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he repression of the population in
Lithuania started on the first day

of the Soviet occupation on 15th June 1940
and continued until the 31st of August 1993
when the Soviet-Russian Army finally re-
turned home. The Soviet authorities car-
ried out deportations, mass killings, im-
prisonment, and sovietification of the
Lithuanian people and Soviet colonists
were settled in Lithuania.

Soviet-oriented historians have tried
to �justify� the mass deportations by re-
ferring to Lithuanian partisan activity,
but in fact the deportations were largely
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Final words by Lithuanian General Jonas Þemaitis in the KGB Court, Moscow 1954.

T
directed against the so-called �enemies of
the people� of which a majority had never
been partisans1 . The Soviets deported
whole families; infants, children, women
and elderly to Siberia. Altogether the So-
viets deported 12 percent of the popula-
tion2 . A rough estimate is that during
the period 1940-1990 Lithuania lost one
third of its population due to war, de-
struction and repression, as well as to
emigration and deportations � a total
equal to about one million citizens.

Following the secret 1939 Molotov-
Ribbentrop Pact between the Soviet Un-

ion and Germany the Soviet Union oc-
cupied Lithuania on 15 June 1940 and
formally annexed it on the 3 August 1940.
The Lithuanian nation never agreed to
occupation or subjugation. The people
of Lithuania resisted in all possible ways,
and struggled to win back their freedom
and independence. Despite the repression,
underground resistance organizations
formed, and a mass revolt took place on
23-27 June 1941 following the German
attack on the Soviet Union on 22 June
1941. The revolt briefly liberated the larg-
est part of the territory of Lithuania that
was occupied by the Soviets, and re-estab-
lished the independent Republic of Lithua-
nia that formed a Provisional Government.
Molotov, then Soviet Minister of Foreign
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Affairs, condemned Lithuania and Lithua-
nians in Radio Moscow for the revolt.

German occupation of Lithuania fol-
lowed from 1941 to 1944. The occupa-
tional regime of Germany was also based
on extreme violence and repression, and
mass exterminations of the population
were carried out. The new occupation of
the Lithuania as well as repression and
terror stimulated a natural necessity to
resist the occupant and violator. The
defense was primarily aimed at the re-es-
tablishment of the independent Lithua-
nian State. The Lithuanian Freedom Army
(LFA) was founded in December 1941,
and its first headquarters were established
in Vilnius on the initiative of Lieutenant
Kazys Veverskis. It must be pointed out
that LFA was first of all a military organi-
zation that preferred to restore Lithua-
nian independence by the use of armed
force against the Germans, and it was not
a political organisation.

As the war progressed the German re-
treat began. When the front was still
rather far away, Lithuanians hoped that
Western countries would stop the Soviet

army at the Lithuanian border, and few
realized that incorporation of the Baltic
States into the Soviet Union was to come.
Hopes for renewed freedom were raised
by the Atlantic Charter, which was pro-
claimed on 8 August 1941 by Churchill
and Roosevelt. This agreement laid out
the general principles for the basis of peace
after Germany�s defeat. It underlined the
right of every nation to restore independ-
ence, which had been taken away by ag-
gressors during the war. Thus Lithuanians
fought against the Germans and then the
Soviets, and waited for a war between the
West and the Soviet Union. At the end of
World War II in the West, Lithuania was
the first Baltic State to start fighting trying
to defend the free world from communism.

Lithuania met the second Soviet occu-
pation unprepared and disorganized.
Because of the experience from the first
Soviet occupation, there was much deter-
mination to fight, but there were no bat-
tle plans or outlines and, most impor-
tantly, there was no political or military
leadership3 . Some leaders of the anti-So-
viet and anti-Nazi resistance had been put

in German camps and prisons, and many
higher rank officers and patriotic offic-
ers had been sent to Siberia or were ex-
ecuted during the first Soviet occupation.
Other officers, fearful of the Red terror,
had escaped to the West. The Lithuanian
anti-Soviet partisan movement began in
earnest the summer of 1944 and reached
its peak in the spring of 1945, but at the
same time Soviet repression grew stronger.
Lithuanians were terrorized, raped, shot,
imprisoned and deported to Siberia. Al-
most all of the Lithuanian army�s high-
ranking officers, who might have been
expected to organize resistance, had fled
into exile. Besides, before the Second
World War there was no teaching of non-
conventional war fighting in the Lithua-
nian Army Military Academy and NCO
school, and especially the older officers,
trained in conventional warfare, found it
difficult to adapt. The Lithuanian writer
Algirdas Julius Greimas gave a sarcastic
but accurate description of the psycho-
logical drama, which he himself experi-
enced � �I saw that those officers of ours who
pretended to be members of the resistance were
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shit. It�s possible to trust lieutenants and cap-
tains, but not colonels� 4 .

The entire resistance struggle can be
conditionally divided into three periods:

First period:
Summer 1944 to spring 1946

During this time, the resistance groups
were established spontaneously. Officers
and NCOs of the former Lithuanian army
mostly led these groups, but only few of-
ficers and NCOs had survived two occu-
pations. The resistance fighters acted in
battalion or company level units, mostly
during daytime, and used regular Army
tactics. More than half of the estimated
30 thousand partisans who fell in battle,
died during the first fighting period. The
struggle in this period was very bloody.
Partisans had units from battalion to com-
pany size, but they did not have higher-
ranking officers to co-ordinate the effort,
and many had little experience in war-
fare. There is no statistic of casualties on
either side and they will probably never
be known, but an informed guess on the

total number of losses of Lithuanians
partisans could be about than 30 thousand.
As the partisans could chose time and place
for the engagements the Soviet side suffered
perhaps more than 80 thousand casualties5 .

The Soviet government brought two
NKVD (later MGB and KGB) divisions,
four Border regiments, and recruited
about seven thousand local army helpers,
so-called �stribai�, for use against the par-
tisans. When needed other regular army
units including air force and artillery were
brought in to Lithuania. M.A. Suslov, the
main ideologist of communism at this
time and a member of the Soviet Polit-
buro, came to Lithuania assigned with the
special task of putting down the Lithua-
nian resistance-movement. It is an indica-
tion of the seriousness of the problem he
faced, that he said � �There will be a Lithua-
nia, but without Lithuanians� �6 .

The Soviets employed up to about
100.000 soldiers against the Lithuanian
partisans.

The frontline units used against the
partisans were the 2nd and 4th NKVD
divisions. The 4th �General Vetrov� divi-

sion was transferred to Lithuania after
fighting in the Northern Caucasus and
Crimea, and was especially cruel. It eradi-
cated some villages and their inhabitants
in the Dzukija region of Lithuania dur-
ing Christmas of 1944. The NKVD sol-
diers lived almost as prisoners, and were
often short of food and clothes. Fre-
quently, they fought without officers, but
even together with officers the NKVD
soldiers were allowed to rape, rob and kill
non-combatant Lithuanians. During the
whole resistance period NKVD workers
handled captured resistance fighters and
civilian people in a very brutal way. Try-
ing to intimidate others, the fighters and
often also innocent civilian people were
brutally tortured. Killed Lithuanians were
disgraced, clothes were removed from
corpses, ears and noses were cut, and five-
cornered stars were carved on their breasts.

Second period:
Spring 1946 to the end of 1949

As the Soviets expanded their control,
the partisans split into much smaller
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groups of approximately from 5 to 15
partisans, and fundamentally changed their
tactics. They spent the daylight hours in
well-camouflaged bunkers and mostly car-
ried out combat operations at night, fight-
ing in often very well planned ambushes.
The independent groups were gradually
subordinated to a district, and began to
concern themselves with the eventual con-
solidation of all partisan forces and sup-
port the creation of a united leadership.
But only in February 1949 was this proc-
ess completed. The widespread armed re-
sistance partially became an organized
military structure. Most partisan units
based their activity on military regula-
tions, �statutes�, drafted by themselves,
wore military uniforms or at least distinc-
tive signs, carried arms in public, and is-
sued decrees for the fighters as well as for
the civilian population. The partisans�
military action and propaganda hindered
the establishment of administrative insti-
tutions of occupation authorities in ru-
ral districts, and disturbed the organiza-
tion of the formal Soviet elections to the
bodies of the occupational authorities. The
partisans also assisted in the efforts to

boycott mobilization to the occupational
army, fought collaborators, impeded the
collectivization, and resisted the coloni-
zation of the country and the nationali-
zation of private property, and thus de-
ferred the general demoralization of the
population. The partisans published more
than 70 periodicals and non-periodical
newspapers.  Many of the published pam-
phlets tried to inform the population of
the international situation and to main-
tain the national Lithuanian identity.
During this period partisans many times
succeeded in breaking the Soviet �Iron
Curtain� and send representatives to the
West to ask for help against the Soviet
occupation. One example of a Partisans�
plea to supporters in the free world, which
clearly illustrates the despair and hope-
lessness of the situation, read:

�Lithuanian partisans have understood very
well that alone they could not resist bolshevism.
But not all of us agreed that we could go like
animals to the slaughterhouse. We believed with-
out a doubt in the victory of truth and in the
conscience of the Western world. Courageously
we stood in an uneven fight, having no doubt
that the Free World, which shows off its ideals

of freedom, will not let bolshevism � the shame
of civilization � spread out and dominate the
Baltic States and even Eastern Europe� We
believed in promises, but we were deceived� We
believed that by fighting we would be able to
exist for a few years with our armed forces and
the iron will of the Lithuanian nation� But it
went the other way. Nations who fought for
their freedom were left hopelessly alone� Thanks
gentlemen! Through your indecision and delay
bolshevism has made terrible wounds to the
Lithuanian nation. Communism destroyed part
of the nation by deportations to Siberia and
another part was put into jails for a slow death.
Against the partisans the Soviet NKVD used
means of torture never before known in the world:
the soles of feet were burnt, the flesh underneath
the fingernails was pricked, fingernails were pulled
off, arms and legs were broken, sex organs were
damaged, the skin peeled off the body��

Partisans� message to Western politicians7.
A consolidation of all partisan forces

was achieved only in February 1949 when
all the leaders of Freedom Fighters
throughout Lithuania had a secret meet-
ing. The Freedom Fighters created a uni-
fied council by uniting into the LLKS
(Lithuanian Freedom Fighting Move-
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ment), which would coordinate the po-
litical and military activities of the un-
derground movement. The leaders of the
Freedom Fighters formulated and ap-
proved the rules and regulations, some
partisan field manuals, and a criminal code
to the fighters and populations. They ac-
cepted an advanced doctrine for tactics
of resistance and worked to improve ties
with supporters in the West. The Free-
dom Fighters meeting approved a Supreme
Council, and selected General Jonas Þemaitis
as chairman. All members of this Council
died in battle or were shot in jails.

Third period: 1950 to 1953

The resistance movement gradually
declined during this period. The activity
of the KGB agents and KGB shock groups
was increasing, and the incidents of trea-
son were growing in number8 . KGB shock
troops disguised as partisans killed many
civilian people in an attempt to discredit
the Freedom Fighters. The Soviet authori-
ties refused to recognize the partisans as
freedom fighters and declared that they
were simply bandits who robbed and

killed peace-loving citizens. Soviet propa-
ganda varied this concept of banditry,
capitalists, landowners and high-ranking
officials of the Smetona (last Lithuanian
President) regime9 . However, such asser-
tions were refuted simply by the fact that
hardly a tenth of the freedom fighters
could be called representatives of the �ex-
ploiting classes�. The partisan movement
was most widespread in Dzukija, one of
the poorest regions of Lithuania 10 .

Individual partisan groups and sole
partisans continued the struggle for a few
more years. The last active partisan Antanas
Kraujelis perished in the struggle on 17
March 1965. The partisan struggle went
on record in Lithuanian history as a war
for the right of national independence.
It is uncertain whether this struggle was
responsible for the fact that fewer Soviet
citizens came to settle down in Lithuania
than in Latvia and Estonia, where the
partisan movement was much weaker 11 .

Although the armed struggle was sup-
pressed, the resistance of the Lithuanian
population against the occupants contin-
ued. It simply took other forms: under-
ground organizations were founded con-

stantly, prohibited literature was dissemi-
nated, cultural resistance took place, and
dissident movement for human and civil
rights grew until the Lithuanian people fi-
nally succeeded in regaining their independ-
ence as a free democratic nation in 1991.

1 J.P. Kedys, 1994. Terorizuojama ir
naikinama Lietuva 1938-1991. [Lithuania un-
der destruction and terrorisation 1938-1991].
�Ryto� spaustuvë, Klaipëda. p. 409.

2 See annex A and B. Arvydas Anu�auskas,
1996. Lietuviø tautos sovietinis naikinimas
1940-1958 metais. [Soviets destruction of the
Lithuanian Nation 1940-1958]. �Mintis�.
Vilnius. pp.446-447. (Original in Russian).

3 Editor Saulius Þukas, 1999. �Lithuania.
Past, Culture, Present�. Baltos Lankos, Lithua-
nia. p.202.

4 ibid.
5 J.P. Kedys, 1994. p. 408.
6 Arvydas Anu�auskas, 1996. p. 408.
7 J.P. Kedys, 1994. p. 202.
8 See annex B. �MVD works results from

15 July 1944 to 25 October 1953 and Parti-
san war in the Lithuania in Numbers July 1944-
October 1953.� Quoted from Arvydas
Anu�auskas, 1996. pp.446-447.

9 Ibid, p.203.
10 J.P.Kedys, 1994. p.408.
11 J.P.Kedys, 1994. p. 203.
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Annex A
THE LITHUANIAN NATION IN 1940�1941 AND 1944�1953 MGB (KGB) STATISTICAL INFORMATION
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Annex B
PARTISAN WAR IN LITHUANIA IN FIGURES JULY 1944�1953 MGB (KGB) STATISTICAL INFORMATION
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Annex C
MVD (NKGB) work results from 15 July 1944 to 25 October 1953 (Translated from Russian)

detanimilE 4491 5491 6491 7491 8491 9491 0591 1591 2591 3591 latoT

sretneCdnammoCdnuorgrednU --- 7 2 1 2 2 1 1 --- 1 71

sffatStcirtsiDdnalanoigeR 5 13 51 5 21 61 8 3 3 5 301

)allireuG(stsilanoitaNdemrAforebmunlatoT 5154 42571 9915 1403 3742 6812 4401 8311 236 453 60183

delliK:sihtmorF 6342 7779 3412 0451 5311 2911 536 095 754 881 39002

detserrA 9702 7477 6503 1051 8331 499 904 845 571 611 36971

stsilanoitaNdemrAdezilageL 582 27263 5501 807 671 15 81 71 61 6 40683

spuorGdnasnoitazinagrOtsilanoitaN 661 918 005 363 933 044 262 422 98 35 5523

detserraforebmunlatoT 2614 37991 06701 6146 1844 9964 7043 6933 1311 159 67395

srelangisdnuorgrednudnasnoitazinagrOtsilanoitaNfosrebmeM:sihtmorF 613 2834 6763 0161 6801 8121 7701 349 733 502 05841

sretroppustsilanoitaNdemrA 923 3803 6891 5412 2111 4721 128 197 453 463 95221

elpoeP:detropeDforebmunlatoT --- 9744 2802 8393 28493 53723 167 75302 3022 --- 730601

seilimaFdddddddddffff --- 4021 105 2201 33211 3369 981 6315 213 --- 03292

seilimaFkaluK:sihtmorF --- 734 --- 206 8228 6887 371 8814 712 --- 13712

)stcarorretmorfrewsna(seilimaFtsilanoitaN --- 767 105 024 5003 7471 61 849 59 --- 9947

stcarorretstsilanoitaNdemrAforebmuN 458 4233 4532 2751 328 065 582 781 39 36 51101

stcaesehtnidelliK 285 9143 1372 6262 3761 8101 494 272 29 41 22921

setaroballoCteivoS:sihtmorF 352 744 394 992 652 221 38 25 71 --- 2202

sreidlosDVMnellaF 39 527 372 551 811 89 05 44 53 5 6951

snonnaC:detacsifnoC 4 4 1 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 9

snuGknat-itnA 01 01 9 --- 1 --- --- --- --- 1 13

sratroM --- 51 51 --- --- --- 1 --- --- 1 23

)tsuafreznaP(srehcnualedanerG --- 4 4 --- --- 1 --- --- --- 1 01

snugenihcaM 593 5221 105 213 802 671 16 67 84 21 4103

selfircitamotuA 606 5422 6611 497 325 225 192 372 091 77 *7866

selfiR 4884 6959 9593 5961 0901 489 894 784 613 801 *71632

slotsiP 615 2381 8761 5721 1001 9601 084 785 734 071 *5409

seniM 954 3041 2951 66 8 36 2 21 41 3 *2263

sedanergdnaH 6913 5485 3472 9051 268 617 413 702 291 74 *13651

snoitinummasuoiraV 816026 5657241 081617 693504 661681 545312 961371 520811 76394 81131 3603493

)gk(sevisolpxE --- 3,405 5,733 4,57 47 2,741 --- --- 4,8 3 8,9411

senihcamypocdnasretirwepyT 2 231 87 29 45 79 73 72 04 81 775


