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Preface
In August and September 1999, the Baltic states commemorated the tenth
anniversary of the Baltic Chain. To celebrate this occasion, Lithuania, Latvia
and Estonia held photography exhibitions in Vilnius and Riga, an international
conference in Riga, an international relay race “The Baltic Chain”, youth
concerts, etc. The international conference “The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
The Present and the Future of the Baltic States” organised in the premises of
the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania, in Vilnius on 28 September 1999 was
dedicated to the same occasion. The conference served as the finale of the
commemoration of the tenth anniversary of the Baltic Chain and assessment
of the consequences of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact and its secret protocols
to the Baltic states.

The international event initiated by the Baltic Assembly was held under
the auspices of Prime Minister of the Republic of Lithuania Mr Rolandas
Paksas who was the Chairman of Honour of the conference.
The conference addressed the repercussions of the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact: occupations, deportations, genocide, resistance, as well as the restoration
of the independence of the three Baltic states, outcome of the collapse of
the Soviet Union, challenges for the European states, including the Baltic
states, in the 21st century. From a six-decade perspective, the participants of
the conference evaluated the consequences of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact
and its secret protocols to the European states and peoples in political and
historical terms, discussed the future of the Baltic states, and their role in
Europe in the new century.
The conference was opened with the exhibition “Lithuania in the Maps of
the 14th – 20th Centuries” staged in the Lithuanian National Museum and the

Turinys 

7

Versti puslapį

The conference was attended by politicians, political scientists, historians
from Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Denmark, Iceland, Russia, the Czech
Republic, Romania, Poland, Norway, France, Finland, and Belarus, as well as
signatories of the 11th of March Act, ambassadors of foreign states, leaders of
parliamentary political parties of the Baltic states, mayors of major Lithuanian
cities, university rectors, and representatives of the clergy.

ceremony of granting Baltic Assembly awards to Prof. Vytautas Landsbergis
(Lithuania), Edgar Savisaar (Estonia), Dainis Ivans (Latvia) and Tunne Kelam
(Estonia) in the Great Assembly Hall of Vilnius University which was followed
by the dinner in honour of the laureates.
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Upon the decision of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly, Mr Vytautas
Landsbergis, the first Chairman of the Lithuanian popular movement
“Sàjûdis”, Mr Edgar Savisaar, Chairman of the Estonian Popular Front, Mr
Dainis Ivans, the first Chairman of the Latvian National Front, and Mr Tune
Kellam, Chairman of the Estonian Congress, were awarded the signs of
merits of the Baltic Assembly – the Baltic Assembly Sashes of Honour and
diplomas for extraordinary merits and contribution to the restoration of the
independence of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania. The Baltic Assembly Sashes
of Honour were also bestowed on Mr Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson and Mr Uffe
Ellemann-Jensen, the then Foreign Ministers of Iceland and Denmark which
were the first nations to recognise the independence of Lithuania.
These awards established by the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly may be
granted to the prominent public figures and politicians of Estonia, Latvia and
Lithuania for their contribution to the reestablishment of Lithuanian, Latvian
and Estonian independence, and consolidation of the unity and solidarity of
the Baltic states. By a decision of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly, this
award may also be presented to foreign nationals for their contribution to
the restoration of the independence of the Baltic states.
The publication of the material of the conference “The Molotov–
Ribbentrop Pact. The Present and the Future of the Baltic States” in the
Lithuanian and English languages was approved by the Board of the Seimas
of the Republic of Lithuania. It includes the reports made in the sessions of the
conference, interventions of the participants of discussions, congratulatory
letters sent to the conference, and the press release adopted by the participants
of the conference. In addition to that, the publication also contains some of
the speeches delivered at the ceremony of bestowing the Baltic Assembly
Presidium Awards on the politicians and public figures who contributed to
the reestablishment of the independence of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.
Dr. LAIMA ANDRIKIENË
Chairperson of the Conference Organisational Committee
Head of the Lithuanian Delegation to the Baltic Assembly
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Baltic Assembly Awards Ceremony
Address by Mrs LAIMA ANDRIKIENË
Member of the Seimas, Head of the Lithuanian Delegation
to the Baltic Assembly

Delivered on 27 September 1999 at Vilnius University
Congratulating the Former Icelandic
Minister of Foreign Affairs
H. E. Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson

Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

While on 15 February 1991 the Supreme Council of the Republic of
Lithuania issued a statement “On the Resolution of the Icelandic Althingi”.
It read as follows: “On 11 February this year, the Althingi of Iceland
passed a resolution which confirmed an earlier recognition of independence
of the Republic of Lithuania of 1922 and asked the Government of Iceland
to forge the diplomatic relations with the Republic of Lithuania as soon as
possible (…). Iceland is already taking a resolute step despite the threat of a
brutal political pressure. Lithuania is accepting a hand extended by Iceland
with deep respect and fraternal gratitude”.
On 26 August 1991 in Reykjavik, Foreign Affairs Ministers of the three
Baltic states signed the documents on the restoration of diplomatic relations.
These are mere dry facts of history, however, we, witnesses to these events,
know the significance of these words and their price in the year 1991.
The name of the small Iceland was in our hearts and on our lips. This
country still occupies its place in our hearts, that would never be taken by
anyone else. Another name also stays in memory and in our hearts – that of

Turinys 
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Many of us gathered here are witnesses to the fact that immediately after
the bloodshed in January, Icelandic Minister of Foreign Affairs Jon Baldvin
Hannibalsson came to Lithuania.

Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson, that is inseparable from Iceland’s name, Lithuania,
and the events of 1991.
Ambassador Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson is with us today. And I have the
great honour and priviledge of saying thank you to him on behalf of us all
and girdling him with this Lithuanian sash, which at all times has been the
sign of great respect, gratitude and love in our country.

Address by Mrs LAIMA ANDRIKIENË
Member of the Seimas, Head of the Lithuanian Delegation
to the Baltic Assembly
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Delivered on 27 September 1999 at Vilnius University
on the Occasion of the Conferment
of the Baltic Assembly Award on
Mr Vytautas Landsbergis

Your Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
Next to us, the walls of the old Alma Mater Vilnensis Observatory, bear
an old inscription in Latin dating back to the times of Rector Poèobutas:
TEMNNITUR HIC HUMILIS TELLUS: HINC ITUR AD ASTRA. – “Stay
behind, earthly cares, the road from herewith rises to the stars”.
For several centuries already, to the students of Vilnius University this
inscription represents much more than just a mere invitation to gaze at the
skies over Lithuania lit with stars. It is a call to dream, to strive for the goals
which seem unattainable. In the darkest years of oppression and occupation
this inscription was a living invitation to seek the freedom of our Homeland
and the Nation despite any dangers and obstacles. Since very few things
supersede over such values as a free man, free nation and free Homeland.
It is not a coincidence that today we have come to the Aula of Vilnius
University to honour the four statesmen for their outstanding contribution
to the restoration of the independence of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.
Only a decade ago, although it feels like just recently, when the three Baltic
nations, called upon by the national movements of Sàjûdis or People’s
10
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Front, came to stand side by side in the Baltic Chain, many thought that we
were aiming at goals which were not attainable. The Soviet empire looked
unconquerable and indestructible, albeit decaying. The democratic world was
dizzy with the ideas of glasnost and perestroika emanating from Moscow.
While the Sàjûdis which came into being in Lithuania, knew already that
the economic sovereignty and Moscow’s permission to speak more openly
would not suffice. The idea of independence was becoming more and more
realistic, tangible and practicable virtually after every day and with every
public meeting. It was only the Sàjûdis which managed to bring under one
flag the people of different nationalities, religions and beliefs and led them
to the victorious outcome – promulgation of independence, its recognition
and withdrawal of an alien, occupational army.

Equally, it is impossible to erase another link: Landsbergis – the Supreme
Council. The Supreme Council, “expressing the will of the Nation”, on 11 March
1990 resolved and proclaimed “that the execution of the sovereign powers of
the State of Lithuania terminated by an alien force in 1940 is being restored
and from this moment on Lithuania shall be an independent state again”.
In the particularly difficult days of January 1991, the goal, essence, sense,
source and song of Vytautas Landsbergis’ struggle became crystal-clear and
transparent as a tear. Knowing that I shall not be able to express this better
than he himself, I quote the Testament of 13th January by Vytautas Landsbergis:
“Citizens of the Republic of Lithuania who believe in Lithuania, who
love your beautiful native land, your mothers’ and fathers’ tongue and
songs, – everything what Homeland is and the loss of what makes you an
orphan, who crave for Lithuania’s existence as a free and honourable state,
know: it will be such, it will be reborn for good, because it will be preserved

Turinys 
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The steady leadership of the first Chairman of the Sàjûdis Vytautas
Landsbergis steered the boat of the Sàjûdis through all the reefs and
tempests. Much was encountered on the rough road to the ultimate goal:
ascent to the heights which are hardly conceivable, and falls, festive and
grey days, nevertheless the most awful was avoided, namely: high human
toll, retaliation, hatred towards people of other nationalities or of different
creed, and inside fighting, that would have greatly benefited some. No one
will ever erase from the memory of the mankind the following association:
Landsbergis-Sàjûdis or Sàjûdis-Landsbergis.

in your hearts. One more night has come which will not last long as the
darkest period before dawn is not long”.
This Testament embodies Landsbergis’ love, faith and hope. It embodies
his determination and will. It embodies what delineates borders between a
politician or a political intriguer and a statesman, a state figure whose name
remains in the memories of persons and peoples.
Meanwhile, let each of us, one loving and one not too fond of Mr Landsbergis, answer, at least in our minds: where would we be today without him?
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Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
I solemnly declare that by the Decision of the Presidium of the Baltic
Assembly, Mr Vytautas Landsbergis, the first chairman of the Lithuanian
“Sàjûdis”, Chairman of the Supreme Council – the Restituent Seimas
of Lithuania is awarded the Sash of Honour of the Baltic Assembly for
extraordinary achievements and contribution to the restoration of the
Independence of the Republic of Lithuania.

Address by Mrs LAIMA ANDRIKIENË
Member of the Seimas, Head of the Lithuanian Delegation
to the Baltic Assembly

Delivered on 28 September 1999
Congratulating the Former Danish Minister
of Foreign Affairs
Uffe Ellemann-Jensen
Distinguished Co-chairmen, Ladies and Gentlemen!
I am about to do something which is very unusual for an international
conference. I wish to remind you that yesterday, in the Aula of Vilnius
University, we all were witnesses to a ceremony in which the Baltic Assembly
awards were conferred on the first chairmen of the national people’s fronts,
and also on Mr Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson, Ambassador of Iceland and former
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Minister of Foreign Affairs of Iceland. Together with us yesterday we did
not have another man, who stood at this rostrum in front of you a moment
ago, former Danish Minister of Foreign Affairs Mr Uffe Ellemann-Jensen.
I cannot act as an arbiter and resolve the dispute of two Vikings about who
was the first, or which state was the first to recognise the independence of
the Baltic countries. I wish to say that both of you and your both countries
are infinitely dear and important to us. And, as I have already said yesterday,
each of your countries will have its place in the hearts of each one of us. A
place that could never be taken by any other country. Therefore, I want to
invite Mr Uffe Ellemann-Jensen to return here once again and to accept the
Lithuanian national sash, a symbol of our great respect, love and gratitude.

Versti puslapį
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Opening of the Conference
H. E. VALDAS ADAMKUS
President of the Republic of Lithuania

Welcoming Speech to the Conference
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Dear Participants and Guests of the Conference,
Ladies and Gentlemen!
I congratulate you having gathered at this international event. I rejoice at
your interest towards this Conference and I believe it will be full of meaning
due to the new ideas it will generate. I also thank the Baltic Assembly for its
efforts to enrich cooperation of the Baltic states with concrete achievements.
This year has enjoyed an abundance of anniversaries. Some of them, for
instance the fiftieth anniversary of NATO establishment, the end of the
Cold War and the tenth anniversary of the Baltic Chain, belong to the white
pages of the history which are and will be gladly read by present and future
generations. As concerns other dates, such as the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact
and the beginning of World War II or the Yalta Conference, however, we
would rather put them down on the margins of the history which wear away
with time. It would be difficult to find a family in Lithuania, Latvia or Estonia
which had been left untouched by the consequences of the secret agreement
by Stalin and Hitler. From Vilnius to Tallinn there still live thousands of victims
of that deal: political prisoners and deportees, people who have lost their
Homeland or their liberty and whose sufferings and pain the occupation
history of the Baltic states has been written with.
Nevertheless, the Molotov–Ribbetrop Pact proves well that decisions of
power politics are short-lasting. Agreements made against the will of nations
and states and distorting the natural course of history are destined to collapse
sooner or later. Starting from the first partition of the Lithuanian-Polish state,
forced decisions have never enjoyed much success in the Baltic Sea region.
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The deal concluded by two totalitarian powers 60 years ago has collapsed as
well. The Baltic countries have revived because they naturally belong to the
other, Western, space of civilisation.

Already today, through their actions and decisions, the Baltic states
consolidate preconditions for modern cooperation: by strengthening security
and stability of the region and encouraging dialogue with neighbours.
The Baltic Sea cooperation model which is presently taking shape may
reconcile extremely different interests. For instance, upon the initiative of the
Council of the Baltic Sea states, Kaliningrad Region of Russia is included in
joint projects. Supported by the European Union, the Northern Dimension
is currently acquiring an increasing pace.
These are only a few examples which demonstrate the possibilities of our
independent development. We may only image our achievements had the
Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact not crammed our states into an abnormal existence
for fifty years.
Ladies and gentlemen, concluding I would like to wish you a constructive
discussion and fruitful work.
Thank your for your attention.
Turinys 
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Emphasised should be the fact that interstate relations in this part of
Europe today are the best compared to the entire history. It is today that the
centuries-long principles of power politics have disappeared and countries
in the region believe that decisions determining their destiny will not be
made “behind their back”. Long-term stability of the Baltic states may only
be guaranteed by their natural development. Unfortunately, today we still
hear some states speak about “the vital interests” and the European security
system to be organised by them. Western European countries have rejected
the concept of politics as a zero sum game in their mutual relations since
World War II. They have ceased thinking that, one country benefiting, others
lose to the same extent. This change has enabled them to broaden the spirit of
cooperation and to ensure preconditions for long-term security. The European
Union and NATO are natural formations of present-day Europe where
the rules of partnership politics are respected. European and Transatlantic
integration is necessary to Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia as a condition for
their natural development. More so, as a condition for the creation of Europe
where decisions of power politics are not possible.

To Dr. LAIMA ANDRIKIENË
Organizational Committee of the International Conference

Kaunas
24 August 1999
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No. 327

I would like to thank you for the invitation to take part in the international
conference “The Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact. The Present and the Future of
the Baltic States” and express my deep regret at not being able to accept the
invitation due to my direct responsibilities. Using this opportunity, I would
like to extend my greetings to the participants of the Conference and wish
for the contemplation on the tragic historical events to become a stimulus to
establish the future which leaves no room for negligence of rights, and where
the vision of the future and all undertakings, as well as all human rights and
obligations are based on the Decalogue.
I pray to God for the blessing to the Conference.
Sincerely,
Metropolitan Bishop S. Tamkevièius
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LAIMA ANDRIKIENË
Chairperson of the Organisational Committee
of the International Conference “The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
The Present and the Future of the Baltic States”

Welcoming Speech to the Conference
Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
Colleagues Parliamentarians,

Today is 28 September. Whereas on 28 September 1939, precisely 60 years
ago, the German–Soviet Union border delimitation and friendship treaty was
signed in Moscow. On the same day, Soviet Union Foreign Minister Vyacheslav
Molotov and German Reich Foreign Minister Joachim von Ribbentrop signed
another document – additional secret protocol which declared that “Par. 1 of
the additional secret protocol signed on 23 August 1939 shall be revised so
that the territory of the State of Lithuania falls within the sphere of interests
of the USSR (see the map to the German-Soviet Union border delimitation
and friendship treaty as signed today) …”. The copy of this map is on your
conference folders. That was how the two dictators, Hitler and Stalin, divided
what had not belonged to them. They divided almost all Eastern Europe

Turinys 
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On behalf of the Organisational Committee of the conference that I
have the honour to chair, I would like to welcome everybody who have
gathered at the international conference “The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
The Present and the Future of the Baltic States”. The conference is attended
by the representatives of 14 states, namely those of Estonia, Latvia, Russia,
Finland, Czech Republic, Poland, Sweden, Norway, Iceland, Denmark,
Belarus, Romania, France and certainly Lithuania. Although this international
forum is held on the initiative of the Baltic Assembly, it has nevertheless been
supported by the Government and the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania.
Prime Minister of the Republic of Lithuania Rolandas Paksas is the honorary
chairman to this conference.

with the strokes of blue and red pencil, thereby, liquidating Poland, Latvia,
Lithuania and Estonia. These documents stand for a grave accusation on
behalf of the millions of those who were killed, disabled, deported as well as
the states that were erased from the map. The tragedy of my Homeland is
behind the said documents.
That is also a part of the sad history that my Homeland Lithuania became
the superpower of the world, for it was turned into the power state which
bordered with the Baltic Sea, had its capital in Moscow and people in Siberia.
Nevertheless, this conference is not the evening of painful recollections.
The conference aims at evaluating the consequences of the Pact and the secret
protocols 60 years later.

Versti puslapį

This conference is about the restoration of the independence of the three
Baltic states, their diplomatic recognition and the solidarity thereof.
This conference is about the 21st century Europe and the place of the
Baltic states therein as well as about the integration of the Baltic states into
NATO and EU.
I will have a possibility of addressing the conference later and make
my speech. Therefore, allow me to finish my discourse and on behalf of the
organisational committee and the Baltic Assembly to wish the conference
successful work.
Thank you.
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VALERIU MATEI
Member of the Parliament of the Republic of Moldova
Head of the Party of Democratic Forces
Chairman of the Parliamentary Committee on the Relations
with the European Parliament

Dear Colleagues,
Convening an International Conference on the occasion of 60 years since
the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact was signed, is a very important event that
keeps burning the memory flame of all European peoples, rallied to develop
a united democratic future, when norms of the International Law would be
compulsory and uniformly applied, that would exclude any possibility of
contracting such conventions, collusion upon other countries and peoples.

Having emerged on a part of Romanian territory, occupied by the Russian
Empire in 1940 by applying the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, the Republic of
Moldova, the same as the Baltic countries, was taking part in the process
of civic and national revival in 1987–1990 that resulted in proclaiming its
sovereignty in 1990–1991.
The Republic of Moldova’s population is still abiding the consequences
of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. Soviet occupation authorities made devilish
experiments on our population: divided in three parts the Romanian territory;
out of its total population of 2 mln 600 thousand people of the Republic of
Moldova more than 800 thousand were murdered or deported to communist
GULAG’s; cultural and historical monuments (churches, monasteries,
fortresses) were destroyed; the great men’s works of Romanian arts and
literature were prohibited; by means of persecution and by forced assimilation
they tried to create a new nation and a new language “different“ of the Roma-

Turinys 
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Estonia, Lethonia, Lithuania, Poland and Romania – states that most
suffered because of the application of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact – are now
taking part in the process of integration in the European Union and NATO.
These peoples, who abode territorial amputations, occupation and totalitarian
communist regimes, have learnt their lessons well and now they make their
strong option for democracy and European and Euroatlantic integration.

nian language – so called “Moldovan language“ and “Moldovan nation“. The
separatist enclosures in the territory of the Republic of Moldova, where the
soviet Russian troops are not yet withdrawn from, are also a consequence of
the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
In 1987-1991, together with Estonia, Lethonia and Lithuania, we passed
the stage of abolishing the totalitary communist regime and freed ouselves
off the soviet occupation yoke. The parliaments of our countries then decided
on the politico-juridical judgement of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact and gave
their opinions on its consequences for our peoples.

Versti puslapį

As Chairman of the Parliamentary Commission on Studies of the
Consequences of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact and as Chairman of the
Special Commission on Recognition of Lithuania’s Independence on March
11, 1990, I notice once more the good cooperation with the colleagues of the
Baltic countries and express our gratitude.
At the moment, the states and the peoples of our countries are involved
in the process of resettling and redefining of the European continent, of
extension to East of the NATO. It is meaningful that this international
conference will mark the 10th Anniversary of the evolution of Estonia,
Lethonia and Lithuania of the Baltic Chain, that was and is for us an example
of return in the European family. Only being a member of the European Union
and NATO, the consequences of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact will be cleared
thoroughly and the future of our peoples will be ensured.
We wish success to all the participants in the conference and express our
trust of cooperation to refind ourselves in the family of democratic peoples
of Europe.
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I. The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
Its Historical and Political Evaluation
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JANIS STRAUME
Chairman of the Saeima of the Republic of Latvia

The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
Its Historical and Political Assessment

In the USSR Stalin’s rule continued to gain strength in the 20s and 30s. By
using Draconian measures which involved shedding of blood and sacrificing
numerous lives, without showing mercy towards anybody or anything, Stalin
established a new regime. Soviet Russia, which had inherited the spirit of
expansionism from the Russian Empire, began gradually to get back the territories
formerly possessed by the Empire. As the USSR had always considered the Baltic
states as a source of potential threat which should be drastically eliminated, the
destruction of the Baltic states’ sovereignty was only a matter of time.
In regard to its foreign relations, by the end of the 30s the USSR was an
isolated country. Remembering its earlier defeats, it had already discarded the
idea of world revolution. Nevertheless, along with its geopolitical interests
and claims, the USSR continued to maintain the idea of imposing communist
ideologies on other countries. Like the Russian Empire, the Soviet Union
looked at its security policy through the prism of expansion. Let us remember
that the Russian Empire usually carried out simple geopolitical expansion
whereas the Soviet Union added ideological aspects to its expansion policy.
In the mid-30s the situation in Europe permitted the diplomatically
isolated Soviet Union to join European and world diplomatic processes and
to declare and implement its foreign and geopolitical interests.
Turinys 
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On 11 August 1920 a peace treaty between Latvia and Soviet Russia
was signed in Riga. In the second paragraph Russia recognized Latvia’s
independence, autonomy and sovereignty – and I quote “…surrendered
for ever all the sovereign rights Russia had in relation to Latvia’s people and
territory” (end of quote). The course of history showed, however, that the
signing of the peace treaty by Soviet Russia was stimulated by its internal
and external weaknesses because in reality Russia has never reconciled itself
to the loss of the Baltic states “for ever”.
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By becoming involved in the European pre-war diplomatic process, the
USSR was able to choose its role in it. However, the state ideology and Stalin’s
repressive regime barred in from finding allies among democratic nations.
Thus, knowing that no democratic state would sanction the realization of
its cynical aims, the USSR sought to establish a dialogue with Germany as
early as 1938.
The diplomatic efforts between the USSR and Germany culminated in
the signing of a non-aggression agreement on 23 August 1939. This agreement
was a blatantly cynical challenge to the democracies on the world since
in contained no restrictive provisions, and it ignored all non-aggression
principles. The most important and integral part of the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact was its secret protocol on the division of spheres of interest in Eastern
Europe. It was an unlawful and wicked deal of conciliation at the expense
of third countries. The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact was immoral in all aspects.
It was a pact which drew divisions; however, these divisions did not end
with establishing spheres of influence, but they envisaged the elimination
of statehood.
As a result of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, the USSR obtained a longawaited opportunity to expand without hindrance its territory at the expanse
of small neighbouring countries.
Communist ideology and an alien government system were forcibly
imposed on the newly-acquired territories – notably, by mowing in massive
hordes of immigrants and by russification.
On 1 September 1939, when World War II began, most Latvians, including
Latvian soldiers, did not know about the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. They did
not know either that their role in this war had already been decided.
At the end of September and the beginning of October in 1939, the USSR
forced the three Baltic states to sign a mutual assistance pact, which resulted
in the establishing of Soviet military bases in Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia.
In fact, the Baltic countries became a Soviet protectorate. Then followed
the occupation of the Baltic states, and Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia were
incorporated into the USSR; consequently, the front line in World War II was
moved to the Baltic territories.
It is not known what would have happened if the three Baltic states had
been able to act in concert to implement a common security policy at the
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end of the 1930s. And what would have happened if the unified Baltic states
had followed the example of Finland and had resisted occupation and had
defined their independence by military force? Yet at that time and under those
conditions, the USSR strategy was simple but effective. The Soviet Union was
aware of the fact that the Baltic peoples had never lived in harmony with
one another. It could not be expected that in a situation of crisis they would
suddenly show solidarity. The Baltic states were weak and small, and they
could not become larger or more powerful.

Unfortunately, the second party to the Pact – the USSR – not only escaped
without receiving the historical judgement in deserved, but, as a result of the
War, was able to terrorize all the nations of Eastern Europe for more than half
a century. Advocates of communism, like national socialists, performed mass
slaughters, introduced Gulag concentration camps, committed genocide of
the people who were made part of the Soviet Empire against their will and
ruthlessly repressed dissidents and nonconformists; for these atrocities they
have not received due international condemnation to this day. This had to be
done. In the course of time the signature of Russian imperialists, militarists,
and chauvinists has not changed; it is characterized by lies, provocation and
violence.
If we look at the world map to see what it was like before and after
World War II, it becomes clear that the countries most victimized by the
Ribbentrop-Molovot Pact were the Baltic states, which did not regain their
former independence and continued to exist only de jure. Though formally
refusing to recognize the incorporation of the Baltic states into the USSR,
the West did not take any practical measures to protect the people of those
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Sixty years ago, two of the most bloodthirsty superpowers secretly
divided between themselves the zones of influence and ignored the rights
of small nations to enjoy independence and free development; this led to the
most devastating war in world history – a war characterised by massacres
and planned ethnic cleansing on an unprecedented scale. As a result of this
war, one of the criminal superpowers suffered defeat, and the ideology of
national socialism received what it deserved – a just historical judgement
which condemned it in the eyes of the civilized world, hopefully, forever. Yet,
supported by the Western allies, Germany rose from the ruins as a democratic
and economically flourishing state, and today it represents one of the driving
forces in a united Europe.

countries from Stalin’s and his successors’ policy of repression, genocide and
colonization. Even the voices of human rights organizations and Western
human rights commissioners were relatively quiet during the existence of
the USSR, at least with regard to this region.
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When after half a century the Soviet Empire finally collapsed and
Latvia, along with other Baltic states, regained independence, it explicitly
demonstrated its orientation towards the values recognized in the democratic
world and its movement towards integration in European and transatlantic
structures. All Latvian governments of the Post-awakening period have
unwaveringly guided Latvia along the road to European integration.
However, we are encountering problems on this road – problems characteristic
of all post-socialist countries and problems specific to the Baltic states,
particularly Latvia, because the effects of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact were
the most severe here.
Common problems are associated with the transition from a command
economy to a market economy. In Latvia, as in Lithuania and Estonia, the
occupation regime disrupted the natural development of economy, and today
when we are aspiring to reach the level of the developed European states, we
have to accomplish in a much shorter time what the rest of Western Europe
has accomplished gradually, in the course of natural development, over a
long time. The time of reforms is hard for two main reasons.
First, economic reforms do not produce an immediate positive
social result – for many people their standard of living has even declined
temporarily; and, seeing no immediate positive impact of macroeconomic
achievements on their family budget or income, many people are filled with
scepticism and disillusionment. We hear them grumbling about the wrecking
of agriculture and industry, although, in fact, both these sectors in Latvia were
wrecked in the 1940s and not in the 1990s, and only time and good will are
needed in order to restore the competitiveness of these sectors in the present
world market and at the appropriate technological level.
Second, socialism has left a deep impact on people’s psyches. The majority
of the public generally welcomed political changes and the replacement of
the totalitarian regime by a system of democratic governmental institutions,
yet it was much more difficult for individual persons to adapt themselves to
the changing conditions, to retrain professionally, to change careers, and, if
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necessary, to take full responsibility for themselves, their children or parents
unable to work. People have come to expect the state to do for them what
they could do for themselves – this seems to be a common characteristic of
all post-socialist societies.
However, the heaviest consequence of the Soviet occupation in Latvia
is the changed ethnic structure of the population as a result of a purposeful
policy; this changed ethnic structure causes well-founded concerns of the
indigenous population about the survival of the Latvian people and about
the preservation of their ethnic identity. Therefore, the so-called political
criteria set for Latvia in the context of European integration very often provoke
divergent public responses. Recalling the debates on the Amendments to the
Citizenship Law, when the clash of public opinions had to be resolved by a
referendum, we have to admit that several questions are still unanswered.

Second, the OSCE recommendations on political issues often echo
Russia’s opinion on the issue in question. One often gets the impressions
that the EU member states prefer to avoid clashes of opinions with Russia;
instead of finding just solutions for the Baltic states which would help them
to overcome the consequences of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, they tend
to legitimize these consequences. This creates a favourable soil for Euros
cepticism because no answer is given to the question whether by even partially
fulfilling these political demands, the main motive for EU membership, the
wish to preserve Latvia’s security and national identity, will be undermined
again.
Currently, this issue has become acute in connection with the new
State Language Law to be adopted by the Saeima. Russification, pursued
during the years of occupation as one of the instruments for implementing
a colonisation policy, has created a situation that in some regions of Latvia
the Latvian language does not yet prevail as the official state language, and
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First, economic and social criteria put forth to applicant countries
have been fixed in specific EU directives while the political requirements
are frequently based on the subjective opinions of individual officials of
international organisations rather than on objective principles and standards
of international law. Moreover, their opinions change frequently. It should
be mentioned here that the version of the adapted Latvian Citizenship Law
was originally approved by European institutions.

the individual’s rights to use this language in all spheres has not yet been
guaranteed; moreover, not all Latvian children can attend schools where
Latvian is the language of instruction.
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Although theses issues are extremely painful, the residents of Latvia are
beginning to understand the importance of social integration for the further
development of the country.
In conclusion I would like to say that each complicated stage of history
requires understanding and assessment. Reflecting on the Molotov–
Ribbentrop Pact, as well as World War II and its consequences, we see that
these events have deeply affected the history of the Baltic states. We see
how significant is the policy pursued by the renewed Baltic states, a policy
oriented toward joining European and transatlantic structures. From this
perspective each practical step taken by the Latvian government is very
important since it furthers this integration and encourages the international
community to evaluate these steps positively and to respect the Latvian nation
and its leaders. Only when that is accomplished, will we be able to assess the
Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact and its consequences as a closed chapter in history.
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FRANCOISE THOM
Senior Lecturer of Sorbonne University, France

The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact

This interpretation does not tally with the facts. First, Stalin always ran
a two-tier diplomacy. Parallel to the Litvinov line, numerous attempts were
made to reach an agreement with nazi Germany through the Ministry of
Trade and NKVD channels (for instance in July 1935, at the very time the
Komintern Congress announced a new line of alliance with social-democracy
against fascism, Stalin sent a trusted emissary Kandelaki to meet Schacht and
to convey to the Germans that an improvement of political relations between
Germany and the SU was desirable in Soviet eyes; in December 1936 Suritz
met Goering; in January 1937 Kandelaki again proposed Schacht to begin
negociations). After the franco–soviet alliance of 1935 Stalin was reluctant
to engage himself concretely on the side of the Western powers. In March
1937 Litvinov wrote to Potemkin that Moscow does not wish for negotiations
between the French and the Soviet general staff. The archives show that
during the Munich crisis the SU was considering a military action against
Poland, allegedly in defense of Czechoslovakia. In his speech to the XVIII
th Congress (March 10, 1939) Stalin made an obvious opening to Germany.
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We all know how long it took the Soviet Union to acknowledge the
existence of the secret protocol of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. In the West
the documents were first published in March 1946. But for a very long time
communist propaganda managed to justify in the West this deal between the
two totalitarian despots. We were taught in our schools the following: after 1934
Stalin was intent on building a system of collective security. After the Munich
agreements Stalin allegedly understood that the Western powers cynically
intended to deflect Hitler to the East; so he had no other way out than to try
to come to a temporary agreement with nazi Germany, in order to gain time
and to prepare for war. Nevertheless he still tried to negotiate with the French
and the British but because of their blind anticommunism those countries
did not take Stalin’s advances seriously. So Stalin was forced to turn to Hitler.
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The allegation that Western powers tried to deflect Hitler to the East is
refuted by the fact that after Hitler invaded what was left of Czechoslovakia
in mid March, 1939, the British guaranteed Poland (March 31) and Romania.
Already on March 18, French Foreign Minister Bonnet met the Soviet envoy
Suritz and told him that F and GB decided to act in case of a new German
aggression and he asked Suritz what stand the SU would take. From that time
on Stalin knew he would not stand alone in front of Hitler. Germany would
have to fight on two fronts if Hitler attacked Poland. In the spring of 1939, in
spite of the allegations of the Soviet propaganda, the French and the British
were serious about coming to an agreement with the SU; the British were
simply more cautious and less eager than the French. In April the French chiefs
of staff Weygand and Gamelin were staunch supporters of a Soviet alliance,
and it was known to the SU. On April 17th the Soviets proposed a pact of
mutual assistance between F, GB and the SU and a joint guarantee of the three
countries to Eastern European states, including Estonia, Latvia and Finland.
On the same day the Soviet ambassador met German Secretary of state von
Weizsäcker, hinting that ideological differences should not influence relations
between the states. But Hitler hesitated. The same is true for the British: they
did not want to accept the joint guarantee to Estonia, Latvia and Finland,
as these countries insisted on preserving their neutrality, despite increasing
Soviet threats and pressure. But Maiski correctly reported to Molotov on
May 17th: “I suppose that Chamberlain would like to come to an agreement
with us as soon as possible…” The next day he explains why: “Without an
agreement with us the British guarantees [to Poland and Romania] will lead
to a British military defeat if Britain keeps its word…” Prodded by F, GB finally
accepted the Soviet proposal of a tripartite alliance. On may 27 France and
Great Britain proposed a pact to the SU. Molotov refused, amongst others,
because of point 5 of the draft which stated that “mutual assistance must
not violate the rights of other countries”, a point which was introduced to
protect small states. A week earlier, the 20th of May, Molotov had mentioned
to Schulenburg that it was necessary to give a “political base” to the economic
negotiations between the SU and G. On May 30th Hitler took his decision
and ordered Schulenburg to open negotiations; on the 10th of June the
emboldened Molotov told the French and the British that if the SU did not
obtain a “guarantee” of the Baltic states Moscow would sign no agreement.
Suritz declares (on June 19): “The French and the British will be forced to
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give in to us on the Baltic question”. On July 25th F and GB decided to begin
military talks with the SU. 2 days later Hitler accepted to deal with Stalin. On
the 14th of August Vorochilov who was in charge of the talks with the French
and the British military delegation asked for the right for the Red Army to
cross Polish and Romanian territory. Again contrary to the allegations of the
Soviet propaganda, the French and the British managed to extract from the
reluctant Poles this authorization (Aug. 23).
To sum up: probably from the very beginning, Stalin preferred to deal
with nazi G than with the Western democracies: each time he had brought F
and GB to accept his conditions, he formulated new ones; this tactic slowed
negotiations and increased the British suspicions. Only Hitler’s hesitations
and reluctance slowed the conclusion of an agreement with G.

The third communist legend denies the real alliance which took place
between F and SU after the pact, and especially after the agreement signed
on Sept. 28 which included also Lithuania in Moscow’s sphere of influence.
The Komintern propaganda machine supported G and poured abuse on
“French and British warmongers”. The Germans demanded Soviet navy
meteorological information to help the Luftwaffe bomb England. The German
navy could use facilities in Soviet ports. When Molotov went to Berlin in
November 1940, Stalin’s purpose was not to “gain time” as the sovietophiles
contend, what he really wanted was a new settlement with G and Molotov
brought to Berlin a list of his wishes: Bulgaria, Romania and a division of
Turkey between the SU and G on the Polish model. On those conditions he
was ready to join the tripartite pact between G, It and Jap.
The most surprising is the way Stalin managed to keep the spoils of
the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact when he switched alliances. In December 14
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The second communist legend concerns the allegedly defensive nature
of the pact. Of course, Stalin wanted to stay out of the war for the time being.
Nevertheless for him the pact (and especially the secret protocol) was the first
stage of his plan of European domination and communization. Stalin hoped
that the Western powers would weaken each other and when they would
be exhausted by the war the Red Army would come to liberate the European
proletariat. There is now documentary evidence of this plan. This explains,
by the way, the murder of the Polish officers in Katyn: the Polish army was
the backbone of the Polish state; to exterminate the officers amounted to
eradicate the spirit of Pilsudski and to prepare the way for communization.
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the Head of the Foreign office Eden went to Moscow to discuss the military
situation. He was flabbergasted when Stalin gave him a list of his demands
for the future peace settlement: already he wanted Britain to recognise the
annexation of the Baltic states and of Bessarabia. And that was in December
14, when the Germans were at the doors of Moscow! Stalin saw the main
danger for his designs in the plans of the Polish government in exile for
a Central European Confederation. Those plans had first been discussed
between the Polish and Czech leaders in the summer of 1940 after the fall
of France which left a dangerous void in Europe. For the Poles, this Central
European Confederation was to include the Baltic states. With the support of
GB this Central European bloc would be able to keep in check Soviet attempts
to advance in Europe. From the beginning of 1942 the Soviets expressed their
hostility to the Anglo-Polish plan. In the spring of 1942 Stalin had already
won on the Baltic question, blackmailing the British with the demand of the
second front. We now know by Molotov’s talks with Cuev that the Soviet
leadership was perfectly aware that a landing on the French coast was
technically impossible in 1942. But Stalin kept harping on it to bring his allies
to consent to his ambitious designs in Europe. In 1943 Stalin convinced the
Czech President Benes to sign a bilateral agreement with Moscow and in
October he forced the British to accept this agreement which put an end to
all projects of Central European Federation.
Thus the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact was only a first step in Stalin’s drive
to the West. Stalin wanted to achieve with his new allies the task he had
embarked on in August 1939. And this is another fact which has escaped
attention: there is a fundamental continuity in Stalin’s politics whatever the
label it used, “campaign against the French and British bourgois warmongers”
before June 14 or “antifascism” after June 14. Unfortunately this continuity
was undetected by Stalin’s western allies, as were his designs on Europe.
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STANISLAV SHUSHKEVITCH
First Chairman of the Parliament
of the Independent Republic of Belarus

Mr Chairman, Your Excellencies,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

It would seem that the experience of the eras of Stalinism and Hitlerism
taught politicians and nations many a thing. The politicians, who ex officio
should work for the welfare of nations in the first place, i.e. learn the lessons
of history, behave in a contrary fashion, and are guided by their personal
aspirations and ambitions. Steps taken by the ruling regime in Belarus have
been dictated by the basic vulgar conscience, or probably even the instincts,
an overwhelming desire to retain the unlimited power.
Belarus is abandoning, if it has not abandoned yet, the general process
of European democracy, as it has become the object of a less civilised social
experiment. This country is witnessing attempts to create an economy of a
mobilisation type. In essence, Belarus has become the zone of communist
revanche in both, the economic and political sense. Why is this happening?
Because the essentially relative democracy, relative democratic authority
brought to power people without the experience of governing, who are
guided by the very basic domestic sub-conscience. Our Eastern neighbour,
and, unfortunately, many in the West are satisfied with this situation. But I
will speak about this later.
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It is a difficult task for an amateur to speak after so deeply analytical
addresses, that have been delivered by such prominent people, moreover,
that I am a representative of the state where things are not going so well as
in your countries. The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact represents a conspiracy of
dictators, a division of power. Both Stalin and Hitler demonstrated a total
neglect of any norm of moral culture. They showed a disregard for human
rights, or the rights of large and small nations, and sought to disguise their
actions in various ways. However, in essence there was only one wish: a wish
for power, unlimited and absolute.

Belarussian economy is experiencing a crash at the moment. I shall quote
some figures. Our currency, compared with Russian, has been depreciated
more than 200 times, although we started with the same figures. For half
a million of Belarussian roubles you get one US dollar today, which is the
amount you also get for 25 Russian roubles. You can see the difference.
According to the official statistics, the rate of inflation in six months amounted
to 86,6%.
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Foreign investment per capita comprises 5-7 US dollars per annum
per Belarussian citizen. Which is a zero in fact. Temporary growth of the
gross domestic product was achieved because we consume all our income,
however, this year even the official propaganda is unable to quote the figure
for the growth of the GDP. A complete monopolisation of the state and the
mass media in the state is the shield which disguises such complex economic
situation in Belaruss.
What could be the way out? The way out is to be found in our Consti-tution of 1994, however, the experienced consultants, mainly former workers
of the Central Committee and the CPSU, who came to power, taught our
willing and thirsting for power people to put an end to this democracy. A
pseudo-referendum was organised to amend the Constitution, which, in the
opinion of European experts, is absolutely undemocratic. The whole world
learned the news that the Constitution is anti-democratic, the referendum –
unlawful, and life proves this. Europe started searching for a way out and
sent an OSCE consultative group to us. It seemed that diplomats would help
to identify a way out from this situation, alas, Western diplomats proved
to be much more weaker in terms of their negotiating capacity and their
aspirations. They trusted the promises they were given, and hoped they
could reach an agreement with our regime and the regime would loosen its
dictatorship, which, unfortunately, has not been achieved throughout the
existence of dictatorship.
Seeking to justify their long-lasting work in Belarus, Western diplomacy
and the OSCE consultation group started exerting pressure on the opposition
to make it more compliant. For that reason, this consultative group in
Bucharest this summer chose the people from Belarus who, in essence, are
not the opposition. Following this meeting, St. Petersburg Declaration was
adopted which recommended to open negotiations between the opposition
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and the ruling authorities. The negotiations were to concern the mass media.
The opposition wants to see the two last items in this Declaration being
implemented, since if the parliament was to be elected in a fair manner
today, it would not have any real power according to the 1996 Constitution.
If elections are held, such authority would be legitimised, and once again, a
puppet parliament would be elected, which would strengthen the current
authorities de facto.
The OSCE mission does not want to understand this, while suspension
of the process is very beneficial to our authorities, because this means that
the Belarussian sovereignty becomes a commodity. Our former President,
who is in power at the moment, is protracting this process on the basis of
the referendum results and, assisted by Western diplomats, is in essence
legitimising himself. While Western diplomacy has taken no steps to help
the democracy in Belarus.

Earlier, a Chairwoman of the Bank disappeared. It was announced that she
escaped to Israel or somewhere else. I believe she was annihilated physically,
which was in the interests of the regime and could allow it to conceal its dirty
deeds. When we resumed the work of the Supreme Council, Mr Gonchar,
acting Deputy Chairman of the Supreme Council, disappeared. Since the West
kept silent no longer, the authorities announced they were initiating a search,
and when the proof of guilt was found, the authorities made a statement they
were starting proceedings also concerning the disappearance of the Minister
of the Interior Zacharenka who had disappeared as many as four months
ago. Former Minister of Agriculture is in prison. Charges brought against
him are simply ridiculous. Those ministers or deputies, who are defending
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When the opposition launches protest actions, this consultative observers’
group is criticising us at the time when the regime disperses demonstrators
and beats them. Recently they resorted to a measure unheard of, which
have been forgotten by all civilised countries long ago, namely, the most
prominent politicians are disappearing in our country. The first to disappear
was a person who was able to organise strong resistance. It is the former
Minister of the Interior Zacharenka. No action has been taken, although his
wife had appealed to all the institutions of state power that a search should
be announced and proceedings instituted. She was told he must be drinking
vodka somewhere in dacha and that he will show up.

their rights, have also been imprisoned, while Russia at the time annually
confirms a negative balance for Belarus and, certainly, receives credits from
the West for that.
Ladies and gentlemen, the European Union, Europe, in fact, is
legitimising our regime. I am reasoning as a physicist, as I am not a political
scientist. If the regime is financed, and this money comes from the West, I
am wondering whether this is not the new Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact? This
we will most probably learn 50 years later.
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We are fighting against this regime, and doing everything to ensure that
Belarus chooses the path of civilisation. However, ladies and gentlemen,
President Adamkus said today that the development of Latvia, Estonia and
Lithuania has been halted for 50 years as a result of the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact. The development of my country has been suspended for 200 years
counting from the times of the Russian Empire. We believe we shall be able
to stand for our principles and put Belarus back on the path of democracy.
Western mass media is echoing our media today, and says that the regime
is supported by the majority of population. It is a myth and a lie when they
say that the nation deserves the authorities it has, and that survival is the
primary concern, and only then fight comes, because you cannot fight if you
do not survive. Our pension is equal to 5-6 dollars, so how can one survive
with such pension? For comparison I would like to say that, for example, last
year a million of young Poles attained education abroad. If our young people
are educated abroad, this could help us to overcome the present chaos in
Belarus quicker.
Thank you.
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ROMAS BATÛRA
Chairman of Lithuanian Sajûdis
Associate Professor of Pedagogical University

The Soviet and Nazi Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact:
Historic and Political Evaluation. Lithuanian Aspect.
Current Issues of the Past and the Present
The 1939 Molotov–Ribbentrop deal is one of the most brutal and cynic
deals in the history of the world and Europe, which resulted in liquidation
of the independent Lithuania and other countries and breaking out of World
War Two.

That deal between Germany and the Soviet Union against Lithuania was
not accidental. As the newest research has revealed and so have the works by
our historians Dr. Zenonas Butkus and Dr. Algimantas Kasperavièius, and their
presentations in the conference, held a month ago, both the aggressive states
had already co-operated in this respect since the twenties and particularly
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The secret additional protocol of the 23 of August 1939 Non-aggression
Treaty between Germany and the Soviet Union manifested the accord that
in case of the “territorial and political rearrangement” in the Baltic region,
the “northern border of Lithuania should represent the boundary of the
sphere of influence of Germany and the USSR”, which means that the whole
the then territory of the State of Lithuania would fall under Germany’s
influence. Having already launched World War Two, both the predatory
states agreed with the secret additional protocol of 28 September 1939 that
“the state territory of Lithuania shall fall under the sphere of influence of the
USSR” excluding South West part of Lithuania which was to fall to Germany.
After that the 14 June 1940 ultimatum of the Soviet Union to Lithuania and
subsequent occupation of the latter followed. With the 10 January 1941 secret
protocol Germany “passed” to the Soviet Union South West part of Lithuania
for 7,5 million golden dollars. That is how the whole territory of Lithuania
found itself in the hands of the Soviet occupant.

aimed at preventing the unity of the Baltic states in the presence of danger.
Germany and the Soviet Union supported the Lithuanian-Polish conflict.
Therefore, it was not difficult for Germany and the Soviet Union to speak
the same language. The 1939 Pact rooted in numerous conspiracies that were
targeted against the independence of the Baltic states in the pursuits to divide
Europe. As well as other peoples, the Lithuanians lost their natural right to
enjoy freedom on their own territory as a result of the occupation.
In its struggle for restoring the independence, Lithuania derived its
strength from the deep past of the Balts, Lithuanians and the State of
Lithuania.
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Until the present, our ancestors, the Balts-Lithuanians, have protected
the heritage of the Old Europe that was under the development already
by the mid of the third millennium BC, fostered the living Indo-European
language which is the oldest in this continent and its culture whose special
“very humanistic” features were noted by archbishop Adam from Bremen
900 years ago.
For thousands of years our ancestors lived in the vast territories of Eastern
Europe stretching from the Baltic Sea to the Dnieper basin and the VolgaOka rivers including. Later invasion by the Slavs and the Germanic peoples
curtailed the living space of the Balts-Lithuanians. During the 12th–15th
centuries the Lithuanian State was involved into 250-year-lasting defence
warfare (1185–1435) and repulsed the most aggressive forces of Western and
Eastern worlds.
Lithuanian ruler Gediminas launched a wide diplomatic activity
alongside the armed struggle against the Germanic Teutonic Order. Broad
international acclaim as the “event that reached Rome” followed the
statements of by Gediminas’ executives of 1322–1324 where the aggressive
Order was first compromised in the presence of Western Europe and they
injured the roots of its ideology. The way of how Gediminas ruled, his
religious tolerance, thoughts about co-operation of people and nations on
the basis of humanity deriving from the old Baltic culture show how current
this approach is to our epoch.
At the beginning of the 15th century, ruler of Lithuania Vytautas the
Great made efforts to regain the Baltic lands that had been occupied by
the Teutonic Order close to the very Vistula. His diplomatic stance against
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Germanic Emperor Sigismund manifested in eulogising the understanding
of a nation, common language, territory, origins, the right to sovereignty and
the right to live on one’s own territory. The Teutonic knights were known
as outlanders and plunderers. This constitutes significant moments in the
history of Europe’s spiritual and legal development.
Despite enormous efforts, the smashing victory in the biggest battle
of Europe throughout the Middle Ages, known under the names Þalgiris,
Gruenwald, succeeded in stopping the Teutonic Order owing to enormous
sacrifice and losses only at the lower part of the Lower Nemunas. The same
boarder remained until World War One. Unfortunately, a part of the occupied
Baltic-Lithuanian lands received the name of Lithuania Minor and remained
separated from the State of Lithuania (i.e. Lithuania Major).

With the downfall of the Soviet empire and support of world’s
democracies as well as with common efforts of the Baltic states to restore the
independence of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, the consequences of earlier
predatory actions have not been fully eliminated.
By recalling the heritage of the Soviet-Nazi Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, we
state regretfully that sacred historic land of Romuva of the old Balts, the land of
Lithuanian writers, poets and thinkers Maþvydas, Donelaitis, Vydûnas, is still
a militarised part of Russia that threatens Europe. In the name of historic truth
and memory of the locally residing Lithuanians who perished throughout
the centuries and from the hands of the aggressors in the name of democratic
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In the turmoil of World War One, Lithuania threw off the 120-year-lasting
yoke of Russia and declared its independence on 16 February 1918. Influenced
by the events, the Lithuanians who lived in Northern Baltic–Lithuanian lands
occupied by the Order and later by Germany and those living in Lithuania
Minor assembled in the Lithuania Minor or Prussian National Council on 30
November 1918 in Tilsit and declared the Act that embraced the principles
of self-determination of peoples by announcing the “accession of Lithuania
Minor to Lithuania Major”. However, further political intrigues predetermi
ned so that the will of the people did not fully come true. In the course of
World War Two when the two aggressors, Germany and the Soviet Union,
confronted each other, Southern part of Lithuania Minor became a part of
the Soviet Union; although being “temporary” after World War Two, this
“temporality” has still remained (at present, as Kaliningrad region).
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relations among the countries in Europe, Karaliauèius–Kaliningrad region
should be demilitarised. It should have the right to revive again with the old
Baltic-Lithuanian culture and traditions.
The declaration announced in Fulda in November 1946 by the Council
of Lithuania Minor should also be recalled since it resulted from the Soviet
aggression. By continuing the idea of 1918, democratic states were requested
to single out Lithuania Minor occupied by the Soviets, so that “it could merge
with the liberated Lithuania Major”. In 1954, the Chairman of the Council of
Lithuania Minor submitted the memorandum of the same content to the US
State Department. In 1972, the Senior Committee for Liberation of Lithuania
sent the memorandum to the governments of the USA, Canada, and European
countries with the demand for the independence to Lithuania at the same
time reminding that Northern part of Eastern Prussia under the Soviet Union
administration “constitutes the part of the patrimony (i.e. inheritance) of
Lithuania. Therefore, the Lithuanian vital interests call for the resolution of
the final fate of the territory by focusing attention to its geographic, historic,
and ethnographic character and economic requirements”. This problem has
not been resolved yet.
The newest research into the nominal heritage of Lithuania Minor and
Tvanksta-Karaliauèius regions and that of the old Baltic, pro-Lithuanian, and
Lithuanian water bodies reveal more than 4,000 uninterrupted years of the
development of the old Baltic culture in the said region, although, it has been
subject to Western and Eastern intruders, it withstood for science and, in the
name of peaceful and democratic future of the globe, for the recognised spirit
of Baltic-Prussians and Lithuanians.
The consequences of the 1939 actions guided by medieval aggressiveness of
the Soviets and the Nazi are felt by the peoples even today. Extended through
the centuries, the consequences of the aggression should not be forgotten in
the Baltic Assembly and other international forums when the crimes against the
humanity of the Nazi, and now particularly those by the Soviets, are appraised,
including those committed against the Lithuanian people.
When the world makes a step into the 21st century, we should strengthen
democratic and tolerant relations among the peoples and states by rejecting
the understanding of “the USSR interests” that were brutally demonstrated
in 1939, and that are unfortunately being escalated today.
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DUMITRU PREDA
Director of the Diplomatic Archive of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of Romania

Romania and the Soviet–German Pact (1939) –
Present Point of View
Mr President,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
Distinguished Participants,

Dear Participants,
The founding of the united Romanian nation in 1918, as well as the birth
of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania as independent states in the same year, was
a great victory of the principle of nationality and created wide opportunities
for a new approach to international relations, motivated by a strong wish to
safeguard peace and inter-state détente and cooperation.
To these goals, Romania dedicated its pacts and alliances between the
two World Wars, according to both the spirit and the letter of the Nations’
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On behalf of the Romanian delegation I would like to express our
gratitude to the Lithuanian authorities for their kind invitation to participate
in this very important conference dedicated to the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact
and its consequences for the present and for the future of the Baltic states.
Our participation is an expression of Romania’s traditional sympathy and
solidarity with the Lithuanian nation, with all the Baltic states and nations
and with their brave fight for freedom, independence and democracy. It is
also proof of our interest in developing relations and cooperation for the
benefit of the entire region from the Baltic Sea to the Black and Aegean Seas.
This will lead to a better understanding of our needs and of the new course
of international affairs, for a solid contribution to the security of Europe. Our
debates represent an effective contribution with a high sense of responsibility
to the future of our nations.
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Society Pact. Throughout this period the Bucharest governments took steps to
prevent the escalation of aggression on a worldwide and especially on a local
scale. The failure of the Moscow tripartite talks and particularly the signing
of the Soviet–German Pact of 23 August 1939 engendered a radical change in
its political and military position and brought about a considerable decrease
in the power of voicing its opinions. The whole juridical basis underlying the
Romanian-Soviet relations was annulled, leaving Romania to grapple with
new solutions in order to maintain its independence, territorial integrity, and
national sovereignty.
The signing of the additional secret non-aggression protocol of SovietGerman Treaty, on the night of 23–24 August 1939 in Moscow, represents a
decisive moment fort the later development of Romania. The secret agreement
of the two dictatorial powers regarding some third parties gave Stalin, through
art. 3, free play to make openly any territorial claims regarding Romania.
Even though, according to some German sources, in this matter, the parties
“quickly came to an agreement“, history still can’t give an answer about the
factors which determined the parties to adopt such an ambiguous formula
at this point. Unlike the cases of Poland, Finland, and the Baltic states, for
which the limit of “the spheres of influence“ had been exactly established, the
additional secret protocol of the Soviet-German non-aggression Agreement of
23 August 1939 limited itself just to mention that “the Soviet party emphasizes
the interest expressed concerning Basarabia“ and that the German party
“declares its total political lack of interest regarding these territories“. Basarabia
had not been directly included in the Soviet sphere as in these case of Finland,
Letoria, Estonia, Poland (partially), the subscribers having limited themselves
just to express their “interest“ or “lack of interest“ in the territory between Prut
and Nistru. So, the conclusion got by the German researcher, I. Fleischhauer,
is more than justified, as she notes: “It’s still not clear what made Stalin agree
with him [J. von Ribbentrop, who insisted on specifying just the Germany’s
political lack of interest] and why he didn’t insist on the fact that Basarabia, just
like the other territories included in the Soviet sphere of influence, should be
declared as belonging to this.“
The recently published archive documents prove that, despite the
declared “lack of interest“, Germany watched very carefully Basarabia’s case
after 23 August 1939, and the USSR’s “interest“ was accepted under certain
conditions. Berlin and Moscow were to reconsider this moment nine months
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At present is very well known that at the end of June 1940, Stalin was
no longer willing to honor his promises made almost a year before, and
Hitler, having his main military forces called up on the Western Front, at
that moment, could no longer put effective pressure to make his partner
respect his given assurances regarding policy towards Romania. During
the following period, after the negotiations of August–September 1939, the
Kremlin launched a vast and intensive military preparation to add some
Romanian territories. It is important to understand that from the very
beginning the Soviet government planned to ignore the accepted condition
in the matter of Basarabia. This combat training turned out to be necessary
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later, when, on June 23, 1940 the German ambassador von der Schulenburg
was summoned by the People’s Commissioner of Foreign Affairs of the USSR.
In order to be informed about the Soviet government’s intention to obtain
as soon as possible “a solution to the Basarabia matter“. It is worth noticing
that in the telegram #1205, sent on the same evening to Berlin, which was
published in several editions, the German Minister confessed: “I’ve told
Molotov that such a decision is no surprise for me. I considered that the Soviet
government would insist on his claims regarding Basarabia, claims which we
do not contest, and would not take the offensive to carry them out.“ From
the recently published record of that meeting, brought about by the Soviet
party, one could notice that the very first reaction of the German official was
to remind the Head of the Soviet Diplomacy the following: “…at that time (on
the occasion of negotiations in August–September 1939-n.n.) Basarabia’s case
was considered this way: USSR would state claims to Basarabia only when
a third country (Hungary, Bulgaria) would formulate territorial claims to
Romania and therefore would start to achieve them. The USSR alone would
not take the initiative in this matter.“ V. Molotov refused to admit such an
interpretation of Basarabia’s case, so he declared that the German minister’s
statement “is not accurate, that it represents just an isolated element and
not the condition in general.“ In this way it is proved that the 3rd article of
the Soviet-German additional secret protocol had been accepted by the
subscribing parties under certain conditions. The Soviet Union didn’t have
the right to formulate claims to Basarabia as long as the Bucharest government
would not have honored the Hungarian or Bulgarian territorial claims. The
Soviet ultimatum at the end of June 1940 contradicted even the spirit of the
secret Soviet-German protocol of August 1939.

only after having signed the Soviet-German pact of August 1939, as, up to
that moment, Moscow had never even officially acknowledged the document
of unity between Basarabia and Romania of March 1918. The USSR had not
started wast military offensives, being aware that she might be in danger if
she roused adverse reactions from the Western countries.
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In an extremely favorable international context (main German troops
involved on the Western Front and the defeat of the English and French)
Russia planned just to inform the German party about its intention to annex
Basarabia, also making claims to Bucovina, breaking the already established
border of August 1939. Only the categorical refusal of Berlin saved the
southern part of Bucovina from the Soviet occupation.
The delivery of the ultimatum and occupation of the Soviet troops of
Basarabia, at the same time with the northern part of Bucovina, took place
in an extremely brutal manner, totally ignoring the opinion and interests
of Romania. The continuing advances, the attacking and disarmament of
some Romanian units who were backing out, the abusive confiscation of
many goods which belonged to the Romanian Army and civil authorities, the
initiation and stimulation of some aggressive anti-Romanian manifestations
coming from social categories of civil populations were all typical wartime acts.
The aggressive Soviet policies toward Romania continued even during
the following period after stealing Basarabia and the territory North of
Bucovina. At the new Soviet-Romanian border massive Red Army troops were
concentrated. The continual modifications of the borders of Bucovina, the
military occupation of some islands in Danube Delta, the extreme measures
taken to prevent those who desired to be repatriated to the right side of Prut,
and the repression of the population of occupied Romania represents some
of the hostile manifestations shown to Romania by the Soviet government.
It is obvious that such a policy carried by our Eastern neighbor could only
give birth to the legitimate defensive reaction of the Romanian people, which
resulted in a general anti-Soviet spirit all over the country; the coming into
power of the right-wing parties; and the orientation of Romania’s external
policy towards Germany. Between June 1940 and June 1941 Romania was
willing to join not only Germany but any other country which would have
begun a war against the Soviets. By sending Romanian units in the East,
general Antonescu’s government expressed the wish of the majority of our

44

 Turinys

country to correct the injustice done to Romania in June–July 1940. Without
getting into details, we will just mention that Romania’s participation in the
Eastern campaign ended up with the document from 23 August 1944, when
the new government asked the anti-Hitler coalition to sing the truce and
made public his willingness to fight against Nazi Germany. An essential factor
which led to such a decision was the Soviet government’s statement in the
sprig of 1944 in support of the null character of the arbitration from Wien (30
August 1940), admitting in this way the necessity for Romania to get back the
Northeast part of Transilvania, which had been annexed by Hungary with
the assistance of national-socialist Germany and fascist Italy.
The German-Soviet Agreement proved illusory Bucharest’s hope that it
could avoid the threat of those two dictatorial countries only by promoting
a prudent policy toward both the Soviet Union and Germany.

The Romanian Army had an important role in the war against Germany,
contributing in this way to bring to an end the hostilities in Europe. Despite
this reality, Romania had to endure the consequences of the Soviet military
occupation, to be subject to a communist regime, to be under the control
of Moscow, as well as to be denied the statute of cobelligerent at the Peace
Conference from Paris.
Thus, the Romanian people had to pay for its courage to try to repair the
injustice it had to bear by applying Art. 3 from the additional secret protocol
of the Soviet-German Treaty of 1939. To the dilemma faced by the specialists
who are trying to estimate which one of the Romanian Army’s campaigns,
in the East or in the West, was justified, we will answer: Romania shed her
share of blood during the fight against the most brutal totalitarian regimes of the
20th century – the Nazis and the Soviet. But she had been rewarded by being
used as a material, which had to satisfy, together with other Southeastern
states, the hegemonic desires of the Stalinist regime, which survived and
consolidated after World War II.
The following decades after 1945 have been called the attacks of the Soviet
historiography against the Romanian policy during the second world conflict.
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The collapse of France in 1940 together with the entire political system
based on the British-French Alliance, as well as Italy’s joining the conflagration
were the two main factors that changed the course of events in East-Central
Europe.
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Many mistakes were attributed to Romania. The Soviets accused Romania
of standing by Nazi Germany, though they ignored the fact that between
1939–1940 the Soviet Union was the closest ally to Hitler. The Soviets criticized
the presence of the Romanian authorities in Transnistria, without mentioning
that that administration was temporary and served as a pledge for the time
after the war, in order to get Transilvania back, which had been occupied by
the Hortyst Hungary. Many books were written about the extermination of
the Jewish population in Romania, but they overlooked the number of Jews
who had the opportunity during that period to leave Romania. The Soviet
authors tried by different means to persuade public opinion about the greedy
character of Romanian policy during the war, but “forgot“ to mention that after
the war, Basarabia and the Northern part of Bucovina had been appropriated,
but not by Romania, but by the Soviet Union, due to Stalin’s irreconcilable
policy towards the Western partners during the peace negotiations. Moreover,
the Soviet Union never gave up any of the islands from the Danube Delta,
nor the Herta region, which hadn’t been mentioned in the ultimatum of
June 26, 1940, thus maintaining also the division of Basarabia by splitting
her Southern and Northern parts from the SS Republic of Moldova, created
in 1940. Besides the Soviet government, using the obedient regime from
Bucharest, imposed and supported by means of the Soviet troops, also stole
from Romania, in 1948, Snakes’ Island (Insula Serpilor), which, at present, is
still a source of debate between the Romanian and Ukrainian governments.
The consequences of the applied Art. 3 from the secret Soviet–German
protocol of 23 August 1939 are left to last even after the total disappearance
of its authors. In spite the fact that ever since 24 December 1989 the supreme
forum of USSR’s legislature has denounced its signing, considering this act
as “null and void ab initio“, today, at Prut, they still keep the barbed wire,
and the Romanian citizens who travel to the North of Bucovina have to pay
the custom fee.
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LIUDAS TRUSKA
Professor of Kaunas Vytautas Magnus University

Mister Chairman,
Distinguished Participants of the Conference!

Thus, in order to learn some lessons from history, we have to fully
understand it, because only a complete picture of history can teach us.
Therefore, today we must first and foremost decide how we acted in the face
of Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, since similar challenges of history can arise to
us in future, too. Are we going to make the same mistakes again? Certainly,
the Baltic nations probably were unable to preserve their independence. Our
philosopher Vidûnas once said: “What is unavoidable has to be faced with
dignity”. It would have been nice if Lithuania, as well as Latvia and Estonia,
met the year 1940 with dignity, at least. Immediately after the conclusion of
the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, Moscow thrust the treaties of mutual assistance
and garrisons upon the three countries – Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia. This
meant that the Soviet Union placed one foot into the Baltic lands.
Then followed the middle of June 1940, when Moscow started imple-menting its treaty. The Governments of all the three states accepted the
ultimatum unconditionally without any manifestation of resistance, either
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As usual, this conference as well as other conferences of the same type
which were quite numerous in the latter decade take the following structure:
a conspiracy, i.e. Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, and subsequent sufferings. This
stems from the conception of heroic deeds and sufferings which has gained
dominance among us, from the understanding of our history as consisting
only of deeds and sufferings, while the middle element is omitted (in our
conference as well). There is one more element in between the conspiracy and
sufferings. Was there nothing that we, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, could
influence ourselves? Did everything depend entirely on the conspirators? Let
us consider Finland which chose a different course than the Baltic nations,
despite the fact that the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact envisaged the same destiny
for all of these states.
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armed or political, though they could have rejected the ultimatum. The
most shameful is the fact that today one could scrutinise the documents in
every possible way and fail to find such words as “aggression”, “occupation”,
even “ultimatum”. Minister of Foreign Affairs Mr Juozas Urbðys, still staying
in Moscow, on 15 June called the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Kaunas
and ordered diplomats and the staff to create an impression in the face of
foreign countries that the three points of Moscow requirements were not
an ultimatum, but rather wishes. This was the objective towards which the
Lithuanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs worked. The head of the state escaped
leaving the mandate of the President to Prime Minister Mr Merkys. After
that, Mr Merkys, acting President, issued two statements: one on 15 June, the
other on 16 June, claiming that our country had been entered by the armed
forces of a friendly union state for the sake of their own, Soviet, and our,
Lithuanian, interests in order to safeguard peace and stability in this region
of Europe. This could be defined not only as assistance to Moscow, but rather
as the treason of the state.
When plundering European lands, Nazis were not too ceremonious.
They did not care a straw about the European view, about the public opinion.
Moscow took an absolutely different course of action. According to Remer,
“the Soviets were experienced masters of political performances”. They
established the semblance of legitimacy, as if the revolution, the uprising
was joined voluntarily. This was their objective in the Baltic states, their aim
being to create the semblance of voluntary and legitimate accession of the
Baltic states into the family of Soviet nations rather than their usurpation.
Moscow succeeded in this. Succeeded owing to, first of all, unconditional
capitulation of the Baltic authorities and even their collaboration. The
People’s Government set up by the decree of Mr Merkys was recognised by
all the political forces of Lithuania, first and foremost, by the authorities of
the Seimas, then by the leaders of the armed forces and Ðauliai Union, yet
later, by the Christian Democrats, Peasants Popular Parties, and finally by the
public economic organisations.
There are reasons to maintain that at first the Soviets had a plan to grant
the status similar to Mongolia to Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, i.e. the status
of a satellite country. However, as soon as they saw that things were running
so smoothly without any resistance, they decided that instead of the status
of Mongolia, the one of the Soviet Republic could be applied immediately.
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Thank you.
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A commander of the anti-Soviet uprising of June 1941 and Head of the
Provisional Government Mr Ambrazevièius-Brazaitis wrote: “Lithuania fell
into the Soviet arms easily, easier than expected by the Bolsheviks themselves,
without any active or passive resistance.” We often write that the resistance
arose on the very first days of occupation. Nothing of the kind, the resistance
began in autumn 1940. This is understandable since the Lithuanian people
were perplexed by the capitulation and misleading position of the authorities,
the population was at a loss. They needed time to recover, to get back to their
senses, to understand what had happened. By the way, to a certain extent,
Moscow managed to mislead the world, too. We often rebuke the world
community for having been indifferent towards our destiny, for not saving
and defending us. However, first of all it was us who had to defend ourselves,
and only after that, we might have expected others’ support. The capitulation
policy of Lithuanian authorities and vindication of Moscow resulted in that
Sweden recognised the annexation of the Baltic states completely, Germany
and, certainly, other states, including France, Switzerland and Italy, recognised
it partially, i.e. by transferring gold or buildings of embassies. If we want to
learn from the mistakes of history, we should not omit this fact, too. By the
way, there is a precept that in critical moments, a nation, a state must protect
what is sacred to it: the independence, the territorial integrity. I think that
Lithuania, Lithuania’s government have drawn the conclusions, learnt from
its past lessons, because this was obvious during the events of January 1991
when Lithuania did not follow the course of capitulation taken in June 1940.

ALGIRDAS PETRUSEVIÈIUS
Member of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania
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Short sighted policies of Western European leaders in 1938 enabled
Hitler’s Germany to occupy Austria without any obstacles and take over France
already in September 1938. France agreed for the Sudetenland to be seized
from Czechoslovakia. Thus full liquidation of the state of Czechoslovakia
was predetermined by enormous concessions of England and France. On 23
March the same year, Lithuania was deprived of Klaipëda region, although
England and France had guaranteed the said territory.
In view of such a course of events the Soviet Union made efforts to
negotiate with England and France for the conclusion of the treaty on mutual
assistance, however, the negotiations were disrupted due to the lack of
determination of the West and bore no other fruit but left Hitler free to act
and whet his infinite predatory appetite.
Being well aware that approaching the Soviet borders might cause serious
problems, Hitler gave the order to his ambassador in Moscow to probe the
possibilities for the deal with Stalin’s regime taking into consideration the
interests of both the parties. Stalin agreed to start negotiations without a
delay, considering the fact of invasion of the Japanese troops into the USSR
territory already by July 1938.
On 23 August 1939, the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact was signed and so were
so-called secret protocols, witnessing the division of the sphere of interests in
Eastern Europe between the Soviet Union and Germany. This primarily dealt
with Finland, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, as well as Poland and Bessarabia in
South East Europe. That was a decisive day for the then independent states.
Germany used the favourable circumstances of non-punishment and
concessions and invaded Poland on 1 September 1939 thereby setting the
outbreak of World War II, since according to the treaty on mutual assistance
England and France declared war on Germany, but did not take any steps to
assist Poland. On 17 September, the Soviets also invaded Poland, and Poland
ceased to exist as an independent state.
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From this point the dirty flirt with the Kremlin started and concessions
were made to the demands by Stalin to leave the Baltic states (occupied on
15 July 1940) in his sphere of influence. US President Roosevelt came with
an absurd offer that he called a “compromise”: the Lithuanians, Latvians and
Estonians who were not willing to stay in the Soviet Union were given the
right to leave their homelands taking all their possessions along with them,
which was considered as the step that did not violate the principles of the
Atlantic Charter.
Thanks God, those secret and unjustified debates of the USA and England
on the treaty with the Soviet Union were disclosed to the public by making
the British public indignant. Thus the treaty that would have legitimised the
Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact was not signed. Then the Kremlin conceded and
on 26 May 1942 the treaty on mutual assistance was signed between Great
Britain and the Soviet Union without mentioning the boarders of the Baltic
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In October 1939, the turn came for our states. The Kremlin forced
Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia to allow the garrisons of the Red Army enter
into the said states. The West understood that this was the implementation of
the secret Nazi-Bolshevik deal, i.e. destruction of the statehood of the Baltic
states, however, it once again showed no determination to make obstacles
for those events to happen. Moreover, US Secretary of State Cordell Hull said
that despite bringing the Soviet troops into the Baltic states they remained
independent formally, therefore, the USA could not take any diplomatic
steps. Shortly after, in November 1939, the Red Army invaded Finland, but
failed to break the resistance of the latter. Heroic defence of the Finns and the
loss of a part of their territory contributed to the success in defending their
independence. Stalin chose the mid of June 1940 for the final subjugation
of the Baltic states when the focus of all the world was on France that lost
war against Hitler. In this way, the realisation of the content of the Molotov–
Ribbentrop secret pact was launched. For the sake of the truth it should be
recognised that the US Secretary of State made another statement on 23 July
1940 where he condemned the occupation of the Baltic states and emphasised
that the USA continued to recognise the independence of Lithuania, Latvia
and Estonia. However with the failure of the short-lasting friendship between
Hitler and Stalin and with the German invasion into the Soviet Union, the USA
and England had the necessity of looking for the ways to form the alliance
with the Kremlin against Hitler.

states. Nevertheless, concessions were made to Stalin when the British Foreign
Office deleted the names of the Estonian, Latvian and Lithuanian diplomats
from the regular lists thereby making the whole world aware that the Baltic
states no longer had full diplomatic status.
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In this way Great Britain in fact waived the main principles of the Atlantic
Charter announced on 14 August 1941: to disapprove any territorial change
if it failed to comply with the free will of people thereby assisting the Soviet
Union in implementation of the secret protocols of the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact. Some time later, i.e. in Teheran, Yalta and Potsdam the whole of Eastern
Europe was divided irrespective to the occupied nations and their future.
The discussion on the consequences of the secret protocols of the
Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact can be very extensive and long. Our people were
not bound by any territorial and national division of the global powers.
Already in 1940 when the Red Army garrisons were placed in Lithuania,
the resistance was launched throughout the whole territory which in 1941
developed into the popular uprising and declaration of the reestablishment of
the independent Lithuania. It was a clear and unquestionable manifestation
of the will of people. The second wave of the Red Plague in 1945 gave the rise
to almost simultaneous guerrilla resistance throughout Lithuania against the
occupant which was more powerful and better armed by thousand times.
The bloody warfare continued for almost ten years and claimed for about
30 thousand lives. Hundreds of thousands of people and minors as well as
the old were deported to East Siberia and did not return to their Homeland.
Tens of thousands were put into prisons as state criminals for the mere fact
that they did not want to become homo sovieticus. I leave aside so-called
displaced persons, since the map of Lithuania was subjected to changes.
Forced displacement of Lithuanians from Klaipëda region and Suvalkija
(South West) was carried out, too.
During fifty years the Lithuanians (including those who fled to the West)
in fact suffered spiritual and physical genocide and lost about a million of
lives. The young men and women who perished in partisan and resistance
struggles (and who could be referred to as the best people of Lithuania) were
also the loss to the nation’s gene pool. This constitutes everlasting priceless
damage. They are immortal.

52

 Turinys

Versti puslapį

II. The Consequences of the Occupations,
Genocide, Armed and Unarmed Resistance
in the Occupied States (1939–1990)
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TUNNE KELAM
Vice Chairman of the Parliament of the Republic of Estonia

Thank you chairman, your excellencies, distinguished parliamentarians
and guests. My theme has been called “Consequences of Occupations in
Estonia”, and I would like to divide it into three. First, physical and political
consequences, then, indirect consequences, including consequences of moral,
cultural and demographic nature, and third, resistance to these consequences
and attempts to overcome the Soviet occupation.

The second stage followed in June 1940, when additional Soviet troops
entered Estonian territory, bringing the number up to, at least 125 thousand,
the other sources claim about 140 thousand. In these conditions the so-called
Soviet revolution was staged. I think it is an interesting comparison that we
had and our communist party historians had a very hard work finding out
how many members of Estonian communist party there were in June 1940.
I think that this number didn’t exceed 140. So, the relation was that behind
the back of one Estonian native communist there stood one thousand Red
Army troops. And in these conditions a coup d’état was accomplished. But
these events in June 1940 brought to our attention also to the first attempt to
resist, namely about 6000 people volunteered to become counter-candidates
to the elections of the Soviet Parliament, to offer alternative to one candidate
list of communist candidates. Among these 6000 people, at least two thirds
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I must say at first that today, the 28th of September, is a very unhappy
day in Estonia’s history because on that day in 1939, the Estonian government
was forced to sign an agreement with Moscow allowing entering of Soviet
military bases to Estonian territory. The debate whether Estonia should have
resisted in autumn 1939 is still going on, and I don’t have a plan to elaborate
on it today. But, in fact, it meant surrendering substantial part of Estonian
sovereignty to the Soviet Union in September 1939, the same day when Nazi
Germany and the Soviet Union concluded the Additional Pact which doomed
the fate of Lithuania. Anyway, as a result of this, by October 1939, at least
40 thousand Red Army troops had entered Estonia, the number of Estonian
Army was between 12 and 15 thousand.

were repressed afterwards. But this was the first democratic attempt of
resistance. Repressions followed at once and amounted to the dimensions of
genocide aiming at planned extermination of concrete groups of population
and repressing thousands of people, citizens of Estonia, retroactively, for
so-called anti-Soviet propaganda and activities to undermine Soviet system,
having been citizens of an independent state. But at least 70 per cent of
sentences passed by courts during the first year of Soviet occupation were
based upon such criteria.
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The first year of Soviet occupation from 1940 till 1941 brought the
following results: about 6 per cent of the total population, a bit above one
million at that time, were repressed, and almost 4 per cent of the population
were executed or died. Compared to a country like France this would have
meant two million people dead during the first year of the Soviet occupation.
The most dramatic event was mass deportation in June 1941, when more
than 10 thousand people were brought to Siberia, about two thirds of them
perished, but among them there were also 440 Estonian Jews, almost 10 per
cent of Estonian Jewish population at that time. Also, thousands of people were
forcefully mobilised into the Soviet Army and sent out of Estonia. When the
war started between the Soviet Union and Nazi Germany in 1941, the death or
extermination battalions murdered about three thousand persons. As a result
of these repressions, there emerged resistance movement in which almost 20
thousand people, so-called “forest brothers” participated, 2 per cent of the
population. In France it would have meant one million resistance fighters.
During the German occupation it was clear that Hitler also conducted
his policies proceeding from the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. Estonians had
no illusions about the nature of Nazi system. In fact, Nazis repressed 1.3 per
cent of the total population, and at the end of Nazi regime, almost 7 per cent
of the population escaped to the West. Together with Baltic Germans who
left Estonia on the basis of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact in 1939 and 1940, it
made almost 10 per cent of the total population.
The second Soviet occupation started with active resistance movement
to the Red Army in the average in the forests. Between 1944 and 1949 there
were 15 thousand to 20 thousand “forest brothers”. The overall number could
have been around 30 thousand, it was because the first ones were caught or
killed and then the others pledged to the forests. In France it would have
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meant 1.5 million people participating actively in resistance movement. It
was very interesting that until 1949, when the movement of “forest brothers”
was finally broken, Soviet authorities talked about it as about a war which
they conducted against Estonian bourgeois government. They took this
government, this resistance extremely seriously. And only after that and after
the second mass deportation, the terms like bandits and criminals were taken
into use. Deportation of 1949 was preceded by a specific decree issued by the
Soviet government in Moscow on 29 of January; the decree which provided
that all the families, in which there were Estonian nationalists and bandits,
were to be deported to the gulags. Such an act which was carried out without
any trials, even attempts of trials, was surely a crime against humanity.

But there are also indirect losses. I mean as a result of genocide policies
described in definition of genocide as placing a group in conditions which
cause its full or partial extermination or measures also to reduce fertility rates
of the groups. 17 per cent of Estonian men and women were separated from
each other, in the average for ten years period, because they were in gulag
or deported to Siberia. And families separated which reduced considerably
the birth rate. Also many people, after leaving gulag, were forced to stay on
in Russia, instead of being allowed to return to their families. Their families
were still separated. And many homeless children, those of arrested or
deported, were sent to Russian orphan homes, separating them from their
national culture.
All in all, between 1940 and 1990, we could say that such measures and
policies caused that about 180 thousand children were left unborn, which
results in the fact that in the eve of the 21st century, Estonian population has
remained or has been driven back to the figures of the end of the last century.
Estonian resistance movement was based purely upon the fact that
Soviet occupation was never recognised by leading Western democracies.
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All in all, between 1944 and 1959, 11 per cent of the population was
repressed, and 2 per cent of the population died, from those almost 80 per cent
were arrested and sent to gulags of the overall population, and 3 per cent were
deported without any court trials. The result of all three occupations together
amounts to 18.3 per cent of population losses, i.e. killed, arrested, deported
and forced to escape to the West, and almost 7 per cent of the population
which died. This could be compared to Polish losses during the World War II.
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I think one problem that we still have to deal with is Moscow’s big lie. The
official theory which was taught for at least half of the century that Estonians
had by their own free expression of their will, had their legal marriage with
the Soviet Union in 1940 was a lie. Fortunately, international assessment of
the occupation was completely different and democratic states of the West
continued to recognise Estonia, as well as the other Baltic states, de jure for at
least 52 years. I think this is a very important precedent set up in international
case law, but this was also a practical life line for Estonians’ resistance, which
was also based upon restoration of statehood in a more democratic way, based
upon international law.
In 1972 Estonian’s resistance two groups twice sent their first appeal to
the United Nations asking for help to evacuate Soviet troops and organise
free elections. In 1979 Baltic Appeal was signed by 45 Baltic activists. You have
the text today. But most important is the answer of European Parliament
to it in 1983, which clearly says that European Parliament condemns the
fact that the occupation of formerly independent Baltic states by the Soviet
Union continues, and stresses that the Soviet annexation of the three Baltic
states had not been formerly recognised by most European states and the
United States, also. Based upon this, at the end of 1970’s and 1980’s there
was a revival of Estonian national democratic movement. The first act was so
called Helvebark meeting in August 1987, also to commemorate the Molotov–
Ribbentrop agreement. That was a quest for truth: what really happened
in 1939, was there a legal marriage, or was it an occupation and rape of the
Baltic nations. And within one year, the truth came up even in the Kremlin
archives. Even Mr Gorbachev had to admit that there were secret protocols
to this notorious pact, and that the Baltic states were occupied. And here we
have a demonstration that truth makes us free. We have truth that there is
no legal marriage with Moscow, consequently we have grown to ask for real
independent statehood to be restored.
I would like just to mention only one further movement. Ten years ago,
that was Estonian citizens’ committee’s movement, a unique massive civic
initiative to register more than 900 thousand people, almost all Estonian
citizens, without any state support, under the Soviet government, but it
was organised for the first time and spread within one year. And then have
normal democratic elections to an alternative democratic non-Soviet body,
called the Congress of Estonia. Democratic alternative is always necessary,
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but the year 1989 and 1990 demonstrated that democratic alternative, even in
Soviet conditions, was not only desirable, but also possible. And that caused
the quiet melting away of the Communist Party by spring 1990. The citizens’
movements had demonstrated that the Communist Party had no future and
was not able to bring about real freedom and restoration of independence.
The title of this Conference is “the Present and the Future of the Baltic
States”. So far, we have talked about the past, about the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact. And this just shows that unresolved past lives on in our present. I think
we must together with international community and former occupying powers
make a decisive moral and political effort, to be able to address the future,
leaving finally behind the tragic burden of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
Thank you so much.
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and the Possibilities for Their Liquidation)
Politicians, political analysts, and historians who research European and
world’s history of the 20th century arrive at a conclusion that the “period of
World War II” was ended during 1988–1989 when the communist regimes
were subjected to downfall in Eastern Europe and when room appeared for
almost forgotten Baltic states to re-emerge on the map. The consequences
seem to have also been automatically liquidated, however, they constituted
the effects resulting from the German-Soviet Union secrete diplomacy, i.e.
the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact and its secret protocols. We can only question
whether the 50-year-lasting Soviet occupation in the Baltic states or the
experience of the population have been sufficiently analysed in political and
legal senses on the international scale?
In 1940, there were 3 million 560 thousand people living in Lithuania,
and the population throughout the Baltic states amounted to approximately
10 million people. All of them were subjected to become hostages of Nazi
Germany’s and Communist Soviet Union’s criminal deal realised during
August-September 1939. What happened at that time?
In terms of grand politics, seeking to revise the map of political influences
that were predetermined after World War I, the superpowers of the world
reached a peaceful diplomatic solution. On this level hardly anybody could be
interested or, all the more, be concerned with the fate of three small states or
that of 10 million people, despite the membership of the latter in the League
of Nations. Unfortunately, such a stance neither changes nor disappears, nor
does the method of secret diplomacy.
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The problem is revealed in quite a different light when the events are
appraised according to international instruments and, finally, the documents
regulating human rights. In 1940, all of them were violated in the most brutal
way, i.e. the Lithuanian, Latvian and Estonian people were deprived of the
institutional manifestation of statehood as one of the main preconditions
for ensuring national existence. In this way each citizen of the said countries
was affected and suffered no matter what stance he took with respect to the
occupations. 15 June 1940, when the Soviet tanks drove in the territory of
Lithuania, can undoubtedly be called the turning point which left a trace in
the soles of quite a few generations of Lithuanians.

We are unable to discuss the period of 1940–1990 according to the
achievements of our state in the fields of politics, economy and culture, but
rather in consideration of those external that did not depend upon us, i.e.
when one occupant changed the other: 1940–1941, the first Soviet occupation;
1941–1944, the Nazi occupation; and 1944–1990, the second Soviet occupation.
We can also provide rather precise figures on our losses. From 1940 to 1953,
no less than 132 thousand individuals were deported from Lithuania to
Northern parts and Siberia (more than 70 per cent of the deportees were
women and children, 50 thousand and 39 thousand, respectively), about 30
thousand deportees perished and approximately 50 thousand could not return
to Lithuania due to a number of reasons. Even if they managed to, they were
forced to return to Siberia. Moreover, the nature of deportations and arrests
which were carried out during 1940–1941 differed from those after the war.
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The choices that the Lithuanian leaders made during the critical moments
for the state and the people can be evaluated differently. Nevertheless, there is
one thing clear, i.e. they believed in international law as the guarantee enabling
to choose. On 1 September 1939, at the time when the fate of Lithuania was
basically predetermined, President of the Republic of Lithuania Antanas
Smetona declared the Act on the Neutrality of Lithuania which included
the following provision: “all activities that violate neutrality according to the
universally recognised norms of international law shall not be allowed on the
territory of the Republic of Lithuania.” On 17 September, the Soviet Union
and Lithuania exchanged the notes ensuring that the Republic of Lithuania
and the Soviet Union shall adhere to the policy of neutrality with respect
to each other. However, let us look at what that meant if the decisions were
taken somewhere and they were quite different.
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As soon as Lithuania was occupied, the processes of Sovietisation started,
which in fact, signalled the introduction of the “new order”. The first blows
were targeted at “the enemies of people in the administration of the State
and army” and later proceeded to intelligentsia and teachers. The Decree of
7 July 1940 by Antanas Snieèkus was very expressive and had the title which
perfectly revealed its essence, namely “the plan for the preparatory work and
operational liquidation of the leadership of anti-state parties: Nationalists,
Voldemaras’ followers, People’s Party, Christian Democrats, “Young
Lithuania”, Trotsky’s followers, Social Democrats, Essers, “Ðauliai”, etc.”
Repressions against these individuals were directly related to the annihilation
of the state as the entity of international law. After the war (during 1945–1947)
several local deportations were executed on a yearly basis: in one county or
another families of partisans, their assistants, as well as of those in hiding
from mobilisation (they all furnished partisan groupings). Mass deportations
were avoided for economic reasons: the Soviet Union was concerned with the
collection of taxes after the war. However, in 1948 there were some changes
to that policy. On 21 February, the Council of Ministers of the Soviet Union
adopted the resolution to deport from Lithuania 12.1 thousand families and a
month later it announced about the establishment of collective farms. In May,
the same year, 41 thousand of individuals were deported and the lucky 8.7
thousand who escaped furnished partisan groupings or those in hiding. Mass
deportations were repeated in 1949 and 1950. While analysing the files and
social structure of those who were subjected to deportation, a note should be
made that half of the deportees of 1948 were the kulaks rather than individuals
related to partisans. Almost two thirds of the deportee families in 1949 were
attributed to this category, whereas in 1951 all the deportees were qualified as
such. This reveals that political motives of repressions were interrelated with
those socio-economic. Such a statement is proved by both the development and
speed of collectivisation: in 1948, only 0.1 farms were collectivised, whereas in
1950, 90 per cent of the farms were qualified as collective farms. At the same
time, collective settlements were established and collective farm fields were
improved, though 300 thousand farmsteads were destroyed under this cover.
The said steps wiped out unique farming-perish community that had always
been the living source of national identity.
About 200 thousand Lithuanian people (including approximately 150
thousand deported to the labour camps in the Soviet Union) were imprisoned,
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during the Nazi occupation, 245 thousand Lithuanian people (including
approximately 200 thousand Lithuanian Jews) and about 700 volunteers
perished during the uprising of 1941, 22 thousand partisans, their signallers
and supporters perished in the armed resistance from 1944 to 1953, and the
withdrawing Soviet troops killed 698 persons on 22-26 June 1941. With the
return of the Soviet troops in 1944, mobilisation of men started. 110 thousand
men (including 25 thousand who perished) were mobilised by violating the
norms of international law and in December 1944, 144 farms were burnt
down in ten small rural districts and 265 civilians were either shot dead or
burn under the cover of mobilisation (at least during 1944–1945, NKVD troops
killed 12.3 thousand individuals, including 5 thousand civilians, and arrested
54.2 thousand). To escape the terror, approximately 440 thousand people left
Lithuania. 110 recruited by MGB–KGB should also be included into the losses,
for many of them had to undergo compulsion and blackmail (moreover,
almost three fourths of the agents were recognised as non-collaborators or
made efforts to escape collaboration).

In 1940, Lithuania failed to resist the occupation as the state and this
became an impetus for underground organisations to establish themselves
and organise their resistance “bottom-up”, in other words, this gave rise to
the manifestation of national will and self-determination through individual
determination. Thus, during the first days of the Soviet occupation we can
note almost all possible forms of resistance: from passive opposition to or
boycott on the decisions and actions of the government to active underground
organisations and the uprising of June 1941 which resulted in the formation
and six-week-functioning of the Provisional Government of Lithuania.
The period of 1941–1944 is characterised by the multitude of underground
organisations, certain crystallisation of the culture of resistance and search
for its trends and forms. The members of underground organisations and
individuals would wrote appeals to the occupant government, expressed
their protests against criminal actions targeted at the people of Lithuania,
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The summary of the statistics on losses should be followed by the
statement that more than 600 thousand people became victims of the two
dictatorships. The pecuniary expression of the loss is also available and makes
up 278 billion USD, including 1.849 billion loss in relation to the execution of
the genocide and repressions, and 53.8 billion as a result of deportations and
imprisonment in gulags (loss of national revenue), etc.

including those of the Jewish nationality. As a rule, the appeals were followed
by repressions and 29,500 Lithuanians underwent 103 Nazi places of detention
and prisons according to the weekly “Þiburiai” (No 34) published in Augsburg
in 1947 by the Martyrology Department of the Former Political Prisoners’
Union of the Lithuanian Movement for anti-Nazi Resistance.

Versti puslapį

The most important goal of the active underground at that time was
to block the intentions of the occupational government to engage the
Lithuanians into the turmoil of alien policies and wars. Lithuania’s Senior
Liberation Committee (VLIK) that was founded at the end of 1943 and
basically had to generalise the experience of resistance, develop the forms
and trends of further activity. Unfortunately, the organisation that functioned
until April-May 1944 in reality failed to carry out those objectives in practice
(much more significant role in the history of resistance was played by VLIK
which was re-established in Germany in 1945 and moved to the USA in 1955).
With the Russian-German front line approaching to Lithuania, the major
problem under discussion was whether to engage in armed resistance against
the Red Army or not. There was fear that with the “armed resistance, the
bolsheviks might annihilate the Lithuanian people without consideration.”
However, as the experience of 1940–1941 showed, the sustenance from
resistance was not a guarantee for the nation’s survival either. The majority
of the underground organisations promoted the idea that “resistance would
retain the Lithuanian issue on the international agenda” (quote from Pro
memoria of the Lithuanian Freedom Fighters’ Union of 12 May 1944).
One of the most massive and best organised underground organisations
in Lithuania – the Lithuanian Liberation Army (LLA) – shared the views that
the most favourable moment for resistance against the Red Army was at the
moment it entered the territory of Lithuania, and only armed resistance
would allow to raise the issue of the re-establishment of the statehood of
Lithuania in the future international negotiations. This organisation formed
headquarters and prohibited its members from leaving Lithuania, stocked
armament, demonstrated the potential to get organised and also foresaw
the strategy and tactics of struggling. Although the LLA leaders were soon
eliminated, a number of partisan units were long guided by the standard
acts developed by this organisation and retained the foreseen organisational
structure, namely districts and regiments, partisan units and the organised
network of their supporters among the population.
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However, Germany capitulated, and the issue of the Baltic states was
not raised in Potsdam conference, and the West, making concessions to the
Soviet Union, gave Karaliauèius region to the latter. In his commentaries on
this fact, Vitkus-Kazimieraitis stated that “the issue on our fate […] still had
to be postponed for some time.” With the start of confrontation among the
former allies of World War II, there was hope that a military conflict between
the West and the Soviet Union might break out. That was also proven by the
US foreign policy doctrine formulated by the US President Harry Truman in
October 1945, which announced that the government borne upon by foreign
forces was unlawful.
Thus partisan strategy developed into two main trends; the first one
would constantly remind to the free world that Lithuania was occupied
and the second one would prepare for a possible war which, as it had been
expected, was to be launched by Western states grabbing an opportunity of
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The repressions gave incentives for the formation of partisan platoons.
Until the end of World War II, partisans had cherished hopes that Western
states would make efforts to implement the principles of Atlantic Charter and
by the way of diplomatic channels demand the Soviet Union to withdraw
from the occupied countries if international negotiations were conducted.
Moreover, already in 1940, the US Secretary of the State declared that the
USA did not recognise the incorporation of Lithuania into the Soviet Union.
Therefore, the actions of partisans were directed at the elimination of
administrative bodies of the occupational government. Partisans would attack
smaller towns, release those who were arrested and destroy log books on
taxes. They did not allow for the establishment and enforcement of the Soviet
authorities in small rural districts and saved the mobilised. However, partisans
failed to prevent the regular units of the Red Army to march throughout the
territory of Lithuania towards the front. In waiting for the capitulation of
Germany, colonel lieutenant Juozas Vitkus-Kazimieraitis, leader of Lithuanian
partisan forces in the South, ordered to cease military operations and wait for
the diplomatic solution of the issue. The repeated statement of 3 March 1945
by the US Secretary of the State that the USA still considered the Baltic states
as independent states was very promising. Moreover, Western states opposed
the wish of the Soviet Union to make the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic
an independent legal entity and full fledged member of the United Nations
Organisation in San Francisco conference that was held a few months later.
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the Soviet Union still being weak after the war with Germany. The first goal
was carried out by the underground by sending memoranda and information
on the genocide which was executed in Lithuania to the permanent Council
of Foreign Ministers. Mentioned here should be partisan leader Juozas LukðaSkirmantas who passed through the “iron curtain” twice and disseminated
information to the West that was collected by the Lithuanian partisans on the
occupant’s terror, as well as the letter to Holy Father Pope Pius XII and 1948,
when, having crossed the border of Poland, Jurgis Krikðèiunas-Rimvydas,
delivered additional documents on the centralisation of the partisan units.
These efforts were aimed at enhancing non-recognition policies in the free
world, which concerned the incorporation of the Republic of Lithuania into
the Soviet Union. Operating in the West, in 1948 the VLIK that came to the
conclusion that the first goal was achieved, however, we were aware of
Australia attempts to review this political stance in the seventies.
The second task was carried out by partisans in an effort to strengthen the
underground organisation and prepare for the armed uprising which could be
successful only under certain favourable external circumstances. From 1946,
there had been intensive work for the establishment of the Lithuanian joint
senior leadership of partisans, and so had been the development of common
standard documentation and statutes; military uniforms and distinctive
signs were also introduced, i.e. partisan units became a real underground
army of Lithuania. The tactics were also amended: large units were split
into smaller platoons and started to avoid open battle with NKVD troops
(in 1946, 60 thousand Soviet soldiers were placed in Lithuania); conspiracy
was enhanced and communication was established with all partisan districts
(which amounted to 9 from 1948). The number of partisans decreased to
several thousand (after World War II, men who were hiding from mobilisation
legalised themselves), they no longer controlled the rural Lithuania and their
main accommodation was an underground hide-out. However, the skilful
management of partisan military tactics predetermined that from 1946 to
1948, the warfare in Lithuania was conducted on equal basis and the number
of victims of the said forces was almost equal.
In 1948 the policy of the Soviet Union became more and more aggressive.
In February the Communist coup took place in Czechoslovakia and in May
the Soviet Union started the blockade of Western sectors of Berlin. It seemed
that the Soviet Union could start aggression in Europe itself. In the presence
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of such circumstances, partisans often amended the objectives of their actions.
There were about two thousand partisans and all organisational structures
functioning in 1948. They had to concern themselves with refugees and
deportees. Efforts were made to supply those in hiding with false identities and
deportee maintenance divisions were established under partisan headquarters.
All means, including those of propaganda and military, were employed to
oppose the establishment of collective farms and destruction of individual
farming. Efforts were made to obstruct the irreversible changes in Lithuanian
rural areas to enable much easier re-establishment of former economic relations
and private ownership after the restoration of independence.

With the prolonged occupation it became more and more important to
retain spiritual guidelines for the population. Although there had been public
division in all partisan headquarters until 1949, and the majority of regiments
and all the districts published their papers, the publishing of partisan press
after 1949 became even more active. Periodical and non-periodical publications
of almost 80 titles were published during all the period of partisan warfare and
the circulation of some of them amounted to 5-6 thousand copies. All this was
done in underground bunkers, and when the publishers were encircled and
unwilling to surrender alive, they would bomb themselves.
The deportations and collectivisation deteriorated social grounds of the
freedom fighters, and the provocation by the chekists and military actions
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However, the main objective was to prepare for a possible uprising
and restoration of the statehood. In spring 1949, the North Atlantic military
block (NATO) and the Council of Europe were established in response to the
aggressive policies of the Soviet Union. This stimulated the partisan leadership
to be ready to mobilise the population under favourable circumstances,
organise an uprising, take over the rule over the country and border control,
form bodies of civil government and establish contacts with military units
of Western states. Namely in February 1949, the effort to join all the partisan
districts into one resistance organisation – Lithuanian Movement for Freedom
Fight (LLKS) – and form the senior government was successful. On 16
February, political declaration was announced in the meeting of regional
partisan leaders stating that there had been martial law enforced in Lithuania
since 1940, and that the LLKS represented the supreme political and military
authority. Jonas Þemaitis was elected Chairman of the Presidium. Strategic
objectives of LLKS were also amended.

would thin out the number of partisans. On 25 June 1950, just after the breakout of the war in Korea, LLKS prepared operational guidelines on how to act
during the warfare. Taking into consideration the reality, partisans stated that
they would carry out the mobilisation of men only in case of a probability of
immediate reunion with Western armed forces. Otherwise, men were advised
to go to the Soviet army since it was impossible to be in hiding for a long time.
Until the very downfall of the partisan war in 1953, LLKS tried to retain the
system of headquarters and communication inviolable. The partisans published
press, neatly kept records and accumulated archives even until 1959.
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After the end of the partisan war and with the death of Stalin, armed
struggle transformed itself into underground resistance, into a dissident
movement afterwards. The priorities of resistance changed from the
continuity of the statehood and its attributes to the issues of survival of the
nation, from the denial of the Soviet rule to the requests of declared democracy
and safeguarding human rights.
Declaring about the re-established state of Lithuania, we realised that a
lot of problems were on the way in relation to liquidation of the consequences
of occupation both in politics and economy, as well as our souls. We label
these aspirations as the process of de-sovietisation. We balance the accounts
with the remnants of the occupation slowly, however, sufficiently enough:
we have the whole set of laws adopted for appraisal of those who fought
for freedom and those who suffered; victims are supported within the
scope of possibilities and the executors and collaborators are named. The
Office of the Prosecutor General and territorial offices of prosecutor of the
Republic of Lithuania filed 75 criminal charges for the genocide and war
crimes executed during the years of the Nazi and the Soviet occupations in
the Lithuanian territory. 7 cases were referred to courts and 10 persons were
subjected to criminal liability. The Criminal Code of the Republic of Lithuania
was amended and the chapter on war crimes was supplied with provisions
on deportations (Art. 333, Chapter 118); the concept of genocide was also
extended (Art. 71) presuming that genocide would include the actions when
people are exterminated not only on the grounds of nationality, ethnic, racial,
and religious aspects, but also those social or political. Since we talk norms of
international law, the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Lithuania ruled
the principle that a state, being a party to the convention or the treaty, must
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We have already had experience that despite anything, we have to resolve
those problems ourselves and we do. Striving to attract the attention to our
history, we have to clarify it ourselves and then deliver it to the international
community, thus, international commissions for evaluation of the Nazi
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ensure the application of the norms prescribed by international legal acts in its
domestic system of law, however, concrete ways and forms of their application
shall be established by the laws of the Republic of Lithuania. In other words,
in carrying out the de-sovietisation process and resolving the issues related
to international law or its absence 60 years ago, Lithuania is now made to
apply the amended definition of genocide and war crimes in comparison to
that adopted in international instruments. This hardly constitutes an optimal
variant in terms that the provisions adopted in our legislation are not binding
and consciously ignored by other states. For example, the reply concerning
the demand to extradite to Lithuania J. Raslan who is accused for genocide
and taking part in torturing of 76 prisoners states that the accusation for
genocide in this case fails to comply with the provisions of international law,
for the persons were killed on political grounds. Returning back to history for
a while, we recall that namely due to the Soviet Union neither political nor
social criteria of annihilation were included while discussing the definition
of genocide during the Nuremberg Trials. According to W. Lakiur, Chairman
of the Council for International Research of the Centre for Strategic and
International Studies in Washington, the policy of the communists after 21
June 1941 coincided with the nationalistic interests of the occupied European
countries and the communists made use of the said. Playing its games in
Europe and having won its place in international conferences and finally
preparing the said documents, the Soviet Union obstructed the way for the
international community not only to evaluate what happened in the occupied
states, but also at the domestic level of the Union some time in the future. On
the other hand, such an evaluation would undoubtedly raise certain political
turmoil, which would hardly be more comfortable for pragmatic Western
politicians. Even the “Black Book on Communism” published in France
made no impetus for reviving the discussion on the international level and
evaluate Communism as the criminal ideology and the Soviet Union as the
country which executed crimes on the basis of this ideology. While instituting
the international tribunal in Rome, the issue on the concept of genocide was
touched, however, it was not included into the documents under preparation.

and Soviet crimes have been set up. The first document of the Lithuanian
commission places the emphasis on everything that is talked about, and the
topic under discussion, i.e. all the consequences of the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact.
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To conclude, I would like to say that we could hardly talk about the
liquidation of these consequences until international law evaluates and
defines the crimes by the Soviet Union in the occupied countries. To enable
such an evaluation, the Baltic states should be together again as they were in
the Baltic Chain, and, what once seemed impossible will materialise.
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HEINRICHS STRODS
Professor of the University of Latvia

Honourable Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen!

Wars were going on between those two regimes in 1941, and 1944 as well
as in 1956. I would like to note that in the resistance movement of 1954–1956
took part around 20 thousand people along with 80 thousand their supporters.
Nearly 600 thousand people were killed. The number is much higher than
that of killed people during Latvian Liberation War in 1919–1920. It should
be also noted that the resistance movement in Latvia made genocide policy
even more rigid. According to the Ost plan, it was planned to deploy 155
thousand Nazi troops in Latvia alone. The number is much higher than that
expected by communists. Moreover I would like to note that around 110
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The brown totalitarian regime and the red totalitarian regime as well as
comparative studies on those two could serve as a starting-point in revealing
criminal nature of the both regimes which had been established in Europe.
First of all the geographic situation of the Baltic states is very much like
cross-roads thus the two regimes were transferred from the East to the West
and vice versa. The red regime was moving towards the West as the brown
one – towards the East, viewing conquest of those regions as their duty. The
Baltic states were seen as good territory, as a bridge between the East and the
West. Those two regimes were perpetrating genocide during both the hot real
war and the cold war. At that time many of Western powers had no doubts
that those countries belonged to totalitarian formations. In the 20th century
the armed totalitarian regimes liberated the Baltic states for even four times.
This means that at the time Hitler’s forces were approaching the territory,
around 150 thousand people fled, 20 thousand Jews among them. At the time
Stalin’s forces were approaching Latvia, around 3 thousand Latvian citizens
retreated to the West, many of them stayed there for ever. The genocide,
perpetrated by those two regimes evoked changes in general structure of the
state. People collaborated with both regimes. Some collaborated with Nazis,
some – with Soviets.

thousand people were killed in German concentration camps, 50% of which
were Jewish people. Extermination of Jews has been emphasised whereas in
reality there were more civilians than Jews who were killed. Around 3 thousand
Latvians were held incarcerated in German concentration camps.

Versti puslapį

Due to shortage of time I am not going to indicate figures describing the
results of the Communist regime, though even one third of Latvian residents
suffered from it. When we begin preparations for erecting monument to
commemorate the victims of genocide we will take account of the latter figure.
We will take into account that one third of Latvian residents suffered during
that occupation. Apart from open genocide, hidden genocide was being
committed. The implementation of so called industrialisation was started,
and gigantic industrial enterprises were set up thus a million of immigrants
were settled in the territory of Latvia.
I would like to put forward a suggestion to our conference to discuss a
possibility of calling the period when the Baltic states freed themselves from
Communism the Post-colonial Period, as it has all indications characteristic
of a post-colonial period. If we do not view that period as post-colonial
we will face numerous problems. We have to raise these problems as postcolonial problems and we have to apply to court using the term. I would like
to remind that in seven biggest towns of Latvia in 1989 there lived merely
30–40% of ethnic Latvians. I mentioned seven biggest towns of Latvia. The
number of immigrants for Riga is as low as less than 50%. This is a proper
post-colonialism.
We often make one-sided evaluations of different actions. Although
I believe we have to compare the red and the brown regimes and to look
what their similarities and differences were. The first common feature is
dehumanisation of enemy. It means that one attempts to both humiliate
the enemy, as was the case with Jews and class enemy, and to condemn it
so that the others start to wish to exterminate it. Both regimes wanted to
mould public opinion that certain people should be and deserved to be
exterminated during a certain governing. This applies to both the red and
the brown genocide. Both regimes had certain leading political parties. We
can speak about the KGB as the Communist Party which was funded from
Moscow and we can speak about Nazis. In 1946–1947 the Latvian Communist
Party received from Moscow about 95 thousand of the total income. When
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the Press Centre was started up in the sixties, the Communist Party of Latvia
received from Moscow up to 50% of total income. Actually it was allotted for
an organisation alien to Latvia, it was not our organisation. Moreover both
the Fascist and Communist regimes had the so called courts. So called troiki,
i.e. tribunals. In fact people could be shot without any legal proceedings.
Recently we have received documents presenting general data on killed or
arrested people. We got a very interesting picture on what had been going
on at that time. I think these figures should be put on the Internet website.

It should be noted that the perpetrators by Communists genocide and
colonisation were more successful in regions were the number of births was
smaller. The same applies to Estonia and Lithuania. Though there are certain
reasons due to which those figures can vary. After the Communist occupation
the number of Latvian citizens reached the level which had been recorded
in the middle of the 19th century. This means that the Communist regime
hurled us back a century. It should be repeatedly noted that Latvia lost its
two traditional historic minorities, i.e. Jews and Germans who had already
integrated themselves into Latvian society as minorities and had been playing
a significant role in the life of the state.
In conclusion I would like to say that the Baltic states, Latvia included,
sustained many occupants, and many intruders. I am not going to enumerate
them all but the two latter occupants were the most terrifying in the history
of the Baltic states, as they wished to eliminate Lithuanians, Latvians and
Estonians. Thank you.
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Both the brown and the red totalitarian regimes were established with the
aim to exterminate the most active people, the people who harboured patriotic
feelings and were active. These were not people in a general sense, but, as I
said, those representatives of nations who made the best part of genetic fund.
The Nazis had a special term to designate such a policy – Enthauptung –
meaning “removal of tops, removal of heads”. In other words, nations were
deprived of their brains, of their heads. Such a policy was pursued by both
Nazis and Communists and born followed their predecessors. At this point I
would like to mention Wilhelm IV and Peter the Great. Actually they began
what later was continued by Fascists and Communists.

IRENA VEISAITË
Chairman of the Board of the Open Society Fund–Lithuania

The Genocide of the Jewish People
and Resistance Fights
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Sixty years have passed already since the signing of the Molotov–
Ribbentrop Pact and its secret protocols, however, their consequences remain
both complex and tragic to the extent that it is still difficult to perceive them
in full leaving apart the solutions taken in both political and moral senses.
One of the most painful consequences is the Lithuanian-Jewish relations
that have become complicated. This has been mainly predetermined by the
tragedy of both the nations, its perception and evaluation, which I would
like to emphasise and that struck during the two occupations. Since the
Holocaust has been hardly researched in Lithuania, vast space has been left
for the interpretation dressed with ideology and politics.
The dialogue proceeds with difficulties. It is blocked by the stereotypes
that are deeply rooted in the consciousness of people and nations. For
instance, quite a few Lithuanians assert that all the Jews are traitors, the
enemies of Lithuania and communists, therefore, they were subjected to the
punishment that had deserved and provoked. Whereas quite a few Jews are
positive that all the Lithuanians are anti-semites and Jew exterminators, thus,
they cannot be forgiven.
Both the sides operate with stereotypes, and the dialogue unavoidably
reaches a deadlock. Saulius Suþiedëlis, Lithuanian historian from the USA,
was right in saying that a conceptual Jew has nothing to do with a real person,
as the imagined Lithuanian does not correspond with one in reality. The
arguments on guilt do not stir an interest in the very process on the Holocaust
in Lithuania. Accusations provoke self-defence, and the aggressiveness gives
rise to aggressiveness.
Considering that my speech should be brief, I will try to analyse the
understanding of historical facts, rather than the facts themselves, i.e. to
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overview of how the Lithuanians and Jews appraise the fifty-year-old tragedy
in their Homeland.
I would like to warn the honourable audience in advance that I am not a
historian by profession. I am a philologist and theatre reviewer. I, nonetheless,
have the right to talk about that only for the circumstances that I personally
bore witness to. I am a Lithuanian Jew, my mother was detained during the
first days of the War and probably tortured to death in the 7th Fort in Kaunas
and my uncle perished in the “notorious” garage of “Lietûkis”. I love my
Homeland and throughout my whole life I have been trying to understand
how all this might have happened and why such a terrible tragedy of the
Lithuanian and Jewish peoples struck my Homeland and all civilised Europe.
That is why I have courage to speak.
Being a theatre reviewer I try to view this difficult and fatal period of the
20th century history of Lithuania in the light of the tragedy genre.

Act I of the Tragedy is the first Soviet occupation which took place during
1940–1941.
This tragedy embraced two manifestations of culmination, the first one
being the Hitler occupation (1941–1944) and the Holocaust of the Lithuanian
citizens Jews which took place simultaneously.
The second manifestation of culmination was the Soviet occupation
(1940–1990) and a simultaneous heroic resistance of the Lithuanian people
and tragic consequences thereof.
The epilogue of the Tragedy has been extended to the present. It started
with the independence and has not ended yet.
Living through a tragedy is always related to a catharsis. In hope that
we will live up to that time, I would like to detail the Acts of the Tragedy.
Act I: the Soviet occupation of 1940–1941. It took the form of the
destruction of the statehood of Lithuania.
Despite their nationality, thousands of the Lithuanian citizens, namely
the Lithuanian citizens (that I would like to emphasise), were arrested and
deported to Siberia. The deportation of 14–19 June 1941 was carried out
countrywide. There is a broad and legitimate discussion on the sufferings the
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Signing the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact and its secret protocols constitutes
the prologue of the Tragedy.

Lithuanian people have gone through during those years, however, it is still
very seldom perceived that during Act I quite a few Jews were subjected to
sufferings, and so was their religious and cultural life. All the Jewish religious
schools, gymnasiums in the Hebrew language, a lot of organisations, particularly
those Zionistic minded, were closed and their leaders were imprisoned.
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When the deportation started on 14 June 1941, the number of the ethnic
Jews who were deported relatively equalled than of the ethnic Lithuanians.
However, the paradox was that Siberia still gave quite a few Jews at least the
slightest hope for salvation, whereas the Jew who escaped the deportation
was predestined to perish in Lithuania.
In addition, there were both the Jews and the Lithuanians among the
executors of the Soviet terror in Act I. They both committed an offence against
the statehood of Lithuania. Unfortunately, neither facts nor real figures can
challenge the stereotypes. Myths are still more powerful than facts. This was
sadly reflected in the exhibition that I saw yesterday in the National Museum
of Ethnography, for there was not a single exhibit on a Jewish family (cf. with
the exhibits of H. Perelstein in the 9th Fort).
Act II of the Tragedy was performed during the years of Hitler ’s
occupation. It could be related to the culmination of the Lithuanian Jews’
tragedy, although not only with that of the Jews.
From 1941 to 1944, Lithuania, unfortunately, did not receive the
independence it had aspired for, but became the graveyard of the Lithuanian
Jews. The famous Lithuanian Jewish community was physically annihilated.
The whole kin and culture of the Litvaks became extinct. Pitifully, the
undeniable fact is that the “Lithuanian partisans” assisted the Germans
in the said massacre as it was mentioned by Standartenfurer Jaeger in his
well-known report of 1 December 1941 on the mass killings of the Jews in
Lithuania. Here I quote: “Our purpose, namely to clean Lithuania out of
the Jews could be achieved only thanks to the fact that SS Obersturmfurer
Hamann supported our aspirations without any reservations, formed a “flying
platoon” of experienced men and managed to ensure collaboration with the
Lithuanian partisans and corresponding civil institutions.” According to him,
Lithuania was almost free from Jews at the beginning of December 1941.
These are the facts. The figures can be argued, e.g. how many Lithuanian
citizens were deported to Siberia, how many Jews were among them, how
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many Lithuanians took part in shootings: whether 90 or 94, or 96 per cent of
the Lithuanian Jews or persons of the Jewish nationality were engaged in the
Soviet secret service or occupied the top positions in the Communist Party.
Although the figures are always meaningful, they do not change the essence.
The essence, however, is that the Nazi turned Lithuania into the grounds
for the annihilation of the Jews. Over here the first steps were made to socalled ‘final solution’. Having analysed the model of mass killings developed
by SS special units (where the Lithuanians had not participated yet) in the
Lithuanian-German border town of Gargþdai already by 24 June 1941, German
historian Joachim Tauber wrote: “The killings in Gargþdai to a large extent
became a peculiar prototype of future crimes […], the bloody opening chord,
[…] building the road to Oswiecim was finally started on 24 June in Gargþdai.”
It is hard to deny the fact, at least to the best of my knowledge, that none
of the official Lithuanian state or public institution openly protested against
the Jew killings, although there were cases of private protests, and relatively
great many of individual rescuers.

Act III is the second Soviet occupation when the Lithuanian resistance
struggle and the Soviet terror reached the culmination (that has been
discussed by colleague Kuodytë in more details). Although there were almost
no Jews left at that time in Lithuania, the occupant government completed the
destruction of the Jewish identity and culture, already started during Act I.
Here are some facts. In 1949, the only Jewish Museum was closed in Vilnius. All
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The annihilation of the Jews coincided with the tragedy of the Lithuanian
state. During the years of Hitler’s occupation total disregard for the laws
and position of the independent Lithuania was demonstrated. The state
of Lithuania failed to defend its citizens, and it seems that it did not even
try seriously. In moral sense, even according to the Lithuanians, Hitler ’s
occupation in a certain way was even more horrible than that of the Soviets,
since, according to L. Truska, the name of a Lithuanian was smeared for the
first time through the century-lasting history of Lithuania. There is no doubt
that many more ethnic Lithuanians perished during the years of the Soviet
occupation rather than that of Hitler’s, but the Soviet occupation, particularly
that post-war was marked with the heroic resistance no matter how it was
assessed, whereas the Nazi involved the Lithuanians into the Jew killings
and demonstrated that for the whole world by taking photos on how the
Lithuanians killed the Jews. I saw that with my eyes.

the books of the Jews had to be thrown away as waste paper. (Only thanks to
the enormous courage of the Director of the Book House, Lithuanian Antanas
Ulpys, the majority of the books and archives were saved). During the Soviet
period the places of mass killings of the Jews were forgotten, devastated, the
graveyards were desecrated, the monuments were used as building material
and the well-known synagogue was finally bombed. Solitary monuments
have been planted in memory of the victims of fascism on the whole, and
all the time the emphasis was laid on that the Soviet citizens were basically
heroes and fighters rather than victims.
In general, that made up the frame of the tragedy which struck Lithuania
and demonstrated how it proceeded.
How could we who have regained the independence and at the same
time the freedom of speech and consciousness appraise the past and overcome
its grave consequences?
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Here are several comments on the history of perceiving the said period.
It is evident that the appraisal of the said period in history was to the
maximum politicised, made ideological and falsified during the Soviet
occupation. The tragedy of the Holocaust was used for the primitive antifascist propaganda when those who resisted were labelled as bandits and
enemies of people.
Unfortunately, both the Lithuanian and the Jewish emigrants who
enjoyed the freedom of speech did not contribute to deeper and more critical
understanding of the period in history. I am quite positive that it was vice
versa: they made the situation even more complex. Impartial assessment of
the events cannot be expected until all the passions have settled down and
the memories of the shocking events are still vivid. Famous US historian
originating from Vilnius, Lucy Dawidowicz, wrote in her book A Holocaust
Reader: “The memory of those Jews who have suffered the Holocaust is often
distorted with hatred and emotions. The prospect of historic events is often
limited to personal experience. The evidence by the executors of the crimes
is belittled with the forgery of recollections in an effort to escape personal
liability for the crimes committed.”
Lithuania turned into their graveyard and the majority of their
neighbours into the killers in the consciousness of the Lithuanian Jews.
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On the other hand, the Lithuanian emigrants who escaped the red terror
in 1944 did not yet recover from the shock experienced during the years of
the Soviet occupation (1940–1941). They did not manage to get rid of the
stereotypes formed by the Nazi and the Lithuanian Activist Front (LAF) that
all the Jews were communists and that they sold Lithuania to the Soviets and
that their killing was the revenge for the experienced treason.
In this way the assessment stereotypes common to the first two Acts
have not been overcome.
The new stage in comprehension of the consequences of the Molotov–
Ribbentrop Pact started when Lithuania regained its independence in 1990.
Here we approach the Epilogue of the Tragedy.

Since the very start everything has been resolved consistently and clearly
on the official level of the state. I should say that Lithuania positively stands
out of other countries of Eastern Europe.
The Jews are the citizens of Lithuania entitled to equal rights. Already on 8
May 1990 the Jewish genocide in Lithuania was condemned and the executors
of the genocide were not entitled to dismissal by prescription. 23 September,
i.e. the day of the liquidation of Vilnius Ghetto was declared as the Day of
Commemoration of the Jewish Genocide in Lithuania by the Supreme Council
and the state flags with a black ribbon are hoisted on that day throughout
the country. One of the first decrees of the restored state was the decision to
put in order and mark all the Jewish cemeteries and places of mass killings.
With the concern of the government all the tombstones that were used for
construction in the Soviet times have been restored. A lot of streets were
returned the old names, memorial plaques were hanged in the territory of the
former ghetto, etc. Synagogues are open in Lithuania, the Jewish school has
been founded and so is the kindergarten and the State Jewish Museum. The
prisoners of ghettos and German concentration camps enjoy the same rights
and privileges as the deportees to Siberia. On several occasions, almost all
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In laying down the foundations of the new democratic Lithuania it was
not possible to escape looking back at the past and restoring a number of cultural
values that had been lost or desecrated, as well as to realise the scope of one’s
own losses and make steps forward. It turned out that it was not an easy task.
It was particularly difficult to resolve the problem related to the tragedy of
the Jews in Lithuania. I would like to distinguish two aspects of this issue.

the heads of our state have apologised for those Lithuanians who had taken
part in the annihilation of the Jews in Lithuania. Indeed until the moment
being the trial of Lileikis and other Lithuanians who were deported from the
USA for taking part in the genocide have not been issued the sentence. The
problem, however, is raised from time to time and I hope that it will finally
be resolved. Indeed nobody today seems to be willing to put ninety-year-old
Lileikis in prison. What matters is the public condemnation of collaboration
with Hitler’s supporters.
That is how the official and legal side of the coin resembles itself.
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However, the image in the reality and daily routine and in the
consciousness of a number of Lithuanians including those representing
intelligentsia is not that simple and clear and there are difficulties in finding
the same language.
As I have mentioned a big role is played here by the deep-rooted antisemitic myths and stereotypes, unfortunately, they are often more powerful
than the truth of the facts. In Lithuania, where possible, the topic of the
Holocaust is avoided. It seems that this issue is purposely forced from the side,
for example by Wiesental Centre or Western press, although Vytautas Lands
bergis have long said that this constituted the problem of the Lithuanians.
Our historians have not researched the said issue exhaustively. The youth
in general is little aware of the Holocaust. The Soviet anti-fascist propaganda
accomplished the adverse effect – people are not willing to hear about the cruelty
of the Nazi and refuse to believe even in those facts which raise no doubts.
The theory of two genocides prevails even in the consciousness of
intelligentsia and the press when the genocide is related by the causal relations
with the Soviet terror and is compared thereto. There is no doubt that the
victim is not interested what ideological or political reasons are behind their
and their families’ annihilation, thus, clearer differentiation is required to
understand the said.
A lot of disastrous stereotypes appear “out of ignorance”, as Prof. L. Trus
ka notes.
There is also another reason of the failure to speak the same language.
As Prof. Egidijus Aleksandravièius asserts, the Jewish tragedy is non-existent
in the collective memory of Lithuania, therefore, the issue of the Holocaust
seems to be forced on Lithuania from aside. Why has it happened so? Is here
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the psychology of a human to blame for instinctive division into “they” and
“we” as it was maintained by Henri Bergson? Maybe it is how the English
writer descending from Poland, Eva Hoffman, thought that there was a price
that the Jews had to pay for their separatism and their willingness to keep the
distance, the wish which is undoubtedly mutual. “The Jewish separatism had
its own price, she wrote in her book “Miestelis” (A Small Town). Reticence is
dangerous not only for it leads to social isolation, but also for it creates peculiar
solipcism of perception.” I think that the said selectiveness of the memory is
one of the reasons why the trial of Lileikis is so slow-moving.
There are a lot of obstacles for the dialogue and mutual understanding,
and it is impossible to specify all of them. Nevertheless, the dialogue has
been started and more and more representatives of the educated society of
Lithuania get involved.

Reacting to the discussion which was raised among the emigrants by
Tomas Venclova’s article, Antanas Terleckas wrote an article in 1978 “Once
again about the Jews and the Lithuanians” where he employed concrete facts
and denied stereotypical arguments by the anti-semites that the Jews sold out
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The road for the dialogue and mutual understanding was grounded by
some Lithuanians long ago. Constant dropping wears the stone. The first to
break the ice was famous Lithuanian dissident, presently the Professor of Yale
University, Tomas Venclova, who wrote the article on the Jewish-Lithuanian
relations in secrecy in 1976 and which was first made public in the Lithuanian
cultural press in 1989. Tomas Venclova is not afraid to witness the truth which
is so painful in the consciousness of every Lithuanian: “Nobody in the world
will deny the fact that at the end of June 1941 the Lithuanians annihilated
unarmed people in the presence of other Lithuanians, although there is a fact
that in the twentieth century there were lots of nations that did something
similar, but that not all the nations behaved the same. I, being a Lithuanian,
must recognise the guilt of my compatriots. It is not appropriate to lay the blame
on other nations. They will elucidate their guilt among themselves. We have
to elucidate our guilt and repent thereof. We have to realise once and for all
that killing the Jews was killing ourselves, the insult to the Jews is the insult to
our own selves, the liquidation of the Jewish culture is the attempted crime
with respect to our own. We have no right to say that the Jewish issues do not
concern us. However we are to be concerned with every single anti-semitic
attack.” (Tomas Venclova “Vilties formos”, V., 1991, p.136–137).
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Lithuania to the Soviets. He was ashamed that some Lithuanians supported
the Nazi in killing the Jews. He wrote: “An anti-semite is a pitiful scoundrel,
a nasty and coward nobody who dared to lift up his hand against the weak.
Moreover, he is a puppet that is used by the powers of the globe for all the
nastiest doings to remain “clean”. Those who lifted up their hand against
the Jews also killed their compatriots at ease. Every nation has its Cains and
lost sheep. But there is no court on the earth to make the judgement to all
the nation. The Jews do not need my speech in defence. It was not the Jews
who shot the Lithuanians, on the contrary, the Lithuanian generation of the
forties in the 20th century is under trial. The annihilation of the Lithuanian
Jews is also the tragedy of the Lithuanian people.”
Pitifully, I have to recognise that there were very few articles in the then
Lithuanian press as those by Tomas Venclova and Antanas Terleckas. Probably
the Lithuanian writer residing in the USA, Algirdas Landsbergis, is right in
saying that some of his compatriots would rather excuse the Lithuanians who
supported the communist regime and spread lies, than Tomas Venclova for
his critical approach to the Lithuanian-Jewish relations.
There is no doubt that Tomas Venclova and Antanas Terleckas have the
followers of their own both in Lithuania and among the emigrants. The
number of the followers is increasing. Already in 1988, 26 representatives of
Lithuanian intelligentsia wrote the letter of apology which was read out by
actor Laimonas Noreika in the congress of the Jewish cultural association. The
following representatives of the educated Lithuania, writers, film directors,
and teachers looked at the eyes boldly and made their thoughts public,
including Marcelijus Martinaitis, Laimonas Tapinas, Linas Vildþiûnas, Pranas
Morkus, Jonas Morkus, Vytautas Toleikis, Egidijus Aleksandravièius, Liudas
Truska, Algirdas Bumblauskas, Saulius Berþinis, Vaidotas Reivytis, Algirdas
Landsbergis, Graþina Slavënienë, Alvydas Nikþentaitis, Mr Brandiðauskas
and many others.
Although slowly, the approach towards the Jewish catastrophe in
Lithuania is changing and I suppose that it happens at all the levels.
President Valdas Adamkus has appointed a special adviser for the Jewish
issues, dr. Julius Ðmulkðtys, a very educated man, political analyst, who taught
the Holocaust history in US Indiana Fort Vein University. This shows a special
attention of the President to this issue.
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An international commission was established under the President’s Office
for the appraisal of the crimes committed by the Nazi and Soviet regimes in
Lithuania. Prof. Liudas Truska was appointed its director and parliamentarian
Emanuelis Zingeris was appointed its chairman.
Jewish history and culture is now perceived as an integral part of the
Lithuanian ethnic cultures, corresponding sets of lectures are read and
seminars, and conferences are held in higher education establishments,
particularly in Vilnius, Kaunas and Klaipëda. A few years ago the Judaic
centre was opened at the University of Vilnius whose activity is constantly
extended. The courses of the Yiddish language were held during summers
of 1998 and 1999 at Vilnius University for the first time after World War II
and they were attended by more than 60 listeners from all over the world.

More and more books have been published on the Holocaust recently.
Although slowly, the Lithuanian press started raising the Holocaust issue,
first of all as that of the Lithuanians, or according to Dr. Leonidas Donskis, there
is an argument between the representatives of the Lithuanian “cave mentality”
and the liberal standing. In this respect mentioned here should be the US
monthly “Akiraèiai” and the Lithuanian cultural weeklies “7 Meno Dienos” and
“Ðiaurës Atënai”. The issue of “Sandara” magazine that has appeared recently
is ice breaking and witnesses that even the Church that was silent for a long
time tries to inform about its approach to the painful past. In addition, the
radio programme “Katalikø Maþoji Studija” has long talked on these issues.
More and more representatives of younger generation, historians,
philosophers, teachers, journalists, film directors, etc. are involved in the
formation of new and modern self-perception of the Lithuanian people.
Documentaries have been shot without fears to reveal what happened in
Lithuania during the German occupation. Saulius Berþinis’ “Sudie Jeruzale”
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In September 1998, Vilnius University hosted the seminar on mutual
relations between the Jews and the Lithuanians on the grounds of Prof.
Dov Levin’s book “Trumpa Lietuvos þydø istorija” (Concise History of the
Lithuanian Jews). The book has been translated into the Lithuanian language.
In October, the Lithuanian Catholic Academy, the Faculty of History of the
University of Vilnius and the Institute of the Lithuanian History organised
the conference “The Catholic Church and the Lithuanian-Jewish Relations
in the 19th–20th Centuries,” etc.
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(Farewell Jerusalem) (Version I in 1994, Version II in 1998), “Tabu laisvës laikas”
(The Time of Taboo Freedom) (1993), the film on the Lithuanian legal system
and the problem of rehabilitation of the Jew killers, which was broadcast on
the German television, Vaidotas Reivytis’ television documentary for the
catholic programme “Tavo laikas” (1997). Lots of courage and deep personal
historical perception of the time, and probably real Christian love for the
close was required to shoot the films. Unfortunately those films have not
been broadcast publicly to the Lithuanian viewers, neither on TV nor in the
cinema. But they exist on the shelves waiting for their time to come. And the
time is approaching.
The first real dialogue between the Lithuanians and the Jews (there
had been monologues before) took place in Nida last year and was a good
balance to the atmosphere of mutual hostility and distrust which was veiled
in Vilnius during the 200 anniversary of the Gaon due to the behaviour of
some Jewish extremist. The conference in Nida proved that the dialogue is
possible. This event was attended by historians from England, Israel, Germany
and Lithuania (L. Truska, S. Suþiedëlis, L. Donskis, A. Nikþentaitis, V. Vareikis,
E. Senas, Klaudija Lukas, È. Laurinavièius, etc.).
Time and good will is required for the dialogue and mutual understanding.
Thirty years was needed for Germany to overcome the silence. Therefore, it is
very important that at the beginning of growing conscious, all the participants
of the dialogue are aware of the tragedies of many nations that happened
during the complex and particularly painful history of the 20th century.
Although their scope was different, the tragedies of the Lithuanian people
and the Lithuanian Jews were among them. I hope that you understand that
by this statement I am not going to deny the uniqueness of the Holocaust,
but I also want the world to recognise what Lithuania lost, and that the tragic
events are understood in the historical context.
Allow me to quote the words by Dr. A. Nikþentaitis that were said during
the conference in Nida: “The main obstacles for the Lithuania–Jewish dialogue
from the Lithuanian side are constituted from the anti-semitic manifestations,
and from the side of the Jews there might be the way of speaking and constant
blame to all the Lithuanian people.” Dr. Nikþentaitis proposes to make
efforts to comprehend the position of the partner, including sufferings and
psychological background. A forementioned writer Eva Hoffman writes in
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her book “Miestelis”: “If we want to try to understand each other we have
to consider psychological effect of this ethnic situation by establishing the
criteria for evaluation” (p. 241).
There is no other way out. We live on a very small planet and our fate
is interrelated. We need to understand each other if we do not wish that the
Holocaust is repeated in one form or another. English poet John Donne wrote:
“Never send to know for whom the bell tolls; it tolls for thee.”
As soon as we realise this, the catharsis will come. We all are the witness
of the epilogue of this horrible tragedy. To a large extent all depends upon
us whether we overcome the consequences of the Molotov-Ribbentrol Pact,
and whether we and our children experience real catharsis.
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CZESLAW BIELECKI
Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee
of the Sejm of the Republic of Poland

Mr Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,
Since I am the last speaker I shall try to be as brief as possible.
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When we recall those dark days and how we lived then and compare
with our life today, in the last decade of this century, we, in Poland, are asking
ourselves what the significance of our history is and to what extent any
country from the former Soviet block can learn from our lesson.
Permit me to discuss three things. First, how a state, finding itself a
party to a conspiracy, as we were referred to by “The New York Times”
correspondent in Warsaw in the 1980’, is able to build a civic society through
the spirit of resistance: first in the underground, then semi-lawfully, and
finally, lawfully. The facts from that period were very difficult for Poland:
following the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, some 49 thousand of our people,
and later more than 50 per cent of all our territories and almost 50 per cent
of our population, were ceded over to the Soviets. We lost some 6 million
inhabitants, among them more than 2,5 million Jews, and almost 1 million
Poles perished in Siberia, in deportation.
What are the actual differences between the Nazi and Soviet occupations?
It is a paradox, that the same army and local resistance were successfully active
under Nazi occupation, however, failed during the Soviet occupation. It gave
us some understanding about the extent to which the Soviet totalitarianism
was stronger, demoralised our society more than the Nazi regime, and how it
was able to transform the nucleus of society in essence, and our strong local
army therefore lost. Those two facts were the subject of analysis in discussion
of our resistance and its political results.
There were two uprisings in Warsaw. The first took place in 1943, in
Warsaw ghetto, and involved in it mainly were Polish Jews. The second was
Warsaw’s Uprising, in which we lost about a quarter of a million of Warsaw’s
inhabitants. The paradox of history is as follows: the first uprising is known,
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whereas in the case of the second, we are still discussing after so many years
in Poland whether we made a political mistake. Why? What can we learn
from different resistance attempts known in the history?
It seems to me that the success Solidarity Movement is not coincidence. We
realised 20 years ago, exactly 20 years ago, how we can utilise the opportunities
of life in a certain camp. Life in the Communist camp at the end of 1970’ let
us understand that we cannot only choose roles, but also create and delimit
certain borders of each role. This was a certain search for a balance between
fear and horror. Thus, what measures were we able to utilise during that
period? What did we have to initiate to safeguard the success of our proindependence activities? We created Solidarity Movement. It was not just
an ordinary trade union, it was a trade union of citizens who lost their state.

I completely disagree with President Shushkevitch. I do not think we can
blame the West when we are not strong enough to launch our self-defence.
Each of our nations must itself lay the foundations of its civic society. We
cannot assist a society which is too weak to manifest its tendencies and project
a certain perception of freedom. Certainly, we understand what a difficult
task this is. However, we, Lithuanians, Latvians, Estonians, Poles, Bulgarians
and Czechs have gone through that difficult period and we know that
freedom may not be granted, freedom must be achieved. We must be strong
enough in order to win it. I believe that the round-table talks which started
the dissolution of the nations, was a real trial. We were not certain about our
victory. That was a test, a very ambiguous test. At that time we believed that
we can be deceived, because the entire social and economic structure that
we built up earlier was sufficiently strong enabling us to defend ourselves
and our negotiators at the round table.
Hence, what lesson can we learn from the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact
today? It seems to me that it has been a great and serious contribution to

Turinys 

87

Versti puslapį

The Catholic Church was very helpful in promotion of this idea. After
World War II, the Catholic Church gave us a chance to understand how many of
us are there, to come together for us all either lawfully or semi-lawfully. It seems
to me that the tradition of creation of civic society – from the underground to
publicity – enabled us to understand certain things, and we can enjoy reading
of the essay on “Power and Helplessness” by V. Havel, which speaks about
how we perceive our role in society of slaves which is the essential question.
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the history of cynical yet pragmatic politics. If we wish to draw positive
conclusions from this common loss, we must realise how important it is to
asses the events taking place around us realistically and analyse them very
carefully. I think that the issue facing us at the moment is who will balkanise
whom: will the Balkans balkanise the whole Europe or shall we democratise
the Balkans? Now that the Baltic countries are aspiring for membership in
the European Union and NATO, we support these organisations being aware
that the Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland act as a certain test field. We
feel that our performance in doing the homework of a full-fledged member
will determine the historical experiment of European unification and the
possibility of a broader Euro-Atlantic community. We must prove that that
is not a risky experiment. It represents a historical significance, a historical
task which must be undertaken. This period of turmoil in Russia reveals that
instead of the sanitary barrier which was introduced after the revolution, we
must introduce certain democratic restriction: we must democratise Russia’s
neighbours.
The issue confronting us is who will infect whom: will we spread
the infection of democracy and free market economy among our eastern
neighbours, or will we catch their chauvinistic and imperialistic spirit, as a
result of their continuous efforts to spread around these negative features
of their society? This, most probably, is the sole goal, which can be assessed
from a sceptical and positive point of view.
I am very glad to see Ms Francoise Thom with us here, because if they
dislike this open and straigtfhorward thought, I will be willing to supply its
explanation through historical facts. In the 80’ I was one of the publishers
of the book titled “Wooden Book”. This publication contained some very
important ideas. It seems to me that, being in Europe and seeking for an
absolute freedom, we must understand the rules of the game, assess the
situation realistically and not become victims to our own aspirations and
emotions. This would be the lesson of those dark days.
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JURIS SINKA
Member of the Saeima of the Republic of Latvia
Deputy Chairman of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly

Mr Chairman,

Concerning Poland (I am a Latvian myself), maybe I should not speak
this, but I think that it was because of Poland that Great Britain took the
courage to declare war against Germany. Indeed, the Red Army could not
return from Poland after certain events. I think the West is responsible for
what had happened.
What happened? The Latvian people nearly disappeared. Ten more
years, and we would have certainly become a minority. Thus, it is not so easy
to say the following: yes, we have to fight for our freedom, we did this. About
60 thousand Latvian men perished in the fight on the Eastern front just
because they believed that communists could be kept off. There are lots of open
problems. It would be very nice if we were not constrained. Unfortunately,
in my country words “a certain disability” were translated into Russian as “ a
certain invalidism”. We have to speak about the tremendous loss suffered by
our economies during the Soviet occupation. Leaders in Brussels should not
forget this. There are lots of things , lots of unsettled affairs which have to be
dealt with, thus, it is not that easy to say: yes, we were too weak ourselves
and apparently were not willing to fight for our freedom. I accuse the great
powers: Russia, Germany, Britain and even the United States. Thank you.
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It will be really difficult for me to say something in three minutes after
such wonderful speeches, however, I believe, one could say a couple of things.
I highly respect Mr Bielecki and remember his words about what has been
said, i.e. that the past, the future and the present are interrelated. It is so.
Today we, in the Council of Europe, deal with the issues of human rights.
Unfortunately, we are constrained by our past – the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact, since we are constantly reminded that we maltreated those people who
had come to our country after the Pact, as if we should not blame the West,
etc. I wish all the states responsible for Yalta Conference were here and their
representatives were here, it would be very pleasant to see them.

VYTAUTAS CINAUSKAS
Member of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania
Vice Chairman of the Governmental Commission
for the Return of Deporteers
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Distinguished Participants and Guests of the Conference,
Ladies and Gentlemen!
The conference has already touched upon and will continue to discuss
the consequences of the Molotov – Ribbentrop Pact upon the destiny of the
Baltic states (and other countries) and their citizens. However, I would like
to draw your attention to only a part of the consequences, namely to the
phenomenon of genocide with regard to the citizens of the occupied states,
i.e. their deportation to the Siberia and other inclement-climate regions of
the former Soviet Union.
I do not know whether the languages of the Western democratic
states contain the words “deportation” and “deportee”, “sending to exile”
and “exiled” with such a meaning and connotation that has existed in the
Lithuanian language for two centuries already.
Deportation is a form of genocide when families of the citizens of the
occupied country are taken together with their children and grandparents
to far away regions unsuited for human survival in order to squeeze out “a
productive benefit” from them in slave labour and life conditions.
Nevertheless, I would like to speak about something else. I mean
repatriation of the political prisoners and deportees and their descendants
still remaining in the places of their deportation and in other places of the
former Soviet Union.
It looks strange when the country, which has taken over the interstate
and international financial and other commitments from the former Soviet
Union, feels neither a material responsibility nor a moral duty, and shows
nothing like a good-will towards the coming of these people back to the land
of their forefathers.
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Mentioned here should be the damage inflicted by the system of the
communist state to the citizens of the occupied countries; as well as the
compensation for the slave labour, for the people annihilated, for the property
stolen, for the lives ruined, and for the health destroyed.
It is a paradox when the absence of any effort from the former occupant
country must be and is filled in by the democratic state and society of Lithuania
with its scarce resources.
Since 1992 the matters related to repatriation of deportees have been
addressed by a special program financed from the state budget. They are
also solved by a State Commission for Repatriation of Deportees. Moreover,
repatriation is facilitated by the Deportees Coming Home Foundation
established by Prof. Vytautas Landsbergis in 1992. This Foundation receives
no financial assistance from the state budget, but instead it is supported by
Lithuanians from all over the world. Support comes from people of other
nationalities as well.

Thank you for the opportunity to draw your attention to at least one
wound that remains unhealed and sore in this cruel century.
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In order to save your time, I have brought publications in three languages
containing information on the repatriation conditions and opportunities.
There you may find the description of achievements and current efforts. There
you cannot find however the scope of work waiting ahead in order to restore
justice and to implement people’s right to come back and live in their own
state. To learn this scope, a lot of time would have to be spent in becoming
acquainted with the existing situation and with the heaps of documents.

ALBINAS KENTRA
Chairman of the Lithuanian Forest Brothers Union

Distinguished Participants of the Conference!
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I represent one of the 40 or less survivors of Lithuanian freedom fights.
Since we have spoken about everything here already, I would like to share
some moments of our experience.
The Soviet occupation that fell upon us following the Molotov–
Ribbentrop Pact in 1941 was an introduction to the programme “Lithuania
without Lithuanians”. Lithuanians, being tolerant, peaceful people, prayed
at that time: “The Almighty, protect us from the war, black death and
starvation.” They prayed for this several centuries. Meanwhile during the
soviet occupation, they begged the God to have a war started soon. This
demonstrates how awful was the occupation of Lithuania when those
destructive forces flooded over us already back in 1917 and in the later years,
upon the initiative of Lenin, Dzerzhinski and others.
Later on, like an uncontrollable wave, the Red Army notorious for its
brutality approached Lithuania. Lithuanians had to choose among three
options: to emigrate, to stay in Lithuania and suffer the oppression and
humiliation, or to go to a forest to defend the Motherland.
I will mention several points reflecting the then sober mentality of
freedom fighters. Thinking, knowing that the great powers of the world
acted consciously when deciding to eradicate Nazism by the roots for good,
we expected that the Soviet communism would be rooted out in the same
way, moreover, that the list of crimes committed by the latter was already
longer than that of Adolf Hitler. However, Lithuanian freedom fighters had
to get into in an uneven fight with a much more powerful enemy fed with
American tinned food and supplied with their technology. In the unequal
fight, more than 30 thousand of our people perished. What was the death
toll of our enemies? It could have been 10 or more times higher, however,
the Lithuanian mentality did not allow us to shoot at a Russian soldier from
ambush because the soldier was mobilised. That would have been immoral.
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At that time, we failed to understand that forces which earlier committed
the bloody deeds in a tiny Republic of Asia, in the Caucasus, in the Ukraine,
were sent to Lithuania. These were the specially trained units. It was with
them that we had to fight and die. The savage violence of these units and
investigative bodies could be illustrated by the fact that instead of captivity
the freedom fighter used to choose death. The last bullet in the battle used
to be reserved for oneself. When we, the freedom fighters, used to compare
nazi and soviet crimes, we used to distinguish a contrast: nazis never used
to deny their actions, sometimes they committed them in public, while the
Soviet murderers always used to put the blame for their deeds on others. We
know the story of the annihilation of Polish military officers.

I am not going to speak any more, since my time is up. I was asked to
remind that it is necessary to have as many people from the midst of the guests
of this conference as possible contribute to the international congress to assess
the crimes of communism to be held next year. Thank you for your attention.
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Our fight was made more difficult by the experience the Soviet structures
brought to our country: the brutal experience to infiltrate their agents into
the ranks of fighters, to execute killings in the name of freedom fighters,
and thus mislead people in order to reduce their support to the fight for
freedom. Today, here we heard some ideas that we, refusing to advocate the
colonial expansionism, should help the forces willing to follow the course of
democracy within the Russian Federation. Therefore, when NATO bombarded
Yugoslavia, did it selectively, we expected an instant outbreak of violence in
the Caucasus. Today, Chechnya is being shelled. The question stands: are
they bombarding it selectively too, like NATO did in Yugoslavia? It does not
seem to be like that.
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III. The Tenth Anniversary
of the Baltic Chain. Restoration of
the Independence of
the Baltic States (1990–1991)
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VYTAUTAS LANDSBERGIS
Chairman of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania

Idea and Vocabulary
of the Reform Movement Sàjûdis
Distinguished Co-Chairpersons,
Dear Colleagues, Ladies and Gentlemen,
Participants of this Important Conference!

I should like to note first of all that the Molotov and Ribbentrop Pact is
not the past. Unfortunately, it is also the present and the future. The line of
the Molotov and Ribbentrop Pact remains. We hear about it very often when
we are reminded, without any reservations, of having been “part of the
Soviet Union”, as if violence and occupation and illegitimacy have already
been forgotten. I would like to be strict saying that every single politician,
political analyst, historian or even a newspaper, who repeat the Soviet thesis
that occupied Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia had been normal Soviet republics,
actually sign the Molotov and Ribbetrop Pact again. Such individuals should
be told so on the occasion. Anyway, this thesis was hammered into the heads
of people all over the world. Also in the countries which recognised neither
the outcome of the Molotov and Ribbetrop Pact nor our occupation and
incorporation into the Soviet Union. However, they also felt at ease printing
the global maps with us being equally coloured the red of the Soviet Union.
I am curious to see how this same West is printing historic maps at present.
Do they look the same? When printing maps with respect to 1940–1941 and
Turinys 
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The title of the Conference is very meaningful. True, some would like
to correct the “Molotov and Ribbentrop Pact” and to recall that it was not
a deal between Molotov and Ribbentrop, but a conspiracy between Hitler
and Stalin following the signal given by Stalin soon after Klaipëda had been
torn away and after the division of the buffer states had started. Anyway, we
use the same title – the Molotov and Ribbentrop Pact, thus comprehending
its entirety with secret protocols and deals of the aggressors.

1944–1990 nowadays, this region, i.e. our three countries, should be presented
differently [1941-1944 differently again, German occupation]. Only then could
we claim that the line of the Molotov and Ribbetrop Pact is disappearing.
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My topic concerns the Lithuanian Reform Movement Sàjûdis and the
Baltic Chain, and the restoration of Independence. I should like to overview
the methods, strategy and tactics of leadership by the Sàjûdis over the
Lithuanian peaceful liberation movement going towards the 11th March 1990.
I shall focus on the ideology and vocabulary. Speaking in general terms, it
was a struggle of ideas and the victory of an idea. I cannot say the victory
against a certain other idea. The alternative was not an idea, but instead a
captive existence de facto and an effort to preserve the Soviet conquests by
means of some Perestroika formulas.
How can I describe the Sàjûdis ideology? Most importantly, it was an
extensive ideology, ethic humanism and tolerant democracy; and this specific
modernism stemmed from the tradition of Vincas Kudirka (1858–1899)
in the case of Lithuania. Even referring to the “Molotov and Ribbetrop
Pact”, the ideology and vocabulary served as a certain stimulus for the first
demonstration of protest held at the monument to Adam Mickeviè in 1987 in
Vilnius. In as little as one year, the protest broke out with a huge demonstration
of a quarter of a million or even more. The data and the fact existed. But the
protest, the statement against the injustice and crime, would not have been
fruitful by itself by just saying, even very firmly, “No!” to someone, without
saying, and meaning in the mind and the heart, “Yes!”. What we wanted to
do was not only deny, protest and refuse.
We understood clearly that the deal and conspiracy had been an action
and a symbol of non-law, we had been forced to live under. It had been
a system of non-law and a working of two criminals - be them individual
persons or regimes of two countries, there were two of them. This produced
a new emphasis in the European political concepts, at least in the official ones,
which have not yet changed in full extent. There still remains the thinking
that Hitler was the negative character while Stalin must have been somewhere
halfway to a future colleague. Thus, the workings of the two criminals had
to be rectified. An alternative - to leave it as it was instead of rectifying it.
“Are you, gentlemen, in the East and the West,” - we were addressing Mikhail
Gorbachev as well - “willing to leave the Stalin’s crime as it is or rectify it?”
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Certainly, the question itself was directed towards the other side: to leave the
non-law? - it was very difficult for anyone to speak in favour of it. Thus, the
concept and understanding of justice was at the same time a strong demand
for justice as a key positive thing. Of course, Mikhail Gorbachev (and his
environment, though it seems to me that he personally, as well) sometimes
proposed we reconciled ourselves with what had happened, like one would
reconcile oneself with rape. The life would continue afterwards, and the
consequences, if any, would remain impossible to eliminate. This sophistry
was an effort to set the concept and principle of justice aside.

This way the “Molotov and Ribbentrop Pact” - being non-law which
could be opposed by law, justice, human rights and nation’s rights as the main
positive things - was used to build the fundament for liberation. As you may
see, it also involves the issue of the vocabulary - notions and concepts served
as our weapons. Some concepts had to be contained within, cherished and
consolidated. The concept of a civic consciousness and the related concept
of a civic society were extremely important. We spoke about the nation and
considered it to be a society which was a community on this land but which
should not be defined in ethnic terms alone or divided in some other terms.
A civic society carried the concept of citizenship and civic consciousness
which in itself implied a state. There are citizens of the state - that was what
Turinys 
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The West was exhibiting human rights. We could have used this basis
to defend our aspirations, however we made use of every opportunity to
supplement this concept with the rights of nations. We often repeated it
with a sign of equality: the human rights, on the one hand, and the rights of
nations, on the other hand. A nation has the same rights: the right to freedom,
the right to free self-determination, and the right of expression. These rights
are guaranteed to an individual, the same should be guaranteed to a nation.
The right to life was yet another human right, which we were seeking to foist
on for political use in the world. It had not been widely spoken about, but
after the violent actions which the democratic world saw and was horrified
with, we were able to speak about it again: “you defend human rights, then
you must defend this fundamental right. They come and kill us. We stand
unarmed and are killed by the armed. So defend the right to live!” And
referring to a nation, it also has the right to live and the right to defend this
right. Unless this right is defended, the nation is subject to physical and even
moral killing by way of degrading.
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we could offer to all people living in Lithuania as a vision, as a future, as a
European democratic state to be built by all of us together, certainly, provided
it was acceptable. Those against such a state, but in favour of a province of
the totalitarian empire, chose a different way than the civic state. But this
concept of a civic society and the citizens of the state, and addressing all
people living in Lithuania like that, were very important. It enabled us to
withstand and to defend ourselves from the projected instigation. We could
also rely - although then difficult for people to understand - on another
weighty concept formed by Mykolas Riomeris before the war - namely, the
nation of the state. It comprised all people who bore passports reading that
they were citizens of Lithuania.
Before the war, the ethnic nationality was not recorded in the passport.
When considering the proposed passport form in the Reconstitutive Seimas,
we discussed, whether it was necessary to record the ethnic nationality, thus
in some way dividing the civic society into various nations, or whether it was
only important for us to know that everyone was Lithuanian according to their
civic consciousness. That was the nation of the state and the citizens of the
state. I could recall many things from that debate. We resorted to compromise
then (with free record). I understood at that time that many of us, Lithuanians,
patriotically-minded and thinking about the state, were disturbed deep in
our hearts. During the Soviet times, it was only this line that witnessed to
one’s identity. While anything else pointed out to a homo sovieticus, with
obscure identity and origin. Therefore, it seemed important to record the
ethnic nationality in the passport of the already independent state, although
it was neither emphasised nor recorded in the pre-war Republic of Lithuania.
We used the word “people”. As an address, we most often said “people
of Lithuania”, interpreting it as a word with humanistic content. This way
addressing human-beings, we trusted them as human-beings and invited
them to be human. Moreover, it was the old synonym - a synonym for the
“folk” - dating back to the vocabulary of 1918–1919. It meant all of us. The
“folk” did not pass the throat. The “Lithuanian nation” was a somewhat
confining word. Imagine standing in front of hundreds of thousands of
people and addressing them as “Lithuanians” - some Russians, Poles, Jews
would feel somehow a bit like strangers who had come to this civic action by
mistake and were not welcome there. I know that various observations and
criticism were expressed later on, but at that moment I believed we had all
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This understanding and vocabulary, I think, also implied community
and brotherhood of people. Moreover, we spoke about the Christian values
and the Christian civilisation. Brotherhood of people undoubtedly formed an
antithesis for any class or nation struggle which served basis for evil doctrines,
dangerous and killing the humanity itself. This brotherhood of people
sometimes manifested itself through a very idealistic or utopian approach
and urging. Nevertheless, I have beautiful memories about it. When seeing
those scolding us and threatening to destroy our Sàjûdis and our reviving
state, we made best effort to treat them as mistaken brothers rather then
enemies and to urge them to become conscious. There was this attitude and
willingness to make it happen: “brothers and sisters, we are also together with
those who have very little of brotherly feelings”. However, it was seen as a
possibility – this possibility was unfolding – thus the Baltic Chain embodied
it proving the possibility of solidarity among brothers and sisters. Solidarity
was yet another weighty and beautiful word stemming from the events and
developments which later acquired a philosophical content in the sermons
preached by outstanding priest J. Tischner from Krakow and in his educating
publication on Solidarity - in a much broader sense than purely referring to
the political organisation of Poland.
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understood it very clearly: these were the people, the people of Lithuania,
the representatives of the people, and the government of the people. The
forefathers who had restored the statehood of Lithuania back in 1918 used
these concepts with the same meaning. Thus, the government elected by
the people, but not the government of the “folk”. It sounded much more
beautifully – both with tradition and with novelty and humanism. Certainly,
it was also a remedy for any division or even instigation between nations.
Finally, it was the same concept and formula that we repeated following the
16th February Act, where the creators of the 16th February Act had left it for the
people to decide upon the state system later in the Seimas to be democratically
elected by all residents of Lithuania. They had only declared that the state
had to be separated from any other state and from any former dependencies.
And then the people would decide what to do next. We maintained the same
principle. Facing many questions in the initial period of the Sàjûdis Movement,
we always stressed that it was important to provide people with a possibility
to decide, with a freedom of expression and with a freedom of election - and
after that the representatives will be elected, people would make decisions.

We remember donations for the common matter: money put into
umbrellas and other actions to support the Sàjûdis. Sacrifice for and concept
of the common matter constituted yet another expression of solidarity. We all
had the common objective. Those who were not in favour of this objective
and had not yet understood it, were still mistaken. But in fact we were a big
community capable of attaining it.
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Various parts of barricades were marked with the emblem: hands joined,
the slogan “common matter”! A common matter, or a public matter, or a matter
of everyone – and the ancient concept “Res-publica”. Civic consciousness –
again the understanding that this was our Homeland and that we were
children of our Homeland. Those who found it acceptable went together
with us.
The concept of brotherhood and community of people led to going
together and to our key idea of a non-forcible and non-violent struggle. It
is not allowed to raise one’s hand against a mistaken brother. Since the very
first huge meetings we recalled teaching by Ghandi, and it was an instruction
to people not to respond to provocateurs, if any, who would attempt to
incite fights or riots. What kind of a non-violent struggle could it have been?
Certainly, only a democracy, or rather a representative democracy. The aim
was to obtain the mandate of the sovereign and to make decisions. The
sovereign meant the nation which, deprived of the possibility to speak earlier,
began to speak now. Conditions had to be created to invite the nation to
elections and to obtain its mandate. That was what we were seeking for, and
that was our way to liberation – the Baltic Chain uniting the three states - to
obtain the mandate and to act lawfully under the greatest right to be granted
by the sovereign - the nation - to its representatives. It also implied that the
nation of the state still existed. It still existed after decades of slavery, it could
not be annihilated and eliminated, and the state lasted through rebirth in the
history created by the state itself.
This way we were going towards real elections. Although still being
elections to “the deputies of the folk” of the Soviet Union, these were already
true elections, not a comedy of elections. Later followed the elections to the
Parliament of Lithuania! Municipal elections right afterwards. We already
knew that we were going to loose the latter, that the nomenclature fortified its
position there, that the “former ones”, i.e. the supporters of the former regime,
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would probably win them. But how could we not arrange municipal elections?
It was a sacred principle for us. Let the people elect their representatives. It
would have to be, evidently, with the ones they elect.
Now many may say that it was a “historic” or some other mistake, but
we carried on with idealism, probably with certain naiveté, but also with
a very important principle. Well, let it happen as it has to. And later on it
occurred on repeated occasions during the latest decade of our history that
we strove for elections just to have them happen. And whom people elect,
afterwards they would weigh it and probably make other decisions.

I could probably stop here, though I find some interesting notes from
the Aesopic political vocabulary which we used especially during the initial
period of the Rebirth and Sàjûdis Movement, some parts of it being referred
to as words sufficiently acceptable to the Soviets, although they could contain
varied contents. Concerning this “Aesopic” vocabulary: Soviet poets had
perfected the Aesopic vocabulary to say things which could not have been
said with the real words (otherwise one would have been beaten up), but
they had to be said in such an encoded form that the authorities would be
able to pretend to have failed to understand. Or that the authorities would
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Thus, the right to exist, the nation’s right to exist, was understood as
a right of the nation – the sovereign – which cannot be taken away. It is
not necessary to plead or fight for it in order to “restore” the right. All that
is necessary to create a possibility for it to act itself. That was why we were
against any pleading with the Soviet Union to grant concession or provide
a wider autonomy, although some people in Lithuania would have been
quite satisfied with it. We knew which forces expected it with the idea that
it was not possible to get more. But those who observed the principles, I
have just explained, had to understand: by pleading for something that
was actually ours, we would admit it probably being “not ours” at all and
thus not in possession of it. Pleading for a part and getting this part only,
we would agree that the other part did not belong to us because the master
would not give this part of his possession. That was why we acted calmly
but radically in a way. We were accused of acting radically and of refusing
to make a compromise with acceptance of a half of freedom and of a half of
independence. However, it could not have happened differently under the
ideology I have just described to you.
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really be unable to understand. Only the wise people did understand.
This way the name of Lenin was employed at the beginning of the Sàjûdis
Movement. “The principles of Lenin”, some mythical or real principles, were
actually used as an opposition to those of Stalin. The principles of Lenin were
nothing like the principles of Stalin. That was something, even for naive
communists to grab hold of no matter how difficult it was for them to make
up their minds and admit that their long previous life had been based on lie
and nonsense. That was to say that the communist ideas had not been that
bad, but Stalin distorted it all. While Lenin, as you know, was in favour of
self-determination of nations. That could have been recalled on any occasion.
Lenin recognised independence of Lithuania and concluded with us the
Peace Treaty! Why would Mr Gorbachev not turn back to it? We reminded
this to him on every occasion: was he a Leninist or a Stalinist? That was his
choice. Therefore, he was not so explicit with the Perestroika. Finally, the
well-known death letter by Lenin to the Congress of CP had also been a secret
document for a long time, with the Soviet Union unwilling to hear anything
of it. Afterwards, we used it as an argument: here, Lenin himself witnessed
to what the greatest threat and damage was and to what was inflicting it on
the co-habitation of nations. That was the great-Russian chauvinism. When
undersigned by Lenin, the word could be quoted without facing a blow on the
head for expressing criticism against the grand Russian nation. Chauvinism
enjoyed particular efforts of implementation in the Soviet Union. Here I just
recall some of those things.
Socialism was a word that could have been used both among friends,
in the Sàjûdis Seimas and somewhere else, but adding – “as in Sweden”.
Differently in Moscow: “Oh, no, we are not against socialism”. Because we
saw threatening fists there: “Do not dare touching socialism”! Why should
we, let it be (as in Sweden). Here go a few more things from that vocabulary.
Non-interference into others’ matters. Neutrality. What did that mean?
It meant: “Genktemen of the Red Army, please, leave”. Lithuania was for
a certain neutrality – it meant not having the Soviet troops deployed here.
Certainly, later we had to adjust the vocabulary because this vocabulary
carried the contents of that time. Here I would like once again to bring back
to your minds the concept of sovereignty, the essential and basic concept, as
I have already mentioned: the nation – the sovereign – decides and grants
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the mandate to its representatives. We were seeking for it. But when various
grotesque distortions of sovereignty poured down forming a multiple of
various “sovereignties” – an economic sovereignty, an ecological sovereignty
and I do not know what other sovereignty - it turned into a joke. Then a clear
distinction appeared: those speaking about sovereignty were suspicious,
while those speaking about independence knew what they wanted and
spoke openly.
In the initial stage of the Sàjûdis flourishing, when threats were issued
and it was not clear whether the organisation would be allowed to spread all
over Lithuania - Independence was often meant but not necessarily declared
on direct and immediate documents. Though sometimes it was said aloud.
At the Constituent Congress of the Sàjûdis, the first speaker given the floor
said: “What have we gathered here for? – To restore Independent Lithuania!”.
And the Sàjûdis followed that way.

Versti puslapį
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EDGAR SAVISAAR
Chairman of the Centre Party of the Republic of Estonia

The Estonian Popular Front.
The Restoration of the Statehood of Estonia
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Dear Mr Chairman,
Ladies and Gentlemen!
In 1988 Estonia was in the situation in which the restoration of our sovereign
statehood depended on whether the democratic world would understand and
support us or, on the contrary, would be ready to consider us as separatists or
enemies of the democratic reforms in the Soviet Union and bashfully declare
the movements in the Baltic states an internal affair of the Soviet Empire.
That was why we had to, in the shortest possible time, make the peoples
of the world aware of us and convince them all that we are here. We knew
well that the world would be serious about those who have the whole country
following them who should be taken into account, with whom it is necessary
to start negotiations. We had to create an organisation for mobilising masses,
to remold the people’s consciousness and single out new leaders. It was to be
done in a democratic form so as not to arouse protests against us elsewhere,
just the other way round, so that we would attract public sympathy and
compassion of the world. We realised that the popular movement with a
general public support is hard to ignore even by pragmatic Western politicians.
The aim was to introduce Estonia into big politics. This could have been done
in two ways only: by expressing the will of the state or the people. But we
did not yet have the state!
Thus Estonian Popular Front was born and expressed the will of the
majority of the people. Perforce, the whole democratic world had to consider
this. The whole world could be said have become a partner to Estonia. We
gave a powerful signal about the situation that Estonia’s processes had a
major impact on the world politics.
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On 13 April 1988 the Estonian Popular Front was born and in this
connection an irreversible process in our history had begun – the people
of Estonia became an active agent in designing their destiny. It was a major
breakthrough in the people’s consciousness – they overcame the Soviet terror
brought about by mass deportations and confinements in hard labor camps.
It was the cognition of one’s power and historical will. It was how the society
of democratic liberal movements emerged in Estonia. It was the time when
the absolute majority of the society very explicitly and uniquely denied the
current Soviet occupational power. The Popular Front offered a possibility
of the realisation of their dreams to the people who had clearly seen that the
current situation was neither reasonable nor just.

What does the historical significance of the Popular Front and the Baltic
peoples’ movements consist of?
First in the fact that through the Popular Front the massive nature of
the opposition was made public. The Estonian Popular Front arose as an
alternative to the one-party system. That was a form for organising an
opposition, without entering into an open conflict with the authorities of the
time. A good example could be given about the seeing off the delegation to the
19th Party Conference from Tallinn to Moscow. The Popular Front called upon
tens of thousands of its supporters to see off the communists’ delegation and
demanded of the delegation not to represent the will of the upper echelons
of the Communist Party but that of the people.
We actually demoralised the representatives of the alien power by
demonstrating our superiority in solving the problems of our everyday life –
when the construction of the Tallinn National Library stopped for the lack of
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The formation of major popular movements was characteristic not only
for Estonia, not only for the Baltic countries. Namely democratic popular
movements proved to be the agent, capable of breaking up the Soviet Empire
all along the territory of the Soviet Union and in its satellite states of Central
Europe. What made us unique was the opposition based on our culture
and language and we gathered to demonstrate it in the Song Festival Field.
This is why the era of our Popular Front was called the Singing Revolution.
However, when working out the tactics of the Popular Front of Estonia we
clearly visualised another possible path of development the massacres of
Baku and Tbilisi at the beginning of 1990.

electric lines, the Popular Front appealed to thousands of the inhabitants of
Tallinn and in a day they together dug the necessary trenches for cable lines.
Through the Popular Front the opposition infiltrated into the society, at the
same time balancing on the borderline of legal and illegal activity.
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Second. With the arising of the Popular Front the preconditions were
gained to create all other political movements, to cause the emergence of
groups and parties. So far the power of the regime had mainly based on
fear. Thanks to the popular movements the liberty was gained on the level of
personality, people got rid of the panic fear, which had spread among them
because of Stalinist mass repressions. It was namely conquering the fear that
enabled to break the communist monopoly of power and organise the first
democratic elections where the Popular Front took the victory. During the first
two-year period of activity the Popular Front had been able to realise their
aims only by a massive pressure on the current authorities but not execute
the power on their own.
Third. The Popular Front, drawing in the better part of the humanitarian
and technical intelligentsia, started elaborating general political, juridical
and economic-theoretical basics for restoring our sovereign statehood. One
of the components consisted in the project IME – Self-Managing Estonia –
which demonstrated that Estonian economy was able to manage without the
interference from the Soviet Union.
The fight for making public the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact served the same
purpose. The whole population stood behind these ideas, they became part
of the programme for our independence movement. Without starting the
process the Baltic countries’ aspirations for independence after the 1991 August
revolt in Moscow would have remained incomprehensible or seemed illegal. We
declared and gave reasons for our choice, and this forced the Moscow regime to
make its own distinct choice after the August revolt – either to acknowledge
us or take the path of violent suppression of democracy.
Four. The Popular Front set an example and contributed to the arising of
mass movements elsewhere in the Soviet Union. Undoubtedly the activity
of the Baltic popular movements complicated the general situation of the
central authorities of the Soviet Union and increased the pressure on them.
Five. The Baltic popular movements carried the peculiar role of a mediator
between the Kremlin and Central Europe. I claim that the transfer of ideas,
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experiences and mentality in many aspects took place thanks to the mediating
activity of the Baltic states. We had our share in introducing the democratic
ideas of perestroika to Central Europe and, on the other hand, the experience
in reforms of Central Europe reached Russia via the Baltic states. Thanks to
the Baltic experience the Western public could realise that the Soviet Union
was not the unshakeable monster as it looked from afar. The Baltic countries
revealed the internal weakness of the Soviet Union to the whole world. Just
as at the beginning of the 18th century the Russian Emperor Peter the First had
cut the window into Europe, now, at the end of the 1980s and beginning of
the 1990s the Baltic countries were an open window for the world to Russia.
The major historical significance of the Estonian Popular Front and mass
popular movement consisted in the fact that we were able, in a democratic
way and avoiding violence, to take the peoples out of the totalitarian superpower. We were able to take the victory in that hard fight between David and
Coliath, restore our sovereignty and begin to build up our democratic state.
Versti puslapį
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Mr Chairman, Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen,
Honorable Participants of the Conference!
On behalf of the Baltic Assembly and its Latvian delegation I welcome
the participants of the conference. I am genuinely pleased about the fact of
organization of this conference. The Baltic Assembly is carrying on the ideas
and traditions of the time 10 years ago when together with many of you we
were standing on the Baltic Way. And I am extremely grateful for the fate
that I had and still have the opportunity to participate in this process – as
the Chairman of Latvian Popular Front in 1990–1992 and as the Chairman
of the Presidium of Baltic Assembly now. The Baltic Way continues in a new
quality, shape and manifestation as well as a tremendous work with an aim
of maintaining and strengthening the independence of Baltic states.
But how did the things look then, in the crucial period of the restoration
of independence of Latvian Republic? This period in Latvia covers the time
from the 4th of May 1990, when the new elected Supreme Council of Latvia
carried on a Declaration of Restoration of Independence of Latvia until August
21, 1991, when the Constitutional Law on the State Status of Latvian Republic
was adopted in the Supreme Council.
This period was characterized by the confrontation of two powers, one
of which was the Popular Front of Latvia, another – the Communist Party.
What instruments of power and resources were at the disposal of both
powers at that moment?
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Latvian Popular Front, which united more than 200,000 members, had
widespread structures in all Latvia. Latvian Popular Front had already its
fraction at the Supreme Council of Latvia containing 2/3 of the deputy seats,
as well as the Government formed by it. As a result of local government
elections on the 10th of December 1989, more 8,000 local government deputies
of Latvian Popular Front were elected.

What was the key of strength and successes of Latvian Popular Front?
First – confidence of people in Latvian Popular Front.
Second – decay and ruining of soviet empire, changes, and democratization
in Russia.
Third – very cautious, but consequent support of the Western countries.
Fourth – Baltic unity, solidarity of Baltic states.
Fifth – support of Latvian emigration organizations.
Reality of the period from May 4, 1990 to August 21, 1991 witnessed
numerous events, changing each other with tremendous speed. It was clear
already then, but especially now – many years later – how close was the
danger to loose everything after one single, but crucial mistake of the Latvian
Popular Front. And we had no right to make crucial mistakes. Immediately
after the Declaration on May 4, 1990 which was opposed by the Communist
Party of Latvia, deeming it, but the Supreme Council opposition demanded
referendum on that issue. There was no support to this act of the Supreme
Council by the Latvian Citizens Congress, as well which considered that only
the Latvian Citizens Congress elected by citizens had a legal right to act in
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The Communist Party had one third part of the deputies of Supreme
Council, was supported by the Soviet army, KGB structures, OMON, militia.
Militia was split, big part of it was not loyal to Latvia and neutrality of it in
crucial turning points was the best we could achieve. The Communist Party
was supported by the orthodox thinking supporters of the Soviet Union
ready to defend it as centralized state with still leading role of the Communist
Party. The bulk of them were retired military officers – 62,000 men as well as
24,000 officers still in military service. As support basis for the Communist
Party activities were part of soviet bureaucrats of various levels, part of nonLatvians, which felt fear about their future and administration of big, directly
from Moscow commanded industrial enterprises.

the transitional period. The Latvian Citizens Congress opposed the activities
of the Latvian Popular Front and the Supreme Council at several crucial and
very dangerous turning points of Latvian history of this period. Eagerness
to restore independence in a sterile, legally right way ignoring the realities
of the last 50 years was the reason mentioned then. Latvian Popular Front
and its Latvian Popular Front fraction at the Supreme Council have chosen
another way – to move “step by step“, slowly but never loosing the main
direction – main goal of independence.
On May 14, 1990 local opponents of Declaration of May 4, were supported
by the decree of the President of the Soviet Union M. Gorbachev announcing
the declarations of independence of all three Baltic republics as not valid
because of their contradictions with the Constitution of the Soviet Union.
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A month later M. Gorbachev announces his idea of union of independent
states and invites Latvia to sign a new union treaty.
Parallel to this process B. Yeltsin is elected the Chairman of the Supreme
Council of Russian Federation and Latvian, Lithuanian, and Estonian leaders
consequently promote in negotiations with Russia.
And then comes the most difficult crucial period characterized by local
violence of OMON unit. Its first attack starts on November 2, the Press House
is attacked and terrorized.
When M. Gorbachev’s initiative to sign the new union treaty is repeatedly
rejected by A. Gorbunovs and I. Godmanis on November 17, the threats of
economic blockade and military pressure are more than real.
On December 11, 1990 the board of Latvian Popular Front prepared and
published its plan of the activities of so called “X hour“ which served as a
basis for all Latvian institutions and people loyal for the idea of independence
during the worst days of 1991 – January and August coups. Reading this
document today you can feel the seriousness of the situation. I can mention
p.10 – describing activities of Latvian Popular Front structures in illegal,
underground conditions, developing alternative connection systems,
decentralizing money and printing resources. In order to protect Latvian
Popular Front human resources, the document appeals to pass the lists of
the people already well known to KGB and the Communist Party involved
in Latvian Popular Front to international organizations to have all possible
control of their further fate.
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To oppose the pressure of Moscow, Latvian Popular Front gathers
1 002 829 signatures against the new union treaty.
New 1991 year comes with further dramatization of the situation in
Latvia. On the 2nd of January OMON totally occupies the House of Press. The
Board of Latvian Popular Front understanding that it is impossible to organize
several mass manifestations is postponing it since December. Simultaneously
Latvian Popular Front is preparing people and resources to guard and defend
the Supreme Council, the Council of Ministers, TV, Radio, the headquarters
of Latvian Popular Front and other strategic objects.
And then the time comes. On January 12, Latvian Popular Front announces
the mass manifestation in Riga on January 13, 1991. The time to prepare – less
than 24 hours. The reason – fears that the people will be stopped on their
way to Riga. A. Gorbunovs and I. Godmanis meet M. Gorbachev in Moscow.
M. Gorbachev promises no violence in Riga.

On 4 August 1991, M. Gorbachev appeals for the third time the Soviet
republics to sign the union treaty on August 20. Vice Chairman of the
Supreme Council A. Krastiòð rejects this proposal. But very little time is left for
M. Gorbachev, too. On the 19th–20th of August the coup is going on in
Moscow. The state power is transferred to the Committee, which announces
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On January 13, about 500 000 people of all Latvia gather in mass
manifestation to protest against coming military coup and actions carried
on by Soviet army in Vilnius. Upon the initiative of Latvian Popular Front,
according to the well worked out plan barricades are built immediately and
people from all Latvia are guarding them from January 13 until January 27.
On January 16, the first victim of OMON Roberts Mûrnieks is killed. On
January 20, OMON attacks Interior Ministry in Riga, 5 people are killed.
Tragic, dramatic days, moment of history, that demanded human victims, but
it was the time, when all of us felt united, brave and ready to defend Riga
and Latvia. All of us felt and understood that the key for the fate of Baltic
is here in Baltic: Vilnius, Riga and Tallinn. This was tremendous difference
from the August coup, when main events were developing in Moscow and
uneasy feeling of impossibility to change the situation by our united actions
lied on us as a burden. But before August Latvian Popular Front did its best
to support the referendum of the 3rd of March on the topic of independence
of Latvian Republic. 73,8 % voted for the independence (participated 87,5 %).

extraordinary situation in all Soviet Union. OMON and military forces occupy
all strategic objects in Riga and Latvia. The Supreme Council and the Council
of Ministers appeals to start non-violent resistance. But the coup is short,
too short to see who is who in Latvia. On August 21 B. Yeltsin’s supporters
begin to take the control of the situation in Moscow. The Supreme Council
of Latvia immediately passes the Constitutional Law on the Statehood of
Latvian Republic. The transitional period is over.
On August 23 Iceland – the first foreign country – recognizes the
statehood of Latvian Republic.
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On August 24, comes the decree of B. Yeltsin recognizing the statehood
of Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia.
Then followed tens of other countries and until September 18, 79
countries had already done it. On the 6th of September the State Council of
the Soviet Union passed st the decision to recognize the statehood of the
Baltic states, but on the 21st of December, 11 former Republics of the Soviet
Union form the new union – union of independent states and Soviet Union
is no longer existing.
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GAVRIIL POPOV
President of the International University in Moscow, Professor

Consequences of the Soviet Union Collapse
This Conference, held 10 years after the Baltic Chain and 60 years after
of the Molotov – Ribbetrop Pact, covers a very broad range of issues. Allow
me to focus on a few of them.
1. Did Stalin Benefit from the Molotov–Ribbetrop Pact

The Soviet history studies and, which is more important, the public
consciousness of the citizens relies on a deeply-rooted concept of the entirely
positive effect of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact on the USSR. The victory of
the USSR in the war against Fascism is presented as almost the key desert
of Stalin, while the victory itself is displayed as a consequence of the Pact.
Objections against this concept have been and continue to be raised, but
it must be done with a more determined and active effort.
The Pact, to my mind, constituted one of the most outstanding mistakes
committed by Stalin, even from the point of view of his personal activity.
What arguments are given to prove the positive effect of the Pact on the
USSR and, at least, on Stalin himself?
Firstly, the Pact supposedly allowed Stalin to win some time and to use
it for a more intensive preparation of the state for the war against Hitler.
Secondly, the Pact supposedly facilitated the enhancement of the starting
point for the USSR to enter the war.
And, finally, the most important: the Pact supposedly turned, in the end,
the democratic West into an ally of the USSR in World War II.
I shall briefly present my contemplation concerning these arguments.
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This question goes beyond the scope of my presentation, but it is relevant
to the Conference on the whole.

Firstly, as concerns the time won to prepare for the war. Despite the
repressions, the Red Army and the Wehrmacht were in more or less equal
positions in 1936 to 1937. For instance, horses played the most important role
in both forces. During the period the Pact was in effect, Hitler rearmed the
Wehrmacht at an infinitely faster pace (also referring to the support from
Stalin). The Wehrmacht acquired combat experience and, which is very
important, confidence in its superiority.
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Over the years of the Pact, the USSR also achieved a lot in strengthening
the Red Army (also due to the collaboration with Germany). On the whole
however the USSR was lagging behind in preparations, and Hitler turned
out to be relatively stronger by 1941.
Secondly, as concerns the starting points. As a result of the Pact, the Red
Army abandoned the borders that had been reinforced and well-protected
by it for decades. Establishment of the new while preserving the old was not
possible due to the scarce resources. Thus, dismantling of the old started. As
an outcome, therefore, the old was destroyed while the construction and
full-protection of new was not completed. Leningrad served as the brightest
illustration of it. The army and the navy managed to start a real defence of
the city right on those positions only the formation of which had taken place
many years before the Pact was concluded.
And, finally, as concerns the turning of the democratic West into an ally.
England, France and the USA stood for their interests. But they were not
absolute enemies of the USSR. At last, when the West became an ally of the
USSR after the Pact, it was infinitely more weakened than before the Pact. It
had already lost France, Poland, the Baltic states, and Finland. Stalin received
an ally which managed to open a second front only in 1944. Had Stalin sought
for the alliance earlier, the development could have been entirely different.
But being unable to negotiate and relying on power alone, Stalin mixed up
all the figures on the chessboard – just like the well-known Ostap Bender
did during the lost tournament in Vasiuki village.
In conclusion I should like to note: concluding the Pact, Stalin lost rather
than won. It was Hitler who instead gained benefit from the Pact.
Stalin covered this obvious mistake of his with the positive outcome of
World War II for him. The Pact was an infinitive burden for the USSR in the
War.
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2. Concerning the Consequences of the USSR Collapse
Like any big event in the world history, the USSR collapse may be
presented in many aspects.
First of all, the consequences may be considered in terms of time: current,
mid-term or long-term results of the collapse.
Furthermore, it is necessary to distinguish such aspects of the collapse as
political, economic, military, national, ideological, social, etc.
In terms of the scope, the outcome of the USSR collapse must be analysed
in the cross-section of the global community, the former socialist bloc,
and the former USSR. After that – in the framework of Russia, its national
autonomies, and Russian regions.
Analysis of the consequences of the USSR collapse is also determined by the
objectives of the analysis: to consolidate status quo, to develop integration of
a new type or, to the contrary, to speed up a collapse of already new Russia.

An effort to create a model covering all aspects of the collapse would
result in a model that would resemble the one proposed by Shchennikov in
the 1960’s.
Every aspect of the analysis may be marked as a class n: n1, n2, n3 …
nm, where m stands for the number of possible aspects in the analysis. The
tree of a logically possible points of analysis, which would differ by at least
one feature, would contain N=n1, n2, n3 … nm of branches. Every branch
would correspond to a consequence of the collapse of the USSR, which may
total to a maximum N.
This way, when analysing ideological consequences of the USSR collapse,
we may notice that the vacuum which had taken shape after retrieval of the
communist ideology was filled in by the Western ideology and by various
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In terms of a mathematical scheme, the consequences of the collapse
may be expressed as a two-dimensional model, provided two aspects are
taken into consideration. Then, for instance, economic consequences could be
marked on the one axis, and the aspects in terms of time (current, mid-term
or long-term) – on the other. If a third aspect, for instance, the scope (USSR,
CIS or Russia) is introduced into the analysis, the mathematical scheme would
acquire a form of a three-dimensional diagram.

sectarian ideologies of both Christian and Islamic type.
As concerns, for instance, the international aspect of the collapse, noted
should be the significant role played by the language factor with respect to
the development prospects. Generations who could speak Russian leave and
are replaced by other generations whose language of mutual communication
may be different, which will certainly become an important consequence of
the collapse of the USSR. It is impossible to escape the fact that the collapse
of the USSR which had resisted to almost all Western civilisations for many
years turns out to be, strange as it is, a factor which undercuts the Western
civilisation on the globe.
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It is also impossible to escape the fact that the inevitable principle of
human rights protection in national relations has led to the trends of national
rebirth, but also to the rising level of terrorism, as a consequence of national
intolerance and irreconcilability.
I could continue discussing various aspects of the USSR collapse in the
same spirit, but I would rather like to stop at the foreign policy aspect in
terms of long-term and European scope.
3. Long-term Political Consequences
of the USSR Collapse for Europe
Before the USSR collapsed, the political characteristics of the globe had
been dominated by the bipolar world where the two opposite systems had
been represented by the USA and the USSR. This bipolarity used to determine
all European affairs.
When the USSR collapsed, one of the poles has simply disappeared. We
know that these type of changes in the formerly uniform whole automatically
lead to the other side becoming the only one. More so that one of the poles
became the winner due to the self-collapse of the opponent rather than
actually won.
The US fail in their efforts to replace the bipolar world with a pyramid-type
world peaked by the US. This failure has been proved by the conflicts in Iran
and Yugoslavia. The single-pole model satisfies neither China, nor Russia, nor
the Islamic world. The last blow on the US aspirations however has been struck
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by the nuclear explosions in India and Pakistan. The appearance of nuclear
weapons in the Islamic world has crossed out the idea of a single-pole world.
Therefore, the long-term model of political world order may be viewed
as a multi-polar one. The 21st century world is a world of a few power centres.
It is difficult to identify these centres at the moment, but it is obvious
that the European centre will be leading among them.
The US will attempt superiority over the European centre, but will hardly
achieve any effect. The main lesson to be learned by Germany, France and
England from the Yugoslav conflict will be the conclusion that the interests
of the USA and Europe itself do not coincide. The great powers in Europe
will want to determine their destiny themselves, more so, that they have
both nuclear weapons and missiles, not to mention the overall potential of
their economies.

Either the FRG will succeed removing the US from the leadership in the
NATO, or – which is more likely – a new structure will be created where the
US will not be playing the key role.
France, and other European countries even more, will accept the
leadership by the FRG. Great Britain may have certain doubts, but it has also
been too much integrated into the European system already.
This situation could serve as a context to discuss the place and role of
Russia in the long-term political perspective.
A series of arguments support involvement of Russia in certain nonEuropean blocs: China, India or the Islamic world. Two variants of a union
promise particular benefit: Russia with the USA (after construction of the
transport line via the Bering Strait which had been planned back by Roosevelt
and Stalin) and Russia with Japan (with recovery of the Baikal-Amur pipeline).
Both of these unions join Russian natural resources with the countries of
sophisticated technologies.
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We may assume that Germany will become the centre of the European
bloc. After “digesting” the German Democratic Republic, the Federal
Republic of Germany will focus on the European affairs. The Prussian group
will dominate in the FRG itself, as it happened repeatedly in the history.
Particularly in the army where officers of the former GDR (Prussians) are
already making their careers faster than others.

However, more serious arguments urge Russia to join the European
bloc (including historic and cultural, religious, ideological and geopolitical
arguments).
In the European bloc, Russia will inevitably be forced to admit the leading
role of the FRG. It is no novelty for Russia because both the 18th and the 19th
centuries passed by with Russia being under the rule of either France or Germany.
Europe will benefit from Russia joining the European bloc, by obtaining
its giant warehouse of natural resources, its potential of nuclear weapons and
missiles, its scientific and technical potential and a market for goods. By including
Russia, Europe will become ready to compete with any of the other blocs.
Benefits for Russia are obvious as well.
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The case of Russia joining the European bloc gives rise to two possibilities
of developments in Europe.
The first possibility. It may be referred to as the traditional one because it
repeats the scheme of developments in the 18th to 19th centuries when Prussia
and Russia had been “eating up” all countries in between themselves step by
step until the common border emerged.
This variant of developments may include return of Kaliningrad region
by Russia to the FRG in exchange for transfer of control over a part of the
countries of the former Soviet bloc. In one word – the ghost of the Molotov–
Ribbentrop Pact will appear.
The second possibility. Europe finds strength to proceed on the way of
voluntary integration. Then the pace of integration will eliminate the necessity
to re-draw the borders.
This variant will demand the European countries to keep the policy of
“open doors” for Russia with all ensuing consequences. It will harm to the
most extent those countries which put a lot of effort into creation of antiRussian barriers.
There is a possibility that the European bloc will be dominated by antiRussian trends and Russia will be pushed away from Europe. This case
threatens the destinies of the world with a possibility of Russia joining the
Islamic bloc.
After Alexander Nevsky, Russia co-operated with the Asian steppes
for many centuries. Even at present Muslims comprise almost 1/10 of the
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population of Russia. The Yugoslav conflicts have resulted in two powerful
Islamic bridgeheads on the European continent: in Bosnia and in AlbaniaKosovo, by adding to the Turkish bridgehead and the million-sized Turkish
community in Bulgaria, and the multi-million sized Muslim layer in other
European countries. A prospect arising for an attack by the Islamic bloc at
Europe. It leads to a situation of the Middle Ages when the Muslims had
managed to reach Vienna. The multi-century process of driving the Muslims
away from Europe has changed into the reverse wave.
But neither Russia nor Islamic countries possess a powerful economic
potential. For this reason, their ideology will become dominated by the
struggle to depress consumption, and they will attempt to compensate the
lack of their economic potential by developing new systems of arms.

Accession of Russia to the European bloc forces it to fully disarm the
Northern Caucasus, as an example of full disarmament of all Muslim enclaves
in Europe. As history shows, the Northern Caucasus had been “given away” to
Alexander I at the Vienna Congress after the defeat of Napoleon “in exchange”
for the dropping by Russia of its claims on Slavonic countries in Europe and
on Orthodox Greece. A straight opposite solution has become possible now.
However, the orientation of Russia towards the Islamic bloc, on the
contrary, presupposes moving away from the values of European democracy
and towards support for military power of all Muslim countries in Europe.
The problem of dealing with emigrants from the Caucasus stands
at a different angle for Russia in each case of the scenarios: ranging from
introduction of various conditions and restrictions and to “the green light”.
Analysis of the long-term political prospects of the USSR collapse
proposes far from a simple perspective for both Europe, and Russia, and
those countries which will happen to be “between” the leading powers of
the future European bloc – the FRG and Russia.
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Each of the long-term scenarios has a serious impact on the approach
to the problems in Russia. This way, accession to the European bloc will
require Russia to strengthen democratic foundations. At the same time, the
first sub-scenario has inclination towards authoritarian democracy, while
the second one – towards populist democracy. Both of them presuppose the
possession by Russia of a serious military-industrial potential catered for by
the scientific-technical potential.

H. E. JON BALDVIN HANNIBALSSON
Former Minister of Foreign Affairs & External Trade of Iceland
Ambassador

Iceland
and Diplomatic Recognition of the Baltic States.
“The Time Act Is Now“
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I
Nine years ago 35 Foreign Ministers of European States and North
America gathered in Copenhagen to address the issue of human rights. The
Conference was convened within the framework of the so-called CSCEprocess.
At the time the political landscape of Europe was undergoing a
tumultuous change. The Berlin wall had come tumbling down. The Nations of
Central and Eastern Europe had been set free. The reunification of Germany
was underway. “Glasnost“ and “Perestroika“, the political trade-mark of Mr
Gorbachev, had become catchwords for optimism about reform from within
the Soviet Union. The President of the United States, Mr Bush, spoke in
glowing terms about a “New World Order“, based on co-operation instead
of confrontation.
What was in the brewing was an over-all resettlement between the
superpowers of the consequences of the Second World War. The conventional
wisdom was that nothing should be said or done by western leaders that could
undermine the new partnership between the USA and the Soviet leadership
under Mr Gorbachev. Nothing should be said or done that would put at risk
Mr Gorbachev’s willingness to cooperate on the reunification of Germany.
In this context the emerging independence movements in the Baltic
states were received by the West as if they were awkward intruders into this
amiable fraternity of superpowers. They were enwrapped in silence. Their
leaders were told in hushed voices not to disturb the peace and urged to
settle for a compromise with their colonial masters.
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That is why, when the newly appointed foreign ministers of the three
Baltic states arrived in Copenhagen for the CSCE Conference on human
rights, they were denied access. They were not even allowed the right of selfexpression – at a conference on human rights – lest the Soviet representatives
would boycott the Conference and throw the peace process into jeopardy.
II
When political expediency, or the mutual self-interest of the high and
mighty of this world prevails in such a way over fundamental principles of
international law and justice, it is time for small nations to try to give meaning
and relevance to the concept of “solidarity of small nations“. That is why,
when it was my turn to speak, I set aside my prepared text and tried to lend
my voice to yours, which had been silenced. On the fate of the Baltic nations
I said the following:

The undisputed historical fact is that the Baltic nations were independent
states, recognized as such by the international community. During the war they
suffered the fate of military occupation and illegal annexation. The illegality
of this act of war has been reconized by the Soviet Congress of Deputies.“
From that moment onward I missed no opportunity to remind Western
leaders that there was no way that they could reach an over-all settlement
with the Soviet Union on the unsolved consequences of the Second World
War, without taking into account the fate of the Baltic nations. Restoration of
their independence had to be a port of that comprehensive plan. That was
a moral imperative that could not be hedged or glossed over in the interest
of political expediency.
III
In every fora, where we had a platform and an audience, we insisted
on reminding those who wished to forget; at the UN, with in NATO, in the
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“We cannot pretend that the problem of the Baltic states can be glossed
over or forgotten, lest we endanger the peace process. The simple fact is:
human rights and the rights of nations are indivisible. These universal human
values can not be handed out as privileges to be enjoyed by some of us, but
denied to others.

European Council and the European Parliament, at CSCE – conferences, in
the Nordic Council, at Social-democratic party leaders’ meetings, everywhere
we kept the argument running.
There is an old saying that drops of water ultimately penetrate the stone.
And slowly but surely, little by little, the drops began seeping into the stone,
until the cracks in the surface began to be visible to all.
First there was a polite silence. Then there were words of caution. Finally
there was reluctant acceptance, that the issue could not be wished away by
gloomy silence.
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I wish in this context to pay tribute to my Danish colleague, Mr Uffe
Ellemann-Jensen, who joined me early on in this effort and proved to be
an effective champion for our cause, not least within the European Union,
where I had no access.
I have no wish to exaggerate our influence. It was certainly not within our
power to turn around the ship of NATO or change its course single-handedly.
We were merely Foreign Ministers of small nations. But we could let our voice
be heard and we had our vote. We were listened to respectfully. And we
prepared the ground for the reaping of the corn later, in the fullness of time.
January 1991 was a crucial time – a turning point. Then the oligarchs
in the Kremlin, sensing that they were on the losing side of the Historical
tide, made one desperate effort to remove the democratic governments and
dissolve the parliaments in Vilnius, Riga and Tallinn.
I remember vividly a telephone call in the middle of the night from
President Landsbergis, saying in essence: “If you mean what you have
been saying, come immediately to Vilnius to demonstrate personally your
commitment, in our hour of peril. The presence of a NATO Foreign Minister
does matter“. In response I arrived in Vilnius three days after “Bloody
Sunday“.
I shall never be so old as to forget those days, in the squares and streets of
Vilnius. There I witnessed a nation unarmed and virtually alone, ready to defy
any military might, in the name of human dignity, freedom and self-respect. It
was a privilege to be allowed to be with you, during those unforgettable days.
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IV
Next it was the turn of those, who in January 1991 wanted to drown your
new-born independence in blood, to meet their Day of Reckoning, in the hot
streets of Moscow in August of that year. That was their beginning of the
end; but the end of the beginning of the restoration of your independence.
It is not, perhaps, entirely out of place, here and now, for me to recount
the sequence of events, those fateful days of August 19th and 25th.
That scene began on the barricades in the streets in Moscow and ended
in a modest ceremony in Höföi-House in Reykjavik, – where the four of us, L.
Meri, J. Jurkans and A. Saudargas, signed the relevant documents, confirming
the unqualified restoration of diplomatic relations between Iceland and
Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.
• The attempted coup d’etat in Moscow began on August 19th.

• After the interval it was my turn for an intervention. Again I set
aside me prepared text and appealed directly to me colleagues to
give serious consideration to the totally changed situation. I referred
to what myself and my Danish colleague (Uffe Elleman-Jensen)
had been saying on so many previous occasions: that there was
no way that the West could reach on overall settlement with the
Soviet Union on the unsolved consequences of the Second World
War, without taking into account the Baltic issue. Reunification of
Germany and the restoration of independence and freedom to the
Central and East – European countries was already achieved. What
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• Two days later a North Atlantic Ministerial meeting was held in
Brussels. The meeting was held in the shadow of the attempted
coup. When the proceedings started here was still some measure of
uncertainty as to the question of success or failure of the coup. During
an interval Secretary General, Manfred Woerner, was requested to
try to reach direct contact with Boris Yeltsin in Moscow and report
back to the meeting. After less than half an hour the Secretary General
returned with the following message from Yeltsin: the coup had failed.
Mr Yeltsin and the democratic forces were by now firmly in control.
Yeltsin urged the NATO Foreign Ministers to do everything in their
power to support the democratic forces that were now in control of
the situation.

remained to be done was to reach a settlement on the restoration of
the independence of the Baltic nations. They were for more than half
a century the victims of the Second World War. They had suffered a
military invasion, occupation and annexation into the Soviet Empire,
as a direct consequence of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact, which now
had been declared null and void. The Baltic nations had borne the full
brunt of Soviet imperial suppression, through repeated deportations
and applications of a Russification policy. All this was in flagrant breach
of the basic principles of international law and the code of conduct in
interstate relations, that now was in the process of being negotiated.
The West therefore had an inescapable, moral obligation to insist on
the restoration of justice for these nations as well as other Central and
East-European nations.
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• Until now we gad often heard the argument that nothing should
be done to undermine President Gorbachev and his supposedly
“reformist regime“, lest it would play into the hands of hardliners who
were making ready to take over and return to the old ways. Now this
argument could no longer apply. The hardliners had already tried
their hand and failed. President Gorbachev, if he ever was correctly
to be seen as the leader of the democratic forces, had failed. The
new leader was Boris Yeltsin. He had already, as President of the
Russian Parliament, signed treaties with the Baltic leaders, on behalf
of the Russian Federation, recognizing their independent status. The
Congress of Peoples Deputies of the Soviet Union had already declared
the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact null and void.
• Politically speaking it was now imperative to act positively towards
Yeltsin’s appeal for support for the democratic forces. The democratic
forces were nowhere as strong as in the Baltic states. The restoration
of Baltic independence was therefore a powerful impetus to the
restoration of independence to other states, that had been incorporated
by force into the Soviet empire. In politics timing is everything. The
time to act was now.
V
According to my memory, the response to my speech was lukewarm,
to say the least.
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On my return home from this meeting I “occupied“ the Icelandic Embassy
in Copenhagen. For many hours and late into the night I was in telephone
contact to Reykjavik and to the capitals of the Baltic states. My message was
simple: the time to act was now. I issued a formal invitation to the foreign
ministers of the Baltic states to come to Reykjavik as soon as possible. We
would then and there formally sign all the relevant documents restoring
full diplomatic relations between Iceland and the Baltic states and appoint
ambassadors and general consuls on a mutual basis. This would soon, I argued,
be followed up by others. This was a situation when we had to act incisively
for the sequence of events to gather momentum irreversibly.
I reached Meri in Helsinki and Jurkans in Riga, but Saudargas I could
not track down anywhere, since he was abroad. Finally I reached President
Landsbergis, who authorized the decision.

That was “mission accomplished“.
The rest is history.
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The Foreign Ministers, Meri, Jurkans and Saudargas, arrived in Reykjavik
on August 25th. On August 26th in Höföi-House, the same building that had
housed the Reagan–Gorbachev summit meeting in Reykjavik in 1986, five
years earlier, the four of us signed the relevant documents and made brief
statements on the significance of what was being done.

UFFE ELLEMANN-JENSEN
Member of the Parliament of the Kingdom of Denmark
Former Minister of Foreign Affairs
President of the European Liberal Party

Thank you madam President, ladies and gentlemen. I am happy to be
given this opportunity to look at the past in order to better understand the
present, and then to prepare ourselves better for the future.
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Now, looking at the immediate past. To be very frank, ten years ago, we,
in the West, did not know about you. So, as Mr Savissar said earlier, you had
to take the task to try to spread the word about what was happening here.
I have to say, you succeeded. You really succeeded. But ten years ago, well,
look at my own situation.
In the neighbouring country, I was a young man when the “cold war”
was at its highest. I was very interested in history. I knew that the fate of my
own country, of my own generation might have been the same as that of
the three Baltic countries. Actually, our island of Bornholm in the Baltic was
occupied by the Soviet Union for one year after World War II, but I was on
the lucky side. I was given all the opportunities that followed from growing
in a free country that became an affluent country. I also knew that in the
past there had been close relations between my own country and the three
Baltic countries. But that belonged to the past. I knew that my grandfather
who was a very poor farmer back in the 1930’s had a Lithuanian horse, and
he was very happy with that horse. I also knew that Danish volunteered and
fought in the early 1920’s in Estonia and Latvia trying to drive the Bolsheviks
back. Then, I also knew of the stamps, but that was all. If you wanted to read
some books about the Baltics then you had some dusty books from the late
1940’s. Since then, silence. A black spot on our conscience.
Fortunately, my own country was in the same position as a lot of other
countries. We had never recognised the inclusion of the three Baltic countries
into the Soviet Union. On the one side, this set some limits with regards to
the contacts we could have with the Baltic countries. On the other hand, it
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proved to be very useful when suddenly things started to happen here. And
things started to happen.
1989 and 1990 were the first years we got a lot of news. To some in the West
it was disturbing news. I fully agree with my old friend and then colleague J.
B. Hannibalsson when he said that, well, this was not welcome news in those
parts of the West. Everybody was so happy to see, or what they believed to
see, what was happening in the Soviet Union. But the general attitude to
what was happening in the Baltic countries was “Don’t rock the boat”. And
that was the expression used in a lot of connections.

And people started to come to Copenhagen. Lenart Meri was kind
enough to say, well, that the nearest way to Europe goes through Copenhagen.
For obvious reasons: because we were in a rather unique position; we were
the only Nordic country which was at the same time a member of NATO and
the European Community, as the European Union was then called, and at the
same time a member of the Nordic co-operation. So we had a rather unique
possibility of spreading the word in other international fora.
To make a long story short, in late December 1990, we formalised these
relations by moving as far as possible, by establishing a Baltic Information
Bureau in Copenhagen. With the three Baltic Governments and permanent
representatives, this could work as a de facto embassy, but this was as far as
we could go at that time, because, as I said earlier on, we were in a unique
position of not having recognised the inclusion of the three Baltic countries
into the Soviet Union. This meant for instance, that I could not go to the Baltic
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But things started to happen. And then people from the Baltic countries
started to come to our countries and knock at the doors of government offices.
And we received them, and we were told about what was happening here. We
saw the wonderful pictures of the Chain, of the singing revolution, etc. Things
really started to happen. One of the first visitors that we got in Denmark
was Mrs Prunskienë, who was then the Prime Minister, and came with Mr
Saudargas, who was also your Foreign Minister then, and we found out what
the Lithuanian flag looked like, so we put a Lithuanian flag on the official
card of the press conference and in front of where the meetings took place.
Next day, I had a very very angry Soviet ambassador in my office complaining
about this use of flags. This of course, made it even more tempting to continue
to follow along that route, using other flags.
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countries, because then I would have to get the kind of travel documents that
J. B. Hannibalsson spoke about before, but if I had asked for travel documents
and for visa from Moscow, they would have loved to give it to me, they were
reluctant to give it to Göran, because Iceland had not recognised the inclusion,
because Iceland had not been in the position where they should recognise
the inclusion. You see, back in 1921, when we recognised the independence
of the three Baltic countries, Iceland was a part of Denmark. They broke
out in 1944, got their independence, then the Baltic countries had lost their
independence. So, I was envious with Göran, because he was in the safe
situation that he did not have to defend this formal situation where it would
have been a problem for me to get stamps in Moscow. So we had to use, what
Mr Landsbergis talked about earlier, sort of a secret language.
We had to do a lot of things that were something else, because we never
wanted Moscow to put any stamps in any of our papers when we dealt with
the Baltic countries. We made some formal agreements and protocols early
in 1990, where we repeated our recognition, stated that this recognition was
still valid, stated also that as soon as it was practically possible we would reestablish diplomatic relations. But reestablishment of diplomatic relations
according to international law can only take place when the said country is
in control of its territory. So, that was what we were waiting for. Then, we had
to find other ways and means of having contacts. There was money collected
in my country to set up cultural institutes in all three Baltic countries, a lot
of money was paid by the government, so sufficient means were there to
establish these cultural institutes. We supported exchanges, etc., but there
was always this limit as to how official everything should become.
As I said earlier, late in December 1990, we established this information
office in Copenhagen. At that time, the three foreign ministers of the Baltic
countries were there: Lenart Meri, Janis Jurkans, and Algirdas Saudargas,
and during the reception, when we celebrated the opening of this office, we
started to get a feeling that something was moving in the wrong direction,
because then we got the news that Eduard Shevardnadze had left his post in
Moscow. We found a quiet place to discuss that, and my three Baltic colleagues
said this was bad. And this happened. That’s what happened. We saw that in
January 1991, and since then we had a very difficult time until that fantastic
week in August 1991, when we early in the morning of the 19th heard the
news from Moscow about the putsch. But I also vividly remember this meeting
130

 Turinys

in the NATO Council in Brussels, that J. B. Hannibalsson talked about, and
I shall never forget the episode you mentioned Göran, when suddenly the
Secretary General of NATO K. Warner said: “I am sorry, I have a phone call
from Yeltsin”. Then he came back and said to us: “Greetings from Yeltsin.
He has got everything under control, couldn’t you write so and so in your
communiqué”. That was the oddest situation we had experienced so far, but
odder things should happen.

Now, during Saturday, Saturday the 24th of August, I got news from good
contacts in Estonia, from a man who is now the President, he had a small
mobile phone, and we were talking almost hours, he could reach Copenhagen
without using the telephone line via Moscow. So, we got news that now they
were establishing some border controls, so one could say, that well, now they
had what looked like control over their own territory. So, we re-established
diplomatic relations immediately on the 24th. We had to use this window of
opportunity, as one could call it, and I am afraid I forgot to mention that to
my colleagues in the Council of Ministers of the European Union. They were
rather unhappy with that, but to one them, from one of the richest countries,
when he called me in my kitchen on Sunday morning, complaining about
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Now we all went home, and my problem was now whether or not one
could say that the Baltic countries had established control over their own
territory. That was what we had to wait for. In the meantime, we got the
news about the Icelandic recognition. And, I think, there was a very special
meaning in this. And here we have the situation when a lot of people all over
the world said when they were talking about the Baltic countries: “Oh, come
on, can such small countries be independent?” I remember once a conversation
with Shevardnadze when he used exactly that argument “Come on, they are
too small to be independent”. And I was rather sure talking about my own
country, but still we were a medium size country, and so on. But then you
had Iceland. Iceland, a country that by that time had been independent for
less than 50 years, who have started their history as an independent country
under extremely difficult circumstances, right after World War II, but who had
managed in a short span of years to build up a nation with only 250 thousand
inhabitants but being among the most affluent and solid democracies of the
whole world. So it was befitting indeed that it was this country, as a model
for small independent nation states, that became the first country to recognise
the independence of the three Baltic countries.
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this, I said “Well, if I have told you first, you would have probably have said:
“Couldn’t you wait?” Wouldn’t you have said that?”. “Yes” he said. “And I
wouldn’t have waited. Wouldn’t you then have been even angry with me
about it”. I said “Well, yes”, we agreed to that. And in the next couple of days
they also started to recognise the independence.
When the three foreign ministers were underway back from Iceland, I
hijacked them, because my queen have said: “Now that we have re-established
diplomatic relations, I want to see those three Baltic ministers”. They have
been having quite a party in Reykjavik, so they were late and it was very late
in the evening when they came to Copenhagen. The queen had said “Never
mind how late it is. I want to see them”. And that was a command, of course.
So, we found a small bus, we went down to North Zealand were the queen
stayed at a beautiful white palace. I’ll never forget that night. It was a full
moon, there was this white palace, in front of that you saw the Royal Danish
life guard with pipes and drums and in their gala uniforms, all the medals,
the royal dog was barking at the stairs up to the castle, and there was the
queen with all the regales in full gala. And I remember, I think, it was Algirdas
Saudargas who said “Don’t cry, Lenart” to Lenart Meri, who wouldn’t know
then that only a couple of years later he would be back to that same palace,
now as the President of his own country. That was sheer adventure. H.K.
Andersen could not have written a more beautiful adventure.
A couple of weeks later, will you remember Göran, when we all went to
Moscow, to a meeting that should close the whole process of what was then
the CSCE, and what is now the OSCE. We were in Moscow when the 35
members of the CSCE should close this conference on the human dimension.
But first we had a special meeting, because they wanted, they have decided
in the CSCE, to bring in three new members. So 35 became 38. Now there
are some 50 or so, I don’t remember the figure. But at that time it was rather
crucial that what had started as this dubious Helsinki process had moved into
something like this. Everybody agreed: the three Baltic countries were now
members of the CSCE. Then the Chairman, at that time it was Mr Petrovski,
who was then deputy Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union for at least a few
weeks still, declared that now it was decided, and we heard some hammers,
putting nails through some flag posts over our heads. We were in this big
party building for Trade Unions, there were all 35 flags, and our Soviet hosts
had prepared a very beautiful ceremony. They put out the three Baltic flags,
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and fastened them to the rail on top of our heads. Now there were 38 flags.
Then Gorbachev took a couple of us aside and said: “Well, you’ve got it like
you wanted it. Yours small friends are free now. Make sure that they don’t
make too many problems for me.”
And this brings me to something that really is not within the scene I
have been speaking. But I hope I will be forgiven if I look a little ahead. I
was reminded when I heard Dr Popov earlier talk about the global problems
we are all facing now when the Soviet Union had broken up, the problems
in Russia today. And the question now is where the borders of Europe are,
what kind of global balance we should find, where we should find the Baltic
countries there, not only so that they don’t make the kind of problems that
Mr Gorbachev warned us of, but also how to find a situation in which the
Baltic countries can be assured.

Now if I was sitting in Moscow today, looking at my own interests, I
would do whatever possible to give the three Baltic countries into NATO
and into the European Union as soon as possible. Because then the rules of
the games in the European Union and NATO would make it absolutely sure
that the three Baltic countries would behave themselves, even deal with all
the problems that you are facing now with regard to minorities and so on,
because you would be part of these sets of games. And then Russia could say:
“Well, we now have an easy situation on our Western front and we could
concentrate on the real problems.” And those problems are to be found in the
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What is the kind of Europe that I see? My vision of future Europe is a
Europe that goes right to the borders of the CIS. I do not see Russia as part of
the European Union. We have a saying in the European Union that we don’t
want to have an elephant in the cradle. Sometimes some countries are too
big. It is not a problem with small countries. The experience in the European
Union is that the small member states and the medium-sized member states…
Its so wonderful to see new independent states with the population smaller
than my own country, because then I can talk about small and medium-sized
countries. But it’s a well-known experience that the small countries are the
smartest because we don’t have this fat bureaucracy the others have, and
we don’t have to pursue our own interests. If we tried to do that we would
be smacked over the fingers. So smaller countries are smarter, but too big
countries within that organisation could create problems.
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Far East, where you find 12 million Russians facing one billion plus Chinese.
Well, that’s how I would think if I was a rational human being sitting in
Moscow, and I hope that some of them are thinking that way. I hope that the
new construction in Europe is going to move that way.
One final remark, when you came out of the clouds of history ten years
ago, and we started to get to know you, we also found out how different you
are. How different Estonians, Latvians, Lithuanians are. And I know perfectly
well that when you are a small country you want to protect your own national
identity. And maybe that is one reason why you found sometimes a little
difficult to co-operate among the three countries in a number of areas. While
other countries in Europe have found it beneficial to co-operate. But you can
easily cooperate without losing your national identity. If you want to see a
proof, a living proof of that, try to drive in a car through the Netherlands,
Belgium and Luxembourg, because the Benelux countries have benefited
enormously within the creation of European integration from their close
co-operation in the Benelux construction. But they have maintained their
national characteristics. And you see that in the traffic. Belgians drive like
crazy, the Dutch are overcautious, the Luxembourgers, well, I have friends
there, so I shall not say how they drive, but it’s unbelievable to see how
national characteristics, for better or for worse, have stayed alive in countries
with that close a co-operation. You could perhaps do the same. I wish you all
the best for your future in Europe.
Thank you.
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ALGIMANTAS DZIEGORAITIS
Lawyer

Honourable Ladies and Gentlemen!
Allow me to intervene in the conceptual and interesting reports of the
participants of today’s conference and present my modest and brief fragment.
I would formulate the problem as one more urgent problem for the Seimas.
Thus, allow me to say a few words on this issue.

I have to approach the problem, which I constructed without any
rhetoric, i.e. I would like to say a few words about the legal consequences of
22 June 1941 rebellion which lasted seven days. This period should certainly
be considered a demonstration of Lithuanian statehood. In that period, the
Provisional Government of Lithuania was formed. This was done at the
time when the soviet regime was ruined, and the nazi occupants were still
insufficiently rooted in our land. The Government was formed without
wasting any time, and during the 44 days of its existence, it restored the laws
and acts of Lithuania which had been in effect before 15 June 1940, moreover,
in that period it enforced the statehood of Lithuania. The Lithuanian people’s
desire for independence and statehood was extremely staunch and viable.
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I cannot help remembering the words by the prominent Shopenhauer
who was probably the best in describing the significance of historical
remembrance to the present. As you might remember, the great philosopher
said: “The nation which is unaware of its past lives only for the present
of today’s generation. Only through the comprehension of its history,
the nation becomes conscious.” This is the context behind the noble and
meaningful words of all the participants of our conference. I would like to
say that when the international community fails to defend the principles
of civilised communication developed throughout centuries in a principal,
comprehensive and resolute manner, the dictators have a wish to infringe
the international law, to violate human rights and freedoms. Five minutes is
a very short time, thus, I apologise our skilled interpreters for speaking too
fast what I am compelled to do.
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This period was pulsating with these feelings. At the same time, the Cabinet
of Ministers was formed with well-known lawyer M. Mackevièius as the
Minister of Justice, the National Defence Committee was set up, the Vilnius
region and Vilnius city committees were established, the functioning of
Lithuanian regional institutions was restored. I want to inform you that on
2 July 1941, all the bolshevik legal acts were annulled and, at once, the
functioning of courts was recognised, citizens started conducting transactions
according to the previous laws of independent Lithuania. During the short
forty four-day period, an attempt was made to eliminate the consequences of
bolshevism, during that short period, when Lithuania was occupied, people
tried to introduce the spirit of independence into our effective laws. As I have
already mentioned, courts, judicial administration functioned at that time.
Yes, when on 25 June various Nazi occupational institutions were established,
the Lithuanian Government issued a memorandum on 5 August declaring its
principal position concerning the state of affairs and terminating its activities.
What made me take a short historical excursion to the past? To my
mind, historians who researched the historical aspects of this rebellion very
thoroughly, omitted the legal consequences created by the then system of
law in our country. Now we are restoring ownership rights to the remaining
property. A question stands: how shall we assess the legal value of the acts
passed by this Government, how shall we assess the transactions, court
decisions which were effective in our country at that time. Thus, I would like
to say, although time prevents me from going into the details of this issue, that
these problems make us evaluate the legal significance of the acts passed by
the Government, decisions passed by courts and transactions concluded by
citizens in this dramatic, though very important, period, on the state level, by
adopting a law in the Seimas, because otherwise a certain medium of social
animosity and conflicts is created which should be eliminated.
Distinguished ladies and gentlemen, I put this problem into words and
I hope that it will be resolved by the Seimas. As you may see, this a black
trace left by the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact which manifests itself in numerous
destructive shapes. I believe that even now, though somewhat late, we should
try to introduce some clarity, transparency into this situation, and the Seimas
is the institution which should take its stand in this respect. Historian Dr.
Andriulis has already written about this.
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To conclude, I would like to remind you of a Lithuanian proverb: “You
can stroke a rooster as much as you wish, it will not lay an egg anyway”.
The same is true about the international relations. Probably, all kinds of
diplomatic pirouettes, over-adherence to ethical codes, etc. nurture conceit in
all kinds of politicising people who at the time occupy high-ranking offices in
state authorities and create lots of worries and disasters to the international
community.
Once again, thank you for the opportunity to address this conference,
and I would like to wish all the participants success in their creative work.
Thank you for the attention.
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VIRGILIJUS ÈEPAITIS
Member of the Supreme Council – Reconstituent Seimas
of the Republic of Lithuania
Signatory of the 11th March Act
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Esteemed Participants of the Conference!
First of all I would like to reassure Mr Ellemann-Jensen about his
apprehensions concerning Russia’s chances to join European Union. By the
time it could be put into reality Russia will definitely decrease from the size of
an elephant to the normal size of a bear. Thus there will be no menace at all.
Recalling once again the Helsinki Conference in 1990 “The European Security
and Co-operation” to participate in which I was delegated by the Supreme
Council with a view to securing the status of observer for Lithuania in the
Organisation I would like to thank both Mr Hannibalsson for his then made
speech and Mr Ellemann-Jensen for a provided possibility to join him in the
press conference and bring out the Lithuanian and Baltic issue. At that time
it was a fairly courageous step.
I would like to say a few words about the Baltic Chain, maybe from a
slightly different angle compared with the views expressed in this conference.
The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact as if symbolises the 20th century with its two
world wars, genocide of peoples, ethnic cleaning, policies of the great powers
which determine the fate of smaller countries and nations. The Baltic Chain in
a sense is a symbol too. As Mr Hint put it at the Baltic Assembly Conference:
“The Baltic peoples proved that they were able to defend their aims and ideals
in a peaceful way by parliamentary and democratic means. Compulsion is
not the Baltic way. The Baltic way is the way of negotiations, persuasions and
evidence”. In this conference there have been spoken much about the three
countries and nations as victims, about tragic nature of events, and sufferings
that the three peoples had to endure. Still I want to say that in spite of all that
the very elimination of consequences of the Pact, and the fight for restoration
of the states provided us with invaluable experience which in turn could be
useful not solely for us. The political activity of Baltic movements in 1988-1991
showed the way following which even the seemingly insoluble problems
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in Europe could and must be solved. The dialogue is possible even with
enemies. The power of law and truth, and the power of solidarity of people
is stronger than physical power. The democratically expressed will of nation
is really able to change the life. These would be the Baltic lessons perceived in
a broad sense. And what’s more – the Baltic Chain provided every individual
who took part in it with a possibility to realise that he or she was not just a
passive consumer of politics but its active participator with a right to decision
making; to realise that future of his nation depended upon him, depended
on individual choice of every person as for join or not to join that way. This
is one more lesson that we learnt form the Baltic Chain.

In summary I would like to say: the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact belongs to
the 20th century while the Baltic Chain leads to the 21st century. I am absolutely
positive that this is the way for Europe too.
In conclusion I would like to say one more thing. As our conference seem
to bid farewell to the 20th century and stride towards the 21st century, I believe
this is a proper place to raise an idea, though such ideas are not commonly
been raised during that kind of conferences. Still it is high time to express it
openly as I have been thinking of it for quite a long time. Recalling the Baltic
Chain I want to ask everybody who are here today: is it possible to stretch
a living chain all across Europe which would provide a possibility to join it
to all Europeans, to everybody who would like to express his or her support
for European solidarity.
At the first glance the idea might appear too romantic and unrealisable
but at the beginning the idea of the Baltic Chain was not easily accepted
too. The history of Europe is full of wars and ethnic hostility. This would
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This year we have commemorated the 10th anniversary of the Baltic Chain
and everybody who took part in it. Up to now we have been warmed by the
feeling of solidarity. We resort to it at crucial moments put forth by tests of life.
But the Baltic Chain in a broad sense – as means to carry out certain policy,
as a parliamentary and legal way of compromises and negotiations – has
intrinsic value for not solely to us, those, who were standing in the Chain.
This is our contribution to European politics as still we managed to get out
of the totalitarian Soviet Union without war. We adhered to such policy till
the very end of 1991, although in January 1991 it was hard to refrain from
violent feedback to violence.
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be a chance for old and new enemies to join a single chain and think about
a possibility to settle conflicts and disagreements in the spirit of the Baltic
Chain. The European Union is proclaiming its enlargement. This would be
a chance for Western Europeans to hold out the hand to Eastern Europeans
and in that symbolic way to confirm their support for unification of Europe.
Europe is not content with its life in the 20th century. This would be a chance
to all Europeans, to all who would like to do so, to say good-bye to the past
and state that they are looking for different kind of European Future. Such
a chain could be called Via Europe and could be stretched in the summer
2000, on the longest day of a year. We should do that in order to make the
21st century brighter than the 20th century, which is coming to its end in three
months time. Thank you.
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IV. The Future of the Baltic States:
Membership in NATO, in the European Union,
and the Challenges of the 21st Century
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LAIMA ANDRIKIENË
Member of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania
Head of the Seimas Delegation of the Republic
of Lithuania to the Baltic Assembly

Lithuania and Challenges in the 21st Century
Ladies and Gentlemen,
All of us who have gathered here today keep on coming back to the
questions: Quo vadis, Lithuania? Quo vadis, Europe? The new millennium
approaching, these ideas occur in the minds of everyone with an increasing
frequency.

Lithuania is situated here, at the Baltic Sea. Lithuania has an ice-free
port of Klaipëda which for long centuries has been its window to the world,
on the one hand, and a stimulus for its greedy and war-loving neighbours
to attempt enslaving it, on the other hand. It lies at the cross-roads of the
North-South and East-West roads, interests, etc. No matter how unsuited or
unsafe the place we are living in is, we cannot simply take it and roll it as a
map, fetch away tucked under the arm and – having reached a warmer place
of the world far and away from dangerous cross-roads – stretch the piece of
land out and start living on it as if a new. It would be convenient, wouldn’t
it? However we are destined to live here, thus, we have had and shall have
to defend our territorial integrity, our national interests and security of our
citizens, as well as to seek an accord with close and distant neighbours, to
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To speak in general on the future or on Lithuania in the 21st century is
not an easy task. On the one hand, I would wish to be neither a Cassandra, a
prophetess of evil, nor too big an optimist. On the other hand, the challenges
of the new millennium would lie both outside the state – in the changing
world and Europe, and inside the state itself. Being unable to review the
entire life of a country in a 15 minute presentation, I have chosen to deal with
the latter aspect: to speak on the situation of Lithuania in the context of the
processes taking place in Europe.

find a compromise in solution of the most complicated problems, and to
contribute to creating Europe of the 21st century together with other European
countries and nations.
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The new millennium approaching, reflections on the future of Lithuania
and on the life of our country in the 21st century start appearing in the
Lithuanian press. Allow me to quote a few.
A few weeks ago, weekly magazine “Veidas” published an anonymous (!)
article “Dreams about a Different Lithuania” which reads (I quote): “A luxury
BMW-make car with a Russian licence plate crossed the border between
Lithuania and Belarus on an early morning of June 2004. The breaks of
the car squeaked at a law firm in Vilnius less than an hour later. One more
family from Russia has decided to register its application for a Lithuanian
citizenship. Passing through a simple procedure for verification of the origin
and lawfulness of his capital and fulfilling the requirements set forth by the
new Law on the Lithuanian Citizenship, Ivan expects to become a citizen of
the Republic of Lithuania. An owner of a big Russian firm decided to invest
a share of his capital in Lithuania. The everlasting instability of Russia and
a change of government threatening again have made this family to take a
part of their money out of their native country.
Having disclosed the amount of money on his credit card, Ivan was issued
a Lithuanian visa in Moscow in fifteen minutes. The officials of Lithuania have
long understood that the millions of dollars brought by the new immigrants
are extremely important for the economy of the country, therefore, they avoid
creating any additional inconveniences for them.
With the investment of two hundred and fifty thousand US dollars
into a Lithuanian company and the purchase of real estate for a sum of fifty
thousand US dollars, Ivan expects to get Lithuanian citizenship himself with
his family members in five years time. Lithuanians have long forgotten the
inconveniences of travelling all over the world with a Lithuanian passport,
while Russians, Ukrainians and Belarussians must still stand in long degrading
queues at foreign embassies…
Without own raw material resources, Lithuania has become a value
added generating country. After accession to the European Union, exports
from Lithuania to other EU member states make up over sixty per cent of
total exports. With the opening of the EU market to Lithuania, a few surviving
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sectors of its economy have become competitive. Quotas and restrictions have
been lifted, and the industries which managed attracting investment have
started exporting successfully. Can there exist such Lithuania?..”.
While reading this article, I have recalled a vision of another person –
a politician, a former Minister of National Defence of Lithuania, Audrius
Butkevièius, presently convicted and serving his sentence – in his lecture read
in Washington DC, US, as arranged by Potomac Foundation. Unable to present
the contents of the lecture by Audrius Butkevièius in detail, I shall outline its
essence: due to its geopolitical situation, Lithuania should become “a safe of
Russia”. It means that the Russians who have suddenly grew rich must be
provided with the most favourable conditions for investing their “clean” and
not so “clean” (and “dirty”) money in Lithuania. It would guarantee security and
stability of Lithuania because these same Russians would then be interested in
preserving peace and security of our country. In other words, Lithuania should
become both a safe of Russia and a “laundry-house” for its money.

I have quoted these “visions” on purpose – because they summarise a
certain strategy. A strategy, to disregard or to misevaluate which would be
extremely careless.
Turinys 
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Teodoras Ausevièius continued the subject in an article published in the
same issue of the “Veidas” magazine (I quote): “We witness a shrinkage of both
large Lithuanian capital and high-ranking full-title holders of it in Lithuania.
Lithuanian politicians are naive to hope that they have plenty of time for
their experiments and low-skilled decisions on the management of economy.
There is a great and realistic risk that, relying on the path of errors and trials
by untalented leaders and politicians of Lithuania, Lithuania may find itself
behind European countries and may have to continuously be catching up with
its far-advanced sisters of the post-soviet fate. The first Republic of Lithuania
survived for eighteen years in this century. The second Republic is living in
its tenth year, but it does not look like being half-way anywhere. The young
generation of Lithuanians are cosmopolitans. They want to live well-off and
they no longer care who – Vytautas Landsbergis or Mikhail Gorbachev –
won the independence of Lithuania. Lithuania is not protected against its
children leaving this country. And, by the way, the gifted, the talented, the
hard-working will be leaving… We do not have much time. If we happen to
become EU members early next century, our little country standing at a loss
shall face still more serious challenges.”
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There are also other strategies. One is presented in the Study on NATO
Enlargement carried out by the Rand Corporation, a strategic research institution
in Santa Monica, US, which carries out research to order of the US State
Department. The Study has repeatedly been discussed in the Lithuanian press.
Another strategy is outlined in the recent publication Russia and the New
Near Abroad printed in Russia. The idea is as follows: the Baltic states, including
Lithuania, have always been and shall remain in the zone of interests of Russia.
In order to realise the vital interests of Russia, an occupation of the territory of
these countries is not required. The required are only the following measures:
1) economic expansion and capital investment with means of corruption
employed for the purpose; 2) instigation of ethnic discord, by playing the card
of “the Russian-speaking minority” and their rights in Latvia and Estonia, and
by accusing Lithuanians of their responsibility for the Jewish genocide, etc. in
Lithuania; 3) stimulation of and support for extremist and radical parties and
movements, and their exploitation in discrediting a legitimate government,
by using accusations of corruption (not necessarily justified) and by offering
populist ways (groundless in essence, but determined and attractive at the
first sight) for solving complicated state matters.
I am convinced that the conference participants do not need to be
presented with information or comments on the results of the implementation
of this concept in the Baltic states. They are abundant in the present day
life. All we have to do is just look at the public opinion polls where the top
positions of the ratings are held, next to the President, by hopeless populists
and radicals, and no further comment is needed. Only one conclusion may
be drawn: strategy is well thought of, and the results of its implementation
have already become tangible.
Taking account of the circumstances above, we should also assess the
reality of implementation of the domestic and foreign policy priorities, as
set forth by our state, in the context of the internal policy trends. All three
Baltic states, including Lithuania, have declared the following main goals:
membership in NATO and EU, good neighbourly relations, etc. For a few years
already, the Lithuanian Government has applied continuous massive effort,
rather than pure words, to speed up Lithuania’s accession to NATO and EU.
A success of this process requires not only a political will and stubborn daily
work, but also significant financial allocations from the state budget. Despite
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shortage of funds to implement many important projects and programs of
investment, the aim has been achieved that 2 per cent of the gross domestic
product are allocated for the preparation of the Lithuanian military forces to
comply with the NATO standards and requirements. Integration of Lithuania
into the EU is also supported with big spending in the hope that it shall pay
off with excess after Lithuania’s membership in the EU.
There is no doubt that the two processes – transatlantic integration and
European integration – shall remain the key processes taking place in Europe
at least in the first quarter of the next century. The society of Lithuania – or at
least part of it – which is aware of the fact and supports Lithuania’s integration
into NATO and EU should ask itself the following questions: which political
forces can best ensure the success of these processes in Lithuania? Which
political forces of Lithuania can manage full membership of Lithuania at the
optimum pace? Such an analysis would protect Lithuania from unexpected
and undesired electoral results which might turn into a serious obstacle on
Lithuania’s path to both of the said organisations.

Speaking on Lithuania and challenges in the 21st century, account should
be taken of the situation in Russia as well. Although Lithuania has no border
with Mainland Russia, but only a border with Kaliningrad Region given by
the 1945 Potsdam Conference over to the Soviet Union to be administered for
fifty years (but not eternally), the developments in Russia have consequences
sooner or later upon all three Baltic states, including Lithuania. Political
researchers (for instance, Paul Goble, from Radio Free Europe, Washington
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I cannot help but mentioning yet another important nuance of
transatlantic integration: the trends and prospects of the development of
NATO itself. It is widely known that NATO has been established for three
purposes: to bring Americans – in, Russians – out, and Germans – down.
Today, viewing the NATO situation and its enlargement trends, many political
researchers and experts describe the situation as follows: to bring Russians –
in (in NATO as well), Americans – out, and Germans – up. There is a good
reason to raise a few more questions: who needs such a NATO; whether the
Baltic states are willing to become members of such a NATO; and what a
possible “rapprochement” of Germany and Russia would mean to the Baltic
states; and whether NATO is ready to accept Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia
as full-fledged members.
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DC, US) describe the present situation in Russia as a death or an agony of
the state, as a death of what is called a Republic or a people’s government.
Attention is paid to the fact that Russia bombs Dagestan and Chechnya, i.e.
that it has got involved in a new war in the Northern Caucasus. Forecasts
picture the end of the war which will not be crowned with a victory of Russia.
Moreover, the present day Russian Federation, in the opinion of Paul Goble, is
not Russia and not even the Soviet Union or its remaining part, even though
some imagine it to be this way. More than half of the territory of the present
day Russian Federation is comprised of autonomous republics and regions
which are non-Russian; the majority of their populations being non-Orthodox
believers; and a large part of them speaking openly or less openly about
independence and preparing for it (printing their banknotes, etc.). The Russian
Federation is not a federation in the true meaning of the word. Almost all
surveyors note the helplessness of the Russian Government and its inability
to control the situation in the country. Unfortunately, the time limit does not
allow me to speak on this subject in more detail, therefore, I shall only draw
the attention of the audience to the opinion of the political researchers that
Russia should gradually return to its ethnographic boundaries. Then, in the
21st century, we shall have to deal with a much smaller and compact state than
present Russia which will be surrounded by other independent countries:
Union of the Countries of the Northern Caucasus, Belarus, etc. Such a situation
would significantly re-adjust all the studies and strategies developed earlier,
and would create a new balance of powers in Europe and the world.
A few words on Belarus. Semion Sharetsky, Chairman of the Parliament
of Belarus, will be later speaking on Belarus in Europe of the 21st century.
However, I deem it necessary to emphasise that the national interests of
Lithuania demand Belarus to be an independent and democratic state. The
650 km long border between Lithuania and Belarus should remain a border
between Lithuania and Belarus, not a border between Lithuania and Russia.
Thank you for your attention.
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SEMION SHARETSKY
Chairman of the 13th Supreme Council of the Republic of Belarus

Belarus in Europe of the 21st Century
Distinguished Participants of the Conference!
Ladies and Gentlemen!

The Statue spelt out a rule, according to which the court norms, listed in
the Statute, were applicable equally to everyone, and the ruler was prohibited
from depriving the local feudal lords of their responsibilities and property
without the court interference.
The Statute also established the priority of written law and requested to
apply the punishment only to those persons whose guilt has been established
by the court, which restricted the arbitrary behavior of not only feudal lords,
but the rulers too.
When you compare the said principles with the reality in today’s Republic
of Belarus, the thought inevitably comes to your mind that one must go a few
centuries back in terms of legal thought and cultural development in order to:
– being the head of state, look for ways to strip one’s country of its
independence and state sovereignty;
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President of the Republic of Lithuania Valdas Adamkus in his warm
welcome to the Conference said that the current year is rich in anniversaries.
I would like to remind you of yet another one tomorrow, 29 September,
marks 470 years since the entry into force of the Statute of the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania – a Mediaeval Constitution in its own away. This document
established one of the eternal principles relevant for the building up of the
state also today5 the necessity to preserve the sovereignty of the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania. Therefore, Statute lays down explicitly the responsibilities of
the head of state5 to protect the territorial integrity, prevent the foreigner
from occupying offices in the state service and not to give estates to them.

– authorize a non-local Colonel, a specialist of political provocations, to
administer the development of national culture, science and education;
– trust into the hands of a Colonel from the Federal Security Service and
a foreign country General the country’s foreign policy and decision
of issues relating to the country’s defence;
– issue public orders in front of the TV cameras “to put the handcuffs
without the court or investigation” on one businessman or another,
or even a minister;
– threaten in front of the TV cameras and over the radio to seize the
property of private owners and co-operatives without a relevant court
decision, which is practically being done;
– pollute the language in which the outstanding monuments of the
Mediaeval legal culture, the above mentioned ant the two subsequent
statutes of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, have been written.
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Dear Colleagues!
I opened my presentation on the topic of “Belarus in the 21st Century
Europe” with a reference to very old times, because history, as it was pointed
out by a famous Belarussian political figure and historian Vaclov Lastovski,
is the foundation on which the entire life of a nation is constructed. Thus, in
order to build the national home of the future – Belarussian state of the 21st
century – one must be certain that the foundations are solid and strong, one
must know the history of the Belarussian nation, which although being rich
and original in its own way, is, unfortunately, tragic.
Inter alia, my generation had no chances to study the native Belarussian
language at school. Description of the path that the Belarussian nation covered
through its centuries history up till the year 1917, in the teaching of the USSR
history, was crammed into a single phrase: “underdeveloped periphery of
the tsarist Russia”.
It is difficult to say whether this phrase should be interpreted as an
ignorance of the history, or a cynical lie. Most probably, the two versions
are combined together, which resulted in the humiliation of an entire
European nation.
Belarussian nation was “conceived”, its birth and childhood passed in
the Polotsk and Turov-Pinsk principalities. The first had been independent

150

 Turinys

throughout its entire history. The teen and youth years of the Belarussian
nation were spent in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, which cant be reasonably
seen as our common home of that time.
Belarussians are proud of that particular period in their history: not
only because the Grand Duchy of Lithuania represented a large territorial
unit in Europe and was ahead of many countries when it comes to the level
of its development, but also because it was an example of tolerance and
mutual respect among nations, and, from a certain moment, among religious
denominations that inhabited it. Nations, which lived in this common home
for centuries, will testify without exaggeration that we never were at war
with each other; we did not even argue with each other.

However, the current Russian politicians, exhibiting chauvinistic attitudes
to wards Belarus, should remember that Belarussians, like Lithuanians,
never put up with the loss of their statehood and fought continuously for
its restoration.
Disobedience of Belarussians and Lithuanians towards the policy of
Russification pursued by the tsarist bootlickers is illustrated in the following
confession by the Governor of Vilnius Mikhail Muravjov, who was recorded
in history as “the Hangman”. He wrote: “This country, albeit very little
developed, in its spirit is integrating into Russia at a very slow pace, and in
certain respects is even distancing itself from it”.
However, in order to be fair, one must note that already at that time
in Russia there were politicians who understood the criminal nature of
chauvinistic policies implemented by Tsarist regime. Mikhail Bakunin, one
of the most outstanding among such politicians, wrote: “I request one thing
only: that each nation, each small or large tribe be grand a chance and a right to
decide their fate by themselves… Forget the grandeur of Peter, Elizabeth and
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Alas, this home was destroyed at the end of the 18th century. The
Grand Duchy of Lithuania was by force annexed to the Russian Empire.
Russification of the Belarussian nation was launched in the second quarter of
the 19th century. A theory of “Western Russism” was even elaborated, which
maintained that the Belarussian nation allegedly never existed. “Russian
Encyclopaedic Dictionary”, published in 1874, says, that “the name Belarus is a
geographical term and does not bear any particular ethnographic significance,
as neither a separate nationality, nor a Belarussian tribe ever existed…”

Nikolaj, who made the Russian nation perform the role of an executioner…
We searched for the power and glory, and found infamy, we earned the hatred
and condemnation from the nations whom we ourselves oppressed. By the
will of the lord, a prison of two centuries, the state of Peter I, is finally falling
apart. We are driving into the abyss ourselves. Freedom for us: freedom for
the heroic Poland, freedom for Belarus, Lithuania and the Ukraine”.
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I apologize for such a lengthy quotation, however, Bakunin’s ideas are
very modern and educative.
The years of Bolshevik rule were, unfortunately, tragic for Belarus in
the same manner as they were tragic for other nations. The same policy of
Russification of nations, launched at the end of the 20’s, was pursued till the
very last years of USSR’s existence. Those who opposed it, were proclaimed
to be “enemies of the nation” and sent to Siberia or Solovki. Many Belarussian
activists were taken to Kuropaty, the site of eternal rest of more than 200 000
people. And there are more than one Kuropaty on the territory of Belarus. At
this point it is difficult not to agree with the great Russian philosopher Nikolaj
Berdiayev that Bolshevism is the third in the series of manifestations of the
Great Russian spirit, the Russian imperialism. The first such instance, to his
mind, was the Principality of Moscow, and the second – Empire of Peter I.
Describing Lenin, as the father of Bolshevik ideology, Berdiayev wrote:
“Lenin is an anti-humanist and anti-democrat. In this sense he is the man of a
new epoch, the epoch of not only the Communist, but also Fascist revolutions.
Leninism is the leaderism of a new kind which singles out a leader who is
granted the authority of dictatorship. Mussolini and Hitler will take it over.
Stalin will represent a leader of a refined type – a dictator. Certainly, Leninism
is not the same as Fascism, however, Stalinism is to a very great extent similar
to Fascism.“
Indeed, Bolshevism, embodied in Stalinism, differed from Fascism only
in a way that the first was marching under the hypertrophied slogan of class
internationalism – Nazism. The two are twins in terms of their tactics. Struggle
was the most important issue for both trends.
Let us recall Marx’s answer to his daughter question about how he
understood his happiness. “In a struggle”, was his answer.
What is the title of Hitler’s principle creation? – “Mein Kampf ” (“My
Struggle”).
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Struggle was the wings which kept the Bolshevik and Fascist fantasies
about the happiness that they were allegedly bringing to nations, floating
high above the earth, which in turn did not let people realize what their
actual essence was.
Manifesting extreme political ideas, Bolshevism and Fascism had to come
together and divide the zone of influence among them, which was done by
the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
Looking back upon the sixty year old history, one involuntarily starts to
ponder about how cynical the Secretary General of the All-union Communist
Party had to be to raise his glass to Hitler’s health at a time when thousands
of Germans were waiting for their last hour in prisons. How was it possible
to present this pact, which was aggressive from its beginning to the end, as
an act of peace?! Evidently, this could only be committed by criminals who
differed only in their color – red and brown.

Distinguished Participants of the Conference!
Alexander Lukashenka’s Presidential mandate expired on 20 July 1999.
The dictatorial regime built by him will cease to exist sooner or later as nonviable too, since the main preconditions for its existence, too, are violence
and struggle.
Nevertheless, at the same time it is important to bear in mind the lessons
of history – those of Munich and Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact – and halt the
repeated development of dictator’s regime.
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Without doubt, the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact could not be long-lasting,
since both trends were aspiring to meet one goal – dominate in the world:
Bolshevism – through the global Communist revolution, and Fascism – by
creating the Third Reich. However, there is only one world. Thereofore, both
of these extremist directions had to clash. Both had to collapse as non-viable.
Nonetheless, in the same way as cancer, being aggressive by nature, they both
have already produced metastasis. One of them is Lukashism – regime of
dictatorship created in Belarus, which in its essence is a mixture of Fascism,
Stalinism and aggressive populism. It is not accidental that Lukashenka chose
Hitler to be his idol, and the portraits of the latter are carried alongside with
those of Stalin. The condition to which the Belarussian economy deteriorated
under this regime has already been addressed by my colleague Stanislav
Shushkevitch.
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Lukashenka no longer enjoys the support by majority of the Belarussian
people, since if he did have the support he would agree to his re-election.
However, he has the support of many politicians in Moscow. Thus, the
opposition in Belarus has to fight not only Lukashim, but Russian chauvinism
too. Even more, Moscow has conceived the signing of Putin-Lukashenka or
Yeltsin-Lukashenka Pact. This is being done behind the back of the Belarussian
people. We do not think that the Russian people know everything about this
matter. I want to emphasize that by crediting the reforms in Russia, Western
countries are indirectly feeding Lukashism, which was already pointed out
by Shushkevitch. I would like to add the following: by extending the credits
unconditionally, they extend a chance to Lukashism to thrive on the Russian
territory, i.e. on the site of nuclear power. And if we are unable to prevent
all this, the disaster of the Belarussian nation may turn out to be the tragedy
of Europe, irrespectively of who will be the dictator to stand at the front of a
unified state. While there are signs in Russia pointing out to such direction.
Distinguished Colleagues!
I do not want to believe this, however, we cannot underestimate it. We
do not want the progress of society to be interrupted once again or moreover
reversed. Since the development of democracy on a global level calls for
the respect of human rights of each individual and for granting each nation
the right to have its own state – its home. It is this objective principle of
development of humanity that brought to ruins many empires, including
the Soviet Union, inheritor the national policy of Russian empire, which
further pursued it.
New associations of sovereign states are emerging on its former territory.
Baltic Assembly is one of such associations. And I want to extend my thanks
to the organisers of this conference for inviting Belarussians to take part in
it. I think we are no strangers here. The rivers, who start in Belarus and run
through its territory, feed the Baltic Sea. Since very old times the route from
the Northern countries to the South (“the road from Variags to Greeks”) ran
through the Belarussian territory. Even such geographic indicators identify
that the place of a democratic Belarus is among other states. The union of
the Black Sea and Baltic Sea regions looks unnatural without Belarus: as if
one part of it were missing.
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The Belarussian nation took shape in one of the former European states,
which I hope I was able to show to you, it shares the European mentality and
is civilisation-oriented. It has strong European-model foundations. And it is
unnatural that as a result of dictator’s regime, Belarus finds itself in an isolation
from other European countries for a certain period. While Lukashenka’s
statement in one of his addresses: “I shall not lead my nation in the footpath
of the civilised world” re-emphasises that the author of these words is an
absolutely accidental leader of the European nation.
Post-Lukashenka Belarus must become an independent, democratic
and rule of law state, whose economic foundations should embrace only ad
diverse market economy (with private ownership in the dominant position).
The Republic of Belarus must occupy its place among other civilised states
and be an active participant in the building up of our common European
home.
Thank you for your attention!
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TRIVIMI VELLISTE
Member of the Riigikogu of the Republic of Estonia
Head of the Estonian Delegation to the Baltic Assembly

Estonia and Enlargement in Europe
Mr Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,

Versti puslapį

First of all, please allow me on behalf of my country, Estonia, to express
to our hosts my sincere gratitude for this kind invitation to beautiful and
ancient Vilnius – to discuss our common future at the doorsteps of the new
century and, indeed, the new millennium.
I was born after WWII, soon after the beginning of the second Soviet
occupation of my country. Stalinist regime was – as you know – harsh.
Everything that was not specifically allowed, was prohibited. It was
prohibited to read many books printed in free Estonia before the war. One
of the clandestine books I secretly read as a young teenager was an Estonian
translation from Coudenhove-Kalergi. The idea of united Europe had been
quite familiar with pre-war Estonians.
Today I would like to speak about aspirations quite crucial for Estonia.
The first question is: where does Estonia geographically belong to? Is it a
part of Eastern Europe or is it in Central Europe together with Lithuania and
Poland? Or, perhaps, is it a Nordic country like Finland and Sweden? If you
ask an Estonian in the street, you may hear different answers.
Estonia’s eastern border river, the Narva, as well as the big border lake,
Peipus, have for a thousand years formed part of the historic frontier between
the East and the West. So, during our recorded history we have always been
in the West even after the conquest of Peter the Great, the Russian Emperor,
in early 18th century. The only recess we have had was that of halt a century –
Joseph Stalin’s conquest and rule as a result of the notorious Molotov–
Ribbentrop Pact, the 60th anniversary of which was observed recently. As
a direct consequence of that deal Estonia was forced to sign the so-called
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Mutual Assistance Pact with the Soviet Union which opened the gateway for
the Red Army into my country. It happened on September 28, 1939 – sixty
year ago! (As you recall, MS “Estonia” sank on September 28 – five years ago.
Alas, September 28 is not a good day in the Estonian calendar!)
Two generations of Estonians – as well as Latvians and Lithuanians – were
living behind a genuine iron curtain. They were truly cut off from the West.
And yet, not entirely, though. Not hopelessly. There were the Finnish TV,
the Voice of America, the BBC, Die Deutsche Welle. And, of course, as I said,
a certain number of pre-war books. We were able to withstand the foreign
rule. A few weeks ago we celebrated the 5th anniversary of the departure of
the Russian troops from Estonia.
Let me now, for a moment, turn to England, a cradle of European
democracy. England is the homeland of a great poet John Milton. Let me
recall that when Milton got married he wrote his masterpiece Paradise Lost.
However, after divorce he wrote another masterpiece – Paradise Regained.

Anyway, what followed was called freedom. And it still is. My country
has enjoyed a gradual return to normal life. Modern Estonia has been
characterized by the following catchwords: stability, liberalism, openness,
dynamic development, vibrant market economy, booming information
society. A return to Europe had so vividly been on the minds of the elderly
people across the decades of the Soviet domination. Nobody talks about the
Soviet Union any more. But they do talk a lot about the European Union in
my country. And some of my countrymen ask this question: after having
escaped from one Union should we really rush into another one? To many
Estonian ears the word union sounds awful. Almost the opposite of paradise.
So, how should we proceed now? Eight years after having regained our
paradise.
In spite of a certain amount of criticism and skepticism there seems to be
a prevailing view: we have little choice – taking into account our history and
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And this brings me back to Estonia, to our immediate neighbours and to our
immediate past. When Estonia and her Baltic allies – Latvia and Lithuania – were
rocking the boat ten year ago, Moscow got very angry. The Kremlin rulers
were indignant, arguing that there should at least be a civilized divorce.
Estonians, Latvians and Lithuanians were indignant too, arguing that you
cannot rename rape and call it marriage.

our whereabouts. Although the EU is not the NATO, although the European
Union is not an international security arrangement, many Estonians believe
the Union is a most respectable and influential international club no one
dares to trespass upon. And then, the Union is an effective tool to jointly
create prosperity.
Ever since Mr Marl Larr’s cabinet was sworn in October 1992, Estonia has
pursued a steady course towards the European Union. We have had moderate
success. Estonia has enjoyed the status of an associate member since 1995.
And during the British presidency, more than a year ago, we were invited
to the accession negotiations – alongside with Poland, the Czech Republic,
Hungary, Slovenia as well as Cyprus.
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Estonia is deeply interested that her close neighbours Latvia and
Lithuania be invited to the accession talks as soon as possible. We will do on
our part whatever we can to contribute to an early achievement of this goal.
We believe we share many common interests and opportunities.
While the EU continues to be a priority for Estonia, our focus has shifted
from political issues to more practical ones. Estonian diplomats are spending less
time on political lobbying in the European capitals and more on mundane issues
such as, how to transpose eighty thousand pages of acquis communautaire
and master EU terminology – otherwise known as eurospeak – in time for
accession.
Today, Estonia has two central priorities in the field of EU integration.
Our first priority, of course, is to bring our accession talks to a successful
conclusion. A great deal has already been achieved. The process which began
with the screening of the Estonian legislation has drawn to an end. Substantive
negotiations were opened last November. We hope the dynamics of the talks
will be maintained. We have already submitted our position papers on most
out of 31 negotiating chapters.
Our second priority in the field of EU integration is to prepare as
comprehensively as possible for accession itself. Although we are now
well into negotiations for accession, the bulk of our work is domestic. Our
objective is to implement as much of the acquis as possible and be ready for
full membership by January 1, 2003.
The European Commission’s progress report concluded that Estonia
has already made substantial headway in meeting this goal. It is gratifying
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to know that, in general, Estonia is on the right track. However, there is still
much work to be done. Tackling the endless legal, technical and administrative
challenges on the road to full membership will certainly keep us busy well
into the next century.
At times, this means a double effort on the part of our negotiators. It also
means a double burden on our civil service. It is a test of our administrative
capacity and, above all, of our ability to function as a member state in the
complex EU system.
It goes without saying that the burden of preparing for EU membership
rests mainly on the candidate country. Yet, the actual date of our ultimate
accession to the Union is not solely up to us. The incumbent Union members
also prepare for enlargement.

It is natural that the “Agenda 2000” is currently a special priority for
the Union. We do not believe, however, that debate on it should lead to a
slowdown in the process of enlargement. These two activities are like walking
and talking – something anyone should be able to do at the same time. It is
not an either/or choice. The two will not only be compatible but they will
also be mutually reinforcing.
Despite the recent crisis in Yugoslavia, on the eve of the 21st century,
there is a collective desire to leave the past behind and look for a new face
for Europe. There is no doubt that EU enlargement, if successful, will play an
important part in defining a vision of the new, stronger Europe. Something
Richard Coudenhove-Kalergi must have been thinking about.
Estonia, among others, will do her duty. Thank you for your attention!
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The latest intergovernmental conferences are only a partial solution to the
institutional dilemma posed by enlargement. The reform will have to continue
in a number of key areas. These include more efficient decision-making
procedures in the Council and a simplification of European institutions. We
would like to join an efficient Union with a robust and healthy economy. For
Estonia, this means an efficient decision-making, a strong euro and a single
international voice.

IVAN HAVLIÈEK
The First Vice Chairman of the Senate of the Czech Republic

Ladies and Gentlemen,
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There are a lot of things Lithuania and the Czech Republic have in
common. They have had in the past and still have at present. Sixty years ago
both of our countries were lying right in the stream of interests of the most
powerful. Czechoslovakia was decimated by the Munich Treaty, Lithuania
was by the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. Very similar events even though the
aggressors and their accomplices were different. We should once again learn
from this; countless events in today’s world show us the importance of such
learning.
During the last decades both of our countries were sharing a feeling
that they did not belong where they were brought by the play of power; a
feeling that we were a fundamental part of the European democratic culture
from which we were forcibly separated. From this source stems our common
endeavor and need to become a part of the family of European states to
which we belonged in the inter-war period and with which we wanted to
share the destiny during the whole time of the Communist regime. This was
the main motive for the Czech Republic to strive for a membership in NATO,
and it is also the root of our determination to become a regular member of
the European Union as soon as possible.
In the course of our last visit with the President of the Czech Senate,
Mr Pithart, we had the opportunity to ensure Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia
that the Czech Republic fully supports these countries on their way to
NATO, as well as the European Union. With great pleasure I am taking this
opportunity to express our support from this place as well. Yes, the Czech
Republic is convinced that another wave of NATO enlargement should come,
that the European Union should continue its accession negotiations with
other states and that both of these processes should apply to Lithuania, Latvia
and Estonia. Estonia, anyhow, is on the way to the European Union already.
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The Czech Republic is obviously honored that it was chosen in both cases
to be a part of the first wave. However, it is also aware of its duty to help to
create suitable environment for a further enlargement. We do not want to and
must not create an atmosphere of complications and burdens in the process
of accepting other members.
The European Union could undoubtedly live without our countries. I
believe, however, that it would be poorer without us. We want the EU to be
rich, both culturally and materially, and we do want to contribute to it. We
are not asking for leniency. We are asking for access to scientific, methodical
and other type of information which will, with a bit of patience, enable us to
become equal partners.

Our small countries are capable of concentrating capital with difficulties
and attracting foreign investors with an increased effort only. If we do not
want to end up being mere appendages of bigger countries, we have to find
our strength in mutual cooperation. The relationship between our countries
is very good and both of us are doing everything for a further improvement.
Last week we had a nice opportunity to welcome in Prague the President of
the Republic of Lithuania Mr Valdas Adamkus. Coincidentally, he was meeting
there with the Chairman of the Latvian Parliament Mr Janis Straume.
In conclusion, I would like to express a wish: it often happens to people
that those who are suffering in their lives become wiser. From the depth of
my heart I wish our countries to be able to turn our hard history into a wise
endeavor in the future.
Thank you for your attention.
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I would like to mention one more similarity between our countries.
Not only are we both transforming our economies with some losses, but we
are also transforming our souls and hearts. West European states have had
fifty years of a rather peaceful development for what our countries are now
trying to catch up in a much shorter time. While Western Europe may use
its sufficient funds, we are building our countries on the ruins left over by
the totalitarian regime. I want to emphasize that this situation by no means
lowers our determination to overcome all problems as soon as possible, and
to place ourselves amongst the rest of European states.

JUKKA TARKKA
Doctor, Historian and Journalist, Finland

The Future of the Baltic States: Membership in NATO,
the European Union, and Challenges of the 21st Century

Versti puslapį

It is not proper to say that the 12 membership aspirant nations are joining
something, because by joining you become a member in an entity which you
previously did not belong to. The majority of the present aspirant countries
to the Union are a part of the core and soul of the historical Europe.
Historically Budapest, Prague, Warsaw, Vilnius, Riga and Tallinn were
as important centres of the European spirit and civilisation as were Rome,
Vienna, Paris, Berlin and London.
What really is happening in the enlargement process of the European
Union is that Europe is returning to where in belongs, to its original sites,
from which it had to withdraw temporarily for unfortunate reasons. So what
is happening really is the restoration of the old European common heritage
which was destroyed by the two World Wars. I think this manifestation can be
seen in the statements of the Founding Fathers of the European Communities
as well as in the texts of the Treaties of Rome and Maastricht.
So when speaking of the EU, NATO and the Baltic states the Russian
posture is vital. After the collapse of the Soviet Union the Russian military
doctrine and political thought developed the concept of “near abroad”.
Lately they have more or less avoided using this term but it is obvious that
the idea still is vigorously alive. The political and military aim of the Russian
regime in 1990s has been the reuniting of the area of the former Soviet Union
into a more or less cohesive unit. For the Baltic states this contains a certain
element of danger. We know that Russian military doctrine of the early 1990s
presented repression of Russian minorities in the near aboard as an acceptable
reason for the use of military force – and it is the Russians who decide when
the minorities are repressed.
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In addition to that the Russians have abandoned their no first usedoctrine concerning the nuclear arms. Nuclear bombs are now a part of
the Russian deterrence – like they have always been a part of the Western
deterrence. At the same time there have been hints that some elements of the
Russian military elite consider tactical nuclear missiles as usable weapons even
in ethnic and political conflicts. I would not be surprised if the present day
Russian General Staff war game were studying rather closed the Baltic area.

But even during the time of Russian weakness there are dangers. The
present deeply unstable state of Russia can create a situation where strategic
decisions are no longer done on a rational basis. It can be fairly dangerous if
a big power has lost the power and feels insecure.
In Finland quite a lot of people oppose our membership in NATO as well
as the enlargement of the Western alliance in general. They keep saying that
new spheres of influence should not be created in Europe since we have just
got rid of the old spheres of influence of the Cold War. I think this argument
misses the point.
If we accept the Russian demand that some of those countries which
wish to join NATO should not join because of the Russian opposition, we
actually accept the Russian view that these countries are in the Russian
sphere of interest.
I think the solution to the problem of the NATO enlargement is the
enlargement of the EU. Unlike the NATO enlargement the Russians do not
oppose the enlargement of the European Union. And the membership in the
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In military terms it is logical as well that the Russians oppose strongly
the NATO enlargement. From the Russian point of view it is fair to say that
NATO is proceeding towards a new front line from the Baltic Sea to the
Black Sea and the Mediterranean. NATO’s force deployment is not forward
based, but anyway for military men it is an occupational duty to react if
something like that seems to be happening. Of course, we might say that
the very strong statements we hear from Moscow do not matter that much
because just now Russia is weak both militarily and economically. In the
long run this can change and I believe is going to change – even if it takes
time. As long as the Russians conduct a rational policy there is no need to
get alarmed. Traditionally they have not done anything dramatic if they are
not sure of a success.

EU clearly has security consequences even if it does not give any security
guarantees whatsoever.
The Finnish experience makes it absolutely clear to everybody, that as
a member of the Union Finland no longer belongs to the Russian sphere of
interest – like according to some analysts it did during the Cold War.
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I got an interesting parallel indication of this phenomena in an COSAC
meeting last year in London. This organization is an unofficial discussion
group of the EU member states’ parliamentary committees in charge of the
Union matters. Representatives of membership aspirant countries to the EU
were invited for the first time to the COSAC meeting in London.
There an Estonian parliamentarian made an interesting observation. He
stated that it is worth noting that the Russian pressure shifted from Estonia
to Latvia and Lithuania, immediately after the European Commission
had selected Estonia as one of the five countries to begin the membership
negotiations. In my opinion this shows quite clearly that the European Union
has a strong security element in it although it is not a security organisation. It
gives the opportunity to deny the Russian demand for a sphere of interest in
this part of Europe without creating new tension. This is why I think that the
Baltic dilemma can be solved by accepting these countries into the European
Union as soon as possible – and by leaving NATO membership to be solved
some day later.
This is the Finnish case. We have joined the EU, but we have neither
accepted nor rejected the membership in NATO. We have the option and in
remains to be seen if we use it or not. This combination of EU membership
and NATO option has positioned Finland clearly out of the Russian sphere
of interest. We have all the cards in our own hands.
This is why I do look forward to the Helsinki summit later this year. The
European Council has noted that the accession negotiations of the aspirant
countries have lately gathered momentum and are on the right track. It
asks the Helsinki Council to examine the progress made by the accession
candidates and draw the necessary conclusions.
I do hope that the conclusion will be to promote Latvia and Lithuania
from the status of associated countries to the group conducting proper
accession negotiations. It seems possible because last May the Commission
commented fairly positively the progress of the Baltic region. It stated that
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if Latvia kept up its current progress, the Commission would propose the
opening of negotiations later this year, and noted considerable progress made
by Lithuania. I feel that in addition to the Copenhagen criteria of 1993 political
considerations arising from the Baltic setup should be applied as well.
This would not be the first time. The Commission’s original opinion on
the accession of Greece late 1970s was largely negative on the ground that
at that time neither Greece’s economy nor its political and administrative
systems were yet ready for membership. This opinion was overturned by
the Council of Ministers who took the view that overriding imperative was
to consolidate the Greek democracy, and so Greece entered the Community.
I do think that there are similar objectives in the present situation in the
Baltic states. There is the precedent. It should be applied in the Helsinki Summit.

Alliance’s Strategic Concept approved in Washington by the NATO
Heads of State and Government in April contained a new concept, which
could have some relevance in the Baltic dilemma as well. It introduced a new
concept of “non-Article 5 crisis”. The document stated that an important aim
of the Alliance is to keep risks at a distance by dealing with potential crises
at an early stage. In the event of crises which threaten Euro-Atlantic stability
and could affect the security of Alliance members, the Alliance may be called
upon to conduct crisis response operations. I think it is interesing to note that
here is used a very general term “Euro-Atlantic stability“ parallel with the
reference to the Alliance members.
The Alliance, of course, continues to be a collective security guarantee
between the Member states. An attack on one Member state continues to be
an attack on all Alliance members. In this regard nothing has changed.
But it seems that the Washington document after all added something
new to this traditional structure. The new Strategic Concept seems to imply
that the maintenance of the security and stability of the Euro-Atlantic area
as a whole is of key importance. The Washington document clearly refers to
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So my point is that the objectives of the Baltic states could be achieved
better and with minimal risks by quick accession in the European Union rather
than by trying to rush into NATO. This does not, however, mean that in my
view NATO should be a nonexistent entity in the Baltic balance of power.
The Alliance already has reached the boundaries of Lithuania, this is a new
feature in the region’s setup.

situations like Bosnia and Kosovo. But I wonder if it is possible to apply this
kind of “non-Article 5 crisis” – concept also elsewhere outside the proper
NATO area.
Anyway it is a new parallel statement with the phrase used in the NATO
Partnership for Peace Invitation of January 1994. This invitation does not give
security guarantees either but it states, that “NATO will consult with any
active participant in the Partnership if that partner perceives a direct threat
to its territorial integrity, political independence or security“.
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I read this as well as the Washington declaration on “non Article-5 crisis”
as a indication to the effect that if there would be a security problem during
the EU-membership negotiation process of the Baltic states, NATO would
not be just an interested outsider but could take stands in a crisis one way
or the other.
I think this gives the Baltic states a good chance to concentrate in their
aspiration to the EU membership. And it gives an opportunity to postpone
NATO membership to some day after the EU membership has taken effect.
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INGVALD GODAL
Member of the Parliament of Norway

The Future of the Baltic States: Membership in NATO,
the European Union, and Challenges of the 21st Century
Modern history has taught us, Norwegians, one clear lesson: when we
are strong like during the First World War, we are left in peace. When we are
weak and isolated like before the Second World War we suffer simply due to
our geographic position. This of course, is a common experience of all small
nations in exposed geographic positions.

After 5 years of warm and 45 years of cold war, the window of opportunity
is again open to these nations. We must use this to build a really stable and
safe environment for all in Northern Europe. That can only be done by doing
away with everything like spheres of influence, grey zones and buffer states.
Northern Europe has a high potential for stability provided all small nations
in this area join the relevant European and Atlantic security structures, so
that they never again can be picked one by one.
Membership in the European Union has, of course, clear security aspects
and may be satisfactory for some. Others want to join NATO. All 3 Baltic states
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On that fateful night between the 23 th and the 24th of August 1939 when
Mr Molotov and Mr Ribbentropp sat in a room in the Kremlin and divided
Europe between themselves and in reality started the Second World War, the
small countries of Northern Europe were treated like cattle without a will of
their own. Some significant personalities had raised their voices in favour of
active Nordic solidarity in order to prevent aggression. But the champions of
pacifism, isolation and cowardliness prevailed and the countries of the North
could easily be picked one by one. Sweden in her favourable position in the
middle saved her skin, in a way. Only Finland, in splendid isolation, fought
her aggressor to a halt. The very embarrassing question of the day was: “Why
should the Finns have to fight alone?“ and “For how long will the peoples of
the North hide behind each other’s back in time of trouble!“

have applied. The NATO summit in Washington this spring made it quite
clear that NATO’s door remain open.
The Washington declaration states in §8:
“Our Alliance remains open to all European democracies, regardless of
geography, willing and able to meet the responsibilities of membership, and
who’s inclusion would enhance overall security and stability in Europe“.
In the Summit Communiqué special reference is made to Estonia, Latvia
and Lithuania and the progress they are making.
The Summit also initiates a Membership Action Plan (MAP) which is
a systematic programme for preparing applicant nations for membership
on a individual basis. The enlargement process will be reviewed at the next
summit in 2001 or 2002.
Very important for the time factor will then be:
• progress made in MAP;
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• active participation in P.F.P., SFOR in Bosnia and KFOR in Kosovo.
So: do your homework and continue to be active, as you have done
so far.
• Also important will be experience with the 3 new members.
Their performance may influence the time factor for the second round
of enlargement, as other speakers have pointed our. Then we, the other
members of NATO, not least those from Northern Europe, should do all we
can to assist the applicant nations from our own region. In this connection
the Baltic nations will not be treated as a group, but as individual nations
each on its own merit.
Security and stability in Northern Europe can only be built on 2 pillars.
The first is to include all small nations in the region who so desire in EU and
NATO, as I have now pointed out.
The second is to establish a good relationship with Russia through an
ever closer co-operation in all walks of life. Regarding Russian opposition to
NATO accepting new members, I think General Alexandr Lebed gave the
best answer – when he said to a group of OSCE observers during the last
presidential election in Russia:
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“Russia is going to have a good relationship with NATO anyway, so what
does it matter if it get some more members”. Really this is the only sensible
answer to this question.
Some people say it is a bad idea to bring NATO up to the borders of Russia.
They forget that NATO has been on the border of Russia all the time, in the
North of my country, Norway. During the cold war this was a completely
closed and chilly border. Today it is a very relaxed border, a border of cooperation between good neighbors, and I sometimes ask Russian friends
if they ever had a better border. Then they laugh and reply: “No“. Then I
conclude that we should make it as long as possible.

We, Norwegians, can very easily understand their desire to get into
NATO. The reason is exactly the same as why we definitely to not want to
get out.
In a statement in the Norwegian Parliament last March our Prime
Minister underlined his government’s active support for Estonia’s, Latvia’s,
and Lithuania’s desire for membership in the Alliance.
If you do your homework, and we the, friends of the Baltic, do our part,
I am sure that we shall reach our goal: a stable, secure, free and peaceful
Northern Europe.
The lesson to be learned from the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact is: let’s stick
together. Let democratic nations stick together.
Or in Churchill’s words: “United we stand – divided we fall“.
Thank you for your attention.
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In fact, I am sure that this border would not have been so relaxed had
Norway not been in NATO. Then it would have been a border between a very
large and a small nation in a very sensitive strategic area, and we Norwegians
would have been more on our alert and nervous. To stabilise the Baltic Sea
Area threatens absolutely nobody, on the contrary, all will benefit from it. No
people in Europe have suffered more in our lifetime than the Baltic. That is
also a very good reason to provide for their security now.

JONAS KRONKAITIS
Brigadier General
Commander of the Lithuanian Armed Forces

Mr Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,
In the next 15 minutes I will address Lithuania’s efforts at integrating its
defense establishment into the Euro-Atlantic Community. The major part of
my presentation will deal with our objectives, priorities and accomplishments.
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National Security and Defense Policy
The objective of the Lithuanian National Security Policy is to strengthen
democracy, create favorable conditions for economic growth and to diminish
threat to the individual and the state. I do not need to tell you that membership
in NATO is the most obvious and realistic route to achieve that objective.
Total and Unconditional Defense
Tragic events preceding World War II reduced Lithuania’s population by
a third. Even today, there still are people who express surprise that the most
brutal acts directed at Lithuania were not during, or subsequent to World War II,
but preceding it; a consequence of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. A hard lesson
has been learned. If Lithuania’s statehood is threatened again, we will defend
ourselves, with or without the support of our friends. The key principle of
Lithuania defense policy is the concept of “total and unconditional defense“
based on deterrence by non-military and military means. The goal of the
defense policy is to prepare the society and the armed forces for general
defense, and to integrate Lithuania into Western defense structures.
I will tell you how we are preparing for general defense in a moment,
but first I must tell you that in parallel we are proactive in our efforts to
integrate into the Western structures. Our military unit participates in
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Bosnia peacekeeping operations within a Danish force in support of NATO
mission there. A medical team, with two military ambulances, participates
in humanitarian mission within a Czech hospital in Albania and just a
few days ago we dispatched a ranger platoon to Kosovo to participate in
peacekeeping operation within a Polish battalion. We have been very active
in the Partnership for Peace Program.
Our shared values of democracy and corresponding hopes for the welfare
of our people make it natural that we would seek to integrate into NATO.
We believe that membership in NATO is not only the most effective means
to safeguard our values, but to prevent conflicts as well, because NATO is
founded on the principle of collective defense and has developed a capacity
for crisis management and peace support operations.
The decision to aim for NATO membership has political advantages for
the region and implications for our internal decisions in building our defense
capability. First let me mention three important political advantages:

2. Integration into NATO helps to guarantee political stability and
provides confidence for economic development for young democracies such
as Lithuania.
3. Even the anticipation of NATO membership has improved relations
among neighbors. For instance: since 1993 significant progress has been
made in the Polish-Lithuanian relationship. Poland and Lithuania now view
each other as strategic partners and we have started to forge a long-term
relationship by creating a combined Lithuanian-Polish Battalion. Lithuanian
and Polish soldiers train together. Only last week we concluded a very
successful exercise here in Lithuania in which troops from Poland, Denmark,
Romania and Germany participated.
Let me mention a few military benefits Lithuania has to offer to NATO:
1. Country and its military committed to democratic ideals and
determined to defend them. There should be no doubt left it the mind of any
potential aggressor that Lithuanians will defend Lithuania.
2. Ice free sea port, good road network, excellent east-west, north-south
highways.
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1. The accession of Lithuania, Estonia and Latvia to the Alliance will
enlarge the area of stability in Europe and will eliminate the gray zone, or a
region for temptations and it threatens no one.

3. Strategic air bases. One of our bases has two runways over 3 km long.
It was built for soviet AWAGES and their space shuttle. NATO AWAGES has
already landed there once. There are two other air bases with strategic potential.
4. Lithuania was chosen to build the Regional Air Surveillance
Coordination Center. When completed, next year, it will have the capability
to provide information to other countries as well as the NATO Allied Early
Warning System.
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Defense Structure
We are creating an armed force based on a Western model, which can be
integrated into NATO and also function, independently if we must defend
alone. In effect, we have a dual military defense strategy, one of which includes
non-conventional warfare. By law, passed on 5 May 1998, The President and
the Minister of Defense, together, constitute the National Command Authority
and have the operational control of the armed forces. The Parliament exercises
control through the budget and the law. The Minister of Defense and his
vice-ministers, by law, are civilians and the Commander of the Armed Forces
is subordinate to the Minister.
In order to optimize command and control of combat units, strengthen
their combat potential, reduce their response time to contingencies, and improve
interoperability with NATO command structures and operational procedures a
Unified Command concept is being adopted. To assure independent capability
to accomplish combat assignments a Territorial Defense Structure was created
with three military regions. This Territorial Defense Structure provides a good
framework for flexible defense. It facilitates the integration of the National
Defense Volunteer Force into the overall military defense strategy as a
component of a single force. Most importantly the regional concept provides
for non-conventional warfare through the regional headquarters.
Defense Capability
Lithuania has made significant progress in the development of
infrastructure by establishing a clear and effective chain of command,
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formalizing the planning, programming and budgeting process, improving
military training, acquiring badly needed military materiel and improving
the quality of life for our soldiers and officers.
Training and Doctrine Command

Institution building would be very difficult without the assistance of
partner countries. Danish and British officers have been providing training on
a continuous basis for our officers in Western leadership principles, and just
recently the British assumed major responsibility to assist in training our cadets
at the Military Academy. The first class of cadets, last fall, very successfully
completed the leadership phase of a course conducted by British officers and
NCO’s. It was a turning point in the training of our officers. In one week a
second first year classmen will finish the same type of training conducted by
the British and next year our own instructors will take over the job.
We place great emphasis on the education of our officers. We have
officers who have graduated from the United States Military Command and
General Staff Colleges, and presently we have four cadets at the US Military
Academies. Our officers have graduated from the French as well as German
Command and Staff Colleges. Many of our Navy personnel attend military
schools in Sweden and Denmark. Over 500 of our military personnel have
attended extended term schools out off country. Recently, the Baltic Defense
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Now, I would like to turn to our efforts at building military capability.
Training and education of soldiers and officers to assume their responsibilities
are critical components of military preparedness. Therefore, we have established
a Training and Doctrine Command which assumed the responsibility of
planning, organizing and coordinating all aspects of military education and
training to assure that rescues are most effectively used to produce highly
qualified officers and soldiers. A Basic Training Center has been constructed
and became operational this April. Lithuanian recruits are now trained by
young Lithuanian instructors trained in Western leadership doctrine. Officers
and noncommissioned officers from the United Kingdom have trained 105
instructors in Western doctrine and training techniques. We consider the Basic
Training Center a milestone and a turning point in the Lithuanian armed
forces since it represents a clear break with the past.

College in Tartu, Estonia has started to train our officers for mid level staff
assignments. Not only it will provide good training, but will enhance Baltic
interoperability since students and instructors come from Baltic Sea countries.
We recognize the importance of English language for our military and have
established ten English language labs throughout the country. All of our
Military Academy cadets are required to take English and may take French
and German as a second foreign language.
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This year, our focus is on the Noncommissioned officer (NCO). As any
military officer knows a good NCO corps is the foundation and the glue
of a good military force. United States military helped us to establish our
Noncommissioned Officer School. It is an excellent school, but we need to
do much more than provide good training. We must give the NCO’s more
authority and responsibility. Next month I will appoint the Command
Sergeant Major of the Armed forces, he, with the help of a Noncommissioned
Officer Council will advise me on matters essential to enhance the respect
and authority of this very important segment of our armed forces.
Target Force 2008
As we produce qualified officers and NCO’s we are increasing the number
of conscripts we induct into the armed forces. From 2,300 in 1996 we will
grow to 7,700 in year 2001.
Our ten-year projection of officers, professional soldiers and conscripts
in our combat units will reach 23,000 by year 2008. This does not include
the National Defense Volunteer Force of approximately 15,000, or the active
reserve. Conscripts will constitute approximately 48 percent of the force.
We need conscripts to built a large active reserve force which, by 2008 will
reach 50,000.
The State Defense Council, which is chaired by the President and includes
the Prime Minister and the Chairman of the Parliament as members, has
made a commitment to a credible defense force by allocating 1.5 percent of
the GDP in 1999 to the defense budget, which is to reach the level of 2 percent
by year 2001. The Parliament, our Seimas, has enacted this commitment for
defense into law.
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Summary
Lithuania has developed an attainable plan to create a credible defense
capability, the plan is resources supported and it is being implemented.
In summary, Lithuania is building a defense force to protect Lithuania.
Defense of our sovereignty is unconditional. We are building a force which
can integrate easily into NATO military structure. When we are accepted
into the North Atlantic Defense Alliance, we will do our share and live up
to the responsibilities of a member state. In fact, we are helping NATO carry
its burden today.
Thank you for your attention.
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JUOZAPAS ALGIRDAS KATKUS
Chairman of the National Security and Defence Committee
of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania
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Distinguished Co-chairmen of the Conference,
Your Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen,
We, the citizens of the independent Baltic states, who have suffered
greatly from the consequences of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact, are especially
sensitively observing the negotiation processes underway, to see to it that no
decisions are taken behind our backs. We all want to see Europe consolidated
by ethnic, national, regional, religious and pan-European cultural values,
Europe free of provincial chauvinism, recurring manifestations of nationalistic
ambitions of a big nation, Europe that could guarantee stability and security
of the whole region. All the states of Europe must undertake responsibility
for the preservation of European values already now. Therefore, it is very
important to provide assistance to countries which preach the same values
and are determined to integrate into the Euro-Atlantic structures.
Although Europe is relatively secure at the moment, however, looking
into the future, it is necessary to prepare for the possible challenges. It is
only a question of time when the fundamentalist states or terrorist regimes
acquire the weapon of mass destruction. Nobody can predict the course of
democratic processes in Russia, Belarus, the Caucasus, the Balkans or other
regions. A united Europe should already now get accustomed to the role of
the second superpower in the world and share the responsibility with the
United States for the preservation of peace on the planet and neutralisation
of local conflicts. The interaction between the European Union and NATO
should be an efficient instrument to achieve these goals.
The Baltic states should take an active part in the development of the
European security and defence identity and military industry. We need a well
co-ordinated approach to the military industry among the Baltic countries.
This would help us to enlarge the market, ensure accumulation of reserves
and the independence. The issues of arms industry development in the
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Baltic countries could be discussed and relevant decisions be taken by the
Baltic Assembly.
Drawing geometrical figures and considering who should or should not
be part of the core would not benefit Europe. The European Union and the
issue of NATO’s eastward enlargement is the issue of Europe’s future of global
significance. The faster it proceeds, the lower price is to be paid in he future.
The vacuum that at present exists between Finland and Poland causes certain
ideas and wishes. Ascribing of the Baltic states to an undefined vacuum,
neutral or buffer zone of Europe would torpedo the European security and
stability, and may encourage more aggressive states to return to the resolution
of problem by economic, political and even military expansion.

Efforts to maintain good relations with neighbouring countries on the
economic basis only are not enough. Trust and good mutual relations are a
prerequisite for security. It is possible that a significant number of Russian
politicians, still under the influence of imperialistic thinking, are not interested
in the regulation of borders with the neighbouring countries in any fashion.
What for should they need those borders and their ratification? It is easier to
have an area stretching from the sea to the ocean. Echoes of the “near abroad”
category are still pleasing the ear of Russian politicians.
A large-scale military exercise organised in the Kaliningrad region this
year did not assist with the improvement of mutual relations. The exercise
aimed to rehearse a scenario of the Baltic states being recovered into the
embrace of the Russian Federation. Development and prospects of our
defence system were discussed by our Commander of the Armed Forces,
General Kronkaitis. I only wish to note that our laws set forth the guarantees
to prevent the repetition of the year 1940, when Lithuania did not even
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By virtue of their being in the transit Eastern European area, the Baltic
states forward a stable pluralistic economic and social environment, and may
perform a positive role in the development of irreversible democratic processes
in Russia and Belarus. Lithuania and the other Baltic countries cannot feel
secure while unpredictable processes take place in Russia and problems are
resolved by military force. The proposal by Finnish representatives for the
Baltic states to look for an alternative between NATO and the European Union
is, in my belief, unacceptable. We do not have an alternative for integration
into the European Union and NATO.

attempt to resist the invasion of the Soviet Army. Today any aggressor would
suffer certain losses.
Distinguished Audience!

Versti puslapį

The unity of the Western world, which started with the building up of
European and transatlantic structures, bitter experience of the 20th century
and unprecedented half-a-century maintenance of peace, speak about the
continuity of such policy. The prime task is to maintain peace and to promote
its transatlantic axis. It represents a value-oriented, legal and moral dimension,
extending NATO and its European allies and partners an opportunity to
contribute to the realisation of common tasks and new hopes in the 21st
century.
Before concluding, I would like to present the following information. On
12-14 June 2000, International Congress for the Evaluation of Crimes committed
by Communism will be held in Vilnius. A possibility is being considered to
arrange a public trial of Communism at the end of the Congress. Speakers and
persons with the relevant experience will be invited to the Congress from all
the countries of the world. Two to three speakers will be invited per country
to discuss the history of crimes committed by the Communist regime. There
also will be those who suffered from the Communist terror. Please, send your
summaries to the organisers by 31 December 1999. You may have noticed a
publication on that matter which is still available. The event should discuss
the issue in a broader context than just the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, i.e this
and all the other crimes committed in the world, including China, Cambodia,
and elsewhere, where the terror is still perpetrated.
Thank your for your attention.
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ALGIRDAS ENDRIUKAITIS
Member of the Supreme Council –
Reconstituent Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania
Signatory of the 11th March Act

Honourable Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,
One is pleased to listen to the fairy – tale by Hans Christian Andersen
about the naked king, when lies or half of the truth are told. One might boast
that the United States did not recognise the occupation of the Baltic states,
however, one should not forget that in August 1991, Mongolia recognised
Lithuania four days earlier than the United States.

Russian air forces make 65 flights every day. General A. Kornukov
accounted that one flight costs from 100 to 200 thousand roubles. Russian
army has the debt of 42 billion roubles.
Deputy of Russian Duma Ms Pamfilova said that in the previous Chechen
war, the corrupt Ministry of Defence stole 2000 tanks and looted the property.
She told: “The President’s environment is so corrupt that it would be more
reliable to drown the situation of Swiss dollars in that blood. Now, the regulated
situation of destabilisation in the entire Russia is more favourable to them.”
As usual, there are attempts to squeeze everything in between the legal
rules. Russian Federal Security Service sets up a three-board department
blocked in an expressive manner to defend the constitutional system and
to combat terrorism in Russia. Zavgajev’s People’s Meeting comes into
operation in Russia, Chechnya’s Government is about to be formed in Moscow,
Khasavyurt’s agreements are refuted, lawfully elected Chechen President
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Great Russia can do whatever it wants and is always right. On the 9th
May 1995, Russian soldiers from Chechnya paraded in their blood-stained
shoes across the Red square. Mr Clinton waived to them. In September 1999,
Russian forces in Chechnya crushed terrorists by destroying hospitals, schools,
houses. No electricity, no gas, no bread any more. About 500 Chechens have
already been killed, a ten-kilometre queue of refugees is stretching on the
border with Ingushetia. They are no more allowed to enter there.

and Parliament are not negotiated with and talked to. The law is substituted
by the argument of blood. This way terrorists will be eradicated. This is the
model of Russian actions.
Chechens are a criminal nation, and every Chechen has to be annihilated,
while Chechnya has to be swept away from the surface of the Earth. And just
a short while ago, the impeachment procedure against Mr Boris Yeltsin was
about to start on the grounds of the 1994–1996 war in Chechnya.
The United Nations Organisation, the Organisation for Security and
Cooperation in Europe, and the Council of Europe are blind and numb, while
OSCE Commissioner Mr van der Stoel stays in Riga and punishes Latvians.
It would be fairer if he stayed in Chechnya.
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We read the fairy tale by Hans Christian Andersen about the naked king.
Can it be so that we, according to one Russian prisoner, have been turned
to Soviet people with wolf ’s jaws, sheep’s brain and infusoria’s morality?
Could we possibly include into the Resolution of the Conference a
statement that under the guise of the fight against terrorism, Russia is
perpetrating the fourth genocide of the Chechen people? Are not the Baltic
states queuing for the same?
I perceive the relevance of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact to the Baltic
states as an indivisibility, universality and continuity of freedom today. Let us
hurry up and establish a tribunal for the denunciation of communism while
we still can do this and it is not too late. The language of birds is not suitable
even 60 years after the pact. Forgive me!
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NIKOLAJ MEDVEDEV
Member of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania

Honourable Chairman, Dear Friends!
Every being, every creature which has been born once, will necessarily
die. Two monsters, apocalyptic beasts – leviathans born in the outset of the
20th century started fighting against each other. One of them died, the other
survived in a yet more horrible shape. However, the time has come for it to
croak, not to die, but to croak, since it was poisoned with blood and crimes it
committed for tens of millions of Russians, residents of Central Asia, hundreds
of thousands of Baltic people, etc. This leviathan was doomed to croak.

However, I would like to say (and this is natural) that we cannot be
certain that new leviathans will not be born again and again. The present day
developments in the world, the events taking place in the Caucasus represent
not an ideological war, but rather an economic war between nations. Some
nations have a tragic destiny because they are situated on the routes of oil
pipelines, gas pipelines. And again, secret protocols are written somewhere,
and people are dying.
Was it not possible to warn, to learn about what was about to happen in
the Balkans, about the savage slaughter to take place there? Let us refer to
the verbatim transcript of the Seimas which reads that the person standing in
front of you has described the threat pending for the Balkans. Quite recently
I wrote that the same threat was now looming over the Caucasus. I do not
consider myself cleverer than various intelligence services and research centres,
nevertheless, they are smarter still. But what have they done to stop this and
to prevent this? Probably, this does not correspond to their economic interests.
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The tragedy would have befallen us if we had raised our voices year
or two ago, then we would have been smashed like the Czech revolution,
irrespective of whether the revolution was a singing or non-singing one. In
case we raised our voices some time later, this dying leviathan, possessing
nuclear, chemical and bacteriological arms, would crash millions of lives, and
maybe, even all of us. We raised our voices just in time.
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I am glad to speak here, together with you, that Lithuania is a democracy.
Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania are democracies. Whatever is our life, we are
free, we can speak of what we see, each of us can confess our religion the
way we want to, and no one will reprimand us. Thanks. We managed to avoid
national conflicts. Thank you, Lithuanians, Latvians, Estonians. However, let
us bear in mind that, unfortunately, in the 21st century the fight for economic
interests will go on. Let us be alert. If only we stay silent in the face of killing
of nations executed somewhere again and again, the same disaster will
come to us tomorrow again. And I disagree with the statement of the mister
from Poland who said that if a nation is determined to fight, it will win its
independence. Excuse me, where are the Indians today who were unwilling
to be slaves? There was a saying: a good Indian is a dead Indian. There are
no Indians. Where are the Yotvings, were are the Prussians, where are the
other nations? Some nations are on the verge of extinction already now, at
the end of the 20th century, and the world remains silent. Be vigilant. I beg
your forgiveness for my non-festive speech. Thank you for listening to me.
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JURIS SINKA
Member of the Saeima of the Republic of Latvia
Deputy Chairman of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly

Ladies and Gentlemen,

The international conference “The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. The
Present and the Future of the Baltic States” was held on the initiative of the
Baltic Assembly in Vilnius today. The conference opened by the President of
Lithuania His Excellency Valdas Adamkus was attended by representatives
of fourteen countries, including Janis Straume, Chairman of the Saeima of
Latvia, Vytautas Landsbergis, Chairman of the Seimas of Lithuania, Tunne
Kelam, Vice Chairman of the Riigikogu of Estonia, Uffe Ellemann-Jensen,
former Minister of Foreign Affairs of Denmark, Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson,
former Minister of Foreign Affairs of Iceland, Semion Sharetsky, Chairman of
the Parliament (of the 13th convocation) of Belarus, and Stanislav Shushkevitch,
first Chairman of the Parliament of Belarus.
The conference was also attended by political party leaders of the Baltic
states, university rectors, mayors of Lithuanian towns and representatives of
religious denominations. The conference was designed to assess politically and
legally 60 years after the signing of the Pact, the secret protocols, the consequences
of the Pact, and the restoration of the independence of the Baltic states.
The participants of the international conference agree that the notorious
agreement between the Nazi Germany and the Soviet Union on the 23rd of
August 1939 and the 28th of September 1939 and their direct consequences
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All good things have come to an end and I will ask my co-chairman (after
I have read something) to conclude this conference, the conference with great
expectations, and, I think, we have been able to really get some satisfaction.
One could always ask for more, but, well, we have to be satisfied with what
we have had. And here is the press release, our final document which I am
going to read to you which reflects some of the opinions, cross-sectional
opinions expressed in the course of this conference. And I hope it will meet
your approval. Here it goes:

for Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania have a bearing today, when the three states
are free again and are on the road to the European Union and NATO, and
having a message of admonition for the powers concerned, i.e. Germany,
Russia and the signatories of the Yalta Treaty.
Delivering speech on the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact Vytautas Landsbergis
referred to the Pact as being part of the past, but also part of the present and
the future.
In her speech on the consequences of the occupation, Dalia Kuodytë,
Director General of the Genocide and Resistance Research Centre of Lithuania,
appealed to the Baltic Assembly with a proposal to initiate an address to the
International Tribunal of Rome for a more precise definition of genocide.
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Dumitru Preda evaluates the negative consequences of the 1939 Soviet–
German Pact including those related to the territorial division of the state
which for a long time influenced the Romanian nations’ progress, state
sovereignty and its road to democracy.
Elaborating on the consequences of the collapse of the Soviet Union,
Gavriil Popov, former mayor of Moscow, observed the new relationship of
powers which have been moulded in Europe following the collapse of the
USSR. He noted that the principles of the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact could be
used again, in particular if two powers emerged in Europe, namely Russia
and Germany, the rapprochement of which would result in neglect of needs
and interests of the adjacent small countries of Eastern and Central Europe.
Gavriil Popov stated that in order to avoid this it is necessary to facilitate a
speedier process of EU integration and to safeguard the absence of domination
of the large EU member states over the small ones.
Vytautas Cinauskas, member of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania
and Chairman of the Deportees Coming Home Foundation, emphasised that
it was unacceptable when a country which had taken over the interstate and
international financial and other obligations from the former USSR felt neither
a material responsibility, nor a moral duty to make up for the harm done,
for the damage to the citizens of occupied countries, for the slave labour, for
the people exterminated, for the property looted, for the lives crushed and
for the health ruined.
Tunne Kelam, former Chairman of the Congress of Estonia, and Edgar
Savissar, former leader of the Estonian Popular Front, described the birth and
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development of two unique citizens’ initiatives which prepared the ground for
democratic alternative to the Soviet regime. The ability of these movements
to cooperate at a crucial moment was decisive for the restoration of Estonian
independence on the basis of legal continuity.
Romualds Raþuks, Chairman of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly and
former Chairman of the Latvian Popular Front, emphasised the non-violent
restoration of the statehood of the Republic of Latvia, based on five main
factors: confidence of the Latvian people in Popular Front, decay and ruin
of the Soviet Union, cautious, but firm support of the West, Baltic unity and
support of Latvian emigrant organisations.

Algirdas Endriukaitis, former Lithuanian MP, pointed out that under
the guise of fighting international terrorism, Russia is engaged in killing
in Dagestan and Chechnya the civilian population by military actions and
is unjustifiably destroying the human right to life. The long-lasting and
uncontrollable bloodshed in the Caucasus may only be prevented through
good-will negotiations, with the participation of international organisations.
In his speech on NATO enlargement, Brigadier General Jonas Kronkaitis,
Commander of the Lithuanian Armed Forces, stressed the following principle:
“if Lithuania is attacked we will defend ourselves with or without the help
of our friends.” And I hope that there will be no dissenting voices and this
will be accepted by our audience.
Thank you very much.
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The representatives of Belarus, heads of the Supreme Council S. Sharetsky
and Shushkevitch directed the attention of the participants of the conference
to the situation in Belarus. S. Shushkevitch criticised the position of the
Western countries which, in his opinion, legalises the unlawful regime of
Lukashenka. Both representatives of Belarus requested that more attention
should be paid by the international democratic community to the events in
Belarus and called for more increased actions in normalising the situation
in that country.

International Conference
“The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact.
The Present and the Future of the Baltic States”
Vilnius, 28 September 1999
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Press Release (Adopted by the Participants)
The international conference “The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. The Present
and the Future of the Baltic States” was held upon the initiative of the Baltic
Assembly in Vilnius on the 28th of September. The conference was attended
by representatives of 14 countries, including Vytautas Landsbergis, Chairman
of the Seimas of Lithuania; Janis Straume, Chairman of the Saeima of Latvia;
Tunne Kelam and Siiri Oviir, Vice Chairmen of the Riigikogu of Estonia; Uffe
Ellemann-Jensen, former Minister of Foreign Affairs of Denmark; Jon Baldvin
Hannibalsson, former Minister of Foreign Affairs of Iceland; Semion Sharetsky,
Chairman of the Supreme Council of the 13th convocation of Belarus; and
Stanislav Shushkevitch, first Chairman of the Parliament of the Independent
Republic of Belarus. The conference was also attended by political party
leaders of the Baltic states, university rectors, mayors of Lithuanian towns
and representatives of religious confessions.
The conference was designed to assess politically and legally – 60 years
after the signing of the Pact and its secret protocols – the consequences of the
Pact and the restoration of the independence of the Baltic states.
The participants of the international conference agree that the notorious
agreements between Nazi Germany and the Soviet Union of 23rd August 1939
and 28th September 1939 and their dire consequences for Estonia, Latvia and
Lithuania have a bearing today, when the three states are free again and
are on the road to the European Union and NATO, and have a message
of admonition for the powers concerned, i. e. Germany, Russia and the
signatories of the Yalta Treaty.
Delivering a speech on the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, Vytautas
Landsbergis referred to the Pact as being part of the past but also part of the
present and the future.
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In her speech on the consequences of the occupation, Dalia Kuodytë,
Director General of the Genocide and Resistance Research Centre of Lithuania,
appealed to the Baltic Assembly with a proposal to initiate an address to the
International Tribunal of Rome for a more precise definition of genocide.
Irena Veisaitë, Chairperson of the Board, Open Society Fund – Lithuania,
noted that one of the most painful consequences of the Molotov–Ribbentrop
Pact are the tragic events in the Baltic countries, including Lithuania which
brought an element of complication to Jewish – Lithuanian relations. She also
pointed out that both nations became victims of the two occupations. I. Vei
saitë proposed that a continuous dialogue was necessary which would render
transparency and assist with a comprehensive resolution of this painful problem.
Dumitru Preda and Ioan Chiper evaluated the negative consequences
of the 1939 Soviet–German Pact, including those related to the territorial
division of the state, which for a long time influenced the Romanian nation’s
progress, state’s sovereignty and its road to democracy.

Vytautas Cinauskas, member of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania
and Chairman of the Deportees’ Coming Home Foundation, emphasised it
being unacceptable when the country which had taken the interstate and
international financial and other obligations over from the former USSR felt
neither a material responsibility nor a moral duty to make up for the harm
done: for the damage to the citizen of occupied countries, for the slave labour,
for the people exterminated, for the property looted, for the lives crushed
and for the health ruined.
Tunne Kelam, former Chairman of the Congress of Estonia, and Edgar
Savisaar, former leader of the Estonian Popular Front described the birth and
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Elaborating on the consequences of the collapse of the Soviet Union,
Gavriil Popov, former Mayor of Moscow, observed the new relationship of
powers which had moulded in Europe following the collapse of the USSR. He
noted that the Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact might be repeated, in particular if two
powers emerged in Europe, namely Russia and Germany, the rapprochement
of which would result in a destruction of the adjacent small countries of
Eastern and Central Europe. Gavriil Popov stated that, in order to avoid a new
Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact, it was necessary to facilitate a speedier process of
the EU integration and to safeguard the absence of dictatorship of the large
EU member states over the small ones.

development of two unique citizens’ initiatives which prepared the ground
for democratic alternative to the soviet regime. The agility of these movements
to co-operate at a crucial moment was decisive for the restoration of Estonian
independence on the basis of legal continuity.
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Romualds Raþuks, Chairman of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly
and former Chairman of the Latvian National Front emphasised the nonviolent restoration of the statehood of the Republic of Latvia based on five
main factors: confidence of the Latvian people in the popular Front, decay
and ruin of the Soviet Union, cautious but firm support of the West, Baltic
unity and support of Latvian emigrant organisations.
The representatives of Belarus – heads of the Supreme Council S. Sharetsky
and S. Shushkevitch – directed the attention of the participants of the conference
to the situation in Belarus. S. Shushkevitch criticised a position of the Western
countries which, in his opinion, legalises the unlawful regime of A. Lukashenka.
Both representatives of Belarus requested that more attention should be paid
by the international democratic community to the events in Belarus and called
for more increased actions in normalising the situation in that country.
A. Endriukaitis, former Lithuanian MP, pointed out that under the guise
of fighting international terrorism, Russia is engaged in killing in Dagestan
and Chechnya the civilian population by military actions, and is unjustifiably
destroying – the human right to life. The long-lasting and uncontrollable
bloodshed in the Caucasus may only be prevented through goodwill
negotiations with the participation of international organisations.
In his speech on NATO enlargement, Brigadier General Jonas Kronkaitis,
Commander of the Lithuanian Armed Forces stressed the following principle:
“If Lithuania is attacked, we will defend ourselves with or without the help
of our friends.”
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V. Photos
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Head of the Latvian delegation to the Baltic Assembly Romualds Raþuks is awarding the former
Chairman of the Latvian People’s Front Dainis Ivans.
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Baltic Assembly Awards Ceremony at the Grand Hall (Aula) of Vilnius University on 27 September
1999 (from the left: Vice Chairman of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly Trivimi Velliste,
Chairman of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania Prof. Vytautas Landsbergis, Vice Chairman of
the Riigikogu of Estonia Tunne Kelam, Chairman of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly Romualds
Raþuks, Chairman of the Latvian People’s Front Dainis Ivans, Ambassador of Iceland to the United
States of America H.E. Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson, Chairman of the Estonian Centre Party Edgar
Savisaar, and Vice Chairman of the Presidium of the Baltic Assembly Dr. Laima Andrikienë).
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Head of the Estonian delegation to the Baltic Assembly Trivimi Velliste is awarding the former
Chairman of the Congress of Estonia Tunne Kelam.

Conferment of the Baltic Assembly award on Mr Edgar Savisaar.
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After the ceremony of conferment of the Baltic Assembly award: Vice Chairman of the Parliament
of the Republic of Estonia Tunne Kelam.
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After the ceremony of conferment of
the Baltic Assembly award: Dainis Ivans
(Latvia).
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After the ceremony of conferment of the
Baltic Assembly award: the former Prime
Minister of the Republic of Estonia Edgar
Savisaar.

Conferment of the Baltic Assembly award on the first Chairman of the National Sàjûdis
Movement, first Chairman of the Supreme Council of Lithuania-Reconstituent Seimas, Prof.
Vytautas Landsbergis.
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Ceremony of conferment of the Baltic
Assembly awards: Prof. Vytautas
Landsbergis, Tunne Kelam and H. E.
Jon Baldvin Hannibalsson.
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Honouring of the former Minister of Foreign Affairs of Iceland, Ambassador, H.E. Jon Baldvin
Hannibalsson.
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Inauguration of the International Conference on “The Molotov–Ribbentrop Pact. The Present and
the Future of the Baltic States”. Speech of the President of the Republic of Lithuania H.E. Valdas
Adamkus. Conference co-chaired by a member of the Latvian Saeima Juris Sinka and Chairman
of the Conference’s Organisational Committee, Head of the Lithuanian Delegation to the Baltic
Assembly Dr. Laima Andrikienë.

Chairman of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania Prof. Vytautas Landsbergis is reading his
address to the Conference.
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Chairman of the Supreme Council of the 13th convocation of Belarus Semion Sharetsky and
Chairman of the Conference’s Organisational Committee Dr. Laima Andrikienë.
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Conference co-chaired by Vice Chairman of the Riigikogu of Estonia Siiri Oviir and Vice Chairman
of the Seimas of Lithuania Romualdas Ozolas.
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During the Conference: Chairman of the Open Society Fund-Lithuania Irena Veisaitë and
Monsignor Kazimieras Vasiliauskas.

Conference participants: Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Sejm of Poland
Czeslaw Bielecki and Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Poland
H. E. Prof. Eufemia Teichmann.
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During the reception: Vice Chairman of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania Prof. Feliksas
Palubinskas and Minister Advisor of Romania, Chargé d’affaires in Lithuania Adrian Petrescu.
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Press conference on the occasion of the International Conference held in the Seimas. Participants:
first Chairman of the Independent Parliament of Belarus Stanislav Shushkevitch and heads of
the Baltic Assembly delegations: Trivimi Velliste (Estonia), Laima Andrikienë (Lithuania) and
Romualds Raþuks (Latvia).

Versti puslapį

Versti puslapį

VI. Curriculum Vitae
of the Speakers of the International
Conference
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LAIMA LIUCIJA ANDRIKIENË
Education:
1964–1975

Druskininkai Secondary School (finished in 1975)

1966–1973

Druskininkai Seven–Year Music School, Piano Class (finished
in 1973)

1975–1980

Vilnius University, Faculty of Economic Cybernetics and
Finance, Lithuania
Degree in Economics and Mathematics (graduated in 1980)

1986

Ph. D. in Economics

Work history:
Research Institute of Agricultural Economics, Computing
Centre, Lithuania
Engineer

1982–1988

Research Institute of Agricultural Economics, Lithuania
Researcher, Senior Researcher

1988–1989

Manchester University, Department of Agricultural Economics,
U. K.
Post Doctoral Fellowship

1989–1990

Council of Ministers (Government) of Lithuania
Assistant to the Vice Prime Minister

1990–1992

Elected Member of the Supreme Council (Parliament) of
Lithuania
Signatory of the Act of the Restoration of Independence of
Lithuania
Member of the Foreign Affairs Committee
Member of the Committee on Budget and Finance
Elected Deputy Speaker, 1992
Chairperson of the Parliamentary Tibet Support Group

1992–1996

Elected Member of the Seimas (Parliament) of the Republic of
Lithuania
Member of the Foreign Affairs Committee
Chairman of the Parliamentary Tibet Support Group
Vice Chairman of the Lithuanian–British Parliamentary Group
Member of the Lithuanian Delegation to the Inter-Parliamentary
Union (IPU)

1996–

Re-elected to the Seimas (Parliament) of Lithuania
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1980–1982

Member of the Foreign Affairs Committee
Member of the European Affairs Committee
December 4, Minister of Trade and Industry
1996
December 19, Minister of European Affairs
1996–March 25,
1998
July,1998–

Elected Head of the Lithuanian Delegation to the Baltic
Assembly

November,
Chairman, Presidium of the Baltic Assembly
1998–May, 1999
May, 1999–

Vice Chairman, Presidium of the Baltic Assembly

December 18, Chairman of the Homeland People’s Party
1999–

Versti puslapį

Honors and awards:
October,1997 National Order of the Grand Officer from the French Republic
Dr. Laima Andrikienë has been a member of Lithuanian Popular Movement
Sajûdis and elected to the Parliament in 1990 as a candidate of Sajûdis, as well as
of Lithuanian Union of Political Prisoners and Deportees.
Dr. Laima Andrikienë has been one of the founding members of Lithuania’s
Homeland Union (Conservative Party) and was its member from 1993 till 1998.
During 1993–1998 she was a member of the Executive Committee, Chairman of
the Committee on International Relations.
During 1995–1998 Dr. Andrikienë was a Chairman of the European Committee
of the Party, a body responsible for formulating and implementing her Party’s
policy on Lithuania’s integration into the European Union.
From January 1999 L.Andrikienë is a non–partisan, independent member
of the Parliament.
L.Andrikienë has signed the Founding Declaration of the Homeland People’s
Party on October 23, 1999 and has become a member of the Initiative group of
this new moderate rightist party of Lithuania.
Dr. Andrikienë has participated in international conferences and has
presented a number of papers on issues of national defence and security, foreign
policy, economic reform, privatisation, and human rights. She has also published
about 50 articles on economics, agricultural economics and politics.
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In 1994 Dr. Andrikienë participated in the United States Information Agency
(USIA) program on security and defence issues (multiregional approach) in
Washington, D.C.
From January until May 1996, Dr. Andrikienë was on a Pew Fellowship at
School of Foreign Service, Georgetown University, Washington, D.C.
Dr. Andrikienë was born in 1958 in the town of Druskininkai, Lithuania. She
is married and has a son Ðarûnas who is 16 years old.
Languages:
Lithuanian (mother–tongue), English (fluent), Russian (fluent)
Ú

Ú

Ú

ROMAS BATÛRA
Professional experiences:

Chairman of the Scientific Council of Vilnius Castles
Chairman of Lithuanian Movement Sàjûdis
Works:
“War between Lithuanians and Crusaders” (1964, co-author);
“Lithuania in the War of Nations against the Golden Ord” (1975);
“Chronicles of the Prussian lands, by Peter from Duisburg” (1985, compiler);
“Sources of the Religion and Mythology of the Balts” (1996, co-compiler);
“Lithuania. Vilnius. 1939. ” (1989);
“Sàjûdis Movement of Lithuania and Restoration of the Statehood” (1998);
and “The Baltic Way – a Way to Liberty” (1999).
Ú

Ú

Ú

CZESLAW BIELECKI
Date of birth:
3 May 1948, Warsaw
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Head of the Department of Lithuanian History in Vilnius Pedagogical
University

Marital status:
Married, 3 sons
Education:
1973

Warsaw University of Technology – Master of Architecture

1997

Ph. D. at Krakow University of Technology

Professional experiences:
1997

Member of the Parliament elected in Solidarity Election Action
which won the election
Chairman, Foreign Affairs Committee, Sejm RP

1996

Akcja Wyborcza Solidarnosc (Solidarity Election Action)
Member of the Executive Board

1995–1999

Ruch 100 (One Hundred’s Movement)
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Founder, President
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1993

Atlantic Club of Poland
Member of the Board

1992

Prime Minister Advisory Board – Member

1991–1995

President Lech Waùæsa, Adviser
Council for Public Administration Reform
Council for Polish – Jewish Relations

1989

“Alliance over Divisions” (political group)
Co–founder

1982–1989

CDN (one of the biggest independent publishing houses)
Founder

1986–1987

Warsaw “Solidarity” Executive Board – Member

1983–1985

“Reduta” (independent military publication)
Founder, Editor

1983, 1985–
1986

Imprisoned for underground political activity; eleven months
of hunger strike

1979–1980

“Polish Alliance for Independence” (underground political
group)
Member

1970–1979

“Fighting Poland” (underground organisation)
Member

1968

Arrested for participation in anti-government of March 1968
activity
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Prizes:
1985

PULS Award

1988

Alfred Jurzykowski Foundation Award, New York

1997

POLCUL Award
Numerous professional awards in architecture

Publications:
Numerous articles published in official and underground press under the
name of Maciej Polecki in the following magazines:
Kultura (Paris)
Puls (London)
Surve (A Journal of East and West Studies published in Great Britain)
Kontinent (Bonn)
Index of Censorship
New York Review of Books

Last books:
“Gra w miasto” (City Game), Dom Dostepny Publisher, 1996
“Plan Akcji” (Action Plan), Puls Publisher, 1997
Languages:
English, French, Russian
Ú

Ú

Ú

INGVALD GODAL
Born:
26 October 1934
Education:
Civil Engineer, Herriot Watt College/University, Edinburgh, 1959
National Defence College, Norway, 1980
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Co-author of the underground bestseller “Maly Konspirator ” (The Little
Conspirator), recently re-edited in former Soviet Union.

Experience:
1959

Design of constructions B. Chr. Groenvold, Oslo

1960–1965

Road Engineer, Ministry of Works, Northern Nigeria

1965–1969

Norconsult A/S – International consulting firm
Various assignments in Tanzania, Uganda, Somalia, Zambia,
Malawi, Thailand, Brazil, the Emirates in the Persian Gulf, and
at the main office near Oslo

1969 and
1970–1971

Employed by Asplan A/S, Consulting firm, Sandvika,
Norway

1969–1970

In charge of the relief work of the Lutheran World Federation
on the southern front of the civil war in Nigeria (“Biafra” – war)

1971–1982

Own consulting firm in Rauland, Norway

1982–1985

Head of civil service in Vinje Municipality
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Political assignments:
1972–1973

State Secretary, Ministry of Environment, Oslo

1975–1979

Mayor, Vinje Municipality

1985–

Member of the Parliament for the Conservative Party. Since
1989 – Defence Spokesman

Published books:
1965

“Zaki, with Compass and Ranging Poles South of the Sahara“

1971

“The Children from Santana” (from the “Biafran” war)

1984

“Gales in Borderland” (a history of the border between the
Nordic countries and Russia (USSR) through the ages)

1993

“I will Die, Beautiful Lithuania” (about the Baltic freedom fight
and history)

Awards:
1996

Awarded January the 13th Commemoration Medal of Lithuania
(The Lithuanian “Freedom Medal“)
Ú
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Ú

Ú

JON BALDVIN HANNIBALSSON
Date and place of birth:
February 21, 1939, Isafjörður, Iceland
Family:
Married to Bryndis Schram, B. A. , actress, TV–producer, author, 4 children
and 5 grandchildren
Academic background:
1963

M. A., Edinburgh University in Economics, History and
Constitutional Law

1963–1964

Post-graduate work in Labour Economics, Stockholm
University

1965

Dipl. Ed. , University of Iceland

1976–1977

Fulbright–scholar, Harvard University
Versti puslapį

Professional career:
1964–1970

Teacher and journalist in Reykjavik

1970–1979

Founder and Rector of Isafjörður College

1979–1982

Editor-in-chief of Alþyðublaðið (a national daily)

1982–1998

Member of Alþingi (Parliament)

1984–1996

Leader of the Social Democratic Party of Iceland

1987–1988

Minister of Finance

1988–1995

Minister of Foreign Affairs and External Trade

1998–

Ambassador to the United States of America. Also accredited as
Ambassador to Canada and Mexico

Civil service:
1960–1961

Chairman of the Radical Students’ Association

1968–1970

Member of Government Advisory Committee preparing for
Iceland’s membership of EFTA

1971–1978

Town–councillor, Isafjörður municipality

1973–1975

Member of Government Committee on the transfer of public
service institutions to the regions
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1979–1984

Member of the Constitutional Reform Council

1984–1996

Member of SAMAK, the Co-ordinating Council of Nordic
Social Democratic Parties and Labour Federations

1988–1995

Member of the North–Atlantic Council of Ministers

1988–1995

Member of EFTA Council of Ministers, Chair in 1989, 1992,
1994

Publications and media:
Editor of books on anthropology and educational policy. Translator of books
and articles on economics, history and international affairs. Has written numerous
articles in books, periodicals, and newspapers on politics, political biography,
economic policy, education and international issues. Editor of the Students’
magazine (1960–1961), Free Nation – a political weekly (1964–1967), Alþyðublaðið – a
national daily (1979–1982) and a series on current affairs: “Contemporary Issues”
(1985–1997). Frequent contributor to radio and TV – discussion programs.
Honours and awards:
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1995

Honorary citizen of Vilnius, Lithuania
Ú

Ú

Ú

IVAN HAVLIÈEK
Honorific:
RND
Position:
Vice President of the Senate of the Czech Republic
Date of birth:
February 2, 1945
Nationality:
Czech
Marital status:
Married, two daughters, one son
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Pol. affiliation:
Social Democratic Party
Electoral district:
No. 6 – Louny (Central Bohemia)
Term:
6 years (1996–2002)
Education:
Charles University, Prague, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics
Employment:
Scientist – Institute for Macromolecular Chemistry (research of polymers)
Residency in Germany (Berlin)

1983–1984

Residency in Italy (Naples) short term residency in the USA
(several universities)

1993–1996

Economic secretary of the Social Democratic Party

Interests:
Role of non–governmental organisations, non–Christian denominations,
effective tax system
Ú

Ú

Ú

UFFE ELLEMANN-JENSEN
Born:
1 November 1941
Professional experiences:
1962

1st Lieutenant, Royal Danish Army

1969

M. A. in economics, Copenhagen University

1965–1969

Business editor at the daily “Berlingske Aftenavis“

1970–1975

Commentator and expert analyst on economic and political
affairs in the News Department of Danish TV
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1974–1975

1975–1976

Editor-in-chief of the business daily “B¸rsen“

Political assignments:
1977

Elected to the Parliament for the Liberal Party “Venstre“

1982–1993

Minister Foreign Affairs

1984–1998

National Chairman, the Liberal Party “Venstre“

1995–

President of the European Liberal Party (ELDR – European
Liberal, Democratic and Reform Party)

1993–

Chairman, the Foreign Policy Society, Denmark

1998–

Chairman, Baltic Development Forum

Awards:
1987

Awarded the Robert Schuman Prize

1993

Awarded the Hansa Prize
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Member of a number of Boards in Denmark, Greenland, Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania, Poland and Germany.
Author of a number of books on economics and politics.
Ú

Ú

Ú

TUNNE KELAM
Current positions:
Vice President, Riigikogu (MP since 1992)
Chairman, Riigikogu Europe Affairs Committee
Leadership of Pro Patria Union and Chairman of PPU Council on Foreign
Policy and Inter–Party Relations
Member, Estonian Delegation to the Council of Europe’s Parliamentary
Assembly (since 1993)
Vice Chairman, CE Committee of Parliamentary and Public Relations
Member, CE Europe Monitoring Committee and Rapporteur for Ukraine
Member, CE Committee of Legal Affairs and Human Rights
Chairman, Israel–Estonian Parliamentary Friendship Group
Chairman, Advisory Board, National Library of Estonia
Advisory Council, Tallinn Pedagogical University
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Board, Estonian Institute for Human Rights
Pro Estonia Catholic Foundation
Patron and Honorary Chief Scout, Estonian Scout Association
Previous positions:
Presidential candidate

1995–1996

Member, Riigikogu Foreign Affairs Commission

1994–1995

Vice President, Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe

1992–1995

Vice President, Riigikogu

1992–1995

Chairman, Estonian delegation to the Parliamentary Assembly
of the Council of Europe

1992–1995

Chairman, IPU Estonian National Group

1993–1995

Chairman, Estonian National Independence Party (ENIP)

1990–1992

Chairman, Congress of Estonia

1991–1992

Member, Constitutional Assembly which drafted Estonian
Constitution

1989–1990

Chairman, National General Committee of the Estonian
Citizens’ Committees Movement

1988

Founder of the first Soviet era Estonian non-Communist
political party, Estonian National Independence Party (ENIP)

1970–1991

Member of human rights groups demanding the observance of
civic liberties and freedom of Estonia from Soviet occupation;
harassed and blacklisted by Soviet authorities

1965–1975

Senior Editor, Estonian Encyclopaedia

1959–1970

Lecturer on foreign affairs

1959–1965

Senior scholar, Estonian Central Archives of History

Awards:
1990

Rotary International Paul Harris Fellowship Award

1991

Honorary Citizen, State Maryland

1996

Estonian Newspaper Association’s “Most Press Friendly Public
Figure Award“

Personal data:
Born on 10 July 1936, Tallinn, Estonia; married, three children
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1996

Education:
1959
Languages:

University of Tartu, speciality of history

Estonian, English, Finnish, Russian, German, French, Polish
Hobbies:
Photography, reading, music, hiking, translating
Ú

Ú

Ú

JONAS KRONKAITIS
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Education:
1969

MBA; Syracuse University

1959

BS, Industrial Management; University of Connecticut
(Distinguished Military Graduate)

1978

US Army War College

1981

US Army Systems Management College, Exec. Crs

1967

Ordnance Officer Career Course

1958

Ranger Course

1958

Infantry Officer Leadership Course

Present position:
1 July 1999–

Commander of the Armed Forces of the Republic of Lithuania

Career experience (1958–1999):
Vice Minister of National Defense, Republic of Lithuania and consultant to the
Prime Minister for Security Affairs (from March 1997 to June 29, 1999). Promoted to
BGen. 1 July 1999. Twenty–seven years of military service in the United States Army
in position ranging from an infantry platoon leader to a battalion commander, and
the G–4 of the 1st Armored Division; instructor in management subjects, Ordnance
School and Center; inspector general, Office the Inspector General; commander
(general manager) of Rock Island Arsenal, a government owned and managed
facility, employing over 3,000 people. Arsenal facilities included a complete
foundry, forging shops, machining centers, welding and plating operations and
supporting laboratories. Products ranged from sub–assemblies such as landing
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gears for aircraft to complete artillery weapon systems. Planned, budgeted, and
initiated $ 230 million plant modernisation program. Later appointed as Joint
(Army/Navy) Project Manager for Guided Projectiles and Cannon Artillery
Weapon Systems; responsible for development, production and fielding of artillery
weapons and laser guided projectiles. Fielded COPPERHEAD, a laser guided
projectile, and placed into Engineering Development M109A3, Self Propelled
Howitzer, “Paladin“. Foreign assignments included six years in Germany with
the 4th Armored Group, the 2nd Armored Cavalry Regiment and the 1st Armored
Division; two years in Vietnam (1 yr. – Hg, USARV; 1 yr. – 1st Cavalry Division).
After retirement from the Army as a Colonel, served as a Director, Department
of Defense Programs, Atlantic Research Corporation (company develops and
manufactures rocket motors); performed research, analysis and interpretation of
Department of Defense programs, budgets and requirements; maintained liaison
with Department of Defense and Congressional staff and representatives of the
aerospace industry; formulated business development strategy.
Awards:

Language:
Lithuanian, English, some German
Membership:
American Defense Preparedness Association
American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics
Association of the United States Army
The Baltic Institute, Board of Trustees (Chairman)
Lithuanian–American Community
National Security Industrial Association
Navy League–Life Member
US Army War College, Alumni Association
Personal:
Born in Lithuania.
Maried; wife’s name is Ruta; fluent in Lithuanian, English and German.
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Among the awards included are: The Legion of Merit, 3 Bronze Stars, 3
Meritorious Service Medals, The Army Commendation Medal, Air Medal, and
The Vietnam Cross of Gallantry w/palm.

Two adult children: John Linas and Audrey Kristina.
Ú

Ú

Ú

DALIA KUODYTË
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Dalia Kuodytë was appointed Executive Director of the Lithuanian Genocide
and Resistance Studies Center in February of 1997. The Center is a Government
funded agency whose offices are located in the capital city of Vilnius, Lithuania.
They have representatives throughout the entire country.
The Center has two main departments: the Memorial Department
encompasses projects and programs to raise the consciousness of Lithuania’s
people through the preservation of monuments and the construction of new ones
which are dedicated to the memory of those who suffered and perished under
both the Soviet and Nazi occupations of Lithuania. One of the major programs
in this area is the Center’s oral history project “Living Memory”. The Research
Department compiles studies, and summarizes historical material. There are also
two separate Sections that are specialized in scope. The Special Investigations
Section prepares historical evaluations for legal cases involving crimes of genocide,
including the Holocaust. The Publications Section has already issued their
first compilation of historical documents pertaining to the Soviet occupation.
Perhaps the most unique of the Genocide Center’s projects is the revamping and
completion of the first Genocide Museum in Eastern Europe which is located in
the former headquarters of the KGB in Vilnius.
1962

Born in Kaunas, Lithuania

1987

Vilnius University degree in History

1987–1990

Academic fellowship at the Ninth Fort Museum in Kaunas

1990–1997

Director of History Section of the Association of Former
Deportees and Political Prisoners. Editor-in-chief of “Archives
of Lithuanian Resistance“

1996

Doctoral candidate at Kaunas University

1997

Exec. Director of Lithuanian Genocide and Resistance Studies
Center
Ú

216

 Turinys

Ú

Ú

VYTAUTAS LANDSBERGIS
Vytautas Landsbergis was born on October 18, 1932 in Kaunas, Lithuania.
The son of architect Vytautas Landsbergis-Þemkalnis and eye doctor Ona
Jablonskytë-Landsbergienë. In Kaunas he completed gymnasium and the
J. Gruodis Music School. In 1950 Mr Landsbergis entered the Lithuanian
Conservatoire in Vilnius. He graduated from it in 1955 and has lived in Vilnius
ever since. Mr Landsbergis began his career as an educator while a student in
Vilnius, from 1952, and remained in the teaching profession until his election as
President of the Supreme Council of the Republic of Lithuania in 1990.

On June 3, 1988, Mr Landsbergis was elected to the Initiative Group of the
Lithuanian Reform Movement “Sàjûdis”, and during the Sàjûdis Founding
Congress on October 22–23, to the Sàjûdis Seimas (Assembly) and the Seimas
Council. On November 25, 1988, Vytautas Landsbergis was elected Chairman
of the Sàjûdis Seimas Council. Since December 15, 1991, he holds the title of
Honorary President of Sàjûdis. On May 1, 1993, the Lithuanian Conservative
Party – Homeland Union was founded and Mr Landsbergis was elected its
Chairman, re-elected in 1995 and 1998.
On March 26, 1989, Mr Landsbergis was elected in the city of Panevëþys
to represent Lithuania in the USSR People’s Deputies Congress. Following his
election to the Supreme Council of Lithuania on February 24, 1990, Mr Landsbergis
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He has lectured at the M. K. Èiurlionis Music School, the Lithuanian
Conservatoire, the Vilnius Pedagogical Institute and at affiliated Conservatoire
departments in Klaipëda. Mr Landsbergis defended his doctoral dissertation in
1969 and from 1978 to 1990 was a professor of music history at the Lithuanian
Academy of Music. In 1994 he defended his thesis of doctor habilis there.
Mr Landsbergis has written ten books in musicology, art, and music history
(primarily monographs on the work of Lithuanian artist and composer
M. K. Èiurlionis). He edited scores and recorded long–plays of Lithuanian piano
music. Five books of political texts and one of poetry also belong to Mr Landsbergis.
He was also well known for his role in community affairs: for a long time he was
a member of the Executive Board and Secretariat of the Lithuanian Composers’
Union and of other science and art councils, as well as editorial boards. He
continues to be president of the M. K. Èiurlionis Society. Mr Landsbergis has
received awards for his outstanding contributions to the music field among which
is the 1975 Lithuanian (= Soviet administration) State Prize for his monograph on
the life and work of M. K. Èiurlionis. Since 1995 he is Chairman of the Organizing
Committee of the International M. K. Èiurlionis piano and organ competition.
Mr Landsbergis is also Chairman of the non–profit organisation “M. K. Èiurlionis
Competition”.

was elected on March 11, 1990, to lead the Council as its President and head of
the State, and presided over the session of the Parliament which proclaimed the
restoration of the independent Republic of Lithuania that day.
Mr Landsbergis was one of the leaders of the Council of the Baltic States
(1990–1992) and in 1990–1991 was Chairman of the Commission for the New
Constitution of the Lithuanian Republic, as well as of the State Delegation for the
negotiations with the USSR. Under his leadership Lithuania resisted the armed
violence and blockade of the USSR and achieved the international recognition
for its restored independence and also an agreement with Russia to withdraw
Russian troops from Lithuania.
After the elections in October–November 1992, Mr Landsbergis became
a member of the Parliament and was then elected leader of the opposition in
the Lithuanian Seimas (Parliament). He was also a member of the Lithuanian
delegation to the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, as well as a
member of the Lithuanian delegation to the Baltic Assembly.
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During the elections in October–November 1996, Vytautas Landsbergis again
became a member of the Parliament, and on November 25, 1996, he was elected
Chairman of the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania.
In 1991 Mr Landsbergis received the Norwegian People’s Peace Prize for
his role in the restoration of Lithuanian independence, the Award of Fondation
du Future (France), the International Freedom Foundation’s (UK) 1991 Freedom
Award. In 1992 he received Hermann–Ehlers–Preis, and in 1994, the 9th International
Ramon Llull Prize of the Catalonian Culture Congress Foundation. In 1997 Mr
Landsbergis was awarded the French Legion of Honour Order, second class. In
1998 he was awarded Vibo Valentia Testimony Prize (Italy) for his contribution in
Lithuanian liberation, Order of Grand Duke Vytautas, first class (Lithuania) and
Royal Norwegian Order of Merit (Grand Cross). In 1999 Vytautas Landsbergis
was awarded the Grand Cross Order of the Republic of Poland, UNESCO medal
for the contribution in development of democracy and in the fight for human
rights, Order of Merit (Grand Cross) of the Order of Malta, Grand Croix de l’Ordre
de l’Honneur of Greece, Truman–Reagan Freedom Award (USA). With the help
of the Norwegian People’s Peace Prize, Mr Landsbergis established the Vytautas
Landsbergis Foundation, a non-profit, charitable organisation dealing with the
care and education of handicapped children and young performing artists.
Mr Landsbergis holds a Doctor of Laws from Loyola University in Chicago
(USA), a Doctor of Humanities from Weber State University in Ogden (USA),
a Doctor of Philosophy from Vytautas Magnus University in Kaunas (Lithuania), a
Doctor of Philosophy from Klaipëda University (Lithuania), a Honorary Member
from Vilnius Gediminas Technical University (Lithuania). In 1992 Mr Landsbergis
was nominated the honorary degree of Doctor of Laws by Yale University (USA)
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but was unable to come to receive it. In 1997 he was elected academician of the
Lithuanian Catholic Academy.
Mr Landsbergis is married, with three children. Mrs Graþina RuèytëLandsbergienë is a well-known Lithuanian pianist and Professor of the Lithuanian
Academy of Music. His daughters Jûratë and Birutë are also musicians, and his
son Vytautas is a writer and film–maker.
Ú

Ú

Ú

GAVRIIL POPOV
Gavriil Kharitonovich Popov was born on October 31, 1936 in Moscow, the
descendant of a Greek family from the Crimean region. His father, Khariton, was an
economist, and his mother, Feodora, was a biologist. He began his primary education
in 1944 and completed his secondary education with special honors in 1954.

Between 1963 and 1988, G. Popov served in the Economics Faculty of MSU,
advancing through the ranks to become a department chairman and dean.
During his tenure as a dean, the faculty at MSU included many of the leading
economists of the USSR; a their students included a new generation of reformoriented economists who would later serve as prime ministers, finance ministers,
and other high–level officials of new Russia.
In 1970 G. Popov defended his second dissertation “Methodological Problems
in the Theory of Production Management,” qualifying him to become a Professor
Doctor (roughly equivalent to a full Professor in the American system). Beginning
in 1971, he headed one of the first departments of production management in
the country. Under his leadership curricula and instructional materials were
prepared for this discipline.
Between 1988 and 1992, G. Popov served as general editor of the journal
“Problems of Economics”, which developed an international circulation of more
than 80,000 readers. He directed research on about 50 theses and dissertations
and was the author of more than 300 publications. His monographs, which have
been translated into ten languages, include the following:
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Between 1954 and 1959, G. Popov began his formal study of economics at
Moscow State University (MSU), supported by a prestigious scholarship award.
Subsequently, he was accepted for post–graduate studies in the Department of
Accounting and Analysis of Economic Activities, and in 1963 he completed the
degree of a Candidate of Economic Sciences (roughly equivalent to a Ph. D. in
the American system), with a dissertation entitled “Applications of Computer
Technology in Economics. “

Application of Electronic Machines to Economics (1963)
Problems in the Theory of Management (1970, 1974)
Effective Management (1985)
Paths of Perestroika (1989)
The Glory and Poverty of the Administrative System (1990)
Newly in Opposition (1994)
Russia: Paths to Social Democracy (1996)
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Will Russia Have Its Second Millenium (1998)
For many years, G. Popov supported attempts by the progressive wing of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) to reform the Socialist system.
Beginning in the mid–1960s, when Prime Minister A. N. Kosygin sponsored
a modest program of economic reforms, G. Popov participated in their
formulation. During the leadership of Mikhail Gorbachev, G. Popov served on a
public commission, responsible for improvement of management. When limited
programs of reform failed to improve the performance of the Soviet economy, G.
Popov concluded that the Soviet system of centralized control, which he called
the “administrative system,” was at the root of the problem. He moved into
opposition against the CPSU.
In 1989 G. Popov was elected to a seat in the new Soviet parliament, the
Congress of People’s Deputies. Together with Andrei Sakharov, Boris Yeltsin, and
Yuri Afanasiev he served as a co–chairman of the Interregional Deputies, the first
official group opposition to the CPSU. Their efforts led to the repeal, in March
1990, of Article 6 of the Soviet Constitution, which had given the “leading role”
in the society to the Communist Party.
In 1990 G. Popov was elected to a seat on the Moscow City Council, and
he quickly became its chairman. In June 1991 with the support of more than 3
million voters he became the first mayor of Moscow. In that position he initiated a
radical program of reform, including privatization of housing, trade, restaurants,
and services. He reorganized the system of city management to eliminate special
privileges for the Communist Party members. Poor pensioners were given
free passage on city public transportation, and public support payments were
introduced for children. G. Popov was an important member of the leadership
team that rallied public support against the August 1991 coup attempt, preventing
the Communist Party from restoring its power in Russia.
In January 1992, G. Popov was elected president of the Russian movement
for Democratic Reform, and six months later he stepped down from the mayor’s
office. His resignation was caused by serious disagreement between G. Popov and
Russian leaders in questions of strategy and tactics of reforms after the CPSU decree.
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G. Popov returned to his teaching and theoretical politics and remained the
same Gavriil Popov as people had known him.
In recent years, G. Popov has served as chairman or president of the
International University in Moscow, the Free Economics Society of Russia, the
International Union of Economists, the Greek Community Federation, and the
Social Democrats of Russia. He is a member of the Political Consultative Council of
the President of the Russian Federation and is a member of the Scientific Council
of the Chairman of the Federation Council (the upper house of the parliament).
He is an academician of the Russian Academy of Natural Sciences and a
member of many other Russian and international organizations.
G. Popov is a laureate of the Lomonosov award (1986). In 1996 Russian
President awarded G. Popov with the Order of Honor.
He is an honorary citizen of the cities of Tokyo, Seoul, and State Massachusets,
and he holds an honorary Doctoral degree from the University of Utah and
Dowling College (New York recognized him with the honorary degree of Doctor
of Commercial Science.
Ú

Ú

Versti puslapį

Ú

DUMITRU PREDA
Born:
17 June 1951 in Bucharest
Education:
Faculty of History, University of Bucharest, Ph. D. studies in the field of the
history of international relations in the University of Bucharest; thesis on Romania
and Entente in World War I (1914–1918)
Position:
Diplomatic Counsellor, Director of the Diplomatic Archive of the Romanian
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Activities:
Chief archivist (1974–1977); scientific researcher and chief scientific researcher
(1977–1979) with the Centre for History Studies and Research and Military
Theory, in 1991 renamed as Bucharest Institute of History and Military Theory;
Chief of History Office of the Romanian Diplomatic Archive (1997–1998);
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author, co-author and co-ordinator of more than 25 history books and more
than 100 studies and articles in the field; author of numerous articles in
magazines, newspapers and other central and local publications;
participant of television and radio programmes and debates on history;
member of the Bureau of the Romanian Commission on Military History and
vice-president of the Romanian Military Archive Committee;
member of the Bibliography Committee (1990), member of the Military
Archive Committee of the International Commission of Comparative Military
History (1991);
member of the Commission for the History of International Relations (1995);
member of the International Association of Contemporary European History;
former professor of the Emi Racovitza Institute of Higher Education;
professor of Banat University, Tamisoara;
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lecturing in Romania and other countries;
participation in 3 international congresses on history (1980, 1990, 1995), ca
40 scientific colloquy and meetings on history and military history in Italy,
France, Spain, Belgium, Switzerland, Austria, Yugoslavia, Greece, Turkey,
Moldova, Poland, Canada, Bulgaria, Portugal, Germany, United Kingdom,
Israel.
Awards:
Mihail Kogalniceanu prize by the Romanian Academy for 1994 (awarded
in 1996);
three times awarded the Michel le Brave Grand Prix established by the Military
History Magazine (1992, 1994 and 1996);
N. Iorga prize established by Military History Magazine (1998).
Ú
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Ú

ROMUALDS RAÞUKS
Date and place of birth:
19 November 1955, Vilnius, Lithuania
Nationality:
Lithuanian
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Family status:
Married, two children (wife – Inguna Ebela, Chairperson of the Latvia’s
organization “Save the Children“, daughter – Danutë (8 years); son – Martinð
(5 years)
Education:
1980

Graduated from Medical Faculty of Vilnius University

1982

Completed residency at neurosurgery clinic

1982–1985

Post–graduate studies at the Moscow N. Burdenko
Neurosurgery Research Institute of the USSR Academy of
Sciences; defended dissertation for a candidate of medical
sciences degree in neurosurgery

1994

Candidate of medical sciences degree recognised as an M. D.
degree

Work experience and political activity:
Research fellow at the Medical Academy of Latvia

1987–1990

Chairman of Lithuanian Cultural Society of Latvia

1989–1990

Secretary of National Cultural Societies Association of Latvia

1990–1991

Chairman of Lithuanian Community of Latvia

1990–1992

Chairman of the Popular Front of Latvia

1993–
Neurosurgeon at P. Stradins State Hospital
October 1998
1994–

Laboratory research fellow at the Medical Academy of Latvia
and neurosurgeon at Riga City 7th Hospital

March 1997– Member of the Riga City Council; member of Social Issues and
City Development Committees
October 1998– Present member of the 7th Saeima, elected from the Union
Latvia’s Way; Deputy Chairman of the Latvia’s Way
Parliamentary Faction; Deputy Chairman of the Saeima Social
and Employment Matters Committee; Member of the Saeima
European Affairs Committee; Chairman of the Saeima Public
Health Committee; Head of the Latvian delegation to the Baltic
Assembly; present Chairman of the Baltic Assembly
Political party:
Union Latvia’s Way (Latvijas celð)
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1986–1993

Language skills:
Latvian, Lithuanian, Russian, English
Ú

Ú

Ú

EDGAR SAVISAAR
Date and place of birth:
Born 31 May 1950, Harjumaa Country, Estonia
Education:
1973

University of Tartu, historian

1977–1979

Post–graduate Course at the Institute of History of the ESSR

1981

Ph. D.
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Professional career:
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1979–1985

Head of the Planning Committee of Tallinn Regional Executive
Committee, Deputy Chairman of the Executive Committee

1985–1988

Department Head at the State Planning Committee of the
ESSR

1988–1989

Science Director of Mainor Enterprise

1988

Pioneer founder of the Estonian Popular Front, member of the
I, II and III Council of the Popular Front

1988–1992

Member of the Baltic Council of Popular Movements

1988–1992

Member of the Supreme Soviet of the ESSR, later of the
Republic of Estonia

1989–1991

Deputy of the People’s Congress of the USSR

1989–1990

Head of the State Planning Committee of the ESSR and
Minister of Economic Affairs

1990–1992

Prime Minister of the Republic of Estonia

1990–1992

Member of the Council of the Baltic States

1990

Member of the 1st composition of the Estonian Congress and
the Estonian Committee

since 1991

Founder and Chairman of the Centre Party of Estonia

since 1992

Member of the Riigikogu

1992–1995

Vice Chairman of the Riigikogu
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1995

Minister of Interior

1996–1999

Chairman of the Tallinn City Council

Social activities:
1990–1992

President of the Estonian Football Union

1997–1998

President of the Estonian Sumo Union

Publications:
Author of a number of investigations on futurology, economics, politics, and
global problems, numerous publications in press.
Ú
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SEMION SHARETSKY
Date and place of birth:

Higher education and academic titles:
Graduated from the Belarussian Agricultural Academy (1959) and Minsk
Higher Party School (1970). Doctor of economic sciences, professor, academician
of the Agrarian Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Belarus, member of the
Ukrainian Agrarian Academy, associate corresponding member of the Russian
Agricultural Academy.
Work experience:
Started working as early as being a pupil of a secondary school in Shchorsy. In
the fifth year of studies at the Belarussian Agricultural Academy (February 1959)
he was elected a deputy chairman of the collective farm in his native village of
Lauryshova. From January 1963 to August 1968 he worked as chairman of this
collective farm.
After graduation from Minsk Higher Party School, he was employed in this
school as a senior lecturer, associate professor and for eight years as the head of
the Faculty of Economics and Organization of Agricultural Production.
Having prepared a thesis for a doctor’s degree, he was appointed, upon his
own request, as chairman of the collective farm in the village Dori, Valozhynski
district, Minsk region (August 1984). Later on he worked as an adviser to the
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23 September 1936, the village of Lauryshova, Navahrudski district, Hrodna
region, Belarus.

Prime Minister of the Republic of Belarus and chairman of the Agrarian Party of
Belarus, established with his active participation. Currently he is a non-party man.
He was a deputy of the local councils in Navahrudski district and Hrodna
region. In May 1995 he was elected a deputy to the Supreme Soviet of the Republic
of Belarus, and on 9 January 1996 he was elected its Speaker.
Since 21 July 1999, according to Article 105 of the Constitution of the Republic
of Belarus, the President’s powers have passed to the Speaker of the Parliament
of the Republic of Belarus, and he has become Acting President of the Republic
of Belarus.
Publications:
Author of four textbooks on economics and organization of agricultural
production; recent books: “Agrarian Party and its Ideals”; “Tragedy of Belarus or
what Is the True Lukashism”; “Our Belarussian Home”.
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Awards:
The Order, the jubilee medal “For Achievements in Work“, the Honorary
Diploma of the Supreme Soviet of the Belarussian SSR.
Family status:
Married, has two sons and five grandchildren. His father died in the war in
1944. His 90 year-old mother lives together with him.
Ú

Ú

Ú

STANISLAV SHUSHKEVITCH
Stanislav Shushkevitch was born on the 15th of December 1934 in Minsk,
USSR. He graduated from the State Belarussian University (1956) and did his
post-graduate studies at the Institute of Physics of the Academy of Sciences of the
Belarussian SSR. The Doctor of the physical sciences, Professor, Corresponding
Member of the National Academy of Sciences of Belarus. The author of more than
150 scientific articles, 3 monographs. Honorable science and engineering worker
of the BSSR (1982), State Prize of the Belarussian SSR (1986), State Prize of the
Council of Ministers of the USSR (1985), International Pilip Orlic Prize (1995).
Stanislav Shushkevitch had worked at the Radio plant, from 1961 to 1991 – at
the Belarussian State University as a reader, Professor, Head of the Department
of Nuclear Physics, pro–rector of the scientific work.
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In 1989 he was elected a People’s Deputy of the USSR. From 1990 – a deputy
of the Supreme Soviet of the BSSR, in 1991 – a member of State Soviet of the
USSR. From 1990 to 1991 – the first Vice President of the Supreme Soviet of the
Republic of Belarus. From 1991 to 1994 – the Head of the Suprime Soviet of the
Republic of Belarus. From 1996 and now – a deputy of the Supreme Soviet of the
13th convocation. President of the party “Belarussian Social Democratic Gramada“.
Ú

Ú

Ú

JANIS STRAUME
Born in 1962 in Sigulda in a family of the politically repressed.
In 1980 J. Straume finished Sigulda secondary school No. 1. In 1986 he
graduated from the Riga Medical Institute; a physician.
Married, has two daughters and a son.
From 1986 to 1990 worked as a functional diagnostics physician at the Riga City
Clinic No. 3 and as an endoscopist at the Republic of Latvia Diagnostics Centre.

J. Straume has been elected to the 5th, 6th, and 7th Saeima from the Union For
Fatherland and Freedom. From 1993 to 1998 he was Chairman of the Union For
Fatherland and Freedom / LNNK Parliamentary Faction. J. Straume was also
a Board member of non-profit state joint-stock company Privatisation Agency.
On 3 November 1998 Janis Straume was elected Chairman of the Saeima
of the Republic of Latvia. He is a member of the Budget and Finance (Taxation)
Committee.
Ú

Ú

Ú

HEINRICHS STRODS
Interests:
History of the Baltic States
Agrarian History
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Since 1988 J. Straume has actively participated in the political movements
whose goals were to renew the independence of the Republic of Latvia – the
Latvian Human Rights Group Helsinki–86 (the Riga Chapter), the Latvian National
Independence Movement (LNNK), the Citizens’ Congress of the Republic of
Latvia, the Union of the 18th November, and the Union For Fatherland and
Freedom.

Political History
History of Church
Principal publications in history of the Baltic states, 14 books and booklets
only, total 670 articles, papers and chapters
Languages:
Latvian, Russian, German, English, French
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Education:
1950

University of Latvia, Faculty of History

1954

Dr. hist. University of Latvia (candidate of science in the former
USSR)

1977

Dr. of Historical Science (in the former USSR, Institute of
History, USSR), Moscow, Russia

1982

Professor of History, University of Latvia, Riga

1992

Dr. habil. hist. Institute of Latvian History, Latvian Academy
of Sciences, Riga, Latvia

Experiences:
1949–1957

Senior researcher in Central Historical Museum Latvia, Riga

1954–1982

Senior researcher, Head of the Department of Archeology and
Ethnology, Institute of History, Latvian Academy of Sciences,
Riga

1982–1998

Professor of History, Head of the Department of History USSR,
University of Latvia, Riga

1989–1997

Professor of History, Head of the Department of History of
Latvia, University of Latvia, Riga

Honours and awards:
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1957

Corresponding Member of International Council of Museums
(ICOM), UNECO, Paris

1967

Member of Association of Agrarian Museums, UNECO

1990

Fellow of Association for Research of History of the XVIII
Century, England

1992

Honour Member of Latvian Academy of Sciences, Riga

1994

An active Member of New York Academy of Sciences, New
York, USA
 Turinys

Professional activities and memberships:
1991–1997

Editorial Advisory Board for University Journal of Latvia
“History of Latvia“

1991–1997

Vice Chairman, Member Council of University of Latvia for
Promotion and Habilitation in History, Riga

1994–1997

Counsellor of Latvian Department of Naturalisation and
Imigration, Riga

1959–1997

Member of the Council of Symposium for Agrarian History of
Russia, Moscow

Lectures:
The Results of Main Latvian Archeological Excavations 1959–1965
Praha, 1996 (VII Congres International des Sciences Préhistoriques et
Protohistoriques)

Settlements of Peasants in Baltic in the XVIII–XIX Centuries. Stockholm, 1981
(VI Conference on Baltic Studies in Scandinavia)
General Lines of Russian Politics in the Baltic States. History and Contemporary
Situation. Wainermünde, Germany, 1993 (International Conference: Foreign
Politics of the Baltic States and International Relations to the Baltic States)
Courses:
History of Latvia. University of Latvia, 1982–1997; University of Kaunas,
Lithuania, 1992–1993
Economic History of Latvia. University of Latvia, 1982–1997; University of
Tartu, Estonia, 1985–1986
Problems of Latvian Modern History, 1940–1990. University of Latvia, 1996
History of Roman Catholic Church in Latvia, 1075–1995. University of Latvia,
1996
Sources of History of Latvia. University of Latvia, 1990–1997
Recent publications:
Heinrichs Strods. Latvian National Partisan War, 1944–1996. – Riga: Preses
Nams Press, 1996. – 574 p. (in Latvian)
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Chanfes in the Composition of Traditional Field Crops in Latvia in the XIX
Century. Tokia, 1968 (VIII International Congress of Anthropological and
Ethnological Sciences)

Heinrichs Strods. History of Roman Catholic Church in Latvia. – Riga:
University of Latvia Press, 1996. – 387 p. (in Latvian)
Heinrichs Strods. Under Black–Brown Sword: The Nazi Politics in Latvia,
1941–1944. – Riga: “Zvaigzne” Press, 1994. – 154 p. (in Latvian)
Heinrichs Strods. Dutchy Courland Question in the XVIII Century. – Riga:
University of Latvia Press, 1993. – Part I–II. – 420 p.
Heinrichs Strods. Agricultural History of Latvia (till 1990). – Riga: “Zvaigzne”
Press, 1992. – 287 p. (in Latvian)
Research projects:
Heinrichs Strods (Head of Project). History of the University of Latvia,
1940–1990. – University of Latvia, 1997–1999
Heinrichs Strods (Head of Project). Latvian National Partisans War, 1944–
1956. – Part II: Documents and Materials. – Latvian Council of Science,
1996–1998
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JUKKA TARKKA
Born:
7 September 1942, Tampere, Finland
Education:
Doctor of Philosophy, Helsinki University, 1977
Earlier positions:
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1995–1999

Member of the Parliament
Chairman of the Young Finns Parliamentary Faction
Deputy Member of the Grand Committee
Member of the Committee for Ordinary Law
Deputy Member of the Committee for Labour Affairs

1988–1995

Vice President of Yhtyneet Kuvalehdet Oy (Magazine
Publishing House)

1985–1988

Literary manager of Otava Publishing House

1980–1984

Manager of EVA (The Centre for Finnish Business and Policy
Studies)
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1972–1980

Information Manager for Teknos–Maalit Oy

1968–1972

General Division Manager of the Central Chemical
Confederation

1967–1968

Bulletin Editor for Instrumentarium Oy

Publications:
“13. artikla” (the 13th Article) (doctoral thesis of the War Guilt
Trial)

1977

“Tasavalta tulikokeessa” (The Republic in Trial by Fire), with
J. Magill

1980

“Paasikiven aika” (Paasikivi’s Time), History of Finland, part 8

1987

“Ei Stalin eika Hitler” (Neither Stalin nor Hitler)

1997

“Itsenainen Suomi” (Independent Finland), with A. Tiitta

1989

“Presidentin miisteri” (The President’s Minister), with
A. Karjalainen

1992

“Suomen kylma sota” (Finland’s Cold War)

1999

“Kysyjan osa” (The Role of Inquisitor)
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1977

Columns:
1980–1988

Columnist for Helsingin Sanomat

1988–1995

Columnist for Suomen Kuvalehti
Ú
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FRANCOISE THOM
Born in 1951, classical philology and Slovonic studies.
Doctoral thesis in contemporary history: Political Speech of Clichés (supervisor:
Alain Besancon, School of Social Sciences).
Since 1991–

Senior lecturer in contemporary history at the IV Sorbonne
University of Paris.

Main publications:
1987

La langue de bois (Political Speech of Clichés), Paris, Julliard

1989

Le moment Gorbatchev (Gorbachev’s Moment), Paris, Hachette

1994

Les fins du communisme (Communist Goals), Paris, Criterion
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A number of articles on Communism– and post-Communismrelated problems
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IRENA VEISAITË
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Irena Veisaitë is currently the Chairman of the Open Society Fund–Lithuania,
and by profession – a philologist and theatre critic. Born in Lithuania, she took
an MA in the German Language and Literature at Lomonosov State University
in Moscow and a Ph. D. at the University of Leningrad. She has taught world
literature and the history of theatre at Vilnius Pedagogical University; she is the
author of many articles, the co–author of some textbooks, and the editor of books
mainly connected with theatre. She is a member of the Lithuanian Theatre Union,
the Chairman of the UWC National Committee in Lithuania, and a member of
the UWC International Board.
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TRIVIMI VELLISTE
Date and place of birth:
4 May 1947, Tartu, Estonia
Education:
University of Tartu, English philology
Professional career:
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1976–1987

Staff writer at the cultural weekly “Sirp ja Vasar“

1987–1991

President of the Estonian Heritage Society

1991–1992

Counselor at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs, 1992, April

1992 Oct.

Deputy Foreign Minister

1992 Oct.–
1994

Minister of Foreign Affairs

1994–1998

Permanent Representative of Estonia to the United Nations

1998 Nov. –
1999 Mar.

Advisor to the Minister of Defence
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Since March
1999

Member of the Riigikogu, Vice Chairman of the Defence
Committee of the Riigikogu

Political career:
1989

Organizer of the Citizens’ Committee movement

1990–1991

Vice President of the Council of Estonia, standing body for
the Estonian Congress (transitional independent parliament);
Chairman of the Council’s Foreign Relations Committee

Marital status:
Married, three children
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International Conference
“THE MOLOTOV–RIBBENTROP PACT.
THE PRESENT AND THE FUTURE OF THE BALTIC STATES”
28 September 1999, Vilnius, Lithuania
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