
... . Ruzaia without any prejudice recognizes the 

•elf-rale and independence of die State of Lithu- 

atua with all die juridical comequeficea • • • and 

foe all time* renounces with good will all the 

•overeignity rights of Russia, which it has had in 

regard to the Lithuanian nation or territory.

Peace Treaty with Russia 

Moscow, July 12, 1920

President Roosevelt and Prime Minister Churchill:
1. Their countries seek no aggrandizement, ter

ritorial or other;
2. They desire to see no territorial changes 

that do not accord with the freely expressed 
wishes of the peoples concerned;

3. They respect the right of all peoples to 
choose the form of government under which they 
will live; and they wish to see sovereign rights 
and self-government restored to those who have 
been forcibly deprived of them.

Atlantic Charter 
August 14, 1941
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THE TRAGEDY OF LITHUANIA
The present armed conflict began with the 

German occupation of Austria in March 1938. 
After seizing the Sudetenland in the fall of that 
same year, and the remainder of Czechoslovakia 
in March 1939, Germany immediately proceeded 
to commit an act of aggression against Lithuania, 
annexing the Memel area on March 22nd. The 
World War broke out five months later when 
Poland with a pledge of assistance from the dem
ocratic powers, refused to yield to German 
threats without a struggle. She was invaded not 
only by Germany but also Russia, who quickly 
took possession of one-half of her territory at 
the cost of an insignificant number of casualties. 
Soon afterward, Stalin dispatched vast armies 
to Finland, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia and Ru
mania. He met with splendid success everywhere. 
Supplying Germany with fuel oils, footwear, 
wheat and maintaining a benevolent neutrality 
in Hitler’s war against the democracies, Stalin 
enjoyed the favor of the Nazis at the same time.

A QUEER WAR
When the Russians had established themselves 

in Poland (September 1939), and in Lithuania 
(June 1940), they began digging entrenchments, 
building fortifications and airfields. This created 
a new distrust between the two dictators, who 
had boasted that their friendship was “sealed 
with blood”. The subsequent Russo-German war 
then aroused much enthusiasm in the democ
racies and some hope in the Baltic States. The 
latter reasoned that when the Germans and the 
Russians would exhaust their energies, and while 
the democracies still favored their cause, they 
would regain their independence and shed the 
yoke of both tyrants. However, events charted 
a different course.

The loss of territory and independence is the 
greatest misfortune that can befall any nation. 
At the present moment it is too early to speculate 
what lands will be taken away from Germany. 
Perhaps she will forfeit East Prussia alone, a 
mere three percent of the Germany of 1937. Un
doubtedly, she will be permitted to retain her 
independence. Disarmament and international 
supervision will merely be temporary measures 
to subdue the militarists, which will be more ben

eficial than harmful for the masses. Consequent
ly, Germany may survive practically unpunished. 
She will part with the loot seized abroad and 
with several thousand major criminals, who may 
not succeed in escaping to safe havens. This would 
not be punishment when we consider what may 
befall the Baltic States and Poland.

But what lies in store for the Lithuanians, Es
tonians, Latvians and Poles, who for centuries 
repelled the German “Drang nach Osten”, and 
oft times quite successfully? The Battle of Tan
nenberg (1410) won by the two Lithuanian 
monarchs, Vytautas and Jogaila, at the head 
of Lithuanian and Polish forces, stopped the ad
vance of the Germans for 350 years. Thus, the 
Muscovite state was safeguarded from a Teutonic 
invasion. Will the democracies now remember 
both the past and present sacrifices and struggles 
of these nations against the German “superman”, 
or will they instead of Germany, be compelled 
to lose their sovereignty and their territory? 
This is the puzzling question today.

STALIN’S ROLE
Today we are standing on the threshold of a 

new Munich. Russia has assumed the role of 
Germany. Russia wants Lithuania, Latvia, Es
tonia, Finland, half of Poland and the Balkans! 
That is all!

Bitter actual experience has taught the Baltic 
peoples the true meaning of Stalin’s pretensions 
to non-Russian lands. The exact number of Lithu
anians exiled to Siberia or “liquidated” by other 
measures in 1940-41 is not known. According to 
different sources, this number varies between 
50,000 and 200,000. Several American magazines 
have recently published a chart indicating how 
many individuals have been displaced and made 
homeless by Hitler’s and Stalin’s orders. This 
chart claims that the bolsheviks kidnapped 61,000 
in Estonia, 60,000 in Latvia, 66,000 in Lithuania 
and 1,500,000 in Poland. The figures are appall
ing, because the Russians occupied the Baltic 
Republics for only 12 months, and one half of 
Poland for twenty months.

Most of these unfortunates, seized between 
March and June, 1941 (when Russia was still at
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peace), have found themselves in concentration 
camps. Furthermore, the Russian authorities had 
definitely planned the transfer of about 1,500,000 
persons from Lithuania (one half of the country’s 
population) to various parts of the Russian in
terior and the settlement of an equal number 
of Russians and other easterners in Lithuania. 
This procedure would have destroyed the Lithu
anian national existence within a single five year 
plan. Bolshevik agents broadcast to the world 
that these people have been evacuated to “safer 
locations” as was done in 1915. It is true that 
the Tsarist government in time of war (not in 
time of peace), evacuated approximately 200,000 
Lithuanians. The Tzarist government, however, 
did not imprison them in concentration camps, 
but permitted them to select their place of resi
dence freely, to correspond with their American 
relatives, to organize their own relief and school 
systems, to send delegates to America and West
ern Europe. It also allowed Lithuanian Ameri
can representatives to return these visits and to 
assist in that tremendous task of providing suc
cor for the needy and the distressed. But in Sta
lin’s day, tens of thousands of Lithuanians from 
every walk of life and age, are forced to live in 
absolute isolation. Most of these people not only 
suffer untold hardships but are dying a slow 
death as they drag out a weary existence under 
most brutal and inhuman circumstances. They 
are forced to perform slave labor for the benefit 
of their conquerors. They cannot communicate 
with the outside world. The mercy of the Red 
Cross cannot reach them. They have little food 
and still less clothing. They are compelled to 
seek refuge from cold in miserable barracks to 
which animals would not be condemned by hu
man beings. Among these victims, whose only 
crime is that they are not Russians or com
munists, are many former cabinet ministers, 
writers, teachers, workers, farmers, clergymen 
and officials of Lithuania and other Baltic States. 
While these mass deportations continued, Stalin 
and hiš cohorts suppressed all organizations and 
forbade the Lithuanian press to function on Lithu
ania’s own soil. Even the publication of a ’’Lithu
anian Encyclopedia” was outlawed. These 
measures clearly demonstrate the kind of “cultur
al autonomy” Moscow brought to Lithuania in 
1940-41 and proposes to bring again, as expressed 
in the recently promulgated Soviet Autonomy 
Decree.

Today, many people naively believe that Russia 
has changed her tactics and no longer represents 
a cruel dictatorship. After all, guests from other 
countries have been received in Russia rather 
courteously. And it would seem that whatever 
form of government Moscow has chosen to adopt, 
should not disturb Americans, Lithuanians or 
other foreigners.

If the totalitarian policy of Russia has been 
altered, this would be indicated by the immediate 
release from imprisonment of thousands of Lith
uanians including former President Aleksandras 
Stulginskis, Prime Ministers Antanas Merkys and 
Dr. L. Bistras, Ministers Kazys Bizauskas, Zigmas 
Starkus, Juozas Urbšys, V. Čarneckis, Prof. A. 
Tamošaitis, Prof. Tonkūnas, Prof. Pranas Dovy

daitis, Editor Dr. Ignas Skrupskelis and thou
sands of other prominent Lithuanian personali
ties. Lithuanians and others would be allowed, 
with the aid of the American Red Cross, to aid 
the surviving men and women now in Siberia 
and in Arctic Russia. And the liberation of clergy
men from Russian prisons would permit the en
tire world to recognize some semblance of re
ligious freedom under Stalin’s dictatorial rule. 
The formation of an Orthodox Synod in Russia 
has no effect on the lives of other people and 
merely symbolizes a rivalry between Stalin and 
Hitler. The latter had granted even greater lib
erties to the Orthodox believers in his occupied 
districts. It is only competition between two dic
tators to win sympathy. Stalin’s game with Hit
ler brings no hope to Lithuanians, who are West
erners, and who want equality for all faiths and 
true freedom not only to pray but to publish 
newspapers, books, maintain their own schools 
and organizations. The comedies, starring Metro
politan Sergius, deceive no thoughtful, intelligent 
individual. About a transformation in the Soviet 
policy we may say — plus ca change, plus c’est 
la mėme chose.

Not enough emphasis has been placed upon 
one amazing phenomenon which occured in mo
dem history during the spring of 1940, when 
Finland lost its defensive war and Russia cruelly 
and unjustly took possession of Western Karelia 
with some 500,000 people. More than 90% of the 
inhabitants refused to live in an “autonomous” 
Soviet Karelia and hurriedly moved into the in
terior of Finland! Doing so, they suddenly lost 
all their property, their homes, their farms, all 
their belongings. They would rather be beggars 
than slaves!

The Lithuanians and their Baltic neighbors 
would also flee from Soviet domination. They can 
never be assimilated by the Russians. They can 
easily adapt themselves to the American, En
glish, French or Swedish standard of life. Al
though these standards differ, nevertheless, they 
protect human dignity, and provide for the devel
opment of individuality. The Lithuanians know 
full well that under the new Russian occupation 
of Lithuania, no Lithuanian would be safe in his 
own country.

WHAT NEXT?
Among those Lithuanians who are seeking av

enues of escape are the patriots (and their 
families) who took part in the uprising against 
the Soviets in June 1941, the intellectuals, the 
patriotic youth, the former members of the so
vietized parliaments and their relatives (inas
much as they had disclosed the Soviet fraud and 
deceptions practiced in the July 1940 “elections”). 
They know what happened to their friends in 
Siberia. They realize that suitable “punishments” 
await them for their “disloyalty”. Today the 
safety zone for Baltic refugees seems to begin only 
west of Berlin, where the administration in the 
hands of humane and cultured Anglo-Americans 
will be established. Germany itself is no asylum. 
The Nazis are engaged in an intensive manhunt. 
And Russia seems to entertain no other notion 
than to cut off all possible means of escape and
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thereby gain more people for the exploitation of 
the virgin taygas of Siberia. A catastrophe of 
immense proportions evidently awaits the Lithu
anians, Latvians, Estonians and Poles.

THE FUTURE OF THE BALTIC STATES AND 
POLAND

It is quite possible that the ultimate fate of 
these four nations was actually discussed at the 
Moscow and Teheran conferences, but that the 
obstinate resolve of Moscow did not allow the 
conferees to reach a proper solution. The entire 
problem may have been left for future discus
sions. Nevertheless, the Soviets alone gain 
through this delay. Once gaining complete con
trol of Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, and Poland, 
they will annihilate all intellectuals, all progres
sive farmers and workers. Subsequent negotia
tions will inevitably swing in favor of Russian 
imperialism because these nations cannot hope 
to have their own representatives invited. Even 
after a temporary occupation, perhaps of two 
years duration, few Lithuanians would survive 
in Lithuania. Their places and offices will have 
been taken over by individuals approved by the 
Soviet regime. Moscow, then, would have no ob
jections whatsoever to holding a “plebiscite”, 
being assured that the new settlers would vote 
for incorporation with Russia.

If the Russians stay in Lithuania permanently, 
the whole of Eastern Poland must necessarily be 
ceded to the U.S.S.R. The most convenient rail
road route from Kiev to Kaunas follows the road 
through Samy, Luniniec, Baranowicze (cities of 
eastern Poland), and through Lida and Vilna in 
Lithuania. The most direct route from Moscow, 
Smolensk, Minsk as well as from all of white 
Ruthehia passes through Molodeczno and Vilna 
to Kaunas and the Baltic coast. The route from 
Soviet Volhynia (Berdichev, Proskurov, Kame- 
nets Podolsk) to Kaunas and the Baltic shores 
goes almost through the center of Poland by 
way of Rowne, Kowel, Brest Litovsk, Bialystok 
and Grodno. In view of these facts, no strategist 
would believe that, having absorbed Lithuania, 
Russia would leave a narrow. Polish corridor be
tween Soviet Ukraine, White Ruthenia and Lithu
ania to block communications. This is the reason 
why some Poles justly and logically are concerned 
with the fate of Lithuania. The disappearance of 
a free Lithuania results in the total weakening 
of Poland and prepares for Poland’s complete 
extinction in the near future.

WHAT IS TO BE DONE?
The United Nations are struggling against the 

German monster, knowing full well that they 
will win, and that they will retain their national 
sovereignty and just human rights. They know 
why their loyal citizens are suffering and dying. 
How truly appalling is the picture of the three 
cultured nations, which have sacrificed all their 
resources, contributed all their energy to the 
success of the same struggle not knowing whether 
their efforts will ever be deemed sufficient to 
restore their independence and their God-given 
rights. Only cynics and renegades ignore the

heroic deeds of these nations — Lithuania, Lat
via and Estonia.

If the Russians are entrusted with the admi
nistration of the Baltic States, regardless how 
temporary, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia will 
perish. Moscow will resort to mass murder. Com
missar Syerov’s instructions have not been re
voked. Thousands of Lithuanians have not been 
released from the concentration camps. So far 
Moscow has not condemned the transportation 
of human beings packed in filthy cattle cars to 
concentration camps where the mortality rate 
terrify any sober and sane person and is indi
cative of the Soviet attitude towards all that is 
not Russian and not communistic.

During 1914-1920, out of two and a half mil
lion Lithuanians, some 60,000 were killed in line 
of battle, but more than 400,000 died from 
hunger, epidemics and cold. Thus the Lithuanian 
nation has lost about 20% of its population. We 
in America would realize this more fully if within 
a few months about 27 million persons should 
suddenly die in this country. The present war 
in the Baltic States is harsher because of the 
mass deportations for slave labor in Germany 
and Siberia, which have taken place.

It is difficult to shock a world that is already 
accustomed to repeated horrors of war. But is 
not this war being fought for democracy, for 
liberty, for freedom, for the abolition of dicta
torships, for the protection of human rights? 
If so, the voice of Underground Lithuania should 
be heard. If so, the prayers of Lithuanian exiles 
should be answered. If so, the pleas of Lithua
nian patriotic organizations must be given proper 
consideration!

AN APPEAL
Recently, united organizations of Americans of 

Lithuanian, Latvian and Estonian descent issued 
an appeal to fellow-Americans on behalf of the 
Baltic States. Their joint resolution asked the 
United States government to intercede now with 
the government of the Soviet Union, so

“(1) That the military occupation of the terri
tories of the Republics of Lithuania, Latvia and 
Estonia by the armed forces of the Soviet Union 
proceed in accordance with international law and 
rules of warfare and be placed under immediate 
Inter-Allied Military Control and under the su
pervision of the Inter-Allied European Advisory 
Committee;

(2) That the occupying military authorities 
of the Soviet Union do not interfere with and 
do fully respect the civil liberties, religious wor
ship and instruction, freedom of the press and 
freedom of speech;

(3) That no Soviet civil administration be in
stalled or be attempted to be imposed, promoted 
or preferred, and that the representative demo
cratic local administration be assisted to resto
ration under the supervision of the Inter-Allied 
Military Control Commission;

(4) That the respective democratic constitu
tional laws, due processes of law, civil liberties 
and private property rights in effect prior to 
June, 1940, be reinstated in full force and effect,
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behind the immediate zone of military operations 
in Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia;

(5) That the temporary military administra
tion proceed in accordance with rules of interna
tional law regarding administration of foreign 
territory under military occupation; that such 
administration attempt no reprisals nor methods 
of terror against the inhabitants of the Baltic 
States; that all criminal prosecutions proceed 
under the respective national laws in effect prior 
to June, 1940, in local courts of the respective 
countries and under the supervision of the Inter- 
Allied Military Control Commission;

(6) That there be no deportations, individually 
or en masse, of the citizens of Lithuania, Latvia 
and Estonia;

THE ECONOMIC REVIEW OF LITHUANIA 
BETWEEN TWO WARS

FOREIGN TRADE OF LITHUANIA
The foreign trade of a country is, to some ex

tent, a barometer of its economic progress and 
development. The foreign trade of Lithuania in
creased until 1930, when it reached the all-time 
peak in imports and exports; it then decreased 
again, reaching its lowest point in 1934-35. The 
decrease was not in volume, but in the monetary 
value of goods exported and imported. As is 
known, the Lithuanian currency litas was never 
devalued to suit the fall of prices in the world 
markets, although in other countries currency 
devaluations followed the economic crash of 1929. 
Measured by monetary value the exports increas
ed from 146,795,000 litas in 1923 to 333,739,000 
litas in 1930, while imports increased from 156,- 
627,000 litas in 1923 to 312,415,000 litas in 1930. 
It must be noted that Lithuania between the two 
wars had, for the most part, a favorable trade 
balance. In 1924 exports exceeded imports by 
60,040,000 litas (exports, 266,584,000 litas; im
ports 206,534,000 litas); in subsequent years the 
surplus was not so high.

As an agricultural country Lithuania’s most 
active trade relations were with industrial coun
tries, namely, Great Britain and Germany. Until 
1931 Germany ranked first in the foreign trade 
of Lithuania, while the United Kingdom held 
second place. In 1932 the situation was reversed; 
exports to the United Kingdom grew from 58,600, 
000 litas in 1925 to 90,400,000 litas in 1931, while 
exports to Germany rose from 123,200,000 li
tas in 1925 to 199,900,000 litas, dropped to 125,- 
400,000 litas in 1931, and then fell to an all-time 
low of 5,400,000 litas in 1935. This unusual drop 
in the trade with Germany was caused not by 
economic necessity, but from political pressure on 
the part of Nazi Germany to obtain concessions 
in the Klaipeda (Memel) controversy. Trade with 
Soviet Russia was very small, for, on the one 
hand, Russia herself is predominantly an agri
cultural country, and, on the other hand, unsettl-

(7) That the citizens of Lithuania, Latvia and 
Estonia deported into the U.S.S.R. in 1940 and 
1941 be released and permitted to return home 
under the supervision and with the assistance 
of the International and/or National Red Cross 
agencies of any of the United Nations;

(8) That the American Red Cross and Amer
ican relief agencies be given full facilities to 
extend relief to the inhabitants of Lithuania, 
Latvia and Estonia, and to the Baltic deportees 
in Soviet Russia.

The Lithuanian American Council, Inc.
The United Latvian American Committee 
United Committee of Estonian American 
Organizations”.

By A. SIMUTIS
Author of “The Economic 

Reconstruction of Lithuania 
after 1918”.

ed economic conditions in Russia prevented a 
greater exchange of goods. Nevertheless, the trade 
with Russia was on the upswing from 1934. Lithu
anian exports to Russia dropped from 6,400,000 
litas in 1925 to 1,100,000 litas in 1927; then rose 
to 8,300,000 litas in 1931; and dropped again to 
3,700,000 litas in 1933. In 1938 Lithuanian exports 
to Russia reached 13,300,000 litas and imports, 
15,000,000 litas. A position similar in some re
spect to that of Russia in the foreign trade of 
Lithuania was held by Belgium, Czechoslovakia, 
Holland, and the United States.

It may be added that according to the statis
tics published by the League of Nations, the trade 
of Finland, Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania in 1938 
(total population about 10.000.000 inhabitants) 
amounted to $586.000.000, while the foreign trade 
of Soviet Russia, a country of 170.000.000 inhabit
ants and extending over one sixth of the whole 
globe, was $525.000.000.

That is the reason why Soviet Russia did not 
use the Baltic port facilities: in fact she had very 
little to export and import.

That is one of the reasons too why Soviet Rus
sia is still insisting upon annexation of the Bal
tic States.

There was no direct exchange of goods with 
Poland due to the Polish aggression on Lithuania 
in 1920 and seizure of Vilnius-Vilna, the capital 
of Lithuania.

The bulk of the exports from Lithuania to 
Great Britain was composed of bacon, butter, 
eggs, woodpulp, veneer, flax and tow, while im
ports from Great Britain consisted of coal, woolen 
and cotton yarn, fabrics, sheet iron, and herrings.

Exports to Germany consisted of live pigs, poul
try, beef, butter, eggs, and flax and tow, while 
imports were composed of iron rails, various kinds 
of fabrics, factory machinery, machine parts, 
motor cars and chassis, and scientific apparatus 
and instruments. With the rest of the countries 
trading with Lithuania similar commodities with 
but slight variations were involved.
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FINANCE
Lithuania was not rich with capital before the 

war of 1914-18, but whatever savings and assets 
the people had were swept away by war’s devas
tations, changing currencies and inflation. Rus
sian ruble notes which circulated in Lithuania un-

- til 1915 were eventually replaced by special occu
pational Obost rubles and German marks which 
became almost worthless in 1922, when the re
demption of the Obost marks with litas was be-

- gun on October 1. A notion of how great was the 
loss suffered by the Lithuanian people due to the 
inflation and to the fact that Lithuania was ex
cluded from the post-war relief and rehabilitation 
may be obtained from the following figures: In 
January, 1919, the rate of exchange was 8.27 
marks (one Obost ruble equaled two German 
marks to the American dollar, while one year la
ter, in February, 1920, it was 98,994 marks, and 
in the beginning of 1922, it was 200 marks. On 
October 1, 1922, the day that redemption of the 
Obost marks commenced, one dollar equaled 
1,650 marks; on October 2 it equaled 1,815 marks. 
The new Lithuanian currency unit, the litas con
tained 0.150463 grams of fine gold, which is one 
tenth of the American gold dollar. It was never 
devalued until its circulation was abolished by the 

Soviet government after the occupation in 1940. 
In 1939 there were 165,930,000 litas bank notes in 
circulation, while the gold reserve constituted 
57,710,000 litas.

The revenues and expenditures of each year 
were balanced. State revenues rose from 166,300, 
000 litas in 1923 to 361,780,000 in 1939, while 
expenditures rose from 166,000,000 litas in 1923 
to 356,540,000 litas in 1939. The greater part of 
the revenue was regularly received from indirect 
taxes comprising excises, state monopolies, and 
customs duties. In 1938 these yielded jointly 34.24: 
percent of the total revenue. Next in importance 
was the yield of government enterprises, compris
ing the revenue from post, telegraph, telephone, 
railways, and various other enterprises in which 
the government had an interest. Revenue from 
this group in 1938 accounted for 14.76 percent 
of the total revenue.

The public debt of Lithuania before the Soviet 
occupation in 1940 was comparatively small, a- 
mounting to only 47 litas per capita. The total 
public debt at the end of 1939 amounted to 134, 
146,500 litas, of which foreign debts constituted 
68,915,300 litas, including $6,864,801 to the Unit
ed States. There is no doubt that as soon as con
ditions permit, Lithuania will meet all her obli
gations to the full extent.

THE CURZON LINE AND LITHUANIA By kazys pakstas, ph. d.

Stalin made a slight concession in his dispute 
with Poland. He consented to replace the Ribben
trop-Molotov Line with the Curzon Line of July 
11,1920. Because of this concession the American 
press continues to publish elaborated stories 
about the famous Curzon Line. But judging by 

: what is written, few writers seem to grasp just 
• why the Curzon Line was established and its 
purpose.*

| The Curzon Line was the result of the resolu
tion of the Supreme Allied Council passed on 
December 8, 1919. Its aim was to end the Russo- 
Polish war, to arrange an armistice and to furnish 
a basis for negotiations regarding the future 
frontiers of Poland. The resolution did not an
ticipate the transfer of Galicia to Russia, and 
because of ignorance of geography the Curzon 
Line was extended to Galicia by Lord Curzon’s 
aides.

THE PACT OF THE GREAT POWERS
Prior to the dispatch of the Curzon note to 

Russia, an agreement was signed at the city of 
Spa in Belgium on July 10, 1920, by representa
tives of France, Great Britain, Italy, Japan and 
Poland, which provided the basis for further dis
cussions between Russia and Poland. This agree
ment vitally affected the frontiers of Lithuania, 
inasmuch as the very first article of the agree
ment read in part—

“(a) Wilno shall without delay be re
linquished to Lithuania and excluded 
from the zone occupied by the Red Army 
during the armistice.”

At the time, the Poles still occupied Vilnius, 
although the Polish army was already retreating 
from the entire Eastern front. The Poles accepted 
this decision, though quite unwillingly—Vilnius 
was to be relinquished to Lithuania. The follow
ing day, July 11th, Lloyd George authorized 
Lord Curzon, the British Foreign Secretary, to 
draft a note to Russia. This note in its reference 
to Lithuania states as follows:

“North of Grodno the line which will be 
held by the Lithuanians will run along 
the railway running from Grodno to Vil
na and thence to Dvinsk. On the other 
hand, the armistice should provide that 
the armies of Soviet Russia should stand 
at a distance of fifty kilometers to the 
east of this line.”

THE PROBLEM OF LITHUANIAN 
FRONTIERS

Farther to the south, the Curzon Line was to 
run through the following localities—Wapowka, 
Niemirow, Brest Litovsk, Dorogusk, Ustilug, 
Hrubieszow, Kiylow. The Russian armies were 
to halt at a distance of 50 kilometers (about 
30 miles) to the east of those towns. Although 
the primary object of this line was to stop hos
tilities, yet it is understood that similar proposals, 
at the same time, provided the basis for peace 
negotiations. The object of the Curzon Line was 
to leave purely Polish areas within the zone of 
Polish administration, and purely Lithuanian 
areas within the zone of Lithuanian administra
tion. In detail, this Line did not correspond with
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LEGEND: 1. International boundaries established by the treaties of 1920-1928.
2. Main railways.
3. Demarcation line between Lithuania and Poland after the Polish COUP DE FORCE, October, 1920.
4. Klaipeda (Memel) district seized by Germany March 22, 1939.
5. Eastern boundary of Lithuania traced by Russia 1939-1940 on basis of language.
6. Curzon Line proposed by Allies, 1920 and by Russia, 1944.
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ethnographic boundaries in all places. However, 
the final delineation of frontiers was left to the 
conference that was to follow. In Curzon’s view, 
Soviet Russia, Poland, Lithuania, Latvia and Fin
land were to be represented in the final negotia
tions. Estonia was not named in Curzon’s note 
because she had already concluded a peace with 
Russia and had delineated the Russo-Estonian 
border.

The following day, July 12th, Lithuania also 
signed a peace treaty with Russia and received 
a bit more territory than given by the Curzon 
Line. In the Pact of July 12th, 1920, Russia very 
prudently recognized ethnographic Lithuanian 
frontiers based on the inhabitants’ national origin 
and religion; wherever Roman Catholics pre
dominated — the district was allotted to Lithu
ania, localities inhabited by a majority of Ortho
dox believers went to Russia.

THE CURZON LINE AND LITHUANIAN 
FRONTIERS

The Curzon Line would have given Lithuania 
74,000 square kilometers of land instead of 88,000. 
Poland would have gained (which she did) the 
counties of Suvalki and Seinai embracing an 
area of 5,350 square kilometers, and Russia would 
have retained some 9,000 square kilometers of 
territory. By drawing a line 50 kilometers east 
of the Grodno-Vilnius-Daugaupils railway, Lithu
ania would have retained the following places: 
Brėslauja, Vydžiai, Kazėnai, Pastoviai (Postawy), 
Kabilninkai (Kobylniki), Šemetava, Svyriai, Ger
vėčiai (Gierwiaty), Salos (Soly), Ašmena (Osz- 
miana), Kanvališkis (Konwaliszki), Armoniškis, 
Žirmūnai (Zyrmuny), Voverys, Vosyliškis, (Wa- 
siliszki), Kamenka, Skydelė (Skidele) and Gar
dinas (Grodno). In the north-east of Šventėnai 
(Swięciany) the Lithuanian frontier would have 
remained practically unchanged. The most signi
ficant loss to Lithuania would have been in the 
eastern area from the lake of Narutis (Narocz) 
to Lyda and most of the upper Nemunas (Nie- 
men) area. This area is inhabited by some 400,000 
people, most of whom are Catholics of Lithuanian 
origin, who now speak White Ruthenian in the 
villages and Polish in towns. Only one Lithua
nian-speaking parish would have remained on 
the Russian side — that of Dieveniškis with 
6,000 Lithuanians.

Great Britain refused to recognize the Polish 
occupation of Vilnius in 1920. The same attitude 
was reiterated by Churchill in the winter of 1944. 
At that time, 1920, Great Britain together with 
the Allied Powers, clearly emphasized that she 
does not recognize the possession of Vilnius and 
Grodno by Russia, and that the Allies prefer to 
leave two cities within the frontiers of Lithuania. 
These facts once more confirm the view that 
Lithuania’s struggle and uncompromising attitude 
on the Vilnius problem received wide international 
recognition because it was a just claim.

If Stalin’s government desires to be sincere 
and consistent, it would insist on the application 
of the Curzon Line not only to Poland, but also 
to Lithuania, by restoring the independence of 

both these states. If that came to pass, the Lithu
anians would hardly refuse to accept the Curzon 
Line as the basis for frontier delineations, inas
much as it deviates very little from the ethnogra
phic Lithuanian boundary in the east.

RUSSIAN INCONSISTENCY
Russian propaganda usually claims the Baltic 

States on the basis of territoristic “plebescites” 
staged in those countries by Russian police and 
armies in July, 1940. The Russians assert that 
the Baltic States are a part of the Soviet Union 
also on “constitutional” grounds, just as Califor
nia is a part of the United States. Without special 
constitutional reforms, Russia is unable to re
nounce her title to the Baltic States and to re
store their freedom.

Russian diplomacy and propaganda engage in a 
discussion of State title to the Bialystok province- 
Russia proclaims her consent to restore that prov
ince to Poland regardless of the “plebescite” of 
1940 and the Stalin Constitution. Looking at the 
situation impartially, we see that the province 
of Bialystok is populated by some 1,700,000 in
habitants—as far as population is concerned it 
is larger than Estonia, it is almost equivalent 
to Latvia and corresponds to nearly one-half of 
Lithuania. This province likewise belongs to 
Russia on the basis of the Soviet-staged 
“plebescite” in 1940 and the Constitution of the 
USSR. Nevertheless, the Stalin regime is prepar
ed, officially, to treat the problem of State-de
pendency of the province of Bialystok in complete 
disregard of the Soviet Constitution and of the 
well-known Soviet “plebescite” wherein “99% 
plus” votes of the inhabitants were cast to join 
Russia. This is a typical interpretation of the 
ancient Russian proverb “Zakon chto dyshlo: 
kuda povernul — tuda i vyshlo” (The law is like 
the shaftbar — wherever you turn it, there it 
goes).

Hatred and contempt for communism in the 
Baltic States is probably greater and deeper than 
it is in the province of Bialystok, because the 
Baltic peoples by their origin, religion and cul
ture differ from the Russians more than the in
habitants of Bialystok or the Balkan countries. 
The Baltic nations are of Western culture, not 
Eastern, and their age-long struggle for indepen
dence in the past and in the present war has paid 
an exceptionally high price in human lives. They 
have always opposed and will continue to resist 
all aggression whether it comes from the East 
or the West. They are justly proud of their great 
achievements during the 20 years of their in
dependence, and they are fighting bitterly so 
that freedom will not disappear from the shores 
of the Baltic Sea.

It is to be feared that Russia is using the so- 
called Curzon Line as a political tool to blow up 
the front of Central European nations in the 
struggle between the different civilizations — the 
East and the West.
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The unilateral Russian method in deciding 

state frontiers is a grave universal concern. Why 
not accept the mediation of England and Ame
rica? Why not convoke a mixed conference of 
Russians, Poles and Lithuanians? Why not pro
pose an universal plebiscite under the supervi
sion of Anglo-American occupying forces? Russia 
rejects these democratic methods and attempts 
alone, without witnesses or interference, to force 
her weaker neighbors against the wall and seize 
whatever she desires.

If state frontiers are to be fixed in 
the seeds of another war are being planted in 
the wake of the present one. Wars will be in
evitable and inescapable. Now is the time for 
men of good will and pilots of statecraft to 
concern themselves over the Russian unilateral 
“private” methods in solving the problems aris
ing out of the present war. Silent and passive 
policies of appeasement will not create a per
manent peace. Submission to force, or a silent 
approval of the “might is right” precepts will 
lead to a new “Eastern Munich” and to another 
war.

THE EXTERMINATION OF A NATION
(EVENTS OF THE SUMMER, 1944)

As a result of the Russo-German pact of 
August 23rd, 1939, the Russians occupied Lithu
ania in 1940. This was Russia’s share of the Von 
Ribbentrop-Molotov deal, which had a direct bear
ing on the start of World War II.

One year of a horrible Soviet occupation 
brought to the Baltic peoples innumerable ex
ecutions, deportations, and untold misery in its 
wake.

On June 22nd, 1941, the two Allies of yester
day disagreed and became enemies, and a second 
occupation engulfed the brave little nation. This 
time a German one. A new wave of executions, 
deportations and unprecedented terror swept the 
land.

After repeated, but quite unsuccessful, attempts 
to induce Lithuanian manpower to join the Wehr
macht, the Germans last spring proclaimed a forc
ed mobilization. Fortunately for Lithuania, this 
German measure found her people already united, 
organized and armed.

On June 6th of this year, news of the Lithu
anian revolt which broke out in all military camps 
where the Lithuanian military formations were 
quartered, was broadcast to the entire free world. 
The revolt embraced the whole nation. This show
ed that Lithuania was desperately endeavoring 
to throw off the Nazi yoke.

Passive boycotting is known to have been going 
on before, but it was not accompanied by sabotage 
or attacks against members of the German armed 
forces. This passive resistance has nevertheless 
been effective in infuriating the haughty 
representatives of the Herrenvolk.

Both the Russian and the German occupations 
resulted in a complete Lithuanian unity. The all
party underground Supreme Lithuanian Com
mittee of Liberation came into being, which 
organized and co-ordinated the resistance of all 
the people. At the very beginning it exhorted the 
population to refrain from all provocative action 
but to refuse active collaboration with the Ger
mans whenever their demands were contrary 
to the laws of Lithuania or the Hague Convention. 
Therefore, whenever the Germans recruited the 
Lithuanians for labor service there were de
sertions.

When the Russian front approached the borders 
of Lithuania, the German regimented press sound

ed the alarm. The Germans started a lavish anti
bolshevik propaganda campaign which was, how
ever, superfluous because of the Lithuanians own 
disastrous experiences in 1940-41. The hope of 
some people that the Germans would proclaim 
the independence of the Baltic States at that 
critical hour again vanished.

The Lithuanians refused the German demand 
for 30,000 men for employment on German air
fields because they were averse to the idea of 
thus having to fight the Western Powers. The 
above mentioned revolt is clear proof that the 
patience of the Lithuanians came to an end. 
Although facing the danger of being exterminated 
the Lithuanians have abandoned their policy of 
passive boycott and have gone over to action as 
they have done many times before in their 
history. The revolt has been crushed in a dread
ful bloodbath.

With three fourths of their country already 
taken by the Soviet Russians, the Lithuanians 
are facing their third occupation. The drama that 
the Lithuanians are living through is probably 
more ghastly than that of any other nation.

It is only now that dreadful news reaches this 
country from occupied Lithuania.

Fortunate escapees, who recently found a safe 
haven in Sweden, are relating eye-witness stories 
of untold hardship and suffering. They tell of 
endless columns of trudging humanity, barefoot, 
under NKVD (Soviet Political Police) guard 
forced to march to the East. Soviet fafms of 
serfdom, the so-called “collective farms” are be
ing introduced, as in 1940-41. The incoming Rus
sians are shooting, on the spot, the more active 
Lithuanians — only because of their patriotism 
and a sacred determination to defend their soil 
and the existence of a bitterly earned indepen
dence. The remainder of the population is being 
inducted into the Red Army or deported to the 
depths of Soviet Russia for forced labor.

Many towns and villages, such as Svyriai, Vil
kaviškis, Šiauliai, Utena, Ukmerge, etc. are al
ready entirely devoid of Lithuanian inhabitants.

Every Lithuanian, regardless of age or sex, 
by every means possible, is seeking refuge outside 
the reach of Russia’s vengeful hand. Many who 
cannot escape are committing suicide.

Facts speak for themselves! We are justified 
in our surmise that the Soviets are planning a 
complete extermination of the Baltic peoples.
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