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• The "Akmencementas" works at New Akmene, Lithuania. This cement
plant is too large for local requirements. It has no facilities for the treatment
of gaseous wastes; 150 tons of pollutants are released each day.

- Photo: Marius Baranauskas/Tarybu Lietuva.
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Equipment is urgently needed for measuring heavy metal and organic 
compound concentrations in the atmosphere. 

Official Soviet statistical data estimate that the pollutants emitted by 
'Akmencementas" in 1987 caused 4.8 million roubles of damage 
(about $9.6 mil Aust). 

Regular pollution has been taking its toll on the local population of 
Akmene. Medical data show a 25% increase in general illnesses in 2 
years (1985-87); and 250% higher incidence of cancer compared to 
the national average. 

Conclusion 

Comprehensive data on Lithuania's total environment are not yet 
available. However, the facts we have gleaned from official sources are 
sufficient to cause serious concern: 

• Foods are contaminated. Just one example: excessive nitrate in a
range of Lithuanian vegetables, tested in 1985-87.

• Women are concerned about the obvious rise in the number of
babies born with defects.

• Swimming in the Lithuanian section of the Baltic Sea was banned in
1988-89 because of the dangerous level of biological pollutants.

• And along the Baltic beaches the authorities have \1,/arned people
not to collect any amber - for fear that pieces of igeneous
phosphorus might be mistaken for amber. (In 1988, the Soviet
army accidently spilled phosphorous into the Baltic Sea while
destroying a chemical warfare stockpile. The discarded chemicals
subsequently burned a number of unsuspecting holidaymakers).

* * * 

No country stands alone. Environmental protection is a global 
challenge. 

For thousands of years, Lithuanians loved and cared for nature -
even worshipped it. Now they see their environment wantonly 
ravaged by meglomaniac central planners. 

Can we do anything to help? 

Notes 
1. This part is largely based on GIMBUTAS, Marija, The Baits, New York:
Frederick A. Praeger, 1963, Second Printing 1968.

2. Chronicon Prussiae, by Peter Dus burg, 1326; quoted in GIMBUTAS, Marija, The
Baits, 1968, p. 179.

3. Aeneas Silvius Piccolomini, beginning of the 15th century: Quoted in
MANNHARDT, op.cit., p.135.
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4. J. DRUGOSZ, 1455-80: Quoted in ibid. p. 139.
5. DULAITIENE (Glemzai�), Elvyra, Kupi�ken4 Senoue. Vilnius: Valstybine
Grozi.nes Literatu.ros Leidykla, 1958, p. 366.
6. "Misko prekyba ', LietuuizfEnciklopedija (The Lithuanian Encyclopedia). South
Boston: L.E. Publishing House (J Kapocius), 1953-1966; henceforth referred to as
LE. Vol. XIX, pp. 56-58.
7. LE. Vol XV, pp. 214-215.
8. Urgent Ec.ological Problems in Lithuania. A brief submission to the Council of
Ministers of the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic, by G. JUOZAP A VICIUS,
of Kaunas Economic Institute, November 1988.
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Jiirat� REILLY 

Young Warrior 
Lithuanian warrior 

Face slashed, 
Army deserter. 

Stealthily glanced 
Too terrified to speak. 

Has someone discovered him? 
Went back to the village, 

And his mother bolted the door. 

Reflections 
I 

Unfeeling scrawl! 
Devoid of emotion, 
Aformal, stilted structure, 
(Perhaps it's for the best) 
But read between the lines ... 
Dates & the addressing 
Betray the eagerness 
To communicate once again. 
II 
Rush of excitement 
Adrenalin pumping 
Fast and furious, 
Anticipation mixed with trepidation, 
Would just have touching been enough 
Way back in '64? 
III 

Coldness numbs the brain 
Frozen fingertips explore ".'.· 

The curves and rises. 
Winter wine diffuses its fiery warmth 
Through entwined limbs & lips, 
As poetic lady rides the waves of inspiration. 
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Opting out of Empires 
Paul WEAVER 

University of Tasmania 

Within a brief twelve-month period beginning in early 1990 the 
most startling political changes in over half a century have taken place 
in the Soviet Union, both at its periphery and at.the centre. Not only its 
satellite states in Eastern Europe have quite decisively asserted their 
real independence and autonomy, but the continental monolith of the 
Soviet Union itself has shown visible signs of cracking in almost all 
directions. Not the least of these cracks has been along the Baltic, 
involving Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia. As often before, the lead was 
taken by Lithuania, a state smaller in area than Greece, about the size 
of Tasmania and in population not much larger than New Zealand. 
One is bound to ask what, realistically are the chances of Lithuania 
succeeding however brave and determined its citizens in opting out 
of the empire in �hich it was forcibly incorporated in 1940. At least 
some degree of cooperation on the part of the central authority so 
long as it continues to function effectively would seem to be a 
prerequisite. But empires are rarely dissolved as a matter of deliberate 
policy except under compulsion. 

What light if any do the empires of antiquity shed on this question? 
Notably the Roman Empire well known for its decline and fall during 
which such peripheral but minor provinces as Britain and Dacia 
successfully detached themselves from the central structure. Do the life 
cycles of the empires in the past provide any guidance or hope? At 
least superficially the Roman and the Russian empires offer parallels, 
especially if, in the latter case, we go back before 1917. Edward 
Gibbon in a famous chapter at the beginning of his Decline and Fall of 
the Roman Empire, expressed the depressive effect on individuals 
who might wish to escape from the confines of the emperor's rule. 
' .. .The empire of the Romans filled the world and when that empire 
fell into the hands of a single person the world became a safe and 
dreary prison for his enemies'; 'to resist was fatal, and it was impossible 
to fly .. .'. Were the prospects for whole tribes any better? 

Two other examples of ancient empires deserve attention each 
illustrating a different form of polity: one monarchical the other 
democratic; the Persian empire of the Achaemenid kings of the 6th to 
the 4th Century B. C. and the roughly contemporary Aegean-based 
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• At the height of their prosperity, the ancient Persians ruled an area almost
as large as the present-day United States.

naval empire of the Athenian democracy from the mid-5th to mid-4th 
Century B.C. Together with the elite-run Roman empire from the 
mid-Republic in the 3rd Century B. C. to the end of the Principate in 
the 3rd Century A.O. , these form a spectrum of political systems of 
empire. What chance did unwilling subjects or discontented allies have 
of opting out of any of these? 

First, the Persian Empire, an absolute monarchy, typified by the title 
of its ruler, the Great King, the Basileus. Stretching· from the east 
Balkans and the Aegean Mediterranean coasts of Asia and Egypt all 
the way to Afghanistan and the Khyber Pass, it could maintain no 
principle of national unity and, due to the vast overland distances of its 
communications, despite the Royal Roads to Susa and an anachronis­
tically excellent postal system it could exercise no rigid control through 
its central administration. The Achaemenid Empire effectively 
devolved into a congery of competing and often hostile satrapies 
which not even the most savage despotic repression of the Great King 
could bring into line. Hence the 'Satraps Revolts which occurred with 
increasing frequency as the empire weakened during the 4th Century, 
and were repressed with increasing ferocity. One peripheral territory, 
Egypt taking advantage of its natural wealth the strength of its 
defensive position and the availability of Greek mercenary troops, 
defied the central power and maintained an independent status for 
virtually the whole 4th Century B.C. down to just before the 
overthrow of the last Achaemenid, Darius III, by Alexander the Great 
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6f Maced?n. Circumstances conspired to encourage military resistance 
at the penphery against an ineffective central autocratic power whose 
authori� coul� not reach that far. Not yet the case of Lithuania and 
the SoVJet Umon - there is still a long road to travel - with the obvious 
le�on that force rather than consent is the real arbiter of despotic 
regimes. 

Herodotus attributed the unexpected success of the Greek states 
against the _i�vading Persians in the early 5th Century to the superior
moi;al qualrties of free men fighting for themselves against subject 
slaves fighting for their masters. What then was the record of the most 
ideologically democratic of the Greek states, Athens when it seized the 
opportunity given by the defeat of Persia to acquire leadership and 
then control over many of their fellow Greek states? The ideals of the 
Greek city-state (polis) were freedom, autonomy and a self-sufficiency 
(autarky). These guaranteed that political entities remained small 
especially with the extreme exclusiveness of the Greeks towards 
granting citizenship in their own cities. Allies were necessary to provide 
mutual defence against common enemies. But wholesale admittance 
to political rights on a basis of equality even in the most democratic of 
states was out of the question. 

Successful At�enian _ leader�hip whether under Pericles or any
other, resulted m empire. This took the particular Athenian form 

whereby originally consenting allies became unwilling subjects ready 
to revolt at the first opportunity. As the Athenian empire was based on 
naval power over states who had traded in for the most part, their 
own naval defences for the doubtful benefit of Athenian protection 
�e :ubject-allies were in a particularly vulnerable position. When th� 
mev1table revolts broke out as they did within a decade of the Delian 
League being formed, they were ruthlessly crushed by Athenian naval 
power with severe punishment of the subject populations including 
whole�ale slavery and death. In the ensuing half-century of the 
Athern_an empire variations of such punishment fell upon any states 
�hat wished to opt out large and small, including most of the larger 
island states: Naxos (470), Thasos (465) Samos (441) and Mytilene 
on Lesbos (427). The punishmentof little Melos in 415 was particularly 
brutal - presented by the contemporary historian Thucydides in stark 
terms as expediency versus the claims of justice. Little comfort for 
those who put faith in the moral superiority of democratic ideals. The 
military history of the Athenian empire was a series of so-called 'social' 
wars with allies who fought and had to fight to get out. 
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It comes as something of a relief to tum to aristocratic republican 
Rome where the only notable 'social' war involved allies who were 
fighting to get into the political system - as full citizens. The Roman 
Empire, in its territorial sense, began at least two centuries before the 
first 'Emperor', Augustus, 'restored the republic' in 27 B. C. In the form 
of the so-called 'Principate', it lasted another two and a half centuries 
thereafter. It was physically a huge empire of roughly 3000 x 1500 
miles surrounding the Mediterranean and giving the whole region a 
unified political structure unknown to it before and ever since. The 
social dimension of this achievement is just as remarkable - it 
embraced a population of over 50 million - gigantic by ancient 
standards - that was non-national in character predominantly 
Graeco-Roman in culture, constructively multi-cultural in the best 
sense of the term. 

The early Roman Empire has often been compared with its modem 
19th and 20th century counterparts, the British Empire and the French 
Empires - more convincingly with the latter than the former but in 
neither case compellingly. To my mind a more interesting parallel is 
with the geographically coherent but racially mixed and nonnational 
continental empire of Imperial and Soviet Russia. It is not the aim of 
the present exercise to make definitive predictions as to the duration 
and future coherence of the Soviet system, except that stubborn 
resistance to change is bound to be part of it. At least that much is in 
common with Rome. But the Roman Empire was a monument of 
endurance when other comparable empires from antiquity ( except the 
Chinese) were so ephemeral. What secrets of empire, arcana imperii in 
the words of the historian Tacitus - glued it together, seemingly for 
ever? 
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• The Roman Empire was
a monument of endurance.



To begin with it was not military repression. A standing army of less 
than half a million troops was insufficient for that purpose. Most troops 
were recruited from what one could regard as the subject peoples 
themselves or at best non-citizen provincials. Their units were 
stationed on the periphery of the empire, particularly the river frontiers 
of the Rhine Danube and Euphrates, for the purpose of keeping the 
barbarians out rather than the subjects of the empire in. There were 
few internal wars or even serious revolts, apart from the civil wars of 
the late Republic fought out among the contenders for power among 
the Roman aristocracy themselves. Despite the fact that Roman 
society, at least in the central regions of the empire, was a slave 
society, with some 3,000,000 slaves in Italy alone by the beginning of 
the Principate, predominantly rural, employed in agriculture and none 
too gently treated, there were astonishingly no slave wars or serious 
slave revolts apart from one comparatively brief period between 135 
and 70 B. C. Even the slaves who had little communal feeling among 
themselves, seem not to have tried to opt out; it meant an outward 
journey across the frontiers of the empire. Though slaves were the 
main source of the income of the wealthy elite, and though 
productivity through technological advance was virtually unknown, 
the economy persisted in flourishing and resolutely refused to collapse 
for centuries. The slave 'mode of production provides no short or 
long-term answers, not even now to Marxist historians. 

More surprising, even astonishing when compared with the Soviet 
bureaucracy, was the very small size of the central administration of 
the empire, only some 2,500 officials in total including all the clerical 
grades and above, and most of those, at least in the top echelons 
part-time, untrained amateurs, while all below were the Emperor's 
slaves and ex-slaves. This made for an extremely economical civil 
service, with less than one official from the central administration for 
every 20,000 of population. With the exception of Roman Egypt, 
oppressive central bureaucracy is unlikely to have been a major cause 
of discontent or resistance, much less of flight. Indeed the term 
'bureaucracy' has little place in the vocabulary of the Roman Empire 
till the early 4th Century AD. 'reforms' of Diocletian and the 
'Christian' empire of Constantine and his successors. The internal 
government of the early empire is best described as 'patrimonial or 
'administration without bureaucracy'. And its sheer inefficiency may 
well have contributed to the lack of interest in change let alone in 
more violent methods of opting out. It was at a level the people could 
live with. 
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But there must be more to it than that - more levels of government, 
more officials. After all, someone had to be responsible for the 
collecting of taxes on which, in the last resort the emperor, the army 
and the empire, indeed any empire depended for survival. Here we 
stumble upon what is one of the best kept 'secrets of empire' - local 
goverment The fabric of the empire was in fact a great patchwork of 
municipal government, over 2000 cities each with it_s own br�nd of
local autonomy its own charter its own laws govemmg council and 
municipal magistrates. The latter maintained law and order collected 
taxes and when required, recruited soldiers. For the privilege they 
became public benefactors, contributing their wealth to loc�l liturgies, 
charities and building projects in a competitive system of philanthropy 
known as euergetism'. The world of the cities of the Roman Empire 
looked inward to local issues and expended their political energy 
looking no further afield than their neighbouring cities. �r?vincial 
loyalties, let alone feelings of national unity were neghg,ble by 
comparison. Thus the impulse to opt out of the system as a w�ole �ad 
no effective popular base. The real impulse was in the other direction: 
the attraction of Roman citizenship and the privileges attaching to that 
status, which was particularly strong in the provincial cities. 
Non-citizens, including ex-slaves in large numbers, had a vested 
interest in opting in, rather than out. The pace of extending;ci�enshi_P 
increased throughout the first two centuries of the empire, till 
eventually in 212 A.O., almost by administrative accident, the whole 
free population of the empire was granted Roman citizenship status at 
a single blow. The controlled extension of citizenship is_ a�other of_the
secrets of empire - in marked contrast to the restnctive practices 
engaged in by Greek cities such as classical Athens. 

Other political, social and economic factors could be called upon to 
explain the long duration of this cosmopolitan, multi-cultural Ro�an 
Empire. For example, the beneficent, non-interfering, responsive, 
arbitrational role of emperors especially those of Gibbon's golden age 
of the Antonines, during which 'the condition of the human race was 
most happy and prosperous', or the extraordinary liberality with which 
slaves were set free. 

We don't have to agree at all with Gibbon s analysis to see that the 
underlying political, social and economic conditio�s. in . the early
Roman Empire were vastly different from those obtammg m 19th �r 
20th Century Russia. But what conclusions can be draw� from. il:'s
brief excursion into antiquity? For small countries such as Lithuania m 
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its present position the Persian and Athenian moaels are not 
encouraging: it does not seem to make a fundamental difference what 
the politicaJ system of empires is. In the treatment of populations 
regarded as subjects by the imperial power, democratic Athens was, if 
anything, harsher than despotic Persia. The political interest and 
relative strength of the imperial power is what counted. 

The Roman model, on the other hand, points to some interesting 
pre-conditions for opting into an empire: benign imperial rule, minimal 
central administration and internai security forces, advanced forms of 
local autonomy coupled with beneficent local elitism. None of these 
conditions to my knowledge, apply in Soviet Russia today or are likely 
to apply for some time to come. In any case, Lithuania Latvia, 
Estonia, Georgia, Armenia, Moldavia wish to opt out. They are 
unlikely to be offered that aJtemative. Even given the remarkable turns 
of the wheel of fortune during the last two years it would be unrealistic 
to expect the Russian bear to move fast in any direction and over­
optimistic to hope that it will move in the right direction. On the other 
hand, no one expects Lithuanians to opt in. 

The best chance for a tolerable relationship between Lithuania and 
the Soviets in the near and even foreseeable future is for some 
variation of the Roman model whereby the issues of central 
administration external and internal security, and local autonomy are 
settled by mutual agreement.. That will be a slow and frustrating but 
necessary process. The initiative will need to come from the centre -
from the Soviet government. That in itself would be more remarkable 
than anything that has happened so far. 
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Sovereign State or Hostile 
Captive? 

Vytautas LANDSBERGIS 
President of Lithuania 

There's no shortage of advice for solving the Lithuanian question 
these days. But to solve the problem, one has to understand it. The 
latest trend in both Soviet and Western circles, is to urge "a fair and 
objective' way out of the stalemate for all parties concerned - the 
Soviet Union, Lithuania and the Western governments, who are under 
public pressure to support our drive for independence. However, 
some of the offered solutions are neither fair nor objective. 

Soviet spokesman argue that the unruly Lithuanians should respect 
and follow orderly Soviet constitutional procedures. After all they 
concede, the Lithuanians are entitled to independence if they want it. 
But as a "constituent part of the Soviet Union ' they must abide by the 
procedures of Soviet law that will make their independence possible. 

Herein lies the basic flaw in this argument. Lithuania is not seeking 
to establish independence, it is working to restore an independent 
state that has been illegally suppressed by a foreign power and its 
army. It is not calling for secession from the Soviet Union because it 
never legally joined the Soviet Union. This is not just a legal nicety but 
the basic and non-negotiable premise of our March 11, 1990, 
declaration of independence. 

When Soviet spokesmen speak of the right to secession, this right 
does not apply to Lithuania. It is not legally tenable. The Baltic 
countries, Lithuania included, have always maintained, and the world 
recognises, that they were illegally incorporated into the Soviet Union. 
The Congress of People s Deputies of the Soviet Union last December 
itself declared illegal the document that gave birth to the Soviet

occupation, namely, the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact. 

Under Soviet law, President Gorbachev says that Lithuania s right 
to self-determination can be realised only through the mechanism that 
he approves and provides. After all, we are told, he is not denying our 
right to self rule, he is merely contesting the pace of secession. But we 
don't believe he has any intention of letting Lithuania or the Baltic 
states go through any secession law. The law gives the Congress of 
People's Deputies - to which, it must be recalled Gorbachev 
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Vytautas Landsbergis 
Photo: A. Ziziiinas. 

appointed himself and 98 of his Communist colleagues - the right to 
veto secession by any Soviet republic, even if two-thirds of its 
registered voters express their desire for independence. 

Though we are not bound by any Soviet constitution, our actions of 
March 11 1990, were fully consistent with a constitutional provision 
that provides each Soviet republic's legislature with the right to secede. 
Moreover the Soviet constitution states that the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics is a voluntary union of states. 

If the Soviet Union enjoyed a system of checks and balances similar 
to the US system, along with an independent Supreme Court that 
could rule on the legality of decisions by the Soviet legislature and 
executive, then a !<Soviet Supreme Court" would approve the 
restoration of independence in the Baltic States because their forcible 
incorporation contradicts the "voluntary union" clause of the Soviet 
Constitution and does not permit the retroactive application of a 
punitive law. 

But that is precisely what the Congress of People's Deputies has 
tried to do by declaring our March 11 vote invalid because it 
contradicted a secession law that did not even exist at the time. 

The April 5 secession legislation adopted by the Supreme Soviet 
specifies that to secede, a republic must conduct a referendum. If no 
referendum was held in 1940 to determine whether we wished to 
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nullify our independence and to join the Soviet Union, why is a 
referendum needed now to determine whether this forcible incorpora­
tion should be ended? 

We have no illusions about our economic dependence on Moscow, 
but we find it hard to understand why in this day and age a 
master-slave relationship should continue or even be encouraged -
surprisingly enough, even by some Western friends - as the solution 
to the problem? 

Our elections of February 24 were democratic and legitimate. 
Pro-independence candidates proposed by Sqjudis swept the elections 
under the campaign slogan of democracy and independence for 
Lithuania. Sc,judis' political platform differed from that of its main 
opponent the breakaway Lithuanian Communist Party in that it 
advocated complete political independence as soon as possible and 
normal, diplomatic relations with Moscow on equal footing, whereas 
the party leadership still spoke in indeterminate terms of Lithuanian 
sovereignty "within the U.S.S:R." 

In addition to elections, the will of the Lithuanian people has been 
expressed many times at mass demonstrations and in at least two 
major petition drives. In 1988, 1.8 million out of a population of 3.5 
million rejected Soviet constitutional amendments that'. restricted the 
republic's sovereign rights. Last year, 1.8 million called for the 
renunciation of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact and the withdrawal of 
Soviet troops from Lithuania. In light of these political realities, how 
can we possibly plan and decide our destiny by Moscow s rules and on 
Moscow's terms? We cannot just brush off our mandate. 

Moscow has expressed its displeasure in recent weeks with a 
barrage of verbal and physical threats, blockades and other acts of 
force against our people. If the Soviet Union continues to use force to 
crush and smother Lithuanian independence if the military takes over 
the parliament and imposes martial law, if Gorbachev attempts to keep 
Lithuania in the Soviet fold as a hostile captive, we will all lose. He will 
prove that perestroika is a collection of failed policies and not a 
genuine transition to democracy. ,, 

But if Gorbachev extends democracy to his own back yard and 
recognises the democratically elected government of neighbouring 
Lithuania, if he presides over the peaceful dissolution of the last living 
empire on this Earth if he deals with us as equal friendly partners we 
will all benefit. And he would go down as a great man in history. 
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The real problem is not Lithuanian independence but how Moscow 
views itself. Our vote for freedom is forcing Moscow to take a stand -
for democracy or for preservation of the holy Soviet empire. Instead of 
facing the issue head on the Soviet Union is focusing on a little 
antagonist to begin with. In this pitifully unequal battle Moscow is its 
own worst enemy. 

Translated by Ginte Damu.§is - Lithuanian Information Center (USA). 
Originally published in VYTIS (USA). 

• A Lithuanian country scene.
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Juosta: 

More than just a Sash 

Aldona Veselkiene 

The ornaments of folk art are a profound record of a nation's 
culture. Through many centuries, Lithuanians have conserved the 
ancient cultural elements of folk art, folk songs, legends, and tales. 
Today the Lithuanian Folk Art Institute of Canada which was 
founded in 1977 by artists Antanas and Anastazija Tamosaitis has 
chapters throughout North America. It was established to collect, 
research and preserve ancient Lithuanian folk art as well as to 
recreate, develop, and foster the expressions of that heritage. 

Courses and workshops as well as lectures and exhibits, enhance 
our knowledge of the folk arts. Nowadays, when factory-made 
material things surround us, it is refreshing to see a revival of artistry 
and craftsmanship stem from our ancient traditions and nowhere is it 
more beautifully revealed than in a juosta - a handwoven, delicately 
coloured sash of natural fibres and intricate patterns. 

� 

Weaving on an ancient rigid reed 
utilizing the pick-up technique from 
Lithuania Minor. 

Sash in pick-up technique, 
Auk§taityja, woven by Aldona 
Veselkiene. 
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Since fragments of sashes and weaving tools dating back to the 8th 
century have been found in archaeological excavations we know that 
�ashes �ave long been woven of natural fibres like linen hemp wool 
in a vanety of patterns and colours. 

Lately, there have been many excavations of ancient burial sites in 
Lithuania. Not long ago, a fragment of a sash dating back to the 10th 
century was unearthed in a burial ground containing the remains of a 
woman and a tiny infant. The infant was wrapped with a pick-up sash. 
This discovery is of great scientific value, for it had not been known 
that sashes in pick-up technique had existed that long ago. 

It is a narrow sash, approx. 1.5 cm wide. The edges are reddish 
suggesting that the whole sash had once been red. In the centre is � 
pattern of light grey and brown, a stylised S" motif known as 
"ozkanagutes or ' goat hooves. The ends are woven in diagonal 
stripes. The ozanagutes ' pattern still exists in the sashes of the 20th 
century. 

Excavations of cemeteries from the 11th and 12th centuries have 
revealed that warriors not only adorned themselves with sashes but 
also their horses. More information appears in written sources fro� the 
16th and 17th centuries. 

Theodor Lepner, a Lutheran minister whose ethnographic work 
"The Prussian Lithuanian" was published in 1744 and describes the 
way of life, work and customs of Lithuanians in that region. He wrote 
that Lithuanian girls had to distribute sashes and other handwoven 
articles as part of their wedding celebrations. 

Sashes are often mentioned in Lithuanian folksongs: 
Weave, dear mother, weave the web 
And I, as a young girl, will weave the sashes, 
For my sweetheart is calling me 
To depart to a faraway land. 

The best sources for studying sashes are the dowry chests that have 
been pass_ed from mother to daughter for many generations. Girls 
learned in early childhood how to prepare the thread for sashes. They 
learned to spin to twist the threads, to dye with vegetable dyestuff 
a�d to wea�e and create new patterns. Sashes were woven on long 
winter evenings and in the summer-time. 

A young girl might weave her first sashes while tending a herd of 
sheep or cattle. She would tie one end of the warp around her wrist 
and sling the other end over her big toe or tie it to a tree branch. 
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Grandmothers, mothers and older sisters would teach her the first 
steps. Diligent fingers would pick up the warp threads and create new 
patterns - like a poet searching for rhythm and rhyme - often 
accompanying her work with verses of folk songs. 

She would weave the narrow simple sashes, and later the wide and 
long ones, composed of the most beautiful patterns and colours and 

using many different techniques. The finished sashes were rolled up 
and put away into small painted boxes or dowry chests for future use. 

Before weaving sashes, there was the long process of preparing the 
yarn. The planting of flax was always done by men, but the harvesting 
was done by women: 

"I sowed the flax on the hill, 
For my young girl, my beloved one. 
I harvested the flax on the hill, 
For my young man, my beloved one." 

After the flax was harvested, it was rippled, broken, scutched and 

hackled. A long and tiresome process. But the most demanding task 
was the spinning - to turn a roving of flax into silk-like yam. 

The ornamental designs of the Lithuanian sashes are among the 
most ancient, often composed of geometric square and rhombus 
forms. The dominating star, sun, and plant motifs in sashes and other 
woven articles, reflect the ancient worship of nature. 

The Lithuanian weaver created beautifully stylised tulips, leaves, fir­
trees, flower-buds and many other natural objects. The patterns of the 
pick-up sashes were woven of one, two, or three rhythmically 
repeated motifs and framed with stripes and ribs along the edges. The 
tranquil and moderate patterns, the straight lines and their combin­
ations, fascinate the onlooker with their simplicity and perfection. The 
graphic designs of diverse forms and shapes such as rakes, 
horse-heads, ears, squares, and clusters, were enlivened with beautiful 
colours. 

The yarn was dyed with vegetable dye-stuff made of roots, 
branches, seeds, flowers and berries. Alter receiving a logical yet subtle 
and sensitive solution of colours on its natural grayish linen 
background, a sash, was always finished off with colourful fringes. 

Sashes were abundantly used all over Lithuania and it was believed 
that they had magical powers to sway one's destiny. When a young 
man handcrafted a distaff, a towel rack, or some other beautiful object 
as a gift for his beloved, she in turn would interweave all her love and 
yearning into a sash with signs understood only by themselves. 
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Young girls also donated sashes to churches. These were sewn 
together into wallhangings which could be laid on the floor for the 
bride and groom as a good omen during a wedding ceremony. 

At the beginning of wedding festivities, a sash was laid across a loaf 
of bread to bring the newlyweds plentiful nourishment all their lives. A 
bride had to present sashes and other handwoven articles not only to 
her new husband's family members, but also to the matchmaker, the 
neighbours, the children, the musicians, and the carriers of the dowry. 
Sometimes the children would beg sashes of her by singing: 

The bride did not distribute sashes, 
We won't tend the herd of cows. 
There are no sashes, no little sashes, 
Not fit for a pig's butt-end or a goat's tie.

Nor even fit for my own neck-tie. 

The bride might sing a song: 

For the relatives - the finest linen cloth, 
For the neighbours - handwoven towels, 
For little children - newly woven sashes. 

On the way to her new home, the bride would throw a sash on the 
boundary-ridge dividing the fields and tie them around the trees and 
wayside crosses. In some regions the women would gather from 
surrounding areas to greet the newly arriving bride with a so called 
"sash song" - singing about the future of her good life in the new 
husband's home. 

She in turn would generously reward them with her own woven 
sashes. The morning of the first married day meant distributing many 
more sashes. While fetching water for the first time she would tie a sash 
around the draw-beam of the well and lay one across the manger in 
the stable. When the husband's mother took her daughter-in-law to 
acquaint her with the new home, the bride would tie a sash around the 
rake, the flail, the broom, and other household objects. 

During rye or wheat harvest, she would tie the first heap with a sash. 
During christenings, the godmother would swaddle the infant with one 
of the most beautiful sashes. In burials, a sash would accompany the 
dead to eternity. 

In Lithuania, a sash was a companion all through one's life. 

The Lithuanian sashes are divided into 7 different basic groups 
according to the weaving technique: the flat plaited sashes, round 
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• Aldana Veselkiene at her loom.
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plaited sashes, cardweaving, sashes woven on a four harness loom 
the overlay, the pick-up, and the patternless. There are many more 
groups of sashes, like the knitted and netted, braided, crocheted, and 
inlaid, just to name a few. 

Types of Sashes 

More widespread European interest in folk art began in the early 
19th century. In Lithuania initially little attention was paid to holiday 
dress. Individual collectors began accumulating the handsomest part 
of the peasant costumes, sashes and aprons, only toward the end of 
the century. 

By collecting and examining genuine holiday or festive attire from all 
over Lithuania, it was possible to group them according to weaving 
technique, pattern, colour accessory ornamentation style of 
dressmaking, and manner in which they were worn. Furthermore, 
they have been classified according to specific geographical regions: 
.f\ukstaitija (Highlands} Vilniaus Krastas-Vilnija (Vilnius Region) 
Zemaitija (Samogitia) and the Suduva region consisting of Dzukija 
Kapsai Zanav.ykija, and Mazoji Lietuva (Lithuania Minor}. 

Sashes, besides being used functionally to gird a garment, were also 
an object of symbolic value. They were a special gift at weddings, 
christenings, and other occasions and are often mentioned in 
Lithuanian folklore. 

The women of the DzO.kija region wove more sashes than women of 
any other region. In fact, the largest collections of sashes either in 
museums or private collections, come from Dzukija. These sashes 
woven in pick-up, overlay, overshot, and other techniques, are very 
diverse in pattern and colour. 

Sashes in overlay technique were more common in Dzukija. The 
background was woven in tabby or rep with linen or cotton thread and 
a design overlaid in coloured wool. The background was usually of 
natural colour with multi-coloured stripes and ribs alongside the edges, 
which framed the ma1n pattern. The design could be simple or very 
complex; repeated or changed at intervals and some of the details 
overlaid in different colours. The weaver had great artistic freedom 
and the rhythm of colours could be very playful. The dominating 
patterns were various stylised stars, sun plants and blooming flower 
motifs. 
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• Sash in pick-up technique, DzOkija, late 19th century.

Flat plaited sashes were mostly found in the "Aukstaitija" region.

Multicoloured wool yarn was chosen for the warp. The weft was

achieved by plaiting the warp-yam from the centre to the. edges �nd 

back again in tabby or twill. The warp was secured to a �xed obJ�ct 

and plaited by hand in various widths, sometimes �p t� 10 mches wide

and worn as a shawl. Narrower plaited sashes, usmg lmen yam, were

used to gird garments by men and women alike. 

Round plaited sashes were made by plaiting wool yarn of several

colours around a string or cord and multicolored tassels tied to it at the

ends. 
Fragments of sashes using the cardweaving technique have been 

discovered dating back to the 8th and 9th centuries. These sashes

were woven with small square cards that had tiny perforations in the

comers and served as heddles. The woollen or linen warp yam four

warp ends to each card, were threaded through these tiny hol�s. The

warp was secured to a fixed object and the other end to the �aist and

woven as backstrap. Various patterns could be accomplished by

turning the cards and weaving across with a strong linen weft yarn.
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These sashes were very resilient and men liked to gird their fur coats 
and other outer garments with them. These narrow sashes were very 
often used as reins. 

Sashes woven on a four harness loom in float-overshot, the catpaw 
design and other small patterns, were of various widths. Natural linen 
yarn was pref erred for warp and background weft, while the overshot 
patterns were woven with homespun wool. Young mothers swaddled 
their infants with these sashes and men liked to wind the long and wide 
sashes around their waist as a distinct ornamentation. 

The pick-up technique sashes were the most widespread through­
out Lithuania. These were woven with a double warp. The first warp 
was for the background and the second warp was for the pattern. 
Two-ply twisted linen thread was used for the background warp and 
weft. The warp of the pattern was homespun wool from which a 
designated pattern was picked-up. The designs consisted of geometric 
lines and rhombus forms and visible on both sides of the sash - a 
positive and a negative pattern. 

Sometimes, in Lithuania Minor, these sashes were woven onesided. 
The pattern warp threads were picked-up on one side, while only 

• Sash woven in overlay technique, Dzukija, woven by Aldona Veselkiene.
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interwoven dots and lines showed on the reverse side. Hundred 
patterned sashes were also woven. This means that a different pattern 
was created throughout the entire length of a sash. 

The pick-up sashes may be woven in many ways. One technique is 
to tie one end around the waist and secure the other end to a fixed 
object - the backstrap way. Another technique is to weave them on a 
loom, on a sliding frame or with a rigid reed. 

There are also the patternless sashes. These were woven in the 
same technique as the pick-up sashes, but in plain weave without any 
patterns. Instead, the warp was· made up of various stripes and ribs. 
These sashes were narrow, tightly packed and strong. They were most 
often worn as kneebands and were also used as handles to carry lunch 
to family members working in the fields. 

The Lithuanian Folk Art Institute of Canada has published a book, 
Lithuanian Sashes by Anastazija and Antanas Tamosaitis. It has 316 
pages and contains 144 coloured illustrations. The price is $45.00. For 
orders and further information, contact The Lithuanian Folk Art 
Institute of Canada, 1573 Bloor Street, West, Toronto, Ontario M6P 
1A6 CANADA. 

..... 
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Lithuania is the land of silent martyrs and saints. 
E�en th?ugh Chri tianity is over 600 year old in 
Lithuania, and during tho e centuries past, to this 
ver day, countle thousands of martyr have died 
for the sake of the Gospe�, _Lithuania ha only one
person who has been off1c1ally recognized by the 
Roman Catholic Church a a aint. He i St. Casimir 
whose feast day is March 4th. 

' 
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St. Casimir was born on October 3, 1458 in the royal 
palace of Krakow. It should be noted that Casimir did 
not have one drop of Polish blood flowing within him. 
He is descended of the lineage of Jogaila. His grand­
father and grandmother were Jogaila and Sofija 
AlseniSke, Jogaila's fourth wife. His father was Grand 
Duke Casimir I. His mother was Elizabeth, the 
daughter of the Austrian Habsburg Emperor Albrecht 
II. 

At 13, Casimir was given the command of a 12,000-
man army and was dispatched to occupy the throne of 
Hungary, since his mother, Elizabeth, claimed the 
right of succession to the Hungarian throne. 

Although, as St. Casimir progressed in age, gaining 
the respect of everyone that came in contact with 
him, Casimir never did find fulfillment in the life of 
the Court. He continued to draw him elf closer to 
God. 

St. Casimir died, not having reached his 26th birth-
day. 
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BOOK REVIEW by George F. WARD 

Treachery and Deceit in the Baltic, 
1944-55 

Tom Bower, Red Web: M/6 and the KGB Master Coup 
(Aurum Press, London, 1988). Recommended Aus­

tralian retail price, $34.95. 

It is self-evident that 1989 will go down in history as a watershed 
year in international politics. Some four years after the installation of 
Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev as leader the Soviet Union has 
watched and is generally believed to have initiated and encouraged 
reforms and apparent democratisation across the countries of Eastern 
Europe. Having accepted the plaudits of the Western World's leaders 
and press Mr Gorbachev seems to believe that the processes of 
change sweeping across the states dominated by the USSR since the 
end of World War II can be checked at the borders of his country. 

There is no reason to believe that the political and moral authority of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) is any greater or 
more soundly-based in the USSR than in Eastern Europe where the 
debased, descredited system has crumbled in a way and with such 
speed that no-one could have predicted at the start of 1989. The 
decay of the authority of the CPSU accelerated markedly during last 
year. The Soviet people watched glasnost in action as their allegedly 
omnipotent government admitted to the murder and mass deporta­
tions of citizens since 1917· acquiesced in the repeal of constitutional 
guarantees of communist power and predominance in Eastern 
Europe; repudiated the crime of intervening in Afghanistan, and 
signed a Warsaw Pact condemnation of the invasion of Czechoslova­
kia in 1968 which crushed the Dubcek regime s "socialism with a 
human face". 

At present the CPSU which, under Lenin and Stalin eliminated 
over 40 million of its own citizens, according to the prominent Soviet 
historian Roy Medvedev, retains a monopoly of power.1t is backed by 
over 450,000 troops of the KGB s 9th Chief Directorate and the same 
Red Army which installed the grim, repressive Stalinist regimes in the 
post World War II period. Since 1945, its other achievements include 
the crushing of dissent in the Baltic States and other territories 
acquired by force of arms. This process extended to intervention in 
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East Germany, Poland, Hungary and Czechoslovakia and the 
provision of logistical support for any tyrant and despot who �as 
claimed to be a Marxist-Leninist in Africa, Asia and Central Amenca. 
Until last year, it propped up the communist regime in Afghanistan 
with combat troops and since their withdrawal has continued to 
provide the communist regime with arms and equipment. 

It is incontrovertible that there have been improvements in relations 
between the superpowers, and 1990 will undoubtedly see the 
consolidation of changes in Eastern Europe following elections in most 
states although the outcome in each state is far from clear. There are 
also �respects for the reduction of military forces across the contin�nt. 
Despite President Gorbachev's personal popularity abroad, resulting 
from these changes, glasnost has revealed that he is not as popular at 
home. Apart from the simmering discontent of the nomenk/atura who 
are seeing their life-long privileges and power under challenge, the 
average citizen, according to Soviet publications, feels that the 
economic reforms of perestroika have brought no material advantage. 
The Soviet government is now faced with unrest in most of the 
republics of the USSR, and a civil war in all but name in 
Nagorno-Karabakh. It is clear that Gorbachev is searching for a 
formula which will accommodate secessionists, control the pace of 
political events and maintain the place of the CPSU in the Soviet 
system even at the price of allowing the monopoly of the Party to_ be
challenged through allowing the establishment of other parties. 
However one factor is certain - Gorbachev was not chosen to head 
the CPSU and the Soviet state to preside over its dissolution. 

However, because of its ramifications, the most important revelation 
of 1989 was the admission in July by Valentin Falin, Head of the 
International Department of the Central Committee of the CPSU, that 
there were secret protocols to the 1939 German/USSR non­
aggression pact. Hitherto, the USSR has denied the existence ?f the 
protocols, which in return for agreement to Ge�an a�nexation of 
Western Poland ceded Eastern Poland to the Soviet Umon and then 
paved the way for the seizure of the Baltic States of Latvia, Lithuania 
and Estonia in 1940. 

In August, a commission set up by the Soviet parliament determined 
that West German microfilm archives of German/Soviet pact were 
genuine. In that month, copies bearing the si91:atures ?f G�n:nan 
Foreign Minister Joachim von Ribbentrop and Soviet Foreign �mister 
Vyacheslav Molotov were published in the weekly Argumenty I Fakty.
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Despite apparent acceptance of the illegality of the pact the Soviet 
government is persisting with the fiction that the Baltic States were not 
coerced into joining the USSR and that it was a voluntary act of union. 

Th� revelations about the Nazi/Soviet pact could scarcely be 
descnbed as new to Western historians or to the citizens of the 
occupied Baltic States who know that the incorporation of their 
countries into the USSR was illegal. The Soviet admission of the 
exi�tence of th

:-
secret protocols serves only to highlight the way in

which the Baltic States have been pawns in the political struggle 
between the West and the Soviet state from the revolution of 1917. 

Further evidence of the dismissive way that these states have been 
treated by greater powers is revealed in Robert Nisbet's book The
Failed Courtship, which is based on the memoirs of US President 
Franklin Roosevelt s personal interpreter. 1n this work, it is revealed 
!hat Roosevelt and Josef Stalin engaged in secret diplomacy in Tehran
m _1943 and the President ceded Soviet sovereignty over the territories
seized after the Nazi/Soviet pact 

In many respects, Tom Bower's Red Web is another work which 
adds to the history of the Baltic States. Sub-titled MI6 and the KGB 
Master Coup*, Red Web covers post-World War II operations 
conducted by the British and US intelligence services against the 

. 
J!!:: • World War II was started by Nazi Germany In collusion withthe Soviet Union. This partnership was se�led by the Nazi­Soviet non:aggr_ession pact which the Foreign Ministers of thetwo countries signed on August 23, 1939 (pictured).

* Al�ough Bow�r r_efers to MI6 in the tiUe of his book, the British secret
Intelligence Service 1S more usually known in the intelligence world as UKSIS 0 
SIS: Bower used the acronym SIS. He also uses KGB throughout to describeth;
convol�ted names applied to that body's predecessor organisations. The Soviet
Comrmtt:ee for �tate Security - the Kometet Gosudarstvennoy Beznopasnosti
-
h 

crune into existence on March 13, 1953. To simplify matters for the reader 1 
ave followed Bower's use of terminology. 
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USSR through Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia. It is a work dark with 
deceit, deception and treachery. 

Bower, a law graduate from the London School of Economics, 
claims that his book is an extraordinary and untold story of how, from 
1944 to 1955, the KGB first compromised and then controlled SIS's 
entire intelligence network in the Baltic States, completely deceiving 
the British and later, the Americans. He has drawn on recently 
declassified information from American, German and Swedish 
sources. 

Bower also gained access in the USSR to KGB files and officers. The 
latter gave him detailed personal accounts of their operations in the 
Baltic States. However, it is important to note that he has not had 
access to key British records which remain covered by the Official 
Secrets Act. 

Bower's account of British and later American intelligence 
operations conducted against the Soviets is set within the framework 
of Western, especially British, intelligence operations against the 
Soviet Union from the Russian Revolution of 1917. He points out that 
the British government was concerned about the consequences of the 
Bolshevik/German peace treaty of Brest-Litovsk, signed in 1918, 
which contained clauses in which the new rulers of Russia renounced 
historical claims to Finland, Poland, the Ukraine and Estonia, Latvia 
and Lithuania. 

By taking Russia out of World War I, the treaty effectively brought 
about a cessation of hostilities on the Eastern Front and led to the 
conclusion that German armies could be concentrated in the West and 
if the Bolshevik government fell, Germany would be best placed to fill 
the vacuum. The first SIS operations were intended to evaluate both 
German and Soviet intentions and capabilities. 

However, after the armistice German forces withdrew from the 
Baltic States and Britain became guarantor of their independence. The 
proximity of the Scandinavian and Baltic States to the newly-formed 
USSR facilitated intelligence operations which were part of a more 
general offensive, including the use of military forces, which 
commenced in 1919 and was designed to destabilise the Bolshevik 
regime. As history shows, the latter prevailed in the face of a lack of 
coordination and resolution by the interventionist powers (which 
included Britain, the United States, Czechoslovakia and Japan), the 
collapse of White Russian forces and a strengthened Red Army. 
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AJ�hough the _milita� campaign petered out, inteUigence operations 
continu�d and mtens1fied now predicated on the perception that a 
�olshevik gov�rnment, espousing its militant philosophy and expor­
�ng � r�volutionary cause, could be a bigger menace to British 
t�penaJ mter�sts than a Czarist restoration. Accordingly, the SIS was 
dtr�cted_ to ass1s! coun�er-revolutionaries in the interventionist struggles 
aga1�st_ rhe ?oVIet regime and, following the failure .of that action to 
obtam mtelhgence on Soviet foreign policy objectives and the �ilita 
strength of its armed forces. 

ry 

Bower clearly describes the nature of British operations of the 1920s 
con�u�ted through Finland, Sweden and the Baltic States whose 
�ro�ty to the newly-formed USSR facilitated infiltration by 
mtelh��nce a��nts .. _The SIS controllers were predominantly ' old 
hands - Bnti�� citizens who had been largely domiciled in Russia 
and whose fam1hes had lost most of their wealth and livelihood during 
and after the Revolution. 

On the Soviet side, the functions of the Czarist secret service the 
Okrana, had been taken over after the revolution, expanded and 
re-nam_e_d the Cheka - the All Russian Extraordinary Commission for
Combating Counter-revolution and Sabotage - headed by a Pole 
Feliks Dzerzhi�sky. The �heka was soon to distinguish itself in an orw 
of terror �gamst enenues of the new regime, real and imagined. 
However, �t als� proved to be a sophisticated intelligence organisation 
when dealm� with external enemies of the Bolsheviks, predominantly 
the large em1gre communities in Europe. 

Fro� th� � 920s to the outbreak of World War II, intelligence 
ope�tions ms1:1e the Soviet Unjon conducted from Finland and the 
Baltic-Stat� failed to meet the requirements of the British government 
and more importantly, those operations were compromised by Cheka 
counter-intelligence. 

F?lJowing the German invasion of the USSR in 1941 and the 
forgm� of the . alliance ag�inst the Ms powers, British intelligence 
operations agamst the Sovtets slipped virtually into limbo. Germany 
was regarde� �s the _m�jor enemy although, as Bower notes there was
a bo?y of op1ruon withm the British government which looked beyond 
the likely �efe�t of_ Gei:man� t� the resumption of hostilities against the 
USSR This mmonty view w1thm the Foreign Office and SIS was offset 
as has been documented elsewhere by the influence of communists 
and. their sympathisers who had been recruited into government
se�1ce, and_ the regard for the "heroic" allied forces of the Soviet
Umon repellmg the Nazi invaders. 
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The United States' war-time intelligence organisation, the Office of 
Strategic Services ( OSS) was expressly forbidden by President 
Roosevelt to conduct operations against the Soviets. At on� stage, the 
OSS was directed to pass an intelligence dossier on the resistance in 
Latvia to the Soviet NKVD and according to Bower, a high-level 
agreement had been reached to exchange information and repre­
sentatives. Although Bower does not refer to it, there is considerable 
publicly available information to the effect that the US government 
was well aware at the time that the Soviets were carrying out offensive 
intelligence operations against the United States in that country and 
from Canada. 

Notwithstanding the US attitude, British intelligence recommenced 
operations against the USSR in 1944 as the government looked to the 
post-war period and the probability of Soviet dominance in Europe. 
Once again, operations were conducted through the Baltic States, 
operating in conjunction with Swedish military intelligence, whose 
government feared a Soviet invasion of Norway and Denmark in the 
guise of liberation. Bower claims that these operations, using 
predominantly Baltic citizens who had collaborated with the Germans, 
yielded little, and with the impending re-occupation of the Baltic States 
by the Red Army, SIS lost their contacts who retreated to Sweden. 

The history of the Baltic States indicates that the :first Soviet 
occupation in 1940 produced little active military resistance despite 
sovietisation, collectivisation of farms, purges, deportations and 
executions. When the Germans ejected the Soviets the following year, 
many Baits felt that their independence would be restored, while 
others came to realise that they had exchanged one occupier for 
another. Nevertheless, as Bower asserts, numbers fought alongside or 
with German military forces, SS and police detachments. 

In the face of the prospect of ruthless suppression by the Soviet 
forces and a continuation of the policies of the previous period of 
occupation of the Baltic States, many people opted to migrate 
westwards, including civilians and those who had fought alongside the 
Germans. However in 1945, sizeable partisan groups remained to 
actively engage the Red Army and security forces. Bower assesses that 
the latter comprised some 30,000 active partisans in the forests of 
Lithuania, 10,000 in Latvia and the same number in Estonia. These 
groups were assessed by SIS as being sufficiently effective to carry out 
the hazardous task of collecting intelligence on the Soviets in occupied 
territory. 
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months of World War II, namely that the Germans would join the 
Western Allies in a crusade against communism. Bower notes that this 
scenario also had some credibility among the SIS officers who were 
actively recruiting agents among displaced Balts claiming to have links 
with partisans in their home countries. These British intelligence 
officers were predominantly the 'old hands" who had worked against 
the Soviets between the two World Wars. 

Not surprisingly, the SIS officers used many of their old and trusted 
contacts from the pre-War period to recruit newcomers who were 
trained in espionage and insurgency and then inserted into the Baltic 
States by parachute drop or by a specially-tuned and silenced 
ex-German E-boat. 

Bower's thesis, in the light of the evidence presented and the 
outcome of events, is that this strategy was fatally flawed in a number 
of respects. From the moment of arrival of the first team in Latvia, 
British operations were compromised as the agents were located by 
Soviet patrols arrested and broken under interrogation by the KGB, 
directed by the fifth-ranked counter-intelligence officer in that country, 
Major Janis Lukasevics, a Latvian national who convinced his 
superiors that the British were continuing their pre-war anti-Soviet 
activities. Collateral for this view was provided to Moscow, 
unbeknown to Lukasvics, by the KGB' s principal agent in SIS, Kim 
™�-

With the assent of Lukasevics' superiors and approval from Moscow, 
the Baltic units of the KGB mounted a classic counter-operation from 
1945 for the next 10 years. Once the SIS agents' radio sets had been 
seized and agents coerced into broadcasting to their controllers, the 
KGB was able to deceive the SIS into sending arms, money, radios, 
more agents and to specify their objectives and landing points. The 
scale of this KGB ploy was considerable, covering the three Baltic 
States and ultimately drawing US intelligence operations into the net. 
The KGB was able to absorb and deceive agents by placing their own 
officers or agents alongside those of the SIS. Baltic citizens, including 
priests, were deceived or subborned into working for the KGB in their 
operations. 

Accorcling to Bower in an ingenious scheme therKGB established 
its own "partisan" groups to meet and assist incoming agents, house 
them and provide them with spurious information to pass back to their 
controllers. In due course, British agents located genuine partisan 
groups in the three Baltic States and unwittingly betrayed them to the 
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KGB. As a result over the 10-year period an unknown number of 
partisans and patriots disappeared without trace were executed or 
·imprisoned. Such was the cunning and control of the KGB, that it was
able to send its own officers and agents to the West to be' de-briefed'
re-tra.ined, aimed, financed and returned by the unsuspecting British.
Furthermore, KGB agents among emigres in the West were infiltrated
into the British networks and agents in place in London were able to 
monitor progress for their masters in Moscow.

Bower points to a slow comprehension by the British that their
operations were providing little in the way of real intelligence on Soviet
intentions and capabilities. However he makes a telling point that SIS
objectives differed from those of the agents and some of their
controllers who were expecting to fight a guerilla war against the
occupiers. Finally he notes the conclusion was drawn that the
operations were compromised and agents in the Baltic States under
KGB control. Some attempts were made by SIS to run the operations
back against the KGB but no more agents were sent despite
KGB-inspired requests. After a few terminal twists and turns in the plot
the British ended their operations and their agents, including those
who were genuine but under KGB control were left to their fate.

However this was not before the credibility of all Baltic networks
was the cause of immense distrust and argument between the US
Central intelligence Agency and the SIS. The Americans had modelled
their operations on those of the British but suspected compromise
earlier than the SIS who jealously maintained that their operations
were secure. With the defections to the USSR in 1953 of British
Foreign Office officials Burgess and Maclean, and the emerging
suspicions of Philby as a Soviet mole relations between British and US
intelligence slumped to a nadir that endured for many years and has its
echoes today.

In assessing this book one is struck by Bow�r's presentation of his
arguments, and the targets of his attack are principally the SIS the
Baltic States and their citizens. In the first instance, Bower attributes
the debacle of British operations to the failure of SIS to learn from past
errors. In particular, he cites the fact that the officers used for running
post-World War U operations were those who had been duped by the
KGB in highly successful pre-war operations directed against hostile
anti-Soviet emigres, most notably 'The Trust', to which he devotes
some detail.
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Secondly, the Baltic emigre sources used in post-war opera�ons 
were also used pre-war and were likely to have been compromLSed. 
Thirdly, he argues cogently that the Briti��· like th_e KGB had use?
captured German agents to transmit dismfo�at1on back to the1r 
controllers, and therefore the risk of compromise shoul� ha�e been 
recognised early in the piece. As_ a coro�la1:Y, he implies _that 
operational control and counter-intelligence w1thm SIS was deficient, 
and it was only when the "old hands" had been replaced that the 
degree of KGB deception was revealed. 

Lastly, he asserts that for years �ft�rwards th� SIS covered the 
incompetence of its operations by cla1mmg that Ph1lby be_trayed them. 
He claims that Philby was not in a position to be able to divulge names 
and operational details to Moscow. 

On the basis of the information in Red Web, these charges a?pe�r 
credible, with the caveat that as yet no British documentati�n 1s 
available nor has a knowledgeable SIS officer surfaced to either 
confirm �r refute his argument. On the basis of known information on 
Philby's career, there appears to be �ome valid!ty to �ower's 
proposition that Philby did not compromise the Baltic operati�ns. . Another major criticism of SIS which is continually emphasise� 1s 
the type of agent recruited from among the Bal�c refugee population 
at the end of World War II. If Bower is to be believed, and ;the lack of 
British documentation is evident in this respect, SIS appears to hav_e ·
recruited mostly Baits who served with the German forces and there 1s 
an implication that they were chiefly those who ha_d v�lunteered for
the SS and special police detachments. An impression 1s created that 

many were war criminals who should have 
been handed back to the Soviets for 
punishment. (Bower is also the author of 
two books on war criminals.) He concedes 
that the Cossacks returned to the Soviets 
faced certain death, and as a result the 
Western allies were unwilling to return 
other East Europeans and Baits to face a 
similar fate. 

• British traitor Kim Philby, photgraphed in
his heyday, in 1949. Did this double agent
compromise the Baltic operations, too?
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Bower's antipathy towards Baits who fought with the Germans 
manifests itself also in his attitude to those resisting the Soviet 
occupiers. He concludes that to "describe them as partisans or 
members of the resistance so equating them with the French 
underground was convenient for them and their sponsors ... but was 
wildly inaccurate." One wonders why this is so, as both were resisting 
totalitarian invasion of a sovereign state. Although it is possible to 
construct an argument for the Baltic States allying themselves with the 
Germans to remove the Soviet yoke - ' my enemy s enemy is my 
friend" - there can be no serious questioning of tbe description of 
those citizens of occupied countries who fought with the Germans, 
knowing of their racial policies, as collaborators or Quislings and war 
criminals if they participated in war crimes as defined at law. However, 
nowhere does Bower use that description of Latvian, Lithuanian and 
Estonian officers and agents of the KGB, even when they were 
engaged in the suppression of the civilian population of their 
homelands, including torture and execution, nor where he describes 
the brutal interrogation and killing of SIS agents. 

The theory of moral equivalence, in which Soviet revolutionary 
doctrine and ambition is ignored, played-down or defined in terms of a 
response to alleged Western, usually US, aggression, is a common and 
rather lamentable feature of modern political writings. Bower lays 
down the threat posed by the massive Soviet military presence in the 
heart of Europe at the end of World War II and quotes several 
assessments that the Red Army was exhausted by the push through 
Germany. However, he fails to mention that this presence remained 
and was instrumental in establishing communist rule in Eastern Europe 
while the US and British armed forces were being demobilised at an 
alarming rate, and he ignores the obvious, namely that this factor was 
the raison d'etre for intelligence operations against the Soviets. 

However, Bower finds the fear of counter-revolutionaries and the 
concomitant demand for the Western allies to hand over Baits to be 
justified in view of the Soviet experience since 1917. The magnitude of 
threat posed to USSR by the Baltic States in 1945 is barely 
considered. He (correctly) decries Britain's guarantees of their 
independence in the inter-World War period as cynical and motivated 
by self-interest - he perhaps should have added that it was also 
meaningless. More seriously, he confirms the previously mentioned 
and equally cynical actions of Roosevelt in recognising Soviet 
hegemony over the Baltic States and evinces little support for their 
independence. 
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Bower is certainly not an expert in intelligence matters. He seem� t?

admire the professionalism of the KGB's Baltic operations and it 1s

true that from a purely professional viewpoint they were cleverly

devised and carried out. However he has lost sight of the fact tha� the

KGB was and is a ruthless, blood-stained and generally odious

organisation with powers that defy any reas_onabl� c�ncept of the rule

of law. At the time of the Baltic operations, its mternal counter­

intelligence arm was involved in a series of bloody post-war pur�es

while its external arm was engaged in extensive and aggressive

espionage operations in the West, some of which included

assassination of emigre leaders. 
Advantages in the Baltic operations lay with the KGB,_ as i�deed

they would until arguably very recent ��es. Counter-mt�lhgence

operations in totalitarian states are fac1htated by a reg1me�ted

populace; the necessity of considerable personal docum�ntation 

which can be checked and changed frequently· a secret police force 

with a network of informers and the capacity to coerce citizens and

punish resisters backed up by a strong militia and army presence.

Western intelligence organisations are theref?re, ham?ered by

operating in such a hostile environment. Despite the existence of

anti-regime activists, the element of trust is fraught �ith dan��r and the

risk of failure is high. Failures are always the sub3.ect of ndipule and

publicity; successes by and large remain secret. 

Red Web falls into the category of exposes of intelligence wo�k

which are fairly common these days. It is of little comfort to B�ltic

readers, while those with a background in intelligen_ce �or!< m1�ht

seriously consider the objectives of the K�B in suppl_ying mforrnation

and granting interviews to a Western wnter even m these _days of

glasnost. Neither type of reader is likely to sleep any easier as a

consequence. 

*** 

A shorter version of this review was published in BALTIC NEWS, Vol XVI,

No 1 (65), Mar<!h, 1990. 
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About the Publishers 

This book has been published in Australia by a students' association 
known as the Lithuanian Studies Society of Tasmania University 
Union. 

The Society's central aim is to make Australians more aware of 
Lithuania and its heritage. Films and lectures on Lithuanian topics are 
presented at the University of Tasmania regularly during term. 
Workshops are arranged to demonstrate traditional Lithuanian crafts. 
Academic papers emanating from these activities are published 
annually in the Society's journal Lithuanian Papers. Four volumes
have been compiled in book form so far· the fifth volume will appear in 
1992. 

The Lithuanian Studies Society encourages and helps with research 
on all topics connected with Lithuania. Amanda Banks has recently 
completed a most successful Honours thesis on Lithuania's environ­
mental problems and has been awarded First Class Honours for this 
work. Mrs Genovaite Kazokas is now writing a Ph.D. thesis on 
Lithuanian artists in Australia, and several projects are in progress in 
the Faculty of Law. 

Within its limited resources the Society is also helping educational 
bodies in Lithuania. ln August 1991 the Society combined with the 
University of Tasmania Library and despatched a gift of 400 books to 
Vytautas Magnus University in Kaunas Lithuania. 

Established in 1987 the Tasmania University Union Lithuanian 
Studies Society now has 35 student members and 3 associate 
members. All financial members receive the quarterly English­
language journal Lituanus (published in the U.S.) as well as the 
Society's own publications. 

Iron Wolf 

The black iron wolf is the Society's logo. Its origins go back to the 
foundation of Vilnius, Lithuania's capital city, in the 14th century. 

According to legend, Gediminas, the Grand Duke of Lithuania, 
dreamt of an iron wolf howling from a hilltop. This dream was 
interpreted as a message from the god of Thunder, Perkilnas that a 
new city, large and famous was to be built around that hill. 

Grand Duke Gediminas went ahead with the project, then moved 
his headquarters from Kernave to Vilnius. Today, Vilnius has a 
population of half a million. 
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(Advertisement) 

Lithuanian Co-operative Credit Society 

TALKA Ltd 
supports the work of Lithuanian Studies Society. 

• • • 

REGISTERED OFFICE: Lithuanian House 
44 Errol Street, North Melbourne 3051 

Tel: (03) 328 4957 
POSTAL ADDRESS: GPO Box 4051 

MELBOURNE 3001 
BRANCHES in SA and NSW 

t----------- Advertisement 

Support the 

AUSTRALIAN LITHUANIAN 

FOUNDATION 

Its aim is to encourage, support and promote Lithuanian 
culture in many ways: in the sciences, education, art - and in 
various other Forms. 

You can make the Foundation stronger by joining it as a 
member, by making donations and by remembering it in 
your will. 

When writing your will, please state the Foundation's 
name and address correctly: 

AUSTRALIAN LITHUANIAN FOUNDATION Inc., 

50 Errol Street, North Melbourne, Vic. 

94 

Our Publications 

The Lithuanian Studies Society at the University of Tasmania is now 
established as Australia's foremost publisher of English-language 
books on Lithuania. In its annual series of books, collectively known as 
the Lithuanian Papers, the Society presents original writings on 
Lithuania's history, culture and present-day issues. 

The following titles may be ordered now: 
LITHUANIAN PAPERS, Vol I, 1987, edited by A. P. Taskttnas and J. W. 

Doyle. - Contents: Introduction by Vice-Chancellor A. Lazenby. Sociologi­
cal Perspective in Lithuanian Studies (J. Pakulski). Cpt James Cook and 
Georg Forster: Australia's First Link with Lithuania (A. Tasktmas). Ignacio 
Domeyko (S. Montes). Olegas Truchanas: A Profile (M. Angus). Lithuanian 
Easter Eggs (G. Kazokas). 600 Years Christian Lithuania (J. Doyle). 

$5 plus $2 postage to any address in the world. 

LITHUANIA: A VIEW FROM AUSTRALIA. Australian Bicentennial 
Edition, ed by A. P. Tasktmas and J. W. Doyle. - Contents: Foreword by 
The Hon R. J. L. Hawke, Prime Minister of Australia. The Cherry Tree (Sir 
Guilford Young). Industrial Relations in Lithuania (A. Taskttnas). Kristijonas 
Donelaitis in J. Bobrowski's Litauische Clavier'- (K. Brazaitis). USSR 
Nationalities Policies (T. McGlynn). Baits in Sweden (L. and N. Lewan). Lest 
We Forget (Sir Guilford Young). Book Review by V. A. Vitkunas. Poetry by
Bruce Dawe, Jurate Reilly and Vince Ta§k(mas. ·· 

$7.50, plus $2.50 postage to any address in the world. 

LITHUANIA'S ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS: Cultural and Politi­
cal Aspects, by Amanda J. Banks (Volume 3 In the Lithuanian Papers 
series). - This is really two books in one: (1) a comprehensive yet succint 
history of Lithuania: and (2) an incisive examination of Lithuania s present 
environmental problems. Buy two copies and donate one to your local 
school library. 

$7.50, plus $2.50 postage to any address in the world. 

LITHUANIA AT THE CROSSROADS, edited by A. P. Tasktmas and J. 
W. Doyle (Volume 4 in the Lithuanian Papers se1ies). - Contents: Foreword
by The Hon Michael Field Premier of Tasmania. Lithuania: An Introduction
(K. Ross). Lithuania and the Cold Shower Effect: The Economic Challenge
(A. Hocking). East European Revolutions, and the independence of
Lithuania (J. Pakulski). Lithuania's Lust for Life: Is .It Legitimate? (R.
Pietrowicz). Lithuania: An Environmental Disaster Area '(A. Taskunas).
Opting out of Empires: An Ancient's Perspective (P. Weaver). Sovereign
State or Hostile Captive? (President V. Landsbergis). Book Review by G.
Ward. Poetry by Ju.rate Reilly, Vince Ta�kunas.

$7.50, plus $2.50 postage to any address in the world. 
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Other Books Worth Reading 
The Lithuanian Studies Society at the University of Tasmania has a 

small stock of books, in English on Lithuania and on the Baltic States 
generally. They may be ordered directly from the Society, PO Box 
777, Sandy Bay, Tasmania 7005 (Australia). 

All prices are in Australian currency. Postage rates apply anywhere in 
the world, by surface mail. 

ARMONAS, Barbara, Leave Your Tears in Mos­
cow, Philadelphia, NY and Sydney: J. B. Lippin­
cott, 1961, repr 1975. 222pp. (A woman's struggle 

F'warding 
Price Costs Total 

for survival). Normally $11.95, now 6.00 3.00 9.00 
An Infant Born in Bondage: 44 Lithuanian 
prisoners in Siberia meditate on liberty. Bi-lingual 
edition (English and Lithuanian) 99pp, A4 format 
- Book spine damaged in transit. text intact
Normally $7 special offer only 1.00 2.50 3.50 
BOURDEAUX, Michael Land of Crosses: The 
struggle for religious freedom in Lithuania, 1939-
1978. 339pp. Chulmleigh, Devon: Augustine Pub-
lishing Co, 1979. 8.95 3.00 11.95 
BOURDEAUX, Loma and Michael, Ten Growing 
Soviet Churches. MARC Europe and Keston 
College, 1987 196pp. Normally $5.95, reduced to 2.95 2.50 5.45 
BOURDEAUX, Michael and ROWE. Michael (eds) 
May One Believe - in Russia? (Violations of 
Religious Liberty in the Soviet Union). London: 
Darton, Longman & Todd, 1980. 113pp. Normally 
$4.50, special offer 2.50 2.50 5.00 
BOURDEAUX, Michael Risen Indeed: Lessons in 
Faith from the USSR. London: Darton Longman 
& Todd 1983, repr 1984 113pp. Normally $8.95 
reduced to 4.95 2.50 7.45 
Catholics in Soviet-occupied Lithuania (An im-
portant historical document). Brooklyn, NY: Aid to 
the Church in Need. 1981. 120pp. 
DUNSDORFS, Edgars The Baltic Dilemma. Vol 
1, NY: Rbt Speller, 1975, 302pp; and Vol 2, 
Melbourne: Baltic Council of Aust, 1982, 160pp. 
Set of 2 

Vol 2 also available separately 

5.00 

12.00 
8.00 

2.50 7.50 

5.00 17.00 
3.00 11.00 

Other Books . . . continued 

Frozen Inferno. Dr Grinceviciute's testimony of life 
in Siberia. A Baltic News publication, 15pp. 
Lituanus. A quarterly journal of arts and sciences, 
dedicated to the Baltic States (in English). Pub­
lished in Chicago, 11, USA. Single issues available: 
Nos 2, 3, 4 (1988); Nos 1, 2, 3, 4 (1989); and a few 
earlier copies. Each 
Mary Save Us. A book of inspiring_ pray:rs
composed in a labour camp by four Lithuanian 
girls. 84pp. 
ROBERTSON, Jenny, Be Our Voice. The heart­
warming story of Michael Bourdeaux and Keston 
College. London: Darton, Longman & Todd. 
Normally $5. 95, reduced to 
SAD0NAITE, Nijole, Song in Siberia. The movi:1g
tale of a young Lithuanian woman who remains 
true to the faith through prison and exile. 
The Violations of Human Rights in Soviet 
occupied Lithuania: 

_ A Report for 1977 (published by the 
Lithuanian American Community, Glenside, PA, 
195pp). A wealth of documentary evidence in 
English translation. 

A Report for 1981 (published _by the Aust_ralian
Lithuanian Community, Brunswick West, Vic). A 
factual coverage of the year 1981. 
WALTERS Philip and BEI:.ENGARTH, Jane 
(comp), Light through the Curtain: Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, USSR, Romania - testaments of 
faith and courage. lcknield Way, Tring, Herts: Lion 
Paperback, 1985, 159pp. Normally $6.95, now 

F'warding 
Price Costs Total 

Free 0.50 0.50 

3.00 1.40 4.40 

1.00 1.40 2.40 

3.95 2.50 6.45

3.00 2.50 5.50 

3.00 2.50 5.50 

3.00 2.50 5.50 

4.95 2.50 7.45 

TUU Lithuanian Studies Society, 
Post Office Box 777, 

SANDY BAY, Tasmania 7005 (Australia). 
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