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1. Introduction
In the Baltic states, the history of Estonian, Latvian, and Lithuanian
victims has been emphasized since the late 1980s.
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Nobuya Hashimoto

indicates that “victimhood nationalism” has consistently played a significant
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role in official narratives of the history of the Baltic states. However, their
history emphasizes not only their victims but also national heroes, as Liudas
Truska mentions that the “cult of ‘fighting and suffering’” and “heroicmasochistic historical conception” abounds in the narratives of Lithuanian
history.
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Essentially, it often describes Lithuanians as not only suffering

during the Soviet “occupation,” but also courageously resisting it. Hence, the
name of the Genocide and Resistance Research Center of Lithuania (hereafter,
“Genocide Center”) is symbolic in this respect as the term Genocide implies the
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Lithuanians’ “suffering” while the term Resistance denotes their “fighting.”
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Lithuanian historical narratives often describe the following events as
the Lithuanians’ resistance against Soviet occupation: (1) the Lithuanian
Activists Front (LAF) that organized anti-Soviet uprisings and established the
Provisional Government in June 1941; (2) the resistance movement “Forest
Brothers” from 1944 to the 1950s; (3) Romas Kalanta, who protested against
the occupation by committing suicide by fire in 1972; and (4) the Singing
Revolution from 1987 to the January 13, 1991 event. Praising these events as
heroic movements and these individuals as national heroes is occasionally
inconsistent with the historical narratives of neighboring states, especially the
East, for instance Russia sometimes claimed the Baltic states voluntarily
joined the Soviet Union in 1940. Moreover, commending the history of the LAF
and its anti-Soviet June Uprising is inconsistent with Western perspectives as
well since they often point out that the LAF were Nazi collaborators.
In this paper I would like to focus on how Kazys Škirpa (1895–1979), the
leader of the LAF from 1940–1941, has been assessed by Lithuanian society
since its re-independence, as his activities during World War II have been
controversial to evaluate.
2. Early Life of Kazys Škirpa
Kazys Škirpa was born in the village of Namajūnai in northern Lithuania
on February 18, 1895. After graduating from a gymnasium in Jelgava located
in southern Latvia, he studied at Saint Petersburg. During World War I, he
was mobilized by the Russian army and became a military officer. In 1918,
when Lithuania declared its independence, he returned to Lithuania and
enrolled in the newly founded Lithuanian army; he was actually the first
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volunteer in the army. His military unit defended the capital city of Vilnius and
on January 1, 1919, for the first time, hoisted the tricolor Lithuanian flag atop
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Gediminas’ tower that is located in the center of Vilnius. Today, January 1 is
a commemorative day in Lithuania, called Lithuanian Flag Day, and the
national flag ceremony is held every year on the Gediminas’ tower.
Škirpa fought in battles against the Bolsheviks, Poland, and the
Bermontians until 1920. After these wars, he served as a member of the
Constituent Assembly (Seimas) from 1920 to 1922. He belonged to a leftist
secular party, the Lithuanian Popular Socialist Democratic Party (LSLDP)
that merged with the Lithuanian Peasant Union (LVS) becoming the
Lithuanian Popular Peasant Union (LVLS) in 1922. After completing his term
as a Seimas member, he continued his military service. Additionally, he served
as a higher officer course lecturer at a military school in Kaunas.
When the army along with the tautininkai (nationalists) led by Antanas
Smetona executed the coup d’état in 1926, he was the only officer who opposed
it claiming it was anti-democratic. When Smetona became the President of
Lithuania after the coup d’état, Škirpa lost his military post and began working
for the diplomatic corps. He worked for the Lithuanian legation in Berlin from
1927, becoming a military attaché the following year. Later, he served as the
Lithuanian representative to Poland in 1938 and to Germany from 1938–1940.
As a diplomat, he sometimes had a different view on Lithuanian foreign
policy from President Smetona. For instance, when Poland issued an
ultimatum to Lithuania, Škirpa advised against accepting it although
President Smetona decided to do so; moreover, as the Lithuanian minister to
Germany, Škirpa felt the need to bridge relations between Lithuania and
Germany, but Smetona attempted to maintain his “neutral” foreign policy of
not forming an alliance with other countries.
Discord between them continued despite the annexation of Lithuania by
the Soviet Union in 1940. Škirpa, who maintained contact with German
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diplomats, attempted to regain Lithuanian independence by establishing an
anti-Soviet resistance organization and garnering support from the German
government; so he asked Smetona, who had escaped from Lithuania and was
living in Germany, to transfer his authority to the newly established
organization. Since Smetona did not trust Škirpa and his organization, he did
not transfer his authority. Škirpa, without Smetona’s support, founded the LAF
on November 17, 1940.
3. Activities of the Lithuanian Activists Front (LAF)
The LAF established its headquarters in Berlin with representatives in
Vilnius and Kaunas, and attempted to connect with others. In March 1941, the
LAF unit in Berlin in the name of the “Lithuanian Information Bureau” issued
an appeal to the Lithuanian population under Soviet rule. In the appeal, the
LAF suggested that a German-Soviet war would begin shortly and asked the
population to be prepared for the expansion of an anti-Soviet resistance
movement; in addition, it asked them to assist the German army during the
war. Moreover, in Article 2 and 6 of the appeal, the murder of Jewish people
was implied:
2. As already mentioned, the hour of Lithuanian liberation is almost
here. If marching from the West begins, you will be informed about it at
the same time by radio or other means. At the moment, in the cities,
towns, and villages of enslaved Lithuania, local uprisings, or more
correctly speaking, succession of power to locals’ hands must occur. Local
communists and other betrayers of Lithuania need to be arrested
immediately so that no one escapes the consequences of their own
actions. (Betrayers will be pardoned, if they can prove their willingness
to execute at least one Jew.) […]
6. “Inform” the Jews immediately that their destiny is clear. Thus, Jews
who can leave Lithuania today should do so to avoid any unnecessary
victims. At the decisive moment, seize their property so that no one
would kill any one for nothing. […]
See you in the New Lithuania.
4
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Lithuanian Information Bureau

As indicated above, the LAF intended to establish a “New Lithuania”
(Naujoji Lietuva) without Jews. In the same month, the LAF issued
“Instructions for the liberation of Lithuania” that also included the notion of a
“New Lithuania” without Jews:
[…] For the ideological development of a Lithuanian nation, it is
necessary to strengthen anti-communist and anti-Jewish actions and to
disseminate unreservedly the belief that a Russian-German armed
conflict will really occur. So, the Russian Red Army will shortly be driven
out of Lithuania, leaving Lithuania a free and independent state again.
It is very important to dispose of the Jews as well on this occasion.
Therefore, it is necessary to create an anti-Jewish environment in the
land so that no Jew would dare to think that in the New Lithuania he
would have either minimal rights or the general possibility of making a
living. The purpose is to force all Jews to flee Lithuania together with
the red Russians. […]
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The proposal to deprive Jews of the right to live in Lithuania was also
indicated in the LAF program that was issued around the same time. Article
16 of the program stated that “Lithuanian Activists Front withdraw the
8

hospitality for the Jewish national minority in Lithuania.”
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The conflict between Germany and the Soviet Union began on June 22,
1941, and anti-Soviet uprisings occurred on the same day across Lithuania
(June Uprising). Massacres of Jews by Lithuanian semi-military units and
others occurred simultaneously. The following day, the LAF declared the
establishment of the Provisional Government of Lithuania and restoration of
Lithuanian independence via a radio broadcast from Kaunas. Moreover, the
LAF declared:
Lithuanian Brothers and Sisters!!!
The final hour of reckoning with the Jews has arrived. Lithuania
must be liberated not only from the enslavement of the Asiatic
Bolsheviks, but also from the prolonged yoke of Jewry. In the name of
the entire Lithuanian nation, the Lithuanian Activist Front most
ceremoniously declares:
1. The ancient right of sanctuary extended to the Jews by Vytautas
the Great is canceled completely and finally.
2. Every Jew of Lithuania without exception is officially warned to
leave the land of Lithuania immediately and without any delay. […]
The New Lithuanian state will be restored by the powers, labor,
hearts, and spirits of the members of the Lithuanian nation. […] In the
newly restored Lithuania, Jews do not possess either civil rights or
possibilities of resistance. […]
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When the LAF issued the declaration of restoration of independence, the
German army had not arrived in Kaunas yet. The German government
permitted the establishment of the Provisional Government, but did not restore
Lithuanian independence. In order to restrain the independence movement
initiated by the Provisional Government, the German government placed
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Škirpa under house arrest in Berlin although he was the Prime Minister of the
Provisional Government. Therefore, Juozas Ambrazevičius, the education
minister in the Provisional Government, served as the acting Prime Minister.
On June 24–25, 1941, the German army arrived in Kaunas and assumed
control of entire Lithuania.
On August 5, the Provisional Government requested the German
administration to recognize Lithuanian independence

10

but the Germans

refused; on August 5, the Provisional Government was forced to stop their
activities and was dissolved in September.
4. Memory of Kazys Škirpa
After World War II, Kazys Škirpa fled from Germany to France, Ireland,
and eventually the United States of America. He played an important role in
the Lithuanian American community and Supreme Committee for the
Liberation of Lithuania (Vyriausias Lietuvos išlaisvinimo komitetas; VLIK), an
organization seeking Lithuanian independence operating primarily in the
United States. During the Cold War era, he was often considered a national
hero among the Lithuanian diaspora since he had been the first volunteer in
the Lithuanian army and had attempted to restore independence during World
War II. In contrast, Kazys Škirpa was considered a “fascist collaborator” in
Soviet Lithuania.
The Sąjūdis movement in the 1980s that finally restored Lithuanian
independence altered this situation. After independence, names of streets in
Vilnius and Kaunas were changed to “K. Škirpa alley” (K. Škirpos aleja), and
“K. Škirpos street” (K. Škirpos gatvė) respectively.
In 2015, the Department of Cultural Heritage, an external bureau of the
Ministry of Culture, required Kaunas City municipality to change the name of
“K. Škirpa street.” Kaunas City municipality questioned the Genocide Center
regarding its view on the issue and the Center responded that Škirpa was not
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responsible for the genocide of the Jews (note, the Center did not mention any
responsibility regarding the persecution of the Jews). Thus, Kaunas City
municipality decided not to rename the street.
The following year, a similar incident occurred in Vilnius. A member of
the city council, Mark Adam Harold, who is a British citizen and eligible to
stand for local council elections, proposed changing the name of “K. Škirpa
alley,” that resulted in a public debate on the issue. By citing a report by the
International Commission for the Evaluation of the Crimes of the Nazi and
Soviet

Occupation

Regimes

in

Lithuania

(hereafter,

“International

Commission”) that confirmed “The Provisional Government’s and the
Lithuanian Activist Front’s antisemitic views are well documented,” Harold
insisted that the name of an antisemitic organization leader should not be
11

appropriated for the name of a city street.

In the same year, a monument was erected for Škirpa in the village of
Namajūnai in Pasvalys district, his birthplace; subsequently, the local
municipality was criticized, since erecting the monument was tantamount to
commending his Nazi collaboration and antisemitic views during World War II.
Gintautas Gegužinskas, the mayor of Pasvalys district, claimed, “It may be
that K. Škirpa has made mistakes, but for us, the people of Pasvalys, he is a
great personality who has made a significant contribution to the consolidation
12

of Lithuanian statehood.”
5. Conclusion
Since

the

restoration

of

independence,

Lithuania

has

sought

memberships in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and the
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European Union (EU); therefore, it continues pursuing the acceptance of
Western values such as democracy and free economy. Regarding history,
Lithuanian officials have attempted to accept Western views, or rather, have
not denied them. President Valdas Adamkus’ initiative to establish the
International Commission that investigated crimes committed by not only “two
totalitarian regimes” but also the Lithuanian Nazi collaboration and their
participation in the massacre of Jews, is an excellent example. Given these
circumstances, officially Škirpa is not highly regarded in Lithuania.
Nevertheless, there are still several Lithuanians who desire to honor him. As
Jewish Lithuanian writer Markas Zingeris indicates, there is still a “gap”
between Lithuanian and Western public opinion regarding their Nazi
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collaboration during World War II.
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