smulkesniy daliy
pavadinimai rasSomi kabutése.

7. Lotynisku alfabetu rasyti institucijy pavadinimai tekste iSverciami, prireikus skliaustuo-
se ar iSnasoje kursyvu pateikiant originalia forma. Simboliniai pavadinimai raSomi originalo
forma, kitais alfabetais uzrasyti asmenvardZiai transliteruojami j lotyniska alfabeta.

8. Kai knygoje ar leidinyje niekur néra nurodyta leidimo vieta, metai, tai Zymima san-
trumpomis lauZtiniuose skliaustuose, pvz., be vietos - [s. L], be metuy - [s. a.]; rekonstruota
tikroji leidimo vieta ir metai nurodomi lauZtiniuose skliaustuose.

9. I5nasos dedamos tik puslapio apacioje (footnotes), numeruojamos arabiskais skait-
menimis; iSskyrus atvejj, jei tekste yra viena iSnasa, ji gali buti pazyméta zvaigzdute; taip
pat panasiu budu galima iSskirti teksto turiniui nepriklausancia iSnasa, pvz., nuoro-
das apie tekste pristatomo tyrimo rémima, projekta, kurio metu parengtas tekstas ir kt.
Tekste i$nasos Zenklas dedamas prie$ skyrybos Zenklg, pvz., ---1; ,---“. I8keltinéje (atskira
pastraipa teikiamoje) citatoje iSna$os Zenklas dedamas po paskutinio skyrybos Zenklo.
Straipsnyje ar publikacijoje taikoma iStisiné iSnasy numeracija.

10. Kitakalbiy leidiniy aprasas pateikiamas originalo kalba ir raSmenimis; nelotynisko
alfabeto antrastiniai duomenys transliteruojami j lotyniska alfabeta, antrastiniai duome-
nys Kirilica pateikiami originalo forma arba transliteruoti j lotyniska alfabeta. Jei nuoroda
turi DOI koda, jj reikia nurodyti. Esant reikalui lauZtiniuose skliaustuose galima pateikti
pavadinimo ar kity duomeny vertima j lietuviy kalba:
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1. Autoriyteisés

Genocidas irrezistencija - atvirosios prieigos Zurnalas ir remiasi Kurybiniy bendriju licen-
cija - Priskyrimas (kategorija CC BY). Tai reiSkia, kad autoriaus teisés (©) garantuojamos
teksto autoriui, taciau pagal CC BY licencijg kirinj leidZiama laisvai ir neribotai naudoti,
be kita ko, kopijuoti, daryti pakeitimus ir kurti iSvestinius kurinius, naudoti komerciniais
ir nekomerciniais tikslais, su salyga, kad nurodomas pradinis informacijos $altinis ir au-
torius. Placiau apie licencijos salygas Zr.<https://creativecommons.org/licenses/?lang=It>.

Pateikty rankrasciy ar jy daliy sutapties tikrinimas ir autorystés nustatymas atlieka-
mas naudojant Crossref Similarity Check / iThenticate. Taciau redakciné kolegija, net ir
naudodamasi Siuolaikinémis elektroninés patikros sistemomis bei patyrusiy recenzenty
pagalba, neturi galimybés sulyginti pateikiamy straipsniy su didZiule paskelbty istorijos
teksty visuma, todél straipsniy originalumas ir kity autoriy teisiy paisymas cituojant ar
perfrazuojant kity idéjas, ar svetimo kurinio dalj yra publikuojamy autoriy atsakomybés
objektas. Pastebéjus plagiata po straipsnio publikavimo Redakcija skelbia straipsnio at-
Saukima.

Redakciné kolegija
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Guidelines for Authors

The peer review process is initiated only if the manuscript: is written in clear and concise
Lithuanian or English language; papers below the journal’s standard can be rejected for
this reason alone; is a technically as well as grammatically correct copy; satisfies the for-
mal requirements of the journal.

1. Formalrequirements

Authors of all texts submitted to the journal must provide information about themsel-
ves — name, surname, degrees, e-mail address for correspondence and institutional af-
filiation. Submitted papers must state the aim of the research, the objectives, the object,
the method and the degree of investigation of the problem under study. The research
methodology, the style of the text or the type of discourse (structure of the paper, ar-
gumentation model) are a matter of free choice for the authors.A list of literature and
sources should be included. ORCID ID (is recommended)

The article should be accompanied by abstracts:
the title of the artcile;

an abstract (optionally in Lithuanian, English, German or French) of up to 2,000 cha-
racters;

Keywords (up to five words in English and Lithuanian, and any other preferred langu-
age);

The optimum length of a published article is 40,000 characters, including footnotes and
spaces. If the length of the proposed material (articles and source publications) exceeds
40,000 characters, the possibility of publication should be discussed with the Editor-in-Chief.
The minimum length of an article to be published is 20,000 characters. This includes the text
of the article, appendices (such as sources, tables, charts or maps), illustrations and two abs-
tracts (in Lithuanian and English, and, if necessary, in another foreign language, chosen ac-
cording to the likely audience of the publication). The recommended length of the review and
the synopsis of the work is between 5,000 and 11,000 characters. The recommended length of
areview of a scientific or other event is 2,000-5,000 characters.

2. Paper submission

Texts and their appendices are accepted only in electronic form (by e-mail to kristina.
burinskaite@genocid.lt, or on the webpage of journal (https//www.journals.vu.lt/gr/). Files
must be drafted using Microsoft Word, illustrations must be saved in the following for
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mats: *.gif, *jpg (*jpeg), * tif, the latter without compression. The text must be prepared
in accordance with the Lithuanian character encoding standards supported by Microsoft
Office and later versions, in Times New Roman font, 12 pt size, 1.5 line spacing. Emailed
submissions should be accompaniedby a letter which declares that the paper is original,
ie, has not been published previously and is not submitted for publication in any other
journal or book.

1. Scientific framework

“Genocidas ir rezistencija” follows the procedures for citation, referencing and the compi-
lation of the list of references discussed below, which our authors are strongly recommen-
ded to follow.

1. When citing a Lithuanian source, a quotation should be marked with quotation
marks; quotations in foreign languages should be in italics. When using quotation marks,
the punctuation mark (comma, full stop) at the end of the quotation is placed after the
final quotation mark, e.g. A a a “b b b b”. Only when a sentence begins and ends with a
quotation is the punctuation mark placed before the last quotation mark, e.g. “Aaa,aaa
a". Internal quotation marks are single,e.g.“Aaa‘bbb’aaa”.

11. When a quotation is more than a few lines long, it should be given in a separate
paragraph. Quotations presented in a separate paragraph have no quotation marks, but
be separated by line spacing and set in a smaller font.

1.2. All changes to a quotation by the author are indicated by square brackets [aaa]. If
the quotation does not start at the beginning of a sentence, it should be lowercased and
is not preceded by an ellipsis. Where the quotation ends before the end of the quoted
sentence, it is followed by an ellipsis in square brackets [...].

2. Years are written with Arabic numerals, e.g. 1861; decades are written with Arabic nu-
merals or the full word, e.g. 1970s or eighties, in the 1960s or in the seventies; centuries are
written with Arabic numerals and the abbreviation century, e.g. 16" century.; when a time
period is written in full, an en-dash without spaces is used between the Arabic numerals,
e.g.1815-1831; 6"-20™ centuries.

2.1. The full date may be written in a long or short form. The short form is written

in Arabic numerals in the following order: day, month, year, separated by slash, e.g.

16/06/1987. In the long form, the day and the year are written in Arabic numerals, the

monthin full, e.g. 16 June 1987.

3. Surnames written in the Latin alphabet are given in their original spelling with their
first names; surnames written in other alphabets are transliterated into the Latin alpha-
bet in accordance with the rules approved by the Lithuanian Language Commission. After
the first mention of a full name, only the surname is used, and where appropriate (in the
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case of duplicate surnames) by the surname followed by the first letter of the first name.
The names of gods, saints, kings, emperors, princes, popes, cardinals, archbishops bishops
and the like are traditionally spelled in Lithuanian.

4. Non-Lithuanian place names are given in accordance with the current procedure -
they are transcribed in Lithuanian, in accordance with the decisions of the State Com-
mission of the Lithuanian Language. Place names spelled incorrectly or according to the
old spelling norms are spelled in accordance with their modern-day usage. Abbreviated
forms of place names must be written in full. In exceptional cases, the original spelling
may be retained when the pronunciation and spelling of the place name varies in Lithua-
nian literature, has an old tradition or is completely unknown, or is not included in dicti-
onaries or encyclopaedias.

5. Proper names, names and terms with a distinctive meaning are capitalised. If such
names or terms are made up of more than one word, each constituent word is capitalised,
e.g. the Church, the Mother of Mercy, the Lithuanian Reform Movement.

51.In the names of religious communities, all words in the name are capitalised, e.g.
the Roman Catholic Church, the Evangelical Lutheran Church.

6. The names of books or other publications, films, paintings and companies are italici-
sed in the text, except where they are given in an expanded form, i.e. with a commonplace
term and the name in quotation marks, e.g. private limited liability company “Sapnas”. Ti-
tles of articles, poems or smaller textual elements are given in quotation marks.

7. Names of institutions written in the Latin alphabet are translated in the text, with
the original form in italics in brackets or a footnote, as appropriate. Official names (e.g.
company or place names) are written in their original form, and personal names written
in other alphabets must be transliterated into the Latin alphabet.

8.Footnotes are placed at the bottom of the page, using Arabic numerals, except if there
is a single footnote in the text, which may be marked with an asterisk. Similarly, a footnote
not belonging to the content of the text may be distinguished in a similar way, e.g. refe-
rences to the sponsorship of research presented in the text, or the project on which the
text was based. In the text, the footnote mark is placed before a punctuation mark, e.g.
---1, “---"1In a citation given as a separate paragraph, the footnote mark is placed after
the last punctuation mark. Footnotes must be numbered consecutively within the article
or publication.

9. The description of publications in other languages shall be given inthe original lan-
guage and characters; non-Latin titles shall betransliterated into Latin, Cyrillic titles shall
be given in their originalform or transliterated into Latin. Where appropriate, a translati-
on ofthe title or other data into Lithuanian may be given in square brackets.
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9.1. Bibliography (sources, references) shall be given in the end of the artiles. The data
for the description of the publication shall be takenfrom the title page of the publicati-
on and shall be presented without abbreviations or corrections.

9.2. The description of books and other publications shall first of allindicate the au-
thor's first name(s) and surname; no punctuation shallbe used in between. Next, the ti-
tle of the book shall follow in italics,separated by a comma. This is followed by the place
of publication(no more than two cities), the publishing house or publisher and theyear.
The place of publication is separated from the publishing houseor publisher by a colon;
the publisher is separated from the year by acomma. The page of the book is indicated
after the year; it isseparated by a comma and followed by the Lithuanian abbreviation.

Examples of references in a list of literature:

The Unknown War: Anti-Soviet armed resistance in Lithuania and its legacies, compiled by
Arunas Streikus, (ser.: Europa Country Perspectives, 6), London and New York: Routledge, 2002.

Bahry Donna, Silver Brian, ,Intimidation and the Symbolic Uses of Terorr in the USSR*, Ame-
rican Political Science Review, 1987, Vol. 81, No. 4, pp. 1065-1096, https://pure.psu.edu/en/publi-
cations/intimidation-and-the-symbolic-uses-of-terror-in-the-ussr>

Arvydas AnuSauskas [et. al], Lithuania in 1940-1991: the History of Occupied Lithuania, Vil-
nius: Genocide and resistance research centre of Lithuania.

TpaueBckuc P., MicmuHHaa ucmopus Jlumes! XX geka, BunbHioc, 2014. Should be translitera-
ted and presented in this way [Tracevskis R., Istinaja istorija Litvy XX veka, Vilnius, 2014].

Jurkuté Mingailé, ,Du Noreikos: Optinis taikiklis pries titnago kirvuka informaciniuose ka-
ruose”, in: <https://www.delfi.lt/news/ringas/lit/mingaile-jurkute-du-noreikos-optinis-taikiklis-
pries-titnago-kirvuka-informaciniuose-karuose.d?id=86454141>

Quoting

Aurimas Svedas, Istoriko teritorija, Vilnius: Aukso Zuvys, 2020, p. 13.
Aurimas Svedas, op. cit., p. 126.

Ibid., p. 29.

Tomas Vaiseta, Vasarnamis..., p. 101.

The Unknown War, p. 52.

Acta Academiae Artium Vilnensis, 2006, Vol. 41: Sventyjy relikvijos Lietuvos kulttiroje, compi-
led by Tojana Raciunaité, p. 145.

Lietuviy kataliky mokslo akademijos metrastis, 2011, Vol. 35, p. 213.

Lituanus, Chicago, 2010, Vol. 56, No. 1, p. 10.

Naujasis Zidinys-Aidai, 2011, No. 5, pp. 317-327.

Pasaulio lietuvis, Lemont, 1997, No. 2, pp. 11-13.

Viltis: Visuomeneés, literattiros ir politikos laikrastis, 1913-01-06 (19), No. 3 (790), p. 2.
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Enrika Kripiené, ,Juozas Sibaila-Merainis®, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2021, No. 2 (50), p. 80—
106.

Jurgita Siauéitnaité-Verbickiené, ,Zydai“, Lietuvos DidZiosios KunigaiksStystés kultura: Tyri-
néjimai ir vaizdai, compiled by Vytautas AliSauskas, Liudas JovaiSa, Mindaugas Paknys, Rimvy-
das Petrauskas, Eligijus Raila, Vilnius: Aidai, 2001, p. 796-809.

Monikos Aluizaités tardymo protokolas, transcript of 16-01-1951, in: Lietuvos ypatingasis ar-
chyvas (hereafter - LYA), f. K-1, descr. 58, file No. 28598/3, vol. 3, envelope No. 6, p. 6-2.

The Editorial Board undertakes to advise, where necessary, postgraduate and doctoral
students and young researchers preparing their first scientific publications.

All articles and source publications in Genocidas ir rezistencija journal are peer-re-
viewed anonymously by two reviewers. Authors are only informed of the reviews if the
texts have been assessed as being in need of revision and if the reviewers’ comments may
contribute to necessary corrections. The Editorial Board does not undertake to provide
explanations to the authors of rejected texts. The maximum time limit for the Editorial
Board to decide whether to publish, reject or return a text for revision is 4 months. This
deadline is not directly linked to the timing of the eventual publication, which may depend
on the formatting of thematic issues.

All texts to be published are reviewed from a linguistic point of view and, if necessary,
corrected by editors. Authors are provided with the typeset texts in electronic format for
proofreading and authorisation. When returning the text to the editorial board, authors
shall confirm their authorisation and consent to its publication in Genocidas ir rezistenci-
jaand access through associated databases by simple or electronic signature or by e-mail.

In case of any uncertainties concerning the subject matter, the principles of preparati-
on or any other issues related to the subject matter of the Genocidas ir rezistencija jour-
nal, please contact the Editor-in-Chief.

Editorial board
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I angly kalba verté ir korektura skaité UAB ,Metropolio vertimai“
Lietuviy kalbos redaktoré Sigita Simelionyté
Maketo autoré Evelina Garliauskiené
Maketavo Dalé Dubonieneé

Pirmame vir$elyje - PrieSrinkiminis mitingas Siauliuose. 1940 m. birZelis
(Saugotojas ,Ausros” muziejus)
<https://www.facebook.com/photo?fbid=4314581919755set=mitingas-%C5%Aliauliuo-
se-1940-m%C5%Alaltinis-wwwdelcampenetatsiunt%C4%97-rlaurutavi%C4%8Dius>

Mitingas Siauliuose. 1940 m. birzelis
(Saugotojas ,Ausros” muziejus)
<https://www.skrastas.lt/gyvenimo-spalvos/
tvanas-siaulius-uzklupo-netiketai#lg=1&slide=2>

195



2026-06-22. Tirazas 150 egz. 12,25 sp. L.

ISleido Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir
rezistencijos tyrimo centras,

Didzioji g. 17, 01128 Vilnius,
leidyba@genocid.lt
www.genocid.lt

Spausdino UAB, Petro ofsetas”
Naujoji Riovoniy g. 25C,
LT-03153 Vilnius



SIAME LEIDINYJE | THIS ISSUE

Andrius Tumaviéius
Pirmieji soviety
kolaborantai Lietuvoje
1940-yjy vasara: socialinio
lifto ieskotojai ar idéjiniai
komunistai?

(Siauliy apskrities atvejis)

Dominykas Rudokas
Lietuviai naciy
koncentracijos stovyklose
1941-1945 m

Rimantas Zizas
Gyventojy Zudynes
Svencioniy kraste 1942 m.
geguzes 19-20 d. vykdant
kersto alicija uz sovietiniy
partizany nuZudytus
vokieciy pareiginus

I dalis

Irena Sutiniené

Koloboravimo su XX a.
okupaciniais reZimais
samprata Lietuvos
ViSUomenes nuomoneje:
interpretacijos ir
aktualumas

Irena Sutiniené

The Concept of
Collaboration with
20th-Century

Occupation Regimes in
Lithuanian Public Opinion:
Interpretations and
Relevance

Daina Bleiere

Latvians and the Soviet
System in the

1970s and 1980s:
Challenges of Adaptation
and Collaboration

Monika Rogers

Right to Privacy and
Personal Data Protection
in Russia, Lithuania and
Germany: From History
to Current Discourses

www.genocid.lt



