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The Research Problem and Relevance

The term anti-Semitism was coined in 1879 by a German radical
politician and author Wilhelm Marr. An earlier term Judeophobia (anti-
Judaism) that expressed Christian prejudice against Jews had become
obsolete and ceased to satisfy the needs of pseudoscientific, nationalistic
and anti-Christian ideology. The term coined by W. Marr was based on
the comparative philology, which defined a number of languages
(Hebrew, Aramaic and Arabic) as ‘Semitic’. “Anti-Semitism” is a
misnomer because a word such as ‘Semitism’ does not exist nor requires
an opposite term, although implication of the word is clearly perceptible.
The designation invented by W. Marr reflected the quintessence of anti-
Semitic worldview: the Jews are allegedly plotting an insidious conspiracy
and seeking world domination. The nineteenth century anti-Semitism was
a modern phenomenon brought about by a rapid development of
modernization, nationalism, capitalist production relations, and the
collapse of traditional farming communities, which embraced ideas and
concepts (racial exclusion) that did not typify incipient forms of anti-
Judaism®. The problem of defining the phenomenon of Soviet anti-
Semitism and, by the same token, an analysis of its evolution is a far more
complex process.

Anti-Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR was a phenomenon produced by
the interaction between negative attitudes towards and prejudice against
Jews that had taken root in certain sections of society prior to the Soviet
occupation and the hostility towards Jews under the influence of Soviet
ideology, sporadically aided and abetted at the state level, which might be
designated as Soviet anti-Semitism. There is a general consensus in
historiography to the effect that the hostility towards Jews based on anti-
Judaic myths acquired the hallmarks of modern anti-Semitism during the
period of the Lithuanian national revival in the nineteenth century; anti-
Semitism in the interwar Lithuania manifested itself in competition for the
domination in the economic sphere and in accusing Jews of pro-

!TRUSKA, L.; VAREIKIS, V. Holokausto prielaidos: antisemitizmas Lietuvoje,
XIX a. antroji pusé — 1941 m. birzelis = The Preconditions for the Holocaust:
Anti-Semitism in Lithuania (second half of the 19™ century — June 1941). Vilnius,
2004, p. 36, 136.



communist activities; anti-Semitism, gaining momentum during the first
Soviet occupation, warranted genocidal policies pursued under Nazi
occupation?. In the aftermath of the Holocaust, the majority of survivors
sought to emigrate from Lithuania just as from other Central and Eastern
European countries. Traditional orthodox Jews had vanished altogether,
while those who stayed behind in the communist-controlled countries are
better defined as persons of Jewish descent. Since 1944, when Lithuania
was annexed by the Soviet Union, anti-Semitism could neither be tolerated
nor openly disseminated due to its contradictions to the basic ideological
tenets of Communism. One of the principal theses of Communist ideology
postulated that conflicts between different national groups were to die
away with the passing of exploitation, economic competition and a social
class of the bourgeoisie exemplified by its hostility towards the Jews.
Hence, anti-Semitism was regarded as a social phenomenon of the
capitalist system and was formally persecuted. Notwithstanding
ideological postulates, Soviet anti-Semitism, however, was effectively
shaped and maintained until the declaration of Lithuania’s independence
through latent hostility towards the Jews by way of various propaganda
campaigns and restrictions in the cultural, educational and religious
spheres. Soviet anti-Semitism, persistently manifesting in the forms of
anti-cosmopolitanism and anti-Zionism after 1945, was considerably
different from the pre-war anti-Semitism. Economic disparities between
Jewish and non-Jewish populations, likewise external manifestations of
exclusion, in Communist countries had disappeared®. However, the
accusations of the spread of Communism against Jews continued
persistently among the general public, with anti-Semitic arguments being
occasionally used in the internal conflicts of the communist authorities.
Anti-Semitism in the Soviet Union being a unique phenomenon in the
history of anti-Semitism due to its latent content, the terms of anti-Semitism,

2 DIECKMANN, CH.; SUZIEDELIS, S. Lietuvos Zydy persekiojimas ir masinés
Zudynés 1941 m. vasarq ir rudenj: Saltiniai ir analizé = The Persecution and Mass
Murder of Lithuanian Jews during Summer and Fall of 1941: Sources and
Analysis. Vilnius, 2006; Holokaustas Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m. Sud. A. BUBNYS.
Vilnius, 2011.

3 VAREIKIS, V. Anti-Semitism in Europe: from blood legends to World Zionists
Conspiracy. Paper read at the international conference
#RememberanceResponsibilityFuture. November 9, 2017, Vilnius.
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Soviet anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism, as well as the patterns of their
application, require further definition. A multitude of studies on the
terminology of anti-Semitism have been produced, but for the purpose of
the dissertation | shall follow the definition proposed by sociologist
Vytautas Kavolis that anti-Semitism refers to a) marking the Jews apart
from other national and religious groups considering them as the main
source of evil, b) blaming the Jewish religion or the race for that, c)
discerning their powerful conspiracy aimed at domination and exploitation
of others, d) and therefore demanding isolation of the Jews by boycotting or
segregating them from the society, unlike other groups*. Such definition
regards anti-Semitism as a complex and dynamic interaction between
individual, cultural or institutional strata, and therefore it may account for
the fact that animosity towards Jews survives even without expressing it at
the ideological level and turns eventually into the framework for
“cognizance” of the Jews. This stems primarily from the fact that anti-
Semitism is associated with the prejudice against Jews by treating them as
the inferior group in social environment. The definition proposed by
V. Kavolis essentially correlates with the European scholarly tradition and
is applicable in an analysis of the phenomenon of anti-Semitism spanning
the period from the Lithuanian national awakening through to the Holocaust
in Lithuania, but it fails to account for the idiosyncrasies of Soviet anti-
Semitism. Furthermore, definitions given by other researchers also fail to
provide anything new on the issue of terminology. Helen Fein defines anti-
Semitism as a persisting latent structure of hostile prejudices against Jews
as a collective manifested in individuals as attitudes, and in culture as myth,
ideology, folklore and imagery, and in actions — social or legal
discrimination, political mobilisation against the Jews, and collective or
state violence — which results in and/or is designed to distance, displace, or
destroy Jews as Jews®. Benjamin Isaac defined anti-Semitism as “a proto-
racist set of ideas” and ““a collective prejudice with delusional aspects” that
attributes to the Jews, as a collective group, negative traits that are

4 KAVOLIS, V. Zmogus istorijoje. Vilnius, 1994, p. 544.

5 FEIN, H. Dimensions of Antisemitism: Attitudes, Collective Accusations, and
Actions. In The Persisting Question: Sociological Perspectives and Social
Contexts of Modern Antisemitism. Ed. by H. FEIN. Berlin, New York, 1987,
p. 67.



unalterable, the result of hereditary factors®. In other words, “Jewishness” is
considered a quasi-biological trait (allegedly inherent) that can’t be altered
by the Jews themselves. Hannah Arendt, while acknowledging anti-
Semitism as a historical phenomenon, insisted that it was an outrage to
common sense — “anti-Semitism as an ideology remained, with very few
exceptions, the prerogative of crackpots in general and the lunatic fringes in
particular.”” None of these definitions of anti-Semitism reveals specific
features of Soviet anti-Semitism, while references to them constitute a risk
of underestimating or failing to identify nuanced (hidden) forms of hostility
towards Jews in the Soviet period. Thus, Soviet anti-Semitism presents a
case which is hard to insert in the framework of a structured definition
because it is not self-evident and, as often as not, involves feelings and
hostile emotions lingering in the air.

It is the difficulty of identifying its purposes and addressees that makes
Soviet anti-Semitism even more exceptional. Propaganda did not
disseminate any racial or class-based hatred of the Jewish people,
however, as a means of manifestation of the Soviet policy it operated in
other ways. The Soviet system, with the help of anti-Semitism,
endeavoured to minimise aspirations of the Jews to emigrate by promoting
a hostile image of Zionism and lIsrael and that, in its turn, shaped an
attitude that renunciation of “Jewishness” and rejection of Zionist ideas
would ensure them a status of a full-fledged Soviet citizenship. On the
other hand, Soviet propaganda was targeted at both the domestic and
foreign audiences. Anti-Semitic (anti-Zionist) propaganda was perceived
as an instrument facilitating the maintenance of friendly relations with
Arab countries and contributing to the isolation of Israel. The importance
of the Arab support is further corroborated by an abundance of translations
into foreign languages of books and pamphlets of an anti-Zionist content,
which aimed to explain the significance of opposition to Zionist ideology
and policies to the West, and not to the Jews as a national entity. Thirdly,
the Soviet system made efforts to channel frustrations of society in the
direction of a vulnerable target — the Jews of the USSR. This statement is

6 ISAAC, B. The Ancient Mediterranean and the Pre-Christian Era. In
Antisemitism: A History. Ed. by A. S. LINDEMANN, R. S. LEVY. New York,
2010, p. 34.

" ARENDT, H. Totalitarizmo istakos. Vilnius, 2001, p. 11.
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based on the insights by Hannah Arendt that totalitarianism requires an
“objective enemy” who is the “carrier” of subversive tendencies®. The
system that has a monopoly on truth might be interfered with only by a
conspiracy of “secret” powers, which was symbolised by the “alliance of
Imperialism and the Jews”. This pragmatic version should not be regarded
straightforwardly because, irrespective of the need to find a scapegoat and
to minimise public dissatisfaction with material shortages and so forth and
thereby to distract criticism away from authorities, the Soviet system had
sufficient capacity to do without anti-Semitism as an instrument of mass
control.

Furthermore, the definition of Soviet anti-Semitism represents an
additional problem because anti-Semitism in the discourse of the
Lithuanian SSR was portrayed as an irrational prejudice against Jews,
which was typical of “Imperialism” and capitalism, while anti-Zionism
was seen as a legitimate response to Israel’s “expansionist” policies in the
Middle East. Soviet propaganda in Lithuania sought a clear distinction
between anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism and, more than once, emphasised
that the latter term only referred to the hostility towards Israel and not
towards the Jews, while Zionism was defined as a Jewish bourgeois
nationalist ideology®. Soviet propaganda invariably implied an association
between any traditional manifestation of anti-Semitism and the tsarist,
Nazi or capitalist forms of government and their ideologies, while anti-
Zionism had to carry negative connotations related to imperialism such as
racism, land grabbing, and anti-Arab “discrimination” in the Middle East.
The Soviet regime thereby simultaneously shaped two contradictory
positions, which provided an opportunity to employ anti-Semitism as a
tool for system manipulation. Thus, in 1948 Solomon Mikhoels, the
chairman of the Jewish Anti-Fascist Committee, was murdered on the
orders of Joseph Stalin and received a state funeral, however, the anti-
cosmopolitan campaign targeted at Jewish intelligentsia was inaugurated
thereupon. Lev Mekhlis, another famous Soviet official of Jewish decent,
was given a solemn funeral in 1953 in the midst of the case of “doctors-
saboteurs”, whilst at the same time the press promoted a fierce campaign

8 lbid., p. 178.
9 ANICAS, J. et al. Lietuviskoji tarybiné enciklopedija. T.10. Vilnius, 1983,
p. 181-182.



against “Zionist agents” and “plunderers of state-owned property”, the
majority of whose names associated with Jewish identity. For the purpose
of defining the notion of Soviet anti-Semitism, therefore the fact remains
that the term did not obtain any definite systematic and structured
characteristics and rather remained implicit (latent) and externally
inconspicuous. Soviet anti-Semitism is an unstructured and amorphous
(formless) attitude directed against the Jews, not an explicit hatred but
balancing between the proclaimed equal legal status of the Jews as citizens
of the Soviet Union and the de facto hostility towards Jews prevalent in
the general population.

Anti-Semitism remains a phenomenon which represents a challenge
for European countries. The International Holocaust Remembrance
Alliance during the Bucharest plenary in May 26, 2016 adopted the
following non-legally binding working definition of anti-Semitism, which
states that “anti-Semitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be
expressed as hatred toward Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations
of anti-Semitism are directed toward Jewish or non-Jewish individuals
and/or their property, toward Jewish community institutions and religious
facilities™°. The fact the anti-Semitism remains an issue in Lithuania is
evidenced by the published results of the 2014 survey of attitudes toward
Jews conducted by Anti-Defamation League, an international non-
governmental organization based in the United States. Based on the survey
data, the general population of Lithuania still holds the view that Jews are
more loyal to Israel than to Lithuania, they are too vocal about the
Holocaust, they don’t care what happens to anyone but their own kind,
and Jews have too much power in international financial markets't. Hence,
taking into account these facts, the relevance of the dissertation is based
on the proposition that the hostility towards Jews, shaped by the Soviet
regime, has found its way into individual attitudes, social norms and
behavioural patterns of people. Such version rests on the assertion by post-
revisionist Sovietologists relying on the theory of a French historian and

10 Working Definition of Antisemitisim [interactive], [accessed 23.09.2017].
Internet access: <https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/working-definition-
antisemitism>.

1 An Index of Anti-Semitism [interactive], [accessed 27.06.2014]. Internet access:
<http://global100.adl.org/#country/lithuania>.

10


https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/working-definition-antisemitism
https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/working-definition-antisemitism
http://global100.adl.org/#country/lithuania

philosopher Michel Foucault that official discourse has shaped thinking
and identity of individuals, unbeknownst to them, whether or not they
accept or oppose it because both stay in the same field of discourse®?.
Consequently, following the restoration of the independence of Lithuania
anti-Semitism has survived in manifold forms in both public and private
discourses of society, while Lithuanian general public has accepted
changes in the assessment of Lithuanian-Jewish relations and the history
of the Holocaust in Lithuania with relative indifference. Even at the
political level, attempts have been made to minimise the responsibility of
collaborators for the Jewish massacres during the Nazi occupation, to
downgrade the extent of Lithuanian collaboration, to make offhanded
connections between Jews and those involved in the sovietisation process.

The understanding of the consequences of the Soviet occupation will
be incomplete without the research of the genesis and development
dynamics of Soviet anti-Semitism in Lithuania. The Soviet Lithuanian
regime did not essentially promote the criticism of anti-Semitism as a form
of hatred, on the contrary, the regime fomented it indirectly by means of
various propaganda campaigns directed against Zionism and Israel. Soviet
anti-Semitism provided background for anti-Semitic insinuations when
issues of the Middle East policies or the lIsraeli-Arab conflict were
discussed in public. Problematic issues have not been raised in
historiography — to what extent and in what environment might Soviet
anti-Semitism have existed in Lithuania? What were the manifestations
and specific features of Soviet anti-Semitism in Lithuania in comparison
to other Soviet republics? Another problematic issue of significant
importance is whether the hostility towards the Jews that existed in Soviet
Lithuania was directed against Jews as a racial group or whether that
hostility was spawned by social, economic, cultural, and psychological
factors? Soviet anti-Semitism, as a phenomenon, being scarcely studied,
and virtually non-existent in Lithuanian academic discourse, the factor of
a lack of research creates conditions for persistent manifestations of latent
anti-Semitism and moral insensitivity.

2 Plg. RAMONAITE, A. Ivadas: nematomos sovietmetio visuomenés
paradoksai. In Nematoma sovietmecio visuomené. Moksl. red. A. RAMONAITE.
Vilnius, 2015, p. 13.
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Although anti-Semitism that surfaced in Lithuania after the collapse of
Communism in the absence of a Jewish presence has lost its
socioeconomic basis, which it had prior to the Second World War, yet the
issues of compensation and restitution of Jewish property that have
received lopsided media coverage might give rise to the strengthening of
anti-Semitic sentiments in the general population. Following the
restoration of the independence of Lithuania, the Seimas of the Republic
of Lithuania promulgated the acts condemning the genocide of Jews and
anti-Semitism. No parliamentary party, serious political force or
grassroots movement make declarations or statements of anti-Semitic
nature. Anti-Semitic statements and slogans have remained a means of
expression of marginal individuals or informal neo-Nazi groups. Sporadic
comments of anti-Semitic character are related to the assessment of the
Second World War developments in Lithuania (the Double Genocide or
the Symmetrical Approach theories). Though anti-Semitic articles are rare
in Lithuanian press, it is latent trends which can be traced on website
comment pages that are more worrying.

The dissertation makes a claim to clarify why the response to anti-
Semitic incidents is rather passive on the part of public authorities in an
independent Lithuania. The latter factor is therefore particularly important
because a lack of responsiveness and the failure to give a proper
assessment of such incidents by Lithuanian law enforcement authorities is
becoming an obstacle in the implementation of a series of the European
Union decisions on combating anti-Semitism, thereby discrediting the rule
of law. Anti-Semitic incidents are becoming an instrument for
undermining the international prestige of the state of Lithuania, especially
in the context of current relations with the Russian Federation, with
Kremlin propaganda depicting Lithuanians as “fascists”, “Jew-shooters”
or “pathological anti-Semites”. Through the actualisation of “anti-
Semitism in the Baltic states” and the Holocaust themes the Kremlin is
actually covering up its real interests — to provide its own interpretation of
history in the Baltic countries, to stage information attacks and to
undermine Lithuania’s image abroad. The facts are deliberately ignored
that it was only in an independent Lithuania that comprehensive studies of
the Holocaust and anti-Semitism were initiated, the Holocaust
remembrance activities inaugurated, the International Commission for the
Evaluation of the Crimes of the Nazi Regime appointed, and the Holocaust
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education programmes implemented. However, the lack of academic
works on the subject of anti-Semitism in Soviet Lithuania is probably a
cause that allows further shaping of the frame of mind which is
accountable for persistence of rather lukewarm attitudes towards
manifestations of anti-Semitism in today’s Lithuania. Under the Soviet
regime the Jews were identified with exploitation, Zionists, and religious
fanatics coveting only material possessions. An adverse impetus on the
development of Lithuanian and Jewish relations was created by
sovietisation, the Holocaust and traumatic experiences in the Second
World War. The Holocaust memory was glossed over in the Soviet period
fiction, press, and film. According to the tenets of Soviet ideology it was
cohorts of “peaceful Soviet citizens” (communists, Komsomol members,
soviet activists, workers and “common people”) that fell victim to the Nazi
genocidal policies. The Holocaust was virtually erased from the collective
mind of Lithuanians. It was under such circumstances that society in the
Lithuanian SSR developed and a new generation grew up for which an
official discourse, maintaining a distorted image of Jews and keeping
silence on Jewish history, came to be a source of knowledge about Jews.
Thus, a sometimes retrospectively shaped moral indifference to the
manifestations of anti-Semitism and a lack of empathy for other is seen as
a normal and innocent phenomenon in certain segments of Lithuanian
society.

The object of the research
Soviet propaganda campaigns, ideological and political factors that
gave rise to the formation of prejudice against Jews in Lithuania in the
period 1944-1990.
The research aim
To research the development of anti-Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR

based on an integrated analysis of the scientific research, archives,
periodicals, memoirs and reminiscences.
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Objectives:

1. To examine the origins of Soviet anti-Semitism and its
development during the campaigns against “cosmopolitanism”
and “doctors-saboteurs” in the Lithuanian SSR.

2. To analyse the “Jewish question™® in Soviet Lithuania: a) attitudes of
part of the members of the political and cultural elites (nomenklatural#)
towards the Jews, b) policy patterns involving denationalisation
(sovietisation) of Jews, c) attitudes of censors pertaining to the shaping
of the image of Jews in the works of fiction published during the Soviet
period, d) propaganda campaigns and modes of action against
“currency speculators”, €) against Zionism and Israel.

3. To research reflections of anti-Semitism and collective violent
excesses against Jews in Soviet Lithuania.

Chronological framework of the research

The chronological framework is defined by the period of domination
of Soviet system and implementation of Soviet policies from 1944, when
the Soviet Union occupied a larger part of the Lithuanian territory, through
1990 when the independence of Lithuania was restored.

Research methodology

For the purpose of the research of Soviet propaganda campaigns and
factors, which were responsible for the shaping of the phenomenon of anti-

13 The “Jewish question” in Soviet semantics designated the framework of
attitudes and policies of authorities pertaining to the status of Jews. The phrase,
origins of which go back to the texts of Karl Marx and which was widely used in
the Russian Empire, took root in Soviet discourse. MARX, K. Zur Judenfrage.
Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrbiicher. Bd. 1, 1984, S. 347-377.

14 Soviet nomenklatura refers to cadres in key positions, soviet elite, decision
makers who were in charge of the Communist Party policy management and had
the power to formulate goals and requirements at different levels.
IVANAUSKAS, V. Sovietiné nomenklatira ir iSskirtinis vartojimas: nuo
privilegijy iki nelegalumo. Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2014, nr. 1 (35), p. 85.
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Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR, an array of methodological approaches has
been used. Firstly, descriptive method is used to present factological material.
The dissertation provides descriptions of the definitions referring to the
hostility against Jews, whereby it is intended to highlight problematic
application of Soviet anti-Semitism to such definitions. Descriptive method is
also used in the study of the attitudes of the Soviet Lithuanian nomenklatura
members towards the Jews. An analysis of their character and activities in
their relations with Jewish friends, fellows, associates, enemies and so forth
affords ground for the assessment of the stance and attitudes of the
nomenklatura personae vis-a-vis the “Jewish question” in the Soviet Union.
Descriptive method is also employed to convey the thoughts of
contemporaries pertaining to the research object and certain documents (such
as letters and memoranda of Lithuanian Jews addressed to Antanas Snieckus),
authentic citation of which, with the help of analytical method, would
facilitate the perception of the phenomenon of Soviet anti-Semitism and its
specific manifestations in the Lithuanian SSR. The dissertation also makes
use of the approach specific to the social sciences with interview techniques,
involving survey of interviewees (respondents) for gathering of empirical
materials, employed. This method helps reveal experiences of contemporaries
and the amassed information that was not recorded in writing and remained
off-the-record (e.g. what actions were planned, what were the thoughts and
actions of the members of the Communist Party and cultural Soviet
nomenklatura, what sentiments prevailed among the general population of the
Lithuanian SSR in connection with the negative images of Jews promoted by
Soviet propaganda). The method of analysis is applied for the research of
Soviet anti-Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR by splitting it into segments
reflecting prejudice against Jews (attitudes towards Jews shown by the
members of the Lithuanian nomenklatura, Soviet policies of denationalisation
of Jews, approaches of censorship towards Jewish images in Lithuanian
literary fiction, propaganda campaigns against Zionism, Israel and “currency
speculators”), which are dealt with individually. These segments are
identified in the dissertation for the reason that they are viewed as the key
factors that brought about anti-Jewish feelings in Soviet Lithuania.
Qualitative analysis of content is applied within the framework of collection
and systematisation of archival and periodical sources required for the
research, while a semiotic approach is used in the study of Jewish images in
Lithuanian fiction and anti-Zionist and anti-Israeli propaganda in the texts of
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periodical press and caricatures. Based on the research of the identified
segments of Soviet anti-Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR, generalisations will
be made referring to the arguments, patterns and essential practices that
shaped hostility towards Jews. Following the application of these logical
methodological operations, the comparative method is then used in the
dissertation when, for example, propaganda campaigns against
“cosmopolitanism”, “currency speculators”, Zionism and Israel are explored
and compared to the similar propaganda cases in other Soviet republics (by
focusing on the cities within the European part of the USSR). The comparison
of Soviet anti-Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR represents a significant
approach in the dissertation whereby it is attempted to determine similarities
and differences, transformations and trends in the hostility towards Jews as
inspired by the Kremlin. Furthermore, the chosen action plan, designed to
analyse anti-Semitism in Soviet Lithuania, will provide the basis for
verification (assessment) of the theses pertaining to the “Jewish question” in
the Soviet Union, which are part and parcel of historiography: Soviet anti-
Semitism was a politicised phenomenon which was implemented through
directives concerning Jews on an equal-uniform basis in all the Soviet
republics; Soviet society did not make any difference between Zionists and
Jews, regarding all of them as Jews; Soviet anti-Semitic policies facilitated
the penetration of the communist ideology and its popularity among the
citizens of the Soviet Union; the Communist Party nomenklatura in the
Lithuanian SSR was a subservient vehicle for the implementation of the
Kremlin directives and, in the wake of the second occupation of Lithuania by
the USSR, Lithuanians turned into an overwhelmingly anti-Semitic nation to
the extent than they had been ever before. Using comparative, analysis and
synthesis methods in the research it is expected that new evaluative
information will be elicited on the factors accountable for the formation of a
specific case of Soviet anti-Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR.

The structure of the dissertation
The dissertation consists of the introduction, the research and analysis
chapters, the conclusion and the list of references and sources. The main

body of the thesis is divided into 3 chapters and 10 subchapters, which
deal with the key periods of rise of anti-Semitism in the Soviet Union, i.e.
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1948-1953, 1961-1964 and 1967-1984. Chapter One explores the origins
of Soviet anti-Semitism in Lithuania and the trials amidst the campaigns
against “‘cosmopolitanism” and “doctors-saboteurs”. Chapter Two
contains an analysis of the attitudes of Soviet Lithuanian nomenklatura
vis-a-vis the “Jewish question”; the areas involving Soviet policies
directed against Jewish identity (policies pertaining to various Jewish sites
of memory and remembrance, anti-Judaic propaganda and approaches to
the Jewish educational and cultural issues); approaches of Soviet
Lithuanian censorship towards Lithuanian literary fiction texts published
in the Soviet period; propaganda campaigns against “currency
speculators”, Zionism and Israel. Chapter Three examines reflections of
anti-Semitism and collective violent excesses against Jews in Soviet
Lithuania society.

Sources

For the purpose of dealing with the case of anti-Semitism in the
Lithuanian SSR the following sources have been used which can be
divided into six sets.

1. The first set includes documents and records stored at the Lithuanian
Special Archives (LYA) and the Central State Archives (LCVA). The
scarcity of archival records makes it difficult to conduct research of Soviet
anti-Semitism and to ascertain the extent to which the Central Committee
of the Lithuanian Communist Party (LKP) was a conductor of the
directives issuing from the Kremlin and to what extent it affected policy
making in regard to the citizens of Jewish extraction in Lithuania. The
reason for this is that directives and orders of the LKP Central Committee
were often conveyed through informal channels, therefore the set of
sources preserved at the archives cannot be deemed as fully representative.
The highest value among the records of the former State Security
Committee (KGB) fonds of LYA, however, present those documents that
reflect orders issued by the state security structures, reports showing
specific aspects of recruitment and operational surveillance activities
directed against former members of Zionist organisations, doubts as to the
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“loyalty of Jews” and personal files'®. Out of the document collection of
the LYA division of the Lithuanian Communist Party (LKP), the
dissertation makes use of the letters concerning the “Jewish question”
addressed to First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Lithuanian
Communist Party, Antanas Snieckus®®, minutes of the meetings of the
Central Committee!’, the Vilnius City Committee!®, the primary party
organisation of the Vilnius drill plant'® and the primary party organisation
of the radio component plant of the Vingis manufacturing association®.
Out of the fonds stored at the Central State Archives, use was made of the
files of the Council for the Affairs of Religious Cults?* and Lithuanian
embassies in London??, Toronto?, Washington® and to the Holy See?®.
Petitions published in the West, contained in those files, are valuable for
the purpose of highlighting the concern within the Jewish community of
Lithuania and the causes that engendered such concern (for instance, an
increased anti-Zionist propaganda).

The dissertation has made use of the collections of published archival
records?®. They provide documents relevant to the research, which reveal

BLYA, f. K-30, ap. 1; f. K-41, ap. 1; f. K-1, ap. 10, ap. 18, ap. 46, ap. 58.

18 LYA, f. 16895, ap. 2.

LYA, f. 1771, ap. 11, ap. 205, ap. 261.

1B LYA, f. 3109, ap. 59.

WLYA, f. 15007, ap. 1.

2 LYA, f. 15008, ap. 1.

2L CVA, f. R-181.

22| CVA, f. 648.

B CVA, f. 665.

2L CVA, f. 656.

B CVA, f.673.

% Lietuvos kultira sovietinés ideologijos nelaisvéje: 1940-1990. Sud.
R. BAGUSAUSKAS, A.STREIKUS. Vilnius, 2005; Komunistinio reZimo
jsitvirtinimas Lietuvoje ir jo nusikaltimai: antroji sovietiné okupacija (1944—
1953). Sud. V. TININIS. Vilnius, 2009; I'ocyoapcmeennviti anmucemumusm 6
CCCP. Om nauana oo kynvmunayuu, 1938-1953. Cocr. I'. B. KOCTBIPYEHKO.
Mocksa, 2005; Lietuvos partizany kovos ir jy slopinimas MVD-MGB
dokumentuose 1944-1953 metais. Sud. N.GASKAITE, A.KASETA,
J. STARKAUSKAS. Kaunas, 1996; KGB slaptieji archyvai: 1954-1991 m. Sud.
K. BURINSKAITE, L. OKULICIUTE. Vilnius, 2011; Atgimstanti Lietuva ir
Zydai. Sud. E. ZINGERIS. Vilnius, 1997.
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operating patterns of the anti-Zionist and anti-lsrael campaigns,
repressions against Jews committed by the state security agencies of the
Lithuanian SSR, various discriminatory measures, etc.

2. The second set of sources, which is of paramount importance in
exposing Soviet anti-Semitism propaganda campaigns in the Lithuanian SSR,
comprises periodical press?’. Articles that appeared in Soviet newspapers and
magazines are of great value in terms of allowing to establish the differences
in the course of anti-Zionist and anti-Israel propaganda campaigns between
the central (USSR) and peripheral (LSSR) authorities, to trace the cases of
incitement of anti-Semitic acts and so forth.

3. The third set of sources used in the dissertation includes memoirs
and reminiscences?, which help disclose manifestations and experiences
of Soviet anti-Semitism or elicit individual attitudes vis-a-vis the
campaigns against “cosmopolitanism”, “doctors-saboteurs”, Zionism,
“currency speculators” and Israel. On the other hand, a major issue in
using literary memoirs is whether they should be ascribed to fictional or
documentary literature. The question arises what is the relation between

27 | Gimtasis krastas“, ,,Komjaunimo tiesa“, ,,Komunistas, ,,Laikas ir jvykiai*,
,Raudonoji véliava®, ,Sluota®, ,,Svyturys®, , Tarybiné Klaipeda®, ,,Tarybine
moteris®, ,,Tiesa“, ,,Beuepuue HoBocTH®, ,,3BecTus, ,JluteparypHas rasera,
Munckas mnpaspa®, ,JIlpana®, ,IlpaBga Boctoka“, ,,CoBerckas JlatBus‘,
,CoBerckas MongaBus®, COBETCKOE UCKYCCTBO .

28 FAINAS, J. Berniukas su smuiku. Vilnius, 2017; Apie antisionizma,
sovietizacijg, atoming jégaing: pokalbis su FinkelSteinu. Akiraciai, 1984, nr. 6
(160), p. 8-9; JOSADE, J. Mintys apie zydy muziejy. In Zydy muziejus. \/yr. red.
J. CEITLINAS. Vilnius, 1994, p. 18-22; JOSADE, J. Uztrenktos durys. Laiskai
is Vilniaus j Tel Avivq: dialogai ta pacia ir kitom temom. Vilnius, 1993;
KANOVICIUS, G. Strichai autoportretui. In Siaurés Aténai [interactive],
26.02.2010 [accessed 04.02.2016]. Internet access:
<http://www.satenai.lt/2010/02/26/strichai-autoportretui/>, OGINSKAITE, R.
Gib a kuk. Zvilgtelck. Pokalbiai Olgos ir Grigorijaus Kanoviciy namuose.
Vilnius, 2017; PALCINSKAITE, V. Atminties babilonai arba as vejuos vasarg.
Vilnius, 2015; PETUCHAUSKAS, M. Santarves kaina. Vilnius, 2009;
POJIbHUKAWTE, M. 4 6ce smo npasda. Cankr-Ilerep6ypr, 2002; GINAITE-
RUBINSONIENE, S. Atminimo knyga. Vilnius, 1999; PLASSERAUD, Y. Irena
Veisaité. Tolerance and Involvement. Leiden, 2015; SVEDAS, A. Irena Veisaite.
Gyvenimas turéty biti skaidrus. Vilnius, 2016; United States Holocaust Memorial
Museum (USHMM), RG-02, 184 (Survivor Testimonies).
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fact and fiction in the texts of this genre? What value it holds for historical
research? It must be noted that the value of such text essentially depends
on the readiness of a reader to make judgment whether reminiscences will
be accepted as an account of the past or a mere reflection of subjective
experiences. It is for this reason that published memoirs often receive
cautious evaluation, while texts concerning the Soviet period (especially
those produced by the former nomenklatura representatives and their
family members?) are criticised for their apologetic character. There is
also a problem that people in their accounts tend to show themselves in a
“better light” than in real life. It can therefore be assumed that memoirs of
the Soviet nomenklatura members, people for whom public reputation is
particularly important®, must be treated cautiously. This applies to the
narratives on the benevolence to the Jews on the part of certain members
of Lithuanian political and cultural elite or to the frequently mentioned
“philosemitic” attitudes of A. Snieckus. Memoirs are subjective as they
represent selective human memory determined by different kinds of
experience. It is therefore that ego-documents®, representing

2 BARKAUSKAS, A. Laikmecio jkaitai. Vilnius, 2009; BARKAUSKAS, A.
Taip, jis buvo sazinés ir garbés riteris. In Snieckaus fenomenas. Prisiminimai ir
pamgstymai. Sud. V. KAZAKEVICIUS, R. MALISAUSKAS. Vilnius, 2003,
p. 73-167; BORDONAITE, M. Draugas Matas: Antang Sniecky prisiminus.
Vilnius, 1983; FERENSIENE, G. Rytoj to nebus. Vilnius, 1998; JANUITIS, J.
Uzvakar ir Siandien: 35 metai eterio tarnyboje. Vilnius, 1998;
JASKEVICIUTE, D. Monikos Mironaités gyvenimo romanas. Vilnius, 2008;
LIPSKIS, S. Amziaus audry paviliotas: knyga apie Justg Paleckj. Vilnius, 2010;
RADAITIS, V. Asmeniskai apie Antang Sniecky. In Snieckaus fenomenas.
Prisiminimai ir pamgstymai. Sud. V. KAZAKEVICIUS, R. MALISAUSKAS.
Vilnius, 2003, p. 310-313; SEPETYS, L. Neprarastoji karta: siluetai ir spalvos:
atsiminimai. Vilnius, 2005; TAPINAS, L. Laiskanesys, pasiklydes dykumoje:
Vytauto Zalakeviciaus gyvenimo ir kiirybos pédsakais. Vilnius, 2008.

% RAMONAITE, A. Op. cit., p. 25.

31 BALTAKIS, A. Gimiau paciu laiku: is dienorasciy 1960-1997. Vilnius, 2008;
BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj dienoras¢io: 1978 m. gruodzio 1 d. — 1979 m. vasario 28 d.
Metai, 2016, nr. 12, p. 107-135; BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj dienorascio: 1978 m.
spalio 1 — lapkri¢io 30 d. Metai, 2016, nr. 11, p. 105-128; BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj
dienorag¢io: 1983 m. Metai, 2017, nr.2, p. 115-131; BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj
dienora$¢io (1987 m. liepa). Metai, 2017, nr. 7, p. 124-135; STANKUS, J. Tarp
dienorascio eiluciy. Vilnius, 2005; V. Charazovo melsvasis sgsiuvinis. In
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(self)reflections, produced by active participants in cultural life and people
affiliated to nomenklatura assume a particular relevance as sources.

Oral evidence (oral history)® on Soviet anti-Semitism in Lithuania was
gathered using semi-structured or unstructured (in-depth) interviewing
method. However, it is also important to consider that an uncritical
approach to information supplied by interviewees would be too risky.
Their accounts, as if it were, take on a life of its own and become
increasingly disengaged from the reality, while an established convention
of a certain narrative starts to influence other narratives®. For instance,

Lietuviskoji nomenklatira 1956—1990 metais: tarp sovietinés sistemos ir
neformaliy praktiky. Sud. S. GRYBKAUSKAS. Vilnius, 2005, p. 89-140.

32 Recollections by A. B., a ship fitter and repairman, recorded during an interview
with the author on 22.01.2012; recollections of Irena Veisaité, a literature and
theatre historian, recorded during an interview with the author on 08.12.2014;
recollections of an author Dalija EpSteinaité recorded during interviews with the
author on 18.10.2011, 16.03.2016, 10.2016; recollections of a philosopher
Leonidas Donskis recorded during interviews with the author on 06.09.2013,
09.04.2014; recollections of Bella Shirin recorded during an interview with the
author on 31.01.2015; recollections of Ch. K. recorded during an interview with
the author on 19.10.2016; recollections of Simonas Dovidavicius recorded during
an interview with the author on 22.07.2015; recollections of Grigorijus
Kanovicius, a writer, recorded during an interview with the author on 15.12.2015;
recollections of Sergéjus Kanovicius, a poet, recorded during interviews with the
author on 01.07.2015, 17.06.2016, 16.11.2016, 18.04.2017; recollections of
Rachilé Kostanian, a museum worker, recorded during an interview with the
author on 17.10.2011; recollections of Arkadijus Vinokuras, an actor and
journalist, recorded during interviews with the author on 23.11.2014, 12.01.2015;
recollections of Povilas Gaidys, a theatre director, recorded during an interview
with the author on 18.10.2013; recollections of Vytautas Cepas, a politician,
recorded during an interview with the author on 26.10.2016; recollections of
Vilius Kavaliauskas, a journalist, recorded during an interview with the author on
21.10.2013, 05.12.2013; Biographical interviews from the 2010-2012 project
Remembrance of the Soviet Times in Life Stories in Lithuania: the Relationship
between Public and Private Discourses funded by the Research Council of
Lithuania (VAT-18/2010). Project managers: D. LEINARTE, L. ZILINSKIENE,
S. KRANIAUSKIENE, I. SUTINIENE, 1. GECIENE.

3 SEPETYS, N. Apie Sagjiidzio istakas ir savaimig visuomeng. [Rec. kn.: Sgjiidzio
istaky beieskant: nepaklusniyjy tinklaveikos galia. Moksl. red. A. RAMONAITE,
J. KAVALIAUSKAITE. Vilnius, 2012]. Knygy aidai, 2012, nr. 3, p. 8-29.
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differences in “memory construction” become marked between ordinary
workers and a better educated intelligentsia. This is because of the fact
that interlocutors are questioned about a radically different historical time,
economic and social context, they have personally lived through drastic
political transformations, and therefore their attitudes to the Soviet past
might be complicated (apologetic, negative, rejective, etc.). Memoirs
expose differences in the reflections on anti-Semitism in Soviet Lithuania
and lead to assumptions about relevant factors that impacted them. It must
be noted that part of memoirs is likely to reflect a focused attitude of a
certain segment of society, namely that of intelligentsia, a question
therefore remains whether the same ideas obtained in the general
population of the Lithuanian SSR. Each personal story is unique while an
attitude to the events held by every interviewee is subjective and
conditioned not only by external judgment of events post factum but also
by internal beliefs and value systems.

4. The fourth set of sources used in the dissertation includes texts of
Lithuanian literary fiction which dealt with the image of Jews. These texts
are split into two subsets: 1. texts written prior to the Second World War
and reprinted in the Lithuanian SSR groups®*; 2. Texts produced in Soviet
Lithuania®.

3 GOSTAUTAS, J. Ponas Teiséjaitis arba pasakojimas apie Lietuvg ir
Zemaitijq. Vilnius, 1967; KREVE, V. Silkés. Rinktiniai rastai. T. 3. Vilnius,
1982, p. 65-76; KUDIRKA, V. Rastai. T. 1. Vilnius, 1989; LIETUVIS, M. Apie
totoriy, lietuviy ir maskvény paprocius. Vilnius, 1969; MICKEVICIUS, A. Ponas
Tadas arba paskutinis antpuolis Lietuvoje. Eilérasciai. Poemos. Vilnius, 1987,
p.417-728; PETKEVICAITE-BITE,G. Ad astra.  Vilnius, 1967;
PETKEVICAITE-BITE, G. Pasikalbéjimai. Vilnius, 1967; PETKEVICAITE-
BITE, G. Laiskai. Vilnius, 1968; PIETARIS, V. Rinktiniai rastai. Vilnius, 1973;
VAIZGANTAS. Nebylys. Vilnius, 1985; VALANCIUS, M. Palangos Juzé.
Vilnius, 1965; VALANCIUS, M. Pasakojimas Antano tretininko. Rastai. T. 1.
Vilnius, 1972; VALIUNAS, S. Ant mariy krasto. Vilnius, 1976; ZEMAITE.
Rastai. T. 1. Kaunas, 1948; ZEMAITE. Rastai. T. 3. Kaunas, 1948; ZEMAITE.
Rastai. T. 4. Vilnius, 1957; ZEMAITE. Autobiografija. Kaunas, 1947.

% BALTUSIS, J. Parduotos vasaros. Kaunas, 1985; BALTUSIS, J. Sakmé apie
Juzg. Vilnius, 1979; PETKEVICIUS, V. Apie duong, meile ir Sautuvg. Vilnius,
1984; SAVICKIS, J. Novelés. Vilnius, 1967; SIMONAITYTE, I. Gretimos
istorijélés. Vilnius, 1986; SIMONAITYTE, |. Paskutiné Kinelio kelioné.
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5. The fifth set of sources comprises virtual databases that contain
depictions of Jews in the press and proclamations of the guerrilla
movement®®,

6. The last, the sixth set of sources, is represented by Soviet ideological
publications®, which sought to discredit Judaism, to tendentiously describe
Israeli policies and to shape a negative image of Zionism by selectively
choosing and adapting various quotations from the Torah and the Talmud.

Thesis statements to defend

Specific character of Soviet anti-Semitism in the Lithuanian SSR as
proposed in the dissertation and the assessment of the state of knowledge
makes for the formulation of hypotheses to be verified on the basis of
empirical data:

1. The Soviet system, which largely abandoned mass repressions
after J. Stalin’s death, attempted to control the life of society by
means of ideology and anti-Semitism could have been a means to
secure social stability in Lithuania. The revival of an archetypal
“scapegoat” function is viewed as a symbolic reference to the
domestic (economic) and foreign (shifts in the power balance in
the Middle East) problems faced by the regime, because the Soviet

Vilnius, 1971; SLUCKIS, M. Laiptai j dangy. Vilnius, 1963; SRUOGA, B.
Apyausrio dalia. Kaunas, 1945; SRUOGA, B. Dievy miskas. Vilnius, 1960;
SIMKUS, J. Prie krintancio vandens. Vilnius, 1976.

% Proclamations and other writings of the partisans [interactive]. Internet access:
<http://talpykla.istorija.lt/handle/123456789/241>; Virtual exhibition: Creative
Activities of the Lithuanian Partisans [interactive]. Internet access:
<http://www.archyvai.lt/It/lya_parodos/lietuvos-partizanu-kuryba.html>.

3 LIVSICAS, G. Judaizmo kilmé ir reakciné esme. Vilnius, 1965;
AKSAMITAS, P.; FREIDHEIMAS, P. Judaizmas ir sionizmas. Vilnius, 1974;
JEVSEJEVAS, J. Sionizmas: ideologija ir politika. Vilnius, 1972; ZIMANAS, G.
Hiuzijos ir tikrové: sionizmo ideologija ir praktika. Vilnius, 1984; ZIMANAS, G.
Mes — patriotai ir internacionalistai. Vilnius, 1977; ZIMANAS, G. Sionizmas —
ideologija ir praktika. Vilnius, 1980. Sionizmas be kaukés. Sud. J. VAITKUS.
Vilnius, 1973; Sionizmas — imperializmo ginklas. Vilnius, 1971.
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powers needed a subject that could perform a function of
deflection of the tensions in society.

There were quite a few internal conflicts in the power structures
of the Soviet Union, hence, the idiosyncrasies of Soviet anti-
Semitism on the periphery (Lithuanian SSR) were marked by the
fact that, due to a more liberal environment, the general attitude
of the regime towards Jews was more moderate and the Jews
enjoined greater opportunities to participate in the life of
nomenklatura (cultural élite). The Soviet system lacked the
flexibility and therefore underestimated the Lithuanian SSR
where Lithuanians had a long experience of cohabitation with
Jews, which wasn’t always hostile. A manifold reality (discourse)
existed in the life of Lithuania and Lithuanian intelligentsia
featured a higher inherent culture that could influence on the
levels of anti-Semitism.

The Soviet system shaped attitudes of the general population
towards Jews using specific features of anti-Semitism patterns in
Lithuania selected on a manipulative basis. Since anti-Semitism
does not have a rational explanation, being rather based on
emotional arguments, with debates on the issues of the
Lithuanian-Jewish  relations unfading among academic
community and general public, it was convenient for the
authorities, for the sake of interests of the system, to rely on the
hostility towards Jews exhibited by certain sections of the Soviet
Lithuanian population, which had shaped and taken root in the
course of the twentieth century. Soviet anti-Semitism, which
emerged during the second Soviet occupation and was displayed
through propaganda campaigns against “doctors-saboteurs”,
Zionism, Israel, and “currency speculators”, created conditions
for the maintenance of the spirit of prejudice against Jews in
public discourse.
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Conclusions

Conclusions to be drawn based on the research are as follows:

1. In the aftermath of World War I, the Soviet regime in Lithuania
provided assistance to Jewish Holocaust survivors (limited restitution,
cultural and educational activities) in the early post-war years, the
situation, however, started to change with the trends of anti-Semitic
policies in the Soviet Union coming forth. Prejudice against Jews in the
Lithuanian SSR, dictated by the Soviet authorities, enhanced and
manifested itself through limitations imposed on the individuals of Jewish
decent to work in power structures. In the first post-war decade, hostility
towards Jews noticeably emerged in the activities of the Ministry of State
Security (MGB), although it did not spread into the public sphere. The
security agencies persecuted Jews on suspicion of Zionist activities, their
desire to emigrate (Aliyah), and on the maintenance of contacts with
family members living abroad, which fuelled doubts about Jewish loyalty
to the Soviet regime. The MGB embarked on a more intense persecution
of Jews in 1948, with the campaign against “cosmopolitanism” gaining
momentum, however, an analysis of the publications in Tiesa, the official
daily newspaper of the Lithuanian SSR, shows that the reaction was
feeble. It was not until 1950 that anti-cosmopolitan propaganda was
launched in earnest, which was marked by an emphasis on the “threat of
Imperialism”, it nonetheless eschewed anti-Semitic rhetoric. In contrast to
the central press of the Soviet Union, Tiesa did not engage in the practice
of supplementing former “Jewish” names next to the persons indicted of
cosmopolitanism. The situation changed in January 1953 when anti-
Zionist propaganda reached its peak against the background of the case of
“doctors-saboteurs”. This case was part of the anti-Semitic propaganda
orchestrated in the framework of Soviet ideology supporting the notion
shaped by central authorities on a hostile “Imperialist world”. With the
start of the trials of ‘“doctors-saboteurs”, accusations of ‘“anti-state”
activities against Zionists (“bourgeois nationalists”) were made a central
theme in the media of the Lithuanian SSR. The propaganda consistently
produced images of Jews of anti-Semitic character and it seems probable
that Lithuanian MGB structures attempted to devise a Lithuanian version
of the “doctors-saboteurs” case when an investigation of the death of
writer Petras Cvirka was launched.
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2. a) The impact and penetration of Soviet anti-Semitism in the
Lithuanian SSR could have been dampened either through personal
networks in the nomenklatura or by the capacity to manoeuvre within the
discourse of Soviet anti-Semitism propaganda. The Soviet Lithuanian
nomenklatura was quite reserved in their approaches towards the “Jewish
question”, and therefore it was less involved in the construction of Soviet
anti-Semitic policies (such as propaganda campaigns against Zionism or
Israel). A favourable attitude towards Jewish artistic activities in the
spheres of art, literature and cinema prevailed among cultural figures that
belonged to the nomenklatura environment. There were also sporadic
(individual) efforts to address the concerns of Lithuanian Jews, including
assistance in their aspirations to emigrate. The key factor that influenced
this kind of state of affairs involving the “Jewish question” in Soviet
Lithuania was the fact that people of higher culture and morals had the
upper hand in both milieus, that of the Lithuanian Communist Party elites
and intelligentsia which formulated policies in cultural and artistic
domains, and which did not include overt anti-Semites and where
experiences of cooperation between Lithuanians and Jews had existed in
a variety of spheres (e.g. in the communist underground activities in
interwar Lithuania).

b) The Soviet nationality policies in relation to Jewish remembrance
sites, Judaism, culture and education was an indicator that marked
otherness of the Jews among other national groups of Soviet Lithuania.
Soviet authorities formally adhered to the position that Jews were inclined
to assimilate (acculturate) and that governmental discriminatory measures
were not applied against them. Until the late 1940s, the Soviet regime in
Lithuania was quite favourable to the preservation of Jewish identity, but
Judaism practices, Jewish cultural life and education were received with
some reservations (e.g. there were two active synagogues in Vilnius and
Kaunas, a Jewish museum, Jewish orphanages and schools). During the
“Thaw” period in the Soviet Union, if only for propaganda purposes,
Jewish amateur art collectives were allowed to function, and Jewish
writers could produce works on Jewish themes, however, policies aimed
at denationalisation of Jews were progressively gaining ground which
manifested through eradication of ethnic, national and religious identity
elements. Jewish education facilities ceased their activities, Jewish
cemeteries were either destroyed or neglected, and “Jewish” identity in the
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USSR nationalities system was deprived of its institutional support.
Nevertheless, nationalities policy towards the Jews in the Lithuanian SSR
was not aggressively focused to the extent it was in other Soviet republics
where domains of the development of Jewish identity were subject to
sovietisation processes that compelled Jews to shun their national and
cultural-linguistic expression. This selective Soviet nationalities policy in
Lithuania essentially survived until the beginnings of the Lithuanian
Reform Movement Sgjiidis which saw the establishment of the Lithuanian
Jewish Cultural Society.

¢) Publishing of literature on Jewish themes was restricted in the Soviet
Union, but the situation in the Lithuanian SSR was specific in that that
greater numbers of works on Jewish life were allowed to see the light.
Censorship in Lithuania was more lenient in its approach to the texts and
therefore works containing anti-Semitic motifs were approved. Although
there was a body of literature constructing an alternative discourse (e.g.
literary works of G. Petkevicaité-Bité, G. Kanovicius, |. Meras), texts by
Lithuanian authors published during the Soviet period rarely contained a
neutral or a positive fictional Jewish character. In most cases, it was
limited to a fragmentary or traditional representation of Jews. Censors in
the Lithuanian SSR were concerned about the impact on the general
population made by the texts denigrating Jewish image, hence, in an effort
to follow the tenets of Soviet ideology, book prefaces included
explanations which attempted to justify a negative image of Jews that
functioned in Lithuanian folklore and literary fiction by references to
social relations in bourgeois society. The specific situation in the field of
publication of Lithuanian fictional works should be attributed to the
policies during the “Thaw” period and inconsistencies of Soviet
censorship.

d) The propagandistic case of “currency speculators” in Lithuania was
part of the Soviet regime staged campaign targeted at economic offenders
and addressed to the general public that demanded straightforward
answers, leaving no space for any questions and nuances. Given the fact
that Soviet authorities saw it important to draw attention of society to the
struggle against economic crimes and fearing lest that propaganda
campaign end up as one of the many routinised measures of social
education, the use was made of the rhetoric conveying negative Jewish
images. Even taking into account that the campaign in Soviet Lithuania
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was less intensive and involved fewer judicial trials in comparison to other
cities of the Soviet Union (e.g. in Lvov, Minsk), none the less, by invoking
construed images, the use was made of stereotyped (folklorised) anti-
Semitic judgments (such as “Jewish haggler”, “smart dealer”) or complex
associations of Jewish image using a psychological principle of action to
convey information in a well-defined and concrete logical sequence.
Thereby a definite identity of “currency speculators” was provided to the
general population.

e) Soviet anti-Semitic and anti-Israeli propaganda in the Lithuanian
SSR did not operate systematically. It somewhat decreased after J. Stalin’s
death and such situation prevailed until 1956, when the relations between
Israel and the Soviet Union deteriorated in the midst of the Suez Crisis.
Anti-Israeli propaganda then increased with articles, which attacked
Zionism, proliferating. However, in contrast to the central media of the
Soviet Union, stylistics of anti-Israeli propaganda in Soviet Lithuania in
the period between 1956 and 1964 had a more formal character. The
assessment of geopolitical developments in the Middle East demonstrated
a more neutral stance in Lithuania, without biased attempts to criticise
Jewish aspirations to emigrate and only occasionally associations
involving negative semantic representations of Jews appeared in print. In
the wake of the Six-Day War in 1967 propaganda against Zionism and
Israel metamorphosed by crystallising into campaigning, i.e. it morphed
into well-orchestrated Soviet propaganda activities. Whereas the criticism
of Zionism, initiated in the “Thaw” period in Soviet Lithuania, was
targeted at the attempts to “neutralise” Jewish emigration, anti-Zionist
rhetoric against Israel in the aftermath of the War of 1967 was actually
used to disguise anti-Semitism, which had to cater to geopolitical and
domestic interests of the regime. Jews were turned into a tool for
manipulation in the context of ideological confrontation with “Western
imperialism”. An analysis of the contents of the Communist Party organ
Tiesa suggests that editors had to manoeuvre between selective
propaganda directed against Zionism and Israel and directives coming
from the Kremlin. Such assumption is based on the construction of rather
formulaic articles, reprints of propaganda clichés, a more moderate anti-
Zionist and anti-Israeli rhetoric, which was enhanced to a certain degree
in the texts produced by journalists writing for the central press of the
Soviet Union but not by those in the Lithuanian SSR. Those texts
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associated the Jews (Israelis) with “imperialist world” through
deliberately invoked archetypal Jewish images and different theories of
conspiracy. Meanwhile, editorial staff of Tiesa, instead of promoting a
“dangerous collusion between Zionism and Imperialism”, focused on the
construction of an alternative discourse, i.e. efforts to clarify that anti-
Zionism and anti-Semitism were not an identical phenomenon. Moreover,
a case of Lithuanian-based Soviet anti-Semitism was not created in
contradistinction to the developments during the case of “doctors-
saboteurs”. This fact evidences to the absence of an overt and truculent
prejudice against Jews and ideological subservience to the Kremlin orders
among the members of the Lithuanian SSR nomenklatura. This “more
liberal” course pursued by Tiesa shows that the shaping of a discourse was
influenced not only by the central line of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union but also by the stance and the facility to manoeuvre by the
newspaper editors (civil servants in the nomenklatura). This selectivity
vis-a-vis the Kremlin directives, however, is not unambiguously treated as
a proof of a more positive Soviet policy on the “Jewish question”. The
possibility remains that the actions, which amounted to a more or less
independent position, were in fact a capability of the Soviet system to
adjust to specific conditions of the Lithuanian SSR and thus effectively
functioned in propaganda discourse.

Files of the KGB of the Lithuanian SSR on the threats of Zionism and
Israel often contain episodic, sketchy and superficial information.
Whereas, for instance, an increased activity of the State security agency
was prominent in the search for “clandestine saboteurs” during the case of
“doctors-saboteurs”, the KGB activities, after the Six-Day War, resembled
efforts to uncover potential anti-government threats where a real danger
was minimal indeed. Zionism, as a system symbolising hostile ideology
and policy, raised suspicions of the security agencies, however, in the
activities of the Lithuanian KGB it was intertwined with an emphasis on
the threat of “Western imperialism” and Zionism, and therefore it did not
receive special attention. It was confined to the surveillance of the leaders
of Zionist organisations that were active in Lithuania in the interwar
period and of foreign Zionists who were suspected of the promotion of
Aliyah and “nationalistic” feelings. This state of affairs is explained by the
fact that the control of the KGB went over to the Lithuanian nomenklatura
in 1959 and thence operational activities shifted towards a more selective
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approach keeping in line with opinions prevailing in the nomenklatura of
the Lithuanian SSR.

3. In recollections of Lithuanian Jews, reflections of anti-Semitism
include individual actual, or just anticipated, experiences of prejudice. It has
been observed that part of Jews regarded anti-Semitism virtually as an
attribute of daily life stemming from hatred based on national origin,
especially in view of the fact that being Jewish and having a passport entry
showing that (the “fifth paragraph”) implied exclusion. Tension was fuelled
by incidents of everyday anti-Semitism in various social situations that often
involved pointing out to Jewish background, while in addition to earlier
accusations such as of the “death of Jesus” and “exploitation of
Lithuanians”, a new image emerged, that of a “Jewish communist”.
Memoirs most often refer to the case of “doctors-saboteurs”, as a glaring
example of Soviet anti-Semitism, when propaganda discredited Jews,
regarded them as potential “traitors to the motherland”, “agents of
imperialism”, and that Lithuanian Jews lived under constant threat. Some
Jews were compelled to question communist ideals because of that case,
while others stuck to the position that hostility towards Jews was a
temporary error of the Communist system. Despite divergent attitudes,
recollections and memoirs of Lithuanian Jews about the case of “doctors-
saboteurs” have one thing in common — an atmosphere of mistrust created
by the Soviet system, with anxious expectation for an anticlimax. For all
that, experiences of anti-Semitism fixed in informal communication during
the Soviet period do not seem to be sufficiently informative to help pinpoint
the causes of the origin of anti-Jewish prejudice. Uncertainties are created
by the fact that authors of the stories are often inclined to underline the
condition in the Lithuanian SSR as being the least prejudiced against Jews
in comparison to that in other Soviet republics. Five intercorrelated causes
have been identified which contributed to the conditions that shaped
expressions of anti-Semitism in Soviet Lithuania: 1) the post-war economic
deprivation in the Lithuanian SSR and the demoralisation of society; 2)
extreme events and traumatic experiences (Soviet occupation, repressions,
deportations); 3) identification of the Jews with participants in sovietisation
processes in Lithuania; 4) Lithuanian literary fiction with similar
predominant representations of the Lithuanian-Jewish relationship that
communicated information on Jews as targets of abuse; 5) the capacity of
Soviet anti-Semitic propaganda to exploit for its own purposes fragmentary
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knowledge about Jews among the general population of Lithuania. Thus,
propaganda against “cosmopolitans”, Zionism, Israel, and “currency
speculators” was able to stir up heightened feelings because it operated
through associative images that incited and maintained anti-Semitism.
Explanations, though different in form but essentially similar in content,
about an “aggressive Israel” and “imperialist Zionism” might have lost its
relevance eventually, it is, however, important to bear in mind that the
development of Lithuanian-Jewish relations in the nineteenth and twentieth
century was represented neither in academic nor moral values contexts.
Hence, opinions differ on whether collective “popular” representations (e.g.
in literature, cinema, private communications) belonged to the sphere of
stereotypes, i.e. unverified, non-analysed, hearsay images with a potential
power to influence behaviour and imagination.

The study of collective violent excesses against Jews has revealed
mental qualities of the Soviet Lithuanian society (susceptibility,
“mobilisation”) facilitating perpetuation of “pre-pogrom” myths and the
fact that the political power structures of the system had a choice to use
them. Anti-Semitic attacks in Lithuania, however, were of a more
spontaneous nature and were influenced by the revolutionary mood (in the
case of Klaipéda), and therefore their rational explanation is difficult.
However, apart from the interaction between Jewish images redefined by
everyday anti-Semitism (from blood libel to a Jewish communist) and
Soviet anti-Semitism, or a pretext behind frustrations of the general
population (dissatisfaction with the Soviet regime, economic problems),
collective violence against Jews was invoked by mob psychology, with
individual responsibility minimised. Authorities in the Lithuanian SSR
made efforts to deactualise collective violence against Jews, while laying
the blame on uneducated and thuggish individuals. The state security and
law enforcement authorities were not passive observers of anti-Semitic
excesses and took active measures against them. Such excesses, however,
were never denounced and given assessment at an official level.
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MOKSLO DAKTARO DISERTACIJOS SANTRAUKA
LIETUVIU KALBA

Tyrimo problema ir aktualumas

Antisemitizmo terminas buvo sukurtas 1879 m. vokie¢iy radikalaus
politiko ir rasytojo Wilhelmo Marro. Senasis judeofobijos (antijudaizmo)
terminas, kuriuo buvo isreiSkiama kriks¢ioniy antipatija Zydy atzvilgiu,
paseno ir  nebeatitiko  pseudomokslinés, nacionalistinés  ir
antikrik$¢ioniskos ideologijos poreikiy. W. Marro iSrastas neologizmas
rémeési komparatyvine filologija, kuri tam tikras kalbas (hebrajy, araméjy
ir araby) apibrézé kaip ,semitines”. Antisemitizmas yra nelogiskas
terminas, kadangi tokio ZodZio kaip semitizmas, kuriam reikéty sukurti
opozicinj terming, néra, taciau Sio zodzio konotacija yra gerai suvokiama.
W. Marro  sugalvotas  pavadinimas  atspindéjo  antisemitinio
pasaulévaizdzio kvintesencijg: Zydai planuoja surengti klastinga sagmoksla
ir jsivieSpatauti pasaulyje. XIX a. antisemitizmas buvo sparcios
modernizacijos, nacionalizmo, kapitalistiniy santykiy, tradicinés
agrikultiirinés bendruomenés liizio raidos sukeltas modernus fenomenas,
apémes id¢jas ir sgvokas (rasinis atskyrimas), kurios nebuvo biidingos
ankstyvosioms antijudaizmo formoms®. Sovietinio antisemitizmo
fenomeno apibrézimo problema, kaip ir jo raidos analizé, yra
sudétingesnis procesas.

Antisemitizmas Lietuvos SSR buvo dar iki sovietinés okupacijos
dalyje visuomenés jsitvirtinusiy neigiamy nuostaty zydy atzvilgiu
sgveikos su sovietinés ideologijos jtakg patyrusiu ir kai kuriais atvejais
valstybiniu lygmeniu kurstytu priesiSkumu zydams, kurj galime pavadinti
sovietiniu antisemitizmu, reiskinys. Istoriografijoje sutariama, kad
antijudaistiniais mitais paremtas prieSiSkumas zydams XIX a. lietuviy
tautinio atgimimo metais jgijo moderniojo antisemitizmo bruozy;
tarpukario Lietuvoje antisemitizmas reiskési konkurencinéje kovoje dél

!TRUSKA, L.; VAREIKIS, V. Holokausto prielaidos: antisemitizmas Lietuvoje,
XIX a. antroji pusé — 1941 m. birzelis = The Preconditions for the Holocaust:
Anti-Semitism in Lithuania (second half of the 19™ century — June 1941). Vilnius,
2004, p. 36, 136.
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dominavimo ekonomikos sferoje ir kaltinant zydus komunistiniu
aktyvumu; pirmosios sovietinés okupacijos laikotarpiu sustipréjes
antisemitizmas nacisty okupacijos laikotarpiu paskatino genocidinés
politikos vykdyma?. Po Holokausto i§ Lietuvos, kaip ir i§ kity Vidurio
Ryty Europos Saliy, stengési emigruoti dauguma islikusiy zydy.
Tradiciniai ortodoksai zZydai apskritai iSnyko, o tuos, kurie liko komunisty
kontroliuojamose Salyse, labiau tikty apibiidinti kaip zydy kilmés asmenis.
Nuo pat 1944 m., kai Soviety Sajunga uzémé Lietuva, antisemitizmas
negaléjo biti toleruojamas ir skleidziamas atvira forma dél prieStaravimy
pagrindiniams ideologiniams komunizmo principams. Viena svarbiausiy
komunistinés ideologijos teziy buvo ta, kad konfliktai tarp skirtingy
tautiniy grupiy iSnyks tuomet, kai neliks iSnaudojimo, ekonominés
konkurencijos ir socialinés burZzuazinés visuomenés klasés su jai budingu
priesiskumu Zydams. Todél antisemitizmas buvo vertinamas kaip
socialinis kapitalistinés sistemos reiskinys ir formaliai persekiotas. Taciau
nepaisant ideologiniy postulaty, 1§ esmés iki pat Lietuvos
nepriklausomybés  paskelbimo  sovietinis  antisemitizmas  buvo
formuojamas ir palaikomas per iSoriskai paslépta (latentinj) priesisSkuma
zydams jvairiy propagandiniy kampanijy metu bei suvarzymais kultiiros,
Svietimo ir religijos srityse. Sovietinis antisemitizmas, po 1945 m. vis
iSkildaves | pavirSiy antikosmopolitizmo ar antisionizmo pavidalais,
smarkiai skyrési nuo prieskarinio antisemitizmo. Komunistinése Salyse
nebeliko ekonominiy skirtumy tarp Zydy ir neZydy, pradingo ir iSorinés
atskirtumo apraiSkos®. Tac¢iau ir toliau visuomenése buvo méginama
kaltinti Zydus komunizmo skleidimu, o ir komunisty valdzios vidaus
konfliktuose kartais biidavo naudojami antisemitiniai argumentai.
Kadangi antisemitizmas Soviety Sajungoje dél latentinio turinio tapo
i$skirtiniu  reiSkiniu  antisemitizmo  istorijoje, biitina  apibrézti
antisemitizmo, sovietinio antisemitizmo ir antisionizmo terminus ir jy

2 DIECKMANN, CH.; SUZIEDELIS, S. Lietuvos Zydy persekiojimas ir masinés
Zudynés 1941 m. vasarq ir rudenj: Saltiniai ir analizé = The Persecution and Mass
Murder of Lithuanian Jews during Summer and Fall of 1941: Sources and
Analysis. Vilnius, 2006; Holokaustas Lietuvoje 1941-1944 m. Sud. A. BUBNYS.
Vilnius, 2011.

3VAREIKIS, V. Anti-Semitism in Europe: from blood legends to World Zionists
Conspiracy. Pranesimas tarptautinéje konferencijoje
#RememberanceResponsibilityFuture. 2017 m. lapkri¢io 9 d., Vilnius.
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taikymo specifikg. Apie antisemitizmo terminologija yra parasSyta daug
studijy, bet apibiidinant antisemitizmo savoka disertacijoje vadovaujamasi
sociologo Vytauto Kavolio definicija, kad antisemitizmu laikytini: a) zydy
iSskyrimas i§ kity tautiniy ar religiniy grupiy, juos laikant didziausiu
blogybiy Saltiniu; b) dél to kaltinant zydy religija ar rase; c) jzvelgiant
ypac galinga jy konspiracijag dominuoti ar i§naudoti kitus; d) reikalaujant
dél to izoliuoti zydus boikotuojant arba juos i§ bendruomenés iSskiriant,
ko nereikalaujama kity grupiy atzvilgiu“4. Toks apibrézimas
antisemitizmg vertina kaip sudétingag ir dinamiska saveika tarp
individualiy, kulttriniy ar instituciniy sluoksniy, tod¢l gali paaiskinti, kaip
priesiSkumas zydams iSlicka net jo neiSreiskiant ideologine forma ir
ilgainiui tampa zydy ,,pazinimo* pagrindu. Tai pirmiausia lemia faktas,
kad antisemitizmas siejamas su iSankstiniu nusistatymu prie§ Zzydus,
vertinant juos menkesne grupe socialinéje erdvéje. Si V. Kavolio pateikta
definicija i§ esmés koreliuoja su europietiska tyrimy tradicija ir tinkama
analizuojant antisemitizmo reiskinj nuo lietuviy tautinio atgimimo iki pat
Holokausto Lietuvoje, taciau ji neatskleidzia sovietinio antisemitizmo
specifikos. Terminologijos klausimu nieko naujesnio nepateikia ir kity
tyrinétojy definicijos. Helen Fein antisemitizmu jvardija testing latentine
priesiSkumo Zydams struktiirg, pasireiSkian¢ia mitais, ideologija,
folkloriniais jvaizdziais ir veiksmais, socialine ar teisine diskriminacija,
mobilizacija pries zydus, valstybinio masto zydy i$skyrimu, perkélimu ar
sunaikinimu®.  Benjaminas Issacas antisemitizmg vertino kaip
»protorasistinj kompleksg minciy*“ ir ,klaidingg kolektyvinj iSankstinj
nusistatyma“, nukreipta prie§ zydus, kuriems priskirti neigiami,
nekintantys ir paveldimi bruozai®. Kitaip tariant, ,,zydiskumas* laikytas
kvazibiologiniu (neva prigimtiniu) bruozu, kurio patys zydai negali
pakeisti. Hannah Arendt, pripaZindama antisemitizmg kaip istorinj
reiskinj, vadino jj pasity¢iojimu i§ sveiko proto — ,,antisemitizmas kaip

4 KAVOLIS, V. Zmogus istorijoje. Vilnius, 1994, p. 544.

S FEIN, H. Dimensions of Antisemitism: Attitudes, Collective Accusations, and
Actions. In The Persisting Question: Sociological Perspectives and Social
Contexts of Modern Antisemitism. Ed. by H. FEIN. Berlin, New York, 1987,
p. 67.

® ISAAC,B. The Ancient Mediterranean and the Pre-Christian Era. In
Antisemitism: A History. Ed. by A. S. LINDEMANN, R. S. LEVY. New York,
2010, p. 34.
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ideologija, iSskyrus labai retas iSimtis, liko puspro¢iy ir lunatiky
prerogatyva‘’. Né vienas i§ tokiy antisemitizmo apibrézimy neatskleidzia,
kokia yra sovietinio antisemitizmo specifika, o remiantis jais rizikuojama
sumenkinti arba visai nepastebéti niuansuoty (uzslépty) prieSiskumo
zydams formy sovietiniais metais. Todél sovietinj antisemitizma néra
paprasta jterpti i struktiiruoto apibrézimo rémus, nes jis néra akivaizdus ir
daznai susijes su jausmu, priesiS$ka emocija, tvyrojusia atmosferoje.

Sovietinj antisemitizmg iSskirtinj daro dar ir tai, kad problemiska
nustatyti jo tikslus ir adresatus. Propaganda neskleidé rasinés ar klasinés
neapykantos zydy tautai, taciau kaip sovietinés politikos raiskos priemoné
veiké kitais budais. Pirma, sovietiné sistema, pasitelkusi antisemitizma,
sieké per priesiska sionizmo ir Izraelio jvaizdzio skleidimg sumazinti zZydy
emigracijos siekius, o tai formavo nuostata, kad ,,zydiskumo* atsisakymas
ir sionistiniy idéjy atmetimas uztikrins jiems visaver¢iy SSRS pilieciy
statusg. Antra, sovietiné propaganda buvo skirta ne tik vidaus, bet ir
uzsienio auditorijai. Antisemitiné (antisionistin¢) propaganda buvo
vertinama kaip priemoné, kuri padéty palaikyti draugiskus santykius su
araby valstybémis ir prisidéty prie Izraelio izoliacijos. Araby paramos
svarbg paaiskina ir gausts antisionistinio turinio knygy, pamflety vertimai
j uzsienio kalbas, kuriuose bandyta Vakary Salims paaiskinti priesiSkumo
sionizmo ideologijai ir politikai, bet ne zydams, kaip tautinei grupei,
svarba. Trecia, sovietiné sistema stengési visuomenés frustracines
nuotaikas nukreipti j pazeidziama taikinj — SSRS Zydus. Sis teiginys
paremtas H. Arrendt jzvalgomis, kad totalitarizmas reikalauja
,objektyvaus prieSo“, kuris biity ardomyjy tendencijy ,,priezastis‘®,
Sistemai, kuri disponuoja tiesos monopoliu, gali sutrukdyti tik ,,slapty‘
jégy samokslas, kurj simbolizavo ,,imperializmo ir Zydy sajunga®. Tokia
pragmatiné versija vertintina dvejopai, nes, nepaisant poreikio surasti
»atpirkimo 0z} ir sumazinti visuomenés nepasitenkinimg dél materialiniy
trakumy ir pan., nukreipiant kritikag nuo valdzios institucijy, sovietiné
sistema buvo pakankamai pajégi i§siversti ir be antisemitizmo kaip masiy
kontrolés instrumento.

Apibréziant sovietinio antisemitizmo termina, problema kyla ir todél,
kad antisemitizmas Lietuvos SSR propagandos diskurse buvo pristatomas

" ARENDT, H. Totalitarizmo istakos. Vilnius, 2001, p. 11.
8 Ibid., p. 178.
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kaip iracionalus iSankstinis nusistatymas prie§ zydus, budingas
Limperializmui* ir kapitalizmui, o antisionizmas laikytas legitimiu atsaku
1 Izraelio ,.ekspansionisting” politikag Artimuosiuose Rytuose. Sovietiné
propaganda Lietuvoje sieké aiskios skirties tarp antisemitizmo bei
antisionizmo ir ne kartg pabrézé, kad antisionizmas reiské tik prieSiskuma
Izraeliui, bet ne Zydams, o sionizmas buvo apibudintas kaip zydy
burzuazijos nacionalistiné ideologija®. Sovietinéje propagandoje bet
kokios tradicinés antisemitizmo apraiskos turéjo asocijuotis su carizmo,
nacizmo ar kapitalizmo santvarkomis bei ideologijomis, o antisionizmas
— sukelti negatyvias su imperializmu susijusias konotacijas: rasizma,
Zemiy uzgrobimg, araby ,.diskriminacija” Artimyjy Ryty regione. Taip
sovietinis rezimas vienu metu formavo dvi priestaringas pozicijas,
suteikusias  galimybg pasinaudoti antisemitizmu kaip sistemos
manipuliacijos jrankiu. 1948 m. J. Stalino nurodymu buvo nuzudytas
Zydy antifasistinio komiteto pirmininkas Solomonas Michoelsas, kuris
buvo palaidotas su valstybinémis iSkilmémis, bet paskui prasidéjo
antikosmopolitiné kampanija prie$ Zydy inteligentija. 1953 m. ,,gydytojy
kenkéjy“ bylos metu iSkilmingai buvo palaidotas ir kitas zymus Zydy
kilmés sovietinis veikéjas Levas Mechklis, nors tuo pat metu spaudoje
vyko arsi kampanija prie§ ,sionistinius agentus® ir ,,valstybinio turto
grobstytojus“, kuriy didzioji dalis pavardziy asocijavosi su zydiska
tapatybe. Tad nustatant sovietinio antisemitizmo terming, reikia
konstatuoti, kad jis nejgavo baigtiniy sisteminiy ir jforminty bruozy, buvo
labiau nujauciamas (latentinis), iSoriSkai nepastebimas. Sovietinis
antisemitizmas — tai bestruktaré, amorfiska (beformé) prie§s zydus
orientuota nuostata, ne atvira neapykanta, o balansavimas tarp
deklaruojamo lygaus teisinio zydy, kaip SSRS pilie¢iy, statuso ir de facto
visuomengje egzistavusio priesiSkumo zZydams.

Antisemitizmas tebelieka reiSkiniu, kuris kelia problemy Europos
valstybése. 2016 m. geguzés 26 d. Tarptautinis Holokausto atminties
aljansas Bukareste vykusioje sesijoje priémé rekomendacijas dél teisiSkai
nejpareigojancios darbinés antisemitizmo apibrézties jtvirtinimo, kuriose
konstatuojama, kad ,,antisemitizmas yra tam tikra samprata apie Zydus,
kuri gali pasireikiti neapykanta Zydams. Zodinés ir fizinés antisemitizmo

9 ANICAS, J. et al. Lietuviskoji tarybiné enciklopedija. T.10. Vilnius, 1983,
p. 181-182.
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apraiskos yra nukreiptos j Zydus arba nezydy tautybés gyventojus ir (arba)
juy nuosavybe, zydy bendruomenés institucijas ir religinius objektus*®,
Kad antisemitizmas Lietuvoje tebéra problema, rodo ir JAV
nevyriausybinés organizacijos ,Anti-Defamation League® 2014 m.
paskelbti antisemitiniy nuotaiky tyrimo rezultatai. Remiantis tyrimo
duomenimis, lietuviy visuomenéje yra islikes jvaizdis, kad zydai lojalesni
Izraeliui nei Lietuvai, per daug mini Holokaustg, riipinasi tik savo gerove
ir yra pernelyg jtakingi tarptautinése finansy rinkose®!. Disertacija aktuali
tuo, kad, atsizvelgiant j Siuos faktus, joje remiamasi teiginiu, jog sovietinio
rezimo formuotas priesiSkumas Zydams prasismelké j individy asmenines
nuostatas, socialines normas ar elgesio praktikas. Si versija grindziama
sovietology postrevizionisty, pasitelkusiy pranciizy istoriko ir filosofo
Michelio Foucault teorijg, tvirtinimu, kad oficialusis diskursas formavo
zmoniy mastyma ir tapatybe jiems to net nepastebint, nesvarbu, ar jie jam
pritaré, ar prieSinosi, nes ir vieni, ir kiti iSlieka tame paciame diskurso
lauke!?. Todé¢l atkiirus Lietuvos nepriklausomybe antisemitizmas tiek
vieSajame, tiek privadiajame visuomenés diskursuose isliko jvairiomis
formomis, o lietuviy visuomené gana abejingai priémé lietuviy ir Zydy
santykiy bei Holokausto Lietuvoje istorijos vertinimo pokycius. Net ir
politiniu lygmeniu buvo siekiama sumazinti kolaboranty atsakomybe uz
zydy zudynes nacisty okupacijos metais, buvo menkinamas lietuviy
kolaboranty mastas, zydai ekspromtu buvo siejami su sovietizacijos
proceso dalyviais.

Neistyrus sovietinio antisemitizmo Lietuvoje genezés ir raiSkos
dinamikos, soviety okupacijos padariniy suvokimas nebus galutinis.
Sovietingje Lietuvoje rezimas i§ esmés neprisidéjo prie antisemitizmo,
kaip neapykantos formos, kritikos, o atvirksciai, netiesiogiai jj kursté
jvairiy propagandiniy kampanijy prie$ sionizmg ir Izraelj metu. Sovietinis
antisemitizmas kiiré prielaidas antisemitinéms insinuacijoms, kai

10 Working Definition of Antisemitisim [interaktyvus], [Ziliréta 2017 09 23].
Prieitis per interneta: <https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/working-
definition-antisemitism>.

1 An Index of Anti-Semitism [interaktyvus], [zitréta 2014 06 27]. Prieitis per
internetg: <http://global100.adl.org/#country/lithuania>.

2 Plg. RAMONAITE, A. Jvadas: nematomos sovietme¢io visuomenés
paradoksai. In Nematoma sovietmecio visuomené. Moksl. red. A. RAMONAITE.
Vilnius, 2015, p. 13.
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vieSojoje erdveje diskutuojama Artimyjy Ryty politikos klausimais ar dél
zydy ir araby konflikto. Istoriografijoje nebuvo keliami probleminiai
klausimai — kiek realiai ir kokioje terpéje Lietuvoje galéjo egzistuoti
sovietinis antisemitizmas? Kokia buvo sovietinio antisemitizmo raiska ir
specifika Lietuvoje lyginant su kitomis sovietinémis respublikomis? Taip
pat svarbus probleminis klausimas, ar soviety Lietuvoje egzistaves
priesiskumas buvo nukreiptas prie$ zZydus kaip rasg, ar Sis prieSiSkumas
buvo sukeltas socialiniy, ekonominiy, kulttiriniy, psichologiniy veiksniy?
Kadangi sovietinis antisemitizmas kaip reiskinys yra dar menkai tyrinétas,
o Lietuvos akademiniame diskurse $is klausimas, galima sakyti,
neegzistuoja, neiStirtumo veiksnys sukuria prielaidas toliau reikstis
latentiniam antisemitizmui ir moraliniam nejautrumui.

Nors po komunizmo zlugimo j pavirsiy iskilgs antisemitizmas be zydy
Lietuvoje nebeturi tokiy socioekonominiy pamaty, kokius turéjo pries
Antrajj pasaulinj kara, taciau kompensacijos, zydy turto grazinimo
Klausimai, tendencingai nu$viesti spaudoje, gali iSprovokuoti
antisemitiniy nuotaiky sustipréjimg visuomenéje. Atkiirus Lietuvos
nepriklausomybe, Lietuvos Respublikos Seimas paskelbé aktus,
smerkiancius genocida, vykdyta prie§ zydy tauta, ir antisemitizma. Jokia
parlamentiné partija, rimta politiné jéga ar visuomeninis judéjimas
nekursto antisemitizmo. Antisemitiniai pareiSkimai ir Sukiai lieka
marginaliniy asmenybiy ir neformaliy neonacistiniy grupiy raiskos
priemone. Kartais antisemitinio pobiidzio pasvarstymai yra susije su
Antrojo pasaulinio karo jvykiy vertinimu Lietuvoje (dvigubo genocido
arba simetrijos teorijos). Nors antisemitiniy straipsniy Lietuvos spaudoje
pasirodo retai, didesnj nerimg kelia latentinés tendencijos, kurias galima
atsekti internetiniy komentary puslapiuose.

Disertacija pretenduoty paaiskinti, kodél nepriklausomoje Lietuvoje |
antisemitinius incidentus institucijos reaguoja gana pasyviai. Sis veiksnys
svarbus todél, kad, vykdant Europos Sajungos nutarimus dél kovos su
antisemitizmu, kliitimi tampa Lietuvos teisétvarkos pasyvumas,
nesugebéjimas jvertinti incidenty, tuo kompromituojant teising valstybe.
Antisemitiniai incidentai tampa Lietuvos valstybés tarptautinio prestizo
menkinimo priemone, ypa¢ Siandieniniy santykiy su Rusijos Federacija
kontekste, kai Kremliaus propaganda vaizduoja lietuvius kaip ,,fasistus®,
»ZydSaudzius* ar ,,patologinius antisemitus®. Aktualizuodamas ,,Pabaltijo
antisemitizmo® ir Holokausto temas, Kremlius dangsto tikruosius savo
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interesus — pateikti savajj istorijos vertinimg Baltijos Salyse, rengti
informacines atakas ir kompromituoti Lietuvos jvaizd] uzsienyje.
Samoningai ignoruojami faktai, kad tik nepriklausomoje Lietuvoje pradéti
kompleksiniai Holokausto ir antisemitizmo tyrimai, Holokausto atminties
jamzinimas, sukurta Tarptautiné komisija naciy nusikaltimams tirti,
vykdomos Holokausto Svietimo programos. Taciau akademiniy darby
antisemitizmo tema Soviety Lietuvoje trilkumas, tikétina, leidzia toliau
formuoti mentalinj pagrinda, dél kurio Siandieninéje Lietuvoje vis dar
gana abejingai Zzilirima ] antisemitizmo apraiSkas. Sovietinio rezimo
salygomis zydai buvo siejami su iSnaudojimu, sionistais, religiniais
fanatikais, trokstanciais vien materialiniy vertybiy. Neigiamg stimulg
lietuviy ir Zydy santykiy raidai padaré sovietizacija, Holokaustas ir
trauminé Antrojo pasaulinio karo patirtis. Sovietmeliu grozinéje
literatiiroje, spaudoje, kino filmuose buvo retuSuojama Holokausto
atmintis. Pagal sovietinés ideologijos teiginius, nuo nacisty genocidinés
politikos nukentéjo ,.taikiy tarybiniy pilieciy™ (komunisty, komjaunuoliy,
sovietiniy aktyvisty, darbininky ir ,,paprasty Zmoniy“) grupés.
Holokaustas i§ kolektyvinés lietuviy atminties tarsi buvo iSstumtas.
Tokiomis aplinkybémis vystési Lietuvos SSR visuomené ir formavosi
karta, kuriai vienas i§ zydy pazinimo $altiniy tapo oficialusis diskursas,
kuriame buvo palaikomas iskreiptas zydy jvaizdis ir nutylima Zydy
istorija. Tad kartais retrospektyviai susiformaves moralinis abejingumas
antisemitizmo apraiSkoms, nejautrumas Kito atzvilgiu tam tikruose
lietuviy visuomenés sluoksniuose priimamas kaip normalus ir nekaltas
reiskinys.

Tyrimo objektas
Sovietinés propagandinés kampanijos, ideologiniai ir politiniai

veiksniai, Iéme priesisky nuostaty zydy atzvilgiu formavima(si) Lietuvoje
1944-1990 metais.
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Tyrimo tikslas

Remiantis kompleksine moksliniy tyrimy, archyviniy, periodiniy ir
atsiminimy analize, iStirti sovietinio antisemitizmo raidg Lietuvos SSR.

UZdaviniai:

1. ISnagrinéti sovietinio antisemitizmo iStakas ir jo eigg kampanijos
prie§ ,kosmopolitizmg“ ir ,gydytojy kenkéjy“ bylos metu
Lietuvos SSR.

2. ISanalizuoti ,,zydy klausimg“* sovietinéje Lietuvoje: a) dalies
politinio ir kultdrinio elito (nomenklatiros*) personalijy
nuostatas zydy atzvilgiu; b) Zydy nutautinimo (sovietizavimo)
politikos bruozus; c) cenzoriy nuostatas dél zydy jvaizdzio
formavimo(si) per sovietmeciu publikuota lietuviy grozine
literatiirg; d) propagandines kampanijas ir veikimo budus prie§
,»valiutos spekuliantus®, e) sionizma bei Izraelj.

3. Istirti antisemitizmo refleksijas ir kolektyvinius smurtinius
ekscesus pries zydus sovietinéje Lietuvoje.

«13

Tyrimo chronologinés ribos

Chronologinés ribos apibréziamos laikotarpiu, kuriuo dominavo
sovieting sistema ir buvo vykdoma sovietiné politika — nuo 1944 m., kai
Soviety Sajunga uzémé didzigja Lietuvos dalj, iki 1990 m., kai buvo
atkurta Lietuvos nepriklausomybé.

13 Zydy klausimas*“ sovietingje semantikoje reiské su zydy padétimi susijusiy
valdzios nuostaty ir politikos visuma. Terminas, kurio iStakos yra siejamos su
Karlo Markso tekstais ir kuris buvo placiai vartojamas Rusijos imperijoje, prigijo
ir sovietiniame diskurse. MARX, K. Zur Judenfrage. Deutsch-Franzdsische
Jahrbiicher, 1984, Bd. 1. S. 347-377.

14 Sovietiné nomenklatiira — tai vadovaujantys kadrai, sovietinis elitas, sprendimy
priémeéjai, atsakingi uz partinés politikos organizavimg ir turéje galig formuluoti
skirtingo lygio tikslus ir reikalavimus. IVANAUSKAS, V. Sovietiné
nomenklattira ir i§skirtinis vartojimas: nuo privilegijy iki nelegalumo. Genocidas
ir rezistencija, 2014, nr. 1 (35), p. 85.
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Tyrimo metodologija

Siekiant iStirti sovietines propagandines kampanijas ir veiksnius,
formavusius antisemitizmo reiskinj Lietuvos SSR, pasitelkiamos jvairios
metodologinés prieigos. Pirmiausia, naudojamas aprasomasis metodas,
kuriuo siekiama perteikti faktologing medziaga. Disertacijoje apraSomos
priesiSkumg zydams atspindinCios definicijos, kuriomis naudojantis
tikimasi iSrySkinti sovietinio antisemitizmo problemiska pritaikyma prie
ju. ApraSomasis metodas naudojamas ir tiriant sovietinés Lietuvos
nomenklatiiros veikéjy nuostatas zZydy atzvilgiu. ISnagrinéjus jy buido bei
veiklos bruozus santykiuose su zydy tautybés draugais, bendrazygiais,
priesais ir pan., sukuriama galimybé jvertinti ir nomenklattiros personalijy
nuostatas ,,zydy klausimu®“ Soviety Sajungoje. Taip pat aprasomuoju
metodu perteikiamos su tyrimo objektu susijusios amZininky mintys bei
kai kurie dokumentai (pvz., Lietuvos zydy laiskai ir memorandumai
A. Snieckui), kuriy autentiSkas citavimas, pasitelkus analitinj metoda,
padéty suprasti sovietinio antisemitizmo fenomena ir jo raiSkos ypatybes
Lietuvos SSR. Rengiant disertacija taikoma ir socialiniams mokslams
btudinga metodika — empirinei medziagai rinkti pasitelktas informacijos
teikéjy (respondenty) apklausos (interviu) metodas. Siuo metodu
atskleidziama amzininky patirtis, sukaupta informacija, kuri nebuvo
uzfiksuota rastu ir liko uz oficialiy dokumenty (pvz., kas buvo
planuojama, ka mané, veiké partinés bei kultiirinés sovietinés
nomenklatiiros veikéjai ir kokios nuotaikos vyravo Lietuvos SSR
visuomenéje dél sovietinés propagandos kurstyty neigiamy zydy
jvaizdziy). Analizés metodas taikomas sovietinj antisemitizma
Lietuvos SSR tiriant suskaidzius jj j prieSiSkumg Zydams atspindinéias
dalis (lietuviskos nomenklatiiros nuostatos zydy atzvilgiu, sovietiné Zydy
nutautinimo politika, cenztros pozitris | zydy jvaizdzius lietuviy
grozinéje literatiiroje, propagandinés kampanijos prie$ sionizma, Izraelj
bei ,,valiutininkus®), kurios nagrinéjamos atskirai. Sios dalys i§skiriamos
disertacijoje todel, nes laikomos pagrindinémis, formavusiomis Zydams
priesiska atmosfera sovietingje Lietuvoje. Tyrimui reikalingy archyviniy,
periodiniy $altiniy rinkimo ir sisteminimo etape taikoma kokybiné turinio
analizé, o, naudojant semioting prieiga, nagrin¢jami zydy jvaizdziai
lietuviy grozingje literatlroje ir antisionistiné propaganda spaudos
tekstuose bei karikatiirose. IStyrus iSskirtas sovietinio antisemitizmo
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Lietuvos SSR dalis, bus daromi apibendrinimai, kai nusakomi
priesiSkuma zZydams formave teiginiai, désningumai ir esminiai poZymiai.
Po iy loginiy metodiniy operacijy disertacijoje pasitelkiamas lyginamasis
metodas, kaip propagandinés kampanijos, pavyzdziui, pries
,kosmopolitizma®, ,,valiutininkus®“, sionizmg ir Izraelj, tiriamos bei
lyginamos su analoginiais propagandiniais atvejais kitose sovietinése
respublikose (sutelkiant démesj | europinés SSRS dalies miestus).
Sovietinio antisemitizmo Lietuvos SSR palyginimas yra reik§minga
disertacijos prieiga, kurios pagrindu tikimasi nustatyti Kremliaus
inspiruoto prieSiSkumo Zydams panasumus bei skirtumus, pokycius ir
tendencijas. Be to, pasirinktas veiksmy planas analizuojant antisemitizma
sovietinéje Lietuvoje leis patikrinti (jvertinti) istoriografijai budingus, su
»Zydy klausimu® Soviety Sajungoje susijusius, teiginius: sovietinis
antisemitizmas — tai politizuotas reiskinys, kuris Kremliaus direktyvy
zydy atzvilgiu forma buvo vienodai ir tolygiai jgyvendinamas visose
sovietinése respublikose; sovietiné visuomené nematé skirtumy tarp
sionisty ir Zydy, tad visus juos laiké Zydais; sovietiné antisemitiné politika
pasitarnavo komunistinés ideologijos skvarbai bei jos populiarumui tarp
SSRS pilieciy; Lietuvos SSR partiné nomenklatiira buvo nuolanki
Kremliaus direktyvy vykdytoja, o SSRS antrg karta uzémus Lietuva,
lietuviai tapo dar labiau antisemitiskai nusiteikusi tauta nei kada nors iki
tol. Tyrimo metu, remiantis lyginimo, analizés ir sintezés metodu, tikétina,
bus gauta nauja vertinamoji informacija apie tai, kas galéjo daryti jtaka
specifinio sovietinio antisemitizmo atvejo Lietuvos SSR susiformavimui.

Tyrimo struktiira

Disertacija sudaro jvadas, tiriamoji analitiné dalis, iSvados ir tekste
naudoty Saltiniy bei literatiiros sgrasas. Déstomoji dalis suskirstyta j 3
skyrius ir 10 poskyriy, kuriuose atsispindi pagrindiniai sovietinio
antisemitizmo suaktyvéjimo laikotarpiai Soviety Sajungoje, t.y. 1948—
1953 m., 1961-1964 m. ir 1967-1984 m. Pirmajame disertacijos skyriuje
tiriamos sovietinio antisemitizmo iStakos Lietuvoje, kampanija prie$
»kosmopolitizmg“ ir ,gydytojy kenkéjy“ byla. Antrajame skyriuje
analizuojamas sovietinés Lietuvos nomenklatiiros poziiris ,,Zydy
klausimu®, sovietiné politika, nukreipta pries zydiska tapatybe (politika,
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susijusi su jvairiomis zZydy atminties vietomis, antijudaistiné propaganda
ir nuostatos zydy Svietimo bei kultiiros atzvilgiu), cenztros santykis su
sovietmeciu publikuotais Zydy jvaizdZius atspindinciais lietuviy grozinés
literatiiros tekstais ir propagandinés kampanijos prie§ ,valiutos
spekuliantus®, sionizmg ir Izraelj. Trefiajame skyriuje nagrin€¢jamos
antisemitizmo refleksijos Lietuvos SSR visuomenéje ir kolektyviniai
smurtiniai ekscesai prie§ zZydus.

Saltiniai

Atskleidziant  sovietinio  antisemitizmo  atveji  Lietuvos SSR
pasitelkiami $altiniai, kurivos galima suskirstyti j $eSias grupes.

Pirmajai grupei priklauso Lietuvos ypatingajame archyve (LYA) ir
Lietuvos centriniame valstybés archyve (LCVA) saugomi dokumentai.
D¢l archyvinés medziagos stokos sudétinga tyrinéti sovietinj
antisemitizmg ir nustatyti, kick LKP CK tebuvo Kremliaus direktyvy
vykdytojas ir kiek jis turéjo jtakos formuojant politika zydy tautybés
pilie¢iy atzvilgiu Lietuvoje. Taip yra todél, kad neretai LKP CK
nurodymai buvo perduodami neformaliais rySiais, todél archyvuose
saugomy Saltiniy grupés negalima vertinti kaip visiskai reprezentatyvios.
Taciau i§ LYA KGB fondy dokumenty svarbiausi yra tie, kuriuose
atsispindi  valstybés saugumo struktiry jsakymai, pazymos apie
verbavimo ypatybes, agentiirinj operatyvinj darba prie§ buvusiy
sionistiniy organizacijy narius, abejonés dél ,,Zydy lojalumo* ir asmens
bylos®. Is LYA Lietuvos komunisty partijos (LKP) skyriaus dokumenty
disertacijoje naudojami laiskai ,,Zydy klausimu“ LKP CK pirmajam
sekretoriui A. Snieckui'®, Centro komiteto'’, Vilniaus miesto komiteto®®,
Vilniaus grazty gamyklos pirminés partinés organizacijos® ir ,,Vingio*
gamybinio susivienijimo radijo komponenty gamyklos pirminés partinés

BLYA, f. K-30, ap. 1; f. K-41, ap. 1; f. K-1, ap. 10, ap. 18, ap. 46, ap. 58.
16 LYA, f. 16895, ap. 2.

LYA, f. 1771, ap. 11, ap. 205, ap. 261.

BLYA, f. 3109, ap. 59.

B LYA, f. 15007, ap. 1.
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organizacijos® posédziy protokolai. I§ LCVA archyve fonduose saugomy
dokumenty buvo naudingos Religiniy kulty reikaly?® ir Lietuvos
pasiuntinybiy Londone?, Toronte®, Vagingtone® bei prie Sventojo
Sosto®® bylos. Jose rastos Vakary valstybése spausdintos peticijos yra
vertingos nustatant tiek Lietuvos Zydy aplinkoje kilusj nerima, tiek ji
paskatinusias aplinkybes (pvz., sustipréjusia antisionisting propaganda).

Disertacijoje buvo naudojami publikuoty archyviniy dokumenty
rinkiniai?®. Juose paskelbti tyrimui naudingi dokumentai, atskleidZiantys
antisionistinés ir antiizraeliSkos kampanijos veikimo principus,
Lietuvos SSR valstybés saugumo represijas prie§ zydus, jvairias
diskriminacines priemones ir pan.

Antrajg Saltiniy grupe, kuri yra pagrindine, atskleidzianti sovietinio
antisemitizmo propagandines kampanijas Lietuvos SSR, sudaro periodiné
spauda®’. Sovietiniuose laikras¢iuose ir zurnaluose isspausdinti straipsniai
yra vertingi tuo, kad padeda nustatyti antisionistinés-antiizraeliSkos
propagandinés kampanijos kurso skirtumus tarp centrinés (SSRS) ir
periferinés (LSSR) valdziy, antisemitiniy neramumy kurstyma ir pan.

2 LYA, f. 15008, ap. 1.

2LLCVA, f. R-181.

2L CVA, f. 648.

B LCVA, f. 665.

24 LCVA, f. 656.

B LCVA, f. 673,

% Lietuvos kultiira sovietinés ideologijos nelaisvéje: 1940-1990. Sud.
J.R. BAGUSAUSKAS, A.STREIKUS. Vilnius, 2005; Komunistinio rezimo
jsitvirtinimas Lietuvoje ir jo nusikaltimai: antroji sovietiné okupacija (1944—
1953). Sud. V. TININIS. Vilnius, 2009; I'ocyoapcmeennwiii anmucemumusm 6
CCCP. Om nauana 0o kynemunayuu, 1938-1953. Cocr. I'. B. KOCTBIPYEHKO.
Mocksa, 2005; Lietuvos partizany kovos ir jy slopinimas MVD-MGB
dokumentuose 1944-1953 metais. Sud. N.GASKAITE, A.KASETA,
J. STARKAUSKAS. Kaunas, 1996; KGB slaptieji archyvai: 1954-1991 m. Sud.
K. BURINSKAITE, L. OKULICIUTE. Vilnius, 2011; Atgimstanti Lietuva ir
Zydai. Sud. E. ZINGERIS. Vilnius, 1997.

27 Gimtasis krastas*, ,Komjaunimo tiesa“, ,,Komunistas®, ,Laikas ir jvykiai,
,»Raudonoji véliava®, ,Sluota®, ,,Svyturys“, »larybiné¢ Klaipéda®“, ,,Tarybiné
moteris*, ,,Tiesa®, ,,Beuepuue nosoctu®, ,,3Bectusa’, , JIureparypnas rasera‘,
Munckas mpasma“, ,llpaBma“, ,IlpaBma Boctoka“, ,,CoBerckas JlaTBus‘,
,,CoBerckas Mongasus®, COBETCKOE UCKYCCTBO .
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Trecigjg disertacijoje naudojamy 3altiniy baze sudaro atsiminimai®,
kurie padeda atskleisti sovietinio antisemitizmo aprai$kas, patirtis ar
iSryskinti individy nuostatas kampanijy pries ,kosmopolitizma®,
»gydytojus kenkéjus®, sionizmg, ,,valiutininkus“ ar Izraelj metu. Kita
vertus, pagrindiné problema mokslininkui, kuris naudojasi prisiminimy
literatiira, yra klausimas, ar jie (prisiminimai) priklauso meninei kiirybai
ar dokumentinei literatiirai. Susiduriama su problema, nes kyla klausimy,
pvz., koks yra fakto ir iSmonés santykis tokio pobiidzio tekstuose? Kiek
prisiminimy literatiira yra vertinga istoriniam tyrimui? Svarbu pazymeéti,
kad tokio teksto reikSmé i§ esmés priklauso nuo paties skaitytojo
pasirengimo vertinti, ar atsiminimai bus priimti kaip pasakojimas apie
praeitj, ar tik kaip subjektyviy patirCiy atspindys. Todél publikuoti
prisiminimai neretai sulaukia atsargaus vertinimo, o sovietmeciui skirti
tekstai (ypac buvusios sovietinés nomenklatiros atstovy ir jy Seimos
nariy?®) — kritikos dél savo apologetinio pobiidZio. Problema kyla ir todél,

28 FAINAS, J. Berniukas su smuiku. Vilnius, 2017; Apie antisionizma,
sovietizacijg, atoming jégaing: pokalbis su FinkelSteinu. Akiraciai, 1984, nr. 6
(160), p. 8-9; JOSADE, J. Mintys apie zydy muziejy. In Zydy muziejus. Vyr. red.
J. CEITLINAS. Vilnius, 1994, p. 18-22; JOSADE, J. Uztrenktos durys. Laiskai
i§ Vilniaus j Tel Avivg: dialogai ta pacia ir kitom temom. Vilnius, 1993;
KANOVICIUS, G. Strichai autoportretui. Siaurés Aténai [interaktyvus]. 2010 02
26 [zitréta 2016 02 04]. Prieitis per interneta:
<http://www.satenai.lt/2010/02/26/strichai-autoportretui/>; OGINSKAITE, R.
Gib a kuk. Zvilgtelék. Pokalbiai Olgos ir Grigorijaus Kanoviciy namuose.
Vilnius, 2017; PALCINSKAITE, V. Atminties babilonai arba a$ vejuos vasarq.
Vilnius, 2015; PETUCHAUSKAS, M. Santarves kaina. Vilnius, 2009;
POJIBHUKAMTE, M. X 6ce smo npagda. Canxr-Iletep6ypr, 2002; GINAITE-
RUBINSONIENE, S. Atminimo knyga. Vilnius, 1999; PLASSERAUD, Y. Irena
Veisaité. Tolerance and Involvement. Leiden, 2015; SVEDAS, A. Irena Veisaité.
Gyvenimas turéty biiti skaidrus. Vilnius, 2016; United States Holocaust Memorial
Museum (USHMM), RG-02, 184 (Isgyvenusiyjy atsiminimai).

2% BARKAUSKAS, A. Laikme¢io jkaitai. Vilnius, 2009; BARKAUSKAS, A.
Taip, jis buvo sazinés ir garbés riteris. In Snieckaus fenomenas. Prisiminimai ir
pamgstymai. Sud. V. KAZAKEVICIUS, R. MALISAUSKAS. Vilnius, 2003,
p. 73-167; BORDONAITE, M. Draugas Matas: Antang Sniecky prisiminus.
Vilnius, 1983; FERENSIENE, G. Rytoj to nebus. Vilnius, 1998; JANUITIS, J.
Uzvakar ir Siandien: 35 metai eterio tarnyboje. Vilnius, 1998;
JASKEVICIUTE, D. Monikos Mironaités gyvenimo romanas. Vilnius, 2008;
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kad asmenys pasakojimuose apie praeitj linke pasirodyti ,,geresni®, nei
buvo i§ tiesy. Darytina prielaida, kad atsargiai reikia vertinti sovietinés
nomenklatiiros — Zzmoniy, kuriems ypaé reik§minga vie$a reputacija, —
atsiminimus®. Tai taikoma naratyvams apie dalies lietuviy politinio ir
kultiirinio elito palankuma Zzydams arba daznai minimas A. Snieckaus
»fillosemitines* pazitiras. Memuarai yra subjektyviis, nes jie reflektuoja
Jvairios patirties lemiamg selektyvia zmogaus atmintj. Todél svarbus
Saltinis buvo aktyviy kultirinio gyvenimo dalyviy ir kity nomenklatirai
artimy asmeny egodokumentai®!, atskleidziantys jy (savi)refleksijas.
Zodiniai liudijimai (sakytiné istorija)®? apie sovietinj antisemitizma
Lietuvoje buvo surinkti taikant pusiau struktiiruotg arba nestruktiiruotg

LIPSKIS, S. AmzZiaus audry paviliotas: knyga apie Justq Paleckj. Vilnius, 2010;
RADAITIS, V. Asmeniskai apie Antang Snie¢ky. In Snieckaus fenomenas.
Prisiminimai ir pamgstymai. Sud. V. KAZAKEVICIUS, R. MALISAUSKAS.
Vilnius, 2003, p. 310-313; SEPETYS, L. Neprarastoji karta: siluetai ir spalvos:
atsiminimai. Vilnius, 2005; TAPINAS, L. Laiskanesys, pasiklydes dykumoje:
Vytauto Zalakeviciaus gyvenimo ir kiirybos pédsakais. Vilnius, 2008.

30 RAMONAITE, A. Op. cit., p. 25.

SIBALTAKIS, A. Gimiau paciu laiku: i§ dienorasciy 1960-1997. Vilnius, 2008;
BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj dienorai¢io: 1978 m. gruodzio 1 d. — 1979 m. vasario 28 d.
Metai, 2016, nr. 12, p. 107-135; BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj dienoras¢io: 1978 m.
spalio 1 — lapkri¢io 30 d. Metai, 2016, nr. 11, p. 105-128; BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj
dienoras¢io: 1983 m. Metai, 2017, nr. 2, p. 115-131; BALTUSIS, J. Vietoj
dienoras¢io (1987 m. liepa). Metai, 2017, nr. 7, p. 124-135; STANKUS, J. Tarp
dienorascio eiluciy. Vilnius, 2005; V. Charazovo melsvasis sgsiuvinis. In
Lietuviskoji nomenklatira 1956-1990 metais: tarp sovietinés sistemos ir
neformaliy praktiky. Sud. S. GRYBKAUSKAS. Vilnius, 2005, p. 89-140.

32 A. B., laivy remontininko-3altkalvio, atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbio su
autoriumi metu 2012 01 22; Irenos Veisaités, literatirologes, teatrologés,
atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2014 12 08; Dalijos
Epsteinaités, rasytojos, atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbiy su autoriumi metu 2011 10
18, 2016 03 16, 2016 10; Leonido Donskio, filosofo, atsiminimai, fiksuoti
pokalbiy su autoriumi metu 2013 09 06, 2014 04 29; Bellos Shirin atsiminimai,
fiksuoti pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2015 01 31; Ch. K. atsiminimai, fiksuoti
pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2016 10 19; Simono Dovidavi€iaus atsiminimai,
fiksuoti pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2015 07 22; Grigorijaus Kanoviéiaus,
raSytojo, atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2015 12 15; Sergé¢jaus
Kanoviciaus, poeto, atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbiy su autoriumi metu 2015 07 01,
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(giluminj) interviu metoda. Vis délto svarbu atsizvelgti, kad nekritiSkai
remtis vien pateikéjy informacija biity pernelyg rizikinga. Jy pasakojimai
jgauna tarsi ,,savo gyvenimg®“ ir vis labiau atitroksta nuo tikroves, o
susikiirusi tam tikro pasakojimo tradicija jau veikia kitus pasakojimus®:.,
Pavyzdziui, iSryskéja ,,atminties konstravimo* skirtumai tarp paprasty
darbininky ir aukStesnj iSsilavinimg turin€ios inteligentijos. Taip yra todél,
kad pasnekovai klausin¢jami apie radikaliai kitg istorinj laika, politinj,
ekonominj ir socialinj konteksta, jie patys iSgyvene drastiskas politines
transformacijas, todél jy santykis su sovietine praeitimi gali biti
komplikuotas (apologetinis, negatyvus, iSstumiantis ir etc.). Atsiminimai
atskleidzia antisemitizmo refleksijy skirtumus sovietinéje Lietuvoje ir
leidzia daryti prielaidas apie jtaka dariusius veiksnius. Svarbu pazyméti,
kad dalis atsiminimy veikiau rodo tam tikros dalies visuomenés, t.Y.
inteligentijos, koncentruota pozitrj, tad iSlicka klausimas, ar tos pacios
mintys egzistavo ir placiojoje Lietuvos SSR visuomengje. Kiekviena
asmeniné istorija yra unikali, o kiekvieno informanto poziiiris j jvykius —
subjektyvus ir nulemtas ne tik iSoriniy jvykiy vertinimo post factum, bet
ir vidiniy vertybiniy nuostaty.

Ketvirtaja disertacijoje naudojamy Saltiniy grupe sudaro lietuviy
grozinés literatiiros tekstai, kuriuose atsispindi Zydy jvaizdZiai. Sie tekstai
skirstomi j dvi grupes: 1) tekstai, kurie buvo rasyti iki Antrojo pasaulinio

2016 06 17, 2016 11 16, 2017 04 18; Rachilés Kostanian, muziejininkés,
atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2011 10 17; Arkadijaus
Vinokuro, aktoriaus, Zurnalisto, atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbiy su autoriumi metu
2014 11 23, 2015 01 12; Povilo Gaidzio, rezisieriaus, atsiminimai, fiksuoti
pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2013 10 18; Vytauto Cepo, politiko, atsiminimai,
fiksuoti pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2016 10 26; Viliaus Kavaliausko, zurnalisto,
atsiminimai, fiksuoti pokalbio su autoriumi metu 2013 10 21, 2013 12 05;
Biografiniai interviu i§ 2010-2012 m. vykdyto projekto ,,Sovietmecio atmintis
Lietuvos gyvenimo istorijose: viesyjy ir privaciyjy diskursy sarysiai®, finansuoto
Lietuvos mokslo tarybos (VAT-18/2010). Vykdytojai: D.LEINARTE,
L. ZILINSKIENE, S. KRANTAUSKIENE, 1. SUTINIENE, I. GECIENE.

B SEPETYS, N. Apie Sajiidzio istakas ir savaimia visuomeng. [Rec. kn.: Sgjiidzio
istaky beieskant: nepaklusniyjy tinklaveikos galia. Moksl. red. A. RAMONAITE,
J. KAVALIAUSKAITE. Vilnius, 2012]. Knygy aidai, 2012, nr. 3, p. 8-29.
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karo ir perleisti Lietuvos SSR3; 2) tekstai, kurie buvo parengti sovietinéje
Lietuvoje®.

Penktaja Saltiniy grupg sudaro virtualios duomeny bazés, kuriose
atsispindi zydy jvaizdziai partizaninéje spaudoje ir atsiSaukimuose®.

6. Paskutine, Sestaja, Saltiniy grupe sudaro sovietiniai ideologiniai
leidiniai®’, kuriuose selektyviai pasitelkus ir adaptavus jvairias citatas i3

% GOSTAUTAS, J. Ponas Teiséjaitis arba pasakojimas apie Lietuvg ir
Zemaitijg. Vilnius, 1967; KREVE, V. Silkés. Rinktiniai rastai. T. 3. Vilnius,
1982, p. 65-76; KUDIRKA, V. Rastai. T. 1. Vilnius, 1989; LIETUVIS, M. Apie
totoriy, lietuviy ir maskvény paprocius. Vilnius, 1969; MICKEVICIUS, A. Ponas
Tadas arba paskutinis antpuolis Lietuvoje. Eilérasciai. Poemos. Vilnius, 1987,
p.417-728; PETKEVICAITE-BITE,G. Ad astra.  Vilnius, 1967,
PETKEVICAITE-BITE, G. Pasikalbéjimai. Vilnius, 1967; PETKEVICAITE-
BITE, G. Laiskai. Vilnius, 1968; PIETARIS, V. Rinktiniai rastai. Vilnius, 1973;
VAIZGANTAS. Nebylys. Vilnius, 1985; VALANCIUS, M. Palangos Juzé.
Vilnius, 1965; VALANCIUS, M. Pasakojimas Antano tretininko. Rastai. T. 1.
Vilnius, 1972; VALIUNAS, S. Ant mariy krasto. Vilnius, 1976; ZEMAITE.
Rastai. T. 1. Kaunas, 1948; ZEMAITE. Rastai. T. 3. Kaunas, 1948; ZEMAITE.
Rastai. T. 4. Vilnius, 1957; ZEMAITE. Autobiografija. Kaunas, 1947.

3 BALTUSIS, J. Parduotos vasaros. Kaunas, 1985; BALTUSIS, J. Sakmé apie
Juzg. Vilnius, 1979; PETKEVICIUS, V. dpie duong, meile ir Sautuvg. \Vilnius,
1984; SAVICKIS, J. Novelés. Vilnius, 1967, SIMONAITYTE, I. Gretimos
istorijélés. Vilnius, 1986; SIMONAITYTE, |. Paskutiné Kinelio kelione.
Vilnius, 1971; SLUCKIS, M. Laiptai j dangy. Vilnius, 1963; SRUOGA, B.
Apyausrio dalia. Kaunas, 1945; SRUOGA, B. Dievy miskas. Vilnius, 1960;
SIMKUS, J. Prie krintancio vandens. Vilnius, 1976.

% AtsiSaukimai ir kitokie partizany rastai [interaktyvus]. Prieitis per interneta:
<http://talpykla.istorija.lt/handle/123456789/241>; Virtualios parodos: Lietuvos
partizany kiiryba [interaktyvus].

Prieitis per internetg: <http://www.archyvai.lt/It/lya_parodos/lietuvos-partizanu-
kuryba.html>.

3 LIVSICAS, G. Judaizmo kilmé ir reakciné esme. Vilnius, 1965;
AKSAMITAS, P.; FREIDHEIMAS, P. Judaizmas ir sionizmas. Vilnius, 1974;
JEVSEJEVAS, J. Sionizmas: ideologija ir politika. Vilnius, 1972; ZIMANAS, G.
Hiuzijos ir tikrové: sionizmo ideologija ir praktika. Vilnius, 1984; ZIMANAS, G.
Mes — patriotai ir internacionalistai. Vilnius, 1977; ZIMANAS, G. Sionizmas —
ideologija ir praktika. Vilnius, 1980. Sionizmas be kaukés. Sud. J. VAITKUS.
Vilnius, 1973; Sionizmas — imperializmo ginklas. Vilnius, 1971.
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Toros ir Talmudo siekta diskredituoti judaizma, tendencingai aprasyti
Izraelio politika ir formuoti neigiama sionizmo jvaizdj.

Ginamieji teiginiai

Disertacijoje iskelto sovietinio antisemitizmo Lietuvos SSR specifika
ir iStirtumo jvertinimas suponuoja suformuluoti hipotezes, kurios
tikrinamos empiriniy duomeny pagrindu:

1.

Sovietiné sistema, ypac po J. Stalino mirties, atsisakiusi masiniy
represijy, visuomenés gyvenimg mégino kontroliuoti ideologijos
pagrindu, o antisemitizmas gal¢jo buti viena i§ priemoniy
socialiniam stabilumui Lietuvoje uztikrinti. Archetipinio
»atpirkimo ozio“ funkcijos atgaivinimas vertintinas kaip
simboliné nuoroda j rezimo vidaus (ekonomines) ir uZzsienio
(galiy pusiausvyros Artimuosiuose Rytuose kaitos) problemas,
nes sovietinei valdziai buvo biitinas subjektas, kuris atlikty
visuomenéje egzistavusiy jtampy nukreipimo funkcija.

Soviety Sgjungos valdzios struktiirose biita nemazai vidiniy
priestaravimy, todél periferijoje (Lietuvos SSR) sovietinio
antisemitizmo specifika pasizyméjo tuo, kad dél vyravusios
liberalesnés gyvenimo atmosferos rezimo nusistatymas zydy
atzvilgiu buvo nuosaikesnis, o zydai turéjo didesnes galimybes
dalyvauti nomenklatiiros (kultorinio elito) gyvenime. Sovietiné
sistema stokojo lankstumo ir nejvertino Lietuvos SSR, kurioje
lietuviy tauta turéjo ilga, ir ne tik priesiska, koegzistencijos patirtj
su zydais. Lietuvos gyvenime egzistavo daugeriopa tikrové
(diskursai), o lietuviy inteligentijos viding kultara buvo aukstesné,
ji galéjo daryti jtakg antisemitizmo lygiui.

Sovietiné sistema formavo visuomenés nusistatyma Zydy
atzvilgiu, manipuliacijai pasitelkdama antisemitizmo sanklodos
Lietuvoje  ypatybes.  Antisemitizmas néra  racionaliai
paaiskinamas, veikiau grindziamas emociniais argumentais, taigi
nevystant akademinés ar platesnés visuomenés diskusijos lietuviy
ir zydy santykiy klausimu, valdziai buvo patogu dél sistemos
interesy remtis dalies Lietuvos SSR pilieciy priesiSkumu zydams,
susiformavusiu bei jsitvirtinusiu per XX amziy. Antrosios
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sovietinés  okupacijos  laikotarpiu  atsirades  sovietinis
antisemitizmas, atsiskleidgs propagandinése kampanijose prie§
»gydytojus kenkéjus®, sionizmg, Izraelj, ,,valiutininkus®, suktiré
salygas visuomenés diskurse palaikyti nepalankaus nusistatymo
zydy atzvilgiu atmosfers.

ISvados

Remiantis atliktu tyrimu, darytinos tokios i§vados:

1. Po Antrojo pasaulinio karo sovietinis rezimas Lietuvoje i§ pradziy
teiké parama iSlikusiems po Holokausto Zzydams (ribota restitucija,
kult@iriné ir SvieCiamoji veikla), bet padétis émé keistis ryskéjant
antisemitinés politikos Soviety Sajungoje pozymiams. Sovietinés valdzios
diktuojamas nusistatymas zydy atzvilgiu Lietuvos SSR pradéjo stipréti
ribojimu neleisti zydy tautybés asmenims dirbti valdzios struktiirose.
Pirmuoju pokario deSimtmeciu prieSiSkumas zydams pastebimas
valstybés saugumo ministerijos (MGB) veikloje, tafiau nebuvo
plétojamas vieSojoje erdvéje. Saugumas persekiojo Lietuvos zydus,
jtardamas sionistine veikla, emigracijos (alijos) siekiu, santykiy su
uzsienyje gyvenusiais giminaiciais palaikymu, ir tai skatino abejones dél
zydy lojalumo sovietiniam rezimui. Aktyvesnis MGB vykdytas Zydy
persekiojimas prasidéjo 1948 m., kai suintensyvéjo kampanija prie$
»kosmopolitizma®“. Taciau pagrindinio Lietuvos SSR laikrasc¢io ,, Tiesa®
publikacijy analizé rodo, kad redakcija buvo vangi. Tik nuo 1950 m.
pradéta vykdyti antikosmopolitiné propaganda, kuri pasizyméjo
Limperialistinés grésmés® akcentavimu, tafiau joje buvo vengta
antisemitinés retorikos. Kitaip nei centriniuose SSRS spaudos
puslapiuose, ,,Tiesoje* netaikyta praktika Salia asmeny, i kuriuos buvo
nukreipta antikosmopolitiné kritika, priraS§yti buvusias ,,zydiSkas“
pavardes. Situacija pasikeité 1953 m. sausio mén., kai, pradéjus ,,gydytojy
kenkéjy“ byla, antisionistiné propaganda pasieké kulminacija. Si byla
buvo sovietinés ideologijos sukurtos antisemitizma kurstancios
propagandos dalis, kuri palaiké centrinés valdzios formuotg sampratg apie
priesiska ,,imperialistinj pasauli“. Prasidéjus procesui pries ,,gydytojus
kenkéjus®, kaltinimai sionistams (,,burzuaziniams nacionalistams®) dél
mantivalstybinés* veiklos tapo viena i§ dominuojanéiy temy Lietuvos SSR
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spaudoje. Nuosekliai buvo pateikiami propagandiniai antisemitinio
pobidzio zydy jvaizdziai; panasu, kad Lietuvos MGB struktiiros bandé
sukurti ,,gydytojy bylos® lietuviska atvejj, pradédamos tyrima dél rasytojo
Petro Cvirkos mirties.

2. a) Sovietinio antisemitizmo jtakg ir skvarba Lietuvos SSR galéjo
stabdyti asmeniniai nomenklatiiros rySiai arba gebéjimas laviruoti
propagandiniame sovietinio antisemitizmo diskurse. Sovietinés Lietuvos
nomenklatiira gana rezervuotai vertino ,,zydy klausima®, tad maziau
dalyvavo sovietinio antisemitizmo (pvz., propagandiniy kampanijy pries
sionizmg ar Izraelj) politikos kiirimo procese. Tarp nomenklatiirinei
aplinkai priklausiusiy kultiiros veikéjy vyravo gana palankus poziiris j
zydy kiréjy veikla meno, literatiiros ir kinematografijos srityse. Biita ir
epizodiniy (individualiy) bandymy atsizvelgti j Lietuvos Zydy problemas,
padéti jiems emigruoti. Svarbiausias tokig ,,zydy klausimo® padét
sovietingje Lietuvoje lémes veiksnys buvo tas, kad tiek tarp partinio elito,
tiek tarp inteligentijos, kuri formavo kultiros ir meno politika, vyravo
aukstesnés kulttiros ir moralés asmenys. Tarp jy nebuvo atviry antisemity
ir jvairiose srityse (pvz., komunistingje pogrindingje veikloje tarpukario
Lietuvoje) egzistavo bendradarbiavimo tarp lietuviy ir Zydy patirtis.

b) Sovietiné tautiné politika zZydy atminties viety, judaizmo, kulttros ir
Svietimo atzvilgiu yra indikatorius, kuris perteiké zydy iSskyrima i$ kity
Lietuvos SSR tautiniy grupiy. Formaliai sovietiné valdzia laikési
pozicijos, kad zydai yra linke asimiliuotis (akultiiruotis), ir jiems nebuvo
taikomos valstybinés diskriminacinés priemonés. Tki XX a. 5-0jo
desSimtmecio pabaigos sovietinis rezimas Lietuvoje gana palankiai zitiréjo
1 zydy tapatumo iSsaugojima, o judaizmo praktikavimui, zydy kultiriniam
gyvenimui ir $vietimui buvo rodomas rezervuotas démesys (pvz., Kaune
ir Vilniuje veiké dvi sinagogos, Zydy muziejus, Zydy vaiky globos namai
ir mokyklos). SSRS ,atSilimo*“ laikotarpiu buvo leista, nors ir
propagandiniais  sumetimais, veikti mégéjiskiems zydy meno
kolektyvams, Lietuvos Zydy rasSytojai turéjo galimybiy kurti zydiSko
gyvenimo temomis. Bet pamazu jsitvirtino Zydus nutautinti siekianti
politika, pasireiSkusi etninio, nacionalinio ar religinio identiteto elementy
trynimu. Nebeliko Zydy Svietimo jstaigy, buvo naikinamos ir
neteko institucinio palaikymo. Bet vis délto tautine politika zydy atzvilgiu
Lietuvos SSR nebuvo tokia agresyviai kryptinga kaip kitose sovietinése
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respublikose, kur zydisko tapatumo veikimo sritis (religines ir Sventines
tradicijas) lydéjo sovietizacijos procesai, verte juos vengti tautinés ir
kult@irinés-lingvistinés iSraiskos. Tokia selektyvi sovietiné tautiné politika
Lietuvoje su nedideliais pokyciais i§ esmés isliko iki pat Lietuvos
Persitvarkymo Sajudzio veiklos pradzios, kai buvo jkurta Lietuvos zZydy
kultiiros draugija.

¢) Soviety Sajungoje buvo ribojama su zZydy tematika susijusios
literattiros leidyba, taciau Lietuvos SSR padétis buvo specifiné — apie
zydy gyvenima buvo galima raSyti daugiau. Lietuvoje cenzira atlaidziau
vertino tekstus, todél buvo aprobuojami kiriniai, kuriuose pasitaikydavo
antisemitiniy motyvy. Nors biita alternatyvy diskursa konstruojancios
literattiros (pvz., G. Petkevicaités-Bités, G. Kanoviciaus, I. Mero kiiryba),
sovietmecCiu leistuose lietuviy autoriy tekstuose retai galima aptikti
neutraly ar pozityvy Zydy personazg. Dazniausiai buvo apsiribojama vien
fragmentiniu arba tradiciniu zydy pristatymu. Vis tik Lietuvos SSR
cenzoriai nerimavo dél zZydy menkinimg atspindinciy teksty neigiamo
poveikio visuomeneli, tad siekiant laikytis sovietinés ideologijos principy,
knygy jvaduose buvo spausdinami paaisSkinimai, kuriais lietuviy folklore
ir grozinéje literatiiroje funkcionavusj neigiamg zydy jvaizdj bandyta
pagristi socialiniais burzuaziniais santykiais. Tokia specifiné situacija
lietuviy grozinés literatiros leidybos srityje sietina su ,,atSilimo* politika
ir rezimo nenuoseklumu.

d) Propagandiné ,,valiutininky byla*“ Lietuvoje buvo dalis sovietinio
rezimo vykdytos kampanijos prie§ ekonominius nusikaltimus, skirta
aiskiy atsakymy reikalaujanciai visuomenei, nepalikusi jokios erdvés
klausimams ir niuansams. Sovietiniam rezimui buvo svarbu atkreipti
visuomenés démesj | kova su ekonominiais nusikaltimais, todél siekiant
iSvengti §ios propagandinés kampanijos tapimo viena i§ daugelio
rutinizuoty visuomenés aukléjimo priemoniy, buvo pasitelkta neigiamus
zydy jvaizdzius perteikianti retorika. Nepaisant to, kad $i kampanija
Soviety Lietuvoje pasizyméjo mazesniu intensyvumu ir retesniais
teisminiais procesais nei kituose SSRS miestuose (pvz., Lvove, Minske),
vis délto per kuriamus jvaizdzius taip pat buvo pasinaudota
stereotipizuotais (folklorizuotais) antisemitiniais vertinimais (pvz., ,,Zydas
prekybininkas®, ,gudrus spekuliantas®) arba Zzydy jvaizdzio
kompleksinémis asociacijomis kaip psichologinio veikimo principu,
perduodant informacija, turinCia aiSkig ir konkrecig logine seka. Tuo
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visuomenei buvo pateikiama identifikuota ,valiutos spekulianty*
tapatybé.

e) Sovietiné propaganda pries sionizmg ir Izraelj Lietuvos SSR neveiké
nuolat. Po J. Stalino mirties ji aprimo, ir tokia padétis tesési iki 1956 m.,
kai paslijo Izraelio ir Soviety Sgjungos santykiai Sueco krizés metu. Tada
antiizraeliSka propaganda tapo aktyvesné, vis dazniau publikuoti
straipsniai, kuriuose buvo puolamas sionizmas. Vis délto 19561964 m.
laikotarpiu, skirtingai nei centringje SSRS spaudoje, sovietinéje Lietuvoje
antiizraeliskos propagandos stilistika buvo formalesné. Cia egzistavo
didesnis neutralumas vertinant geopolitinius jvykius Artimuosiuose
Rytuose, nebiita kryptingy bandymy kritikuoti emigracinius zydy siekius
ir tik retkarciais buvo spausdinamos asociacijos, susijusios su negatyviais
semantiniais Zydy jvaizdziais. 1967 m., po Sesiy dieny karo, propaganda
prie§ sionizmg ir Izraelj pasikeité ir jgijo kampanijos forma, t.y. virto
organizuota sovietinés propagandos veikla. , AtSilimo* laikotarpiu
sovietingje Lietuvoje inicijuota sionizmo kritika buvo nukreipta |
bandymus ,neutralizuoti Zydy emigracija, o po Sesiy dieny karo
antisionistine retorika prie§ Izraelj i§ esmés buvo maskuojamas
antisemitizmas, kuris turéjo veikti rezimo geopolitiniy ir vidiniy interesy
naudai. Zydai tapo manipuliacijos jrankiais ideologinés konfrontacijos su
»Vakary imperializmu®“ kontekste. Komunistinio laikras¢io ,,Tiesa“
turinio analizé leidzia daryti prielaida, kad redaktoriai laviravo tarp
selektyvios prie§ sionizmg ir Izraelj nukreiptos propagandos bei
Kremliaus direktyvy. Tokia prielaida remiasi gana SablonisSky straipsniy
konstrukcija, propagandiniy kliSiy perspausdinimu, nuosaikesne
antisionistine ir antiizraeliska retorika, kurig kiek sustiprindavo ne
Lietuvos SSR, o centrinés SSRS Zurnalisty parengti tekstai. Siuose
tekstuose zydai (izraelieiai) buvo siejami su ,,imperialistiniu pasauliu®
per kurstytus archetipinius Zydy jvaizdzius ir jvairias samokslo teorijas.
Tuo tarpu ,,Tiesos“ redakcija susitelké ne j ,,grésmingo sionizmo ir
imperializmo rySio“ kurstyma, o j alternatyvaus diskurso kiirima, t. Y.
bandymus paaiskinti, kad antisionizmas ir antisemitizmas néra tapatiis
reiskiniai. Be to, kitaip nei ,,gydytojy kenkéjy“ bylos metu, nebuvo
kuriamas lietuviskas sovietinio antisemitizmo atvejis. Sis faktas
patvirtina, kad tarp Lietuvos SSR nomenklatiros darbuotojy nebuvo
atviro, arSaus nusistatymo zydy atzvilgiu ir ideologinio paklusnumo
nurodymams i§ Kremliaus. Toks ,,liberalesnis* ,,Tiesos* kursas rodo, kad
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diskurso formavimui(si) jtaka daré ne tik SSKP CK linija, bet ir laikrascio
redaktoriy (nomenklatiiros darbuotojy) pozicija bei gebéjimas laviruoti.
Taciau Sis selektyvumas Kremliaus direktyvy atzvilgiu néra
vienareik§miskai vertinamas kaip pozityvesnés sovietinés politikos ,,zydy
klausimu* jrodymas. ISlieka galimybé, kad tai, kas panaSu |
savarankiskesnj veikima, buvo sovietinés sistemos gebéjimas prisitaikyti
prie Lietuvos SSR specifikos ir efektyviai funkcionavo propagandiniame
diskurse.

Lietuvos SSR KGB bylose dél sionizmo ir Izraelio grésmiy daznai
buvo pateikiama epizoding, pavirSutiniSko turinio informacija.
Pavyzdziui, ,,gydytojy kenkéjy“ bylos metu buvo pastebima aktyvesné
valstybés saugumo veikla ieskant ,,uZzsikonspiravusiy kenkéjy*, o po Sesiy
dieny karo KGB veikla tapo panasesné j pastangas nustatyti potencialias
antivalstybines grésmes ten, kur realiai pavojus buvo menkas. Sionizmas,
kaip priesiska ideologija ir politika simbolizuojantis darinys, keélé
saugumui jtarima, tac¢iau LSSR KGB veikloje jis buvo susipynes su
,»Vakary imperializmo* pavojaus akcentavimu, tad jam nebuvo teiktas
i8skirtinis démesys. Apsiribota tarpukario Lietuvoje veikusiy sionistiniy
organizacijy vadovy stebgjimu ir sionisty i§ uzsienio, jtarty alijos ir
,.nacionalistiniy“ nuotaiky skatinimu, sekimu. Tokia padétis sietina su tuo,
kad nuo 1959 m. KGB kontrolé¢ atiteko lietuviy nomenklatiirai, ir
operatyviniai darbai pradéti vykdyti selektyviau, atsizvelgiant |
vyraujancias Lietuvos SSR nomenklatiiros nuostatas.

3. Lietuvos zydy atsiminimuose nustatyta, kad dalis jy antisemitizma
laiké kone kasdienybés atributu, jauté jj kaip kilusj i$ neapykantos tautiniu
pagrindu, juolab buti Zydu ir turéti pase tai liudijantj jrasa (,,penktoji
grafa®) jiems reiské atskirtj. Jtampa kursté buitinio antisemitizmo
incidentai socialinése situacijose, — daznas pavyzdys buvo Zzydiskos
kilmés iSskyrimas, o greta ankstesniyjy kaltinimy ,,Kristaus nuzudymu®,
LHlietuviy i$naudojimu® atsirado naujas ,,zydo-komunisto* jvaizdis.
Atsiminimuose dazniausiai pabréziama ,.gydytojuy kenkéjy“ byla kaip
rySkiausias sovietinio antisemitizmo pavyzdys, kai propaganda
diskreditavo zydus, laiké juos potencialiais ,tévynés iSdavikais®,
Limperializmo agentais“, o Lietuvos zydai jauté nuolatinj pavojy. Dalj
zydy $i byla paskatino suabejoti komunizmo idealais, o kiti laikési
pozicijos, kad priesiSkumas zydams tebuvo laikina komunistinés sistemos
klaida. Nepaisant skirtingy vertinimy, nagrinétus Lietuvos Zzydy
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atsiminimus apie ,,gydytojy byla*“ vienija sovietinés sistemos kurta
nepasitikéjimo atmosfera, kai nerimastingai buvo laukta atomazgos. Vis
délto neoficialioje komunikacijoje sovietmeciu uzfiksuota antisemitizmo
patirtis néra pakankamai informatyvi, kad padéty isskirti priesisSkumo
zydams kilimo priezastis. NeaiSkumy kelia tai, kad daznai pasakojimy
autoriai linksta akcentuoti padétj Lietuvos SSR kaip maziausiai prieSiskai
nusiteikusia zydy atzvilgiu lyginant su kitomis sovietinémis
respublikomis. I§skirtinos penkios koreliuojancios tarpusavyje priezastys,
kurios prisidéjo prie salygy, formavusiy antisemitizmo sovietingje
Lietuvoje apraiSkas: 1) pokario nepriteklius persmelkta Lietuvos SSR ir
visuomenés demoralizacija; 2) ekstremaliis jvykiai ir trauminé patirtis
(sovietiné okupacija, represijos, trémimai); 3) Zydy sutapatinimas su
sovietizacijos procesy Lietuvoje dalyviais; 4) liectuviy groziné literatiira,
kurioje dominavo tie patys lietuviy ir zydy santykiy vaizdiniai, perteike
informacija apie zydus kaip patyCiy taikinius; 5) sovietinés antisemitinés
propagandos gebé¢jimas panaudoti savo tikslams fragmentiskas lietuviy
visuomenés Zinias apie zydus. Dél to propaganda pries ,,kosmopolitus®,
sionizma, Izraelj, ,,valiutininkus* galéjo kelti didesnes emocijas, nes veike
kaip asociatyviis vaizdiniai, kurst¢ ir palaike antisemitizma. Nors
skirtingomis formomis, bet i§ esmés tokio paties turinio aiSkinimai apie
»agresyvy lzraelj®, ,imperialistin] sionizma“ galéjo laikui bégant tapti
nereikSmingi, taCiau svarbu atsizvelgti, kad lietuviy ir Zydy santykiy raida
XIX-XX a. nebuvo pateikiama nei akademiniame, nei vertybiniame-
moraliniame kontekstuose. Todél nuomonés ar kolektyvinés, ,,liaudiskos*
lietuviy ir zydy santykiy reprezentacijos (pvz., literatiroje, kine,
privacioje komunikacijoje) priklausé stereotipy sferai, t. y. nepatikrinty,
neisanalizuoty, nugirsty vaizdiniy, turinciy potencialios galios Zmoniy
elgesiui ir vaizduotei.

Tyrimas apie kolektyvinius smurtinius i$puolius prie§ Zydus atskleidé
sovietinés Lietuvos visuomenés mentalines savybes (imluma,
»mobilizuotuma®) ,,prieSpogrominiams* mitams atsinaujinti ir tai, kad
sistemos politinés galios struktiiros turéjo galimybiy tuo naudotis. Taciau
antisemitiniai iSpuoliai Lietuvoje buvo veikiau spontaniski ir veikiami
revoliuciniy nuotaiky (Klaipédos atveju), tad sudétinga juos racionaliai
paaiskinti. Vis délto, be buitinio antisemitizmo perdirbty zydy jvaizdziy
(nuo ritualinio kriks¢ioniy kraujo naudojimo iki ,,zydo komunisto*)
sgveikavimo su sovietiniu antisemitizmu ar preteksto, uz kurio slypéjo

58



frustracinés visuomenés nuotaikos (nepasitenkinimas sovietiniu rezimu,
ekonominiais sunkumais), kolektyvinj smurtg prie§ zydus lémé minios
psichologija, kai individuali atsakomybé yra minimizuota. Lietuvos SSR
valdzia bandé deaktualizuoti kolektyvinius iSpuolius prie§ zydus, o kalte
suversti menkai iSsilavinusiems ir chuliganiskai nusiteikusiems
asmenims. Valstybés saugumo ir teisésaugos institucijos nebuvo pasyvios
antisemitiniy ekscesy stebétojos ir imdavosi aktyviy priemoniy pries juos.
Taciau oficialiu lygmeniu tokie iSpuoliai niekada nebuvo pasmerkti ir
jvertinti.
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