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Lithuania under the Soviet Occupation,
1940-41
Observations and Operations by the United States

Mallory Needleman

Abstract: Throughout World War II, an independent Lithuania was occupied
three times—twice by the Soviet Union and once by Nazi Germany. During the
first Soviet occupation (1940—41), the international community granted the
small country support in rhetoric but little in practicality. The United States,
for example, refused to acknowledge the aggressive Soviet takeover, though
it refrained from providing extensive support to Lithuanian-located refugees
without American citizenship. In March 1941, the U.S. Department of State
sought to analyze the daily life of Sovietized Lithuania and sent John E Mazi-
onis through the country’s closed borders. This article details power struggles

within Lithuania imposed by Soviet Russia and by extension Nazi Germany.

Keywords: Soviet occupation, Second World War, U.S. foreign relations, De-
partment of State, Lithuania, John E Mazionis, USS American Legion (APA 17)

ithuania has a centuries-long history of being governed by outside forc-
es. It was a victory, then, when it declared independence at the close of
World War I, having been mercilessly ruled by both Russia and Germany
consecutively since the late eighteenth century. By the mid-1920s, many con-
sulates and legations opened in Kaunas, Lithuania’s then-provisional capital,

Mallory Needleman is a graduate student at the University of Haifa and is completing her thesis,
“American Intelligence Ties to Holocaust Atrocities and Cold War Operations in Lithuania: How
the U.S. Dismissed Nazi Collaboration in Attempt to Defeat the Soviets.” This article was made
possible thanks to the author’s tenure as a graduate student research fellow at the Jack, Joseph and
Morton Mandel Center for Advanced Holocaust Studies, U.S Holocaust Memorial Museum.
The author wishes to thank Dr. David Silberklang and Dr. Hagit Lavsky for their guidance as well
as Amanda Walkins and GySgt Howard for their support.

MCU Journal vol. 9, no. 2

Fall 2018
www.usmcu.edu/mcupress

https://doi.org/10.21140/mcuj.2018090204



and its diplomats were hosted in more than 20 countries across the world.!
Lithuania’s foreign relations were forming tenderly until its growing statehood
was abruptly halted. On 15 June 1940, forces of the Union of the Socialist
Soviet Republics (the USSR or the Soviet Union) invaded. By August, they
demanded that Lithuania cut its political ties. Not even 20 years old, all diplo-
matic headquarters in Kaunas were to close by September.? Lithuania fell under
a ruthless Soviet authority.

For most Lithuanians, it was a triumph in 1941 when the Nazis ousted the
Soviets after their violent one-year reign. In frenzied hopes to establish self-gov-
erning rule, Lithuanian political and military leaders, as well as social elites,
immediately leaned into Nazi Germany’s “assistance” as its new occupying pow-
er. To the chagrin of Lithuanians desperate for independence, and with the
obliteration of the local Jewish population, Nazi control lasted throughout the
Holocaust. The constructs of power and control by a superpower, and between
superpowers, are pervasive within this time and place, and thus this article will
seek to illuminate that which is often engulfed by larger stories. Simultaneously,
this article brings to light the life of one man who contributed greatly to the
field of American intelligence on Lithuania, through both diplomatic and mil-
itary achievements, between 1940 and 1941.

This man was John F. Mazionis, who, in the summer of 1940, was a British
employee of the American legation in Lithuania. That summer, he supported
the extraction of American citizens from Lithuania, and then, as with other
members of foreign diplomatic offices, fled Kaunas during the forced Soviet
takeover and was restationed in Moscow. Mazionis reentered Lithuania from his
Moscow post in early 1941 and reported on the atmosphere in Soviet-occupied
Lithuania. Months later, in the summer, he began working at the American
legation in Stockholm, Sweden, drafting and submitting reports on Lithuanian
subversive underground movements. This article details the geopolitical power
struggles within Lithuania as imposed by Soviet Russia and Nazi Germany, with
Mazionis as a contextual focal point.

Methodology

This article is historical in nature, organized chronologically and thematically.
This method draws a clearer picture of the personal and professional profile of
John Mazionis leading up to 1940 and then delving into his activities, both
overt and covert, through 1941. For Mazionis, his preserved Department of
State personnel file is the only place to uncover a full profile; to date, he is
named only in four academic sources.’ Geohistorically, the events of the subject
matter occurred in present-day Russia, Lithuania, Sweden, and America. In an
unsurprising assessment, these countries played large and antithetical roles in

the Holocaust. A cross-reference of resources is conducted to the best of this
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writer’s ability. In this way, attempts to obfuscate the truth by a field of study, or

specific source, is countered, questioned, and noted.

The Start of World War Il, the Soviets, and Lithuania
The German-Soviet Nonaggression Pact (or the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact) was
signed on 23 August 1939, five months after the Germans seized Klaipéda from
Lithuania. The neutrality pact assured each party (Nazi Germany and Soviet
Russia) of, as its title details, nonaggression. Also signed on this day was a pro-
tocol hidden from the public. The secret protocol, or addendum, detailed the
partitioning of the Baltic States and Poland (including the reincorporation of
Vilnius into Lithuania) between Soviet Russia and Nazi Germany. The original
protocol was amended a month later, moving Lithuania from under Germany’s
purview to Russia’s.?

Around this time, the United Kingdom and France granted assurances of
protection to Poland.> Germany relied on the assurances provided in the public
Nonaggression Pact and invaded Poland on 1 September 1939. World War II
thus began, as Germany effectively attacked the United Kingdom and France
via Poland, thereby transforming life across the world. Due to the geopolitical
crisis of its neighbor, Lithuania faced a humanitarian emergency of its own as
refugees, Jews and non-Jews alike, fled Poland and moved into Lithuania. It
was a near reversal in their historic hostilities when Lithuania agreed to support
the stateless persons from Poland after the September 1939 German attack—
evacuees totaling more than 100,000 in all of Lithuania by 1940.°

At the same time, Soviet troops moved into Vilnius, a territory disputed
between Lithuania and Poland, though by 1939 it was under Polish authority.
The Soviets took the city in accordance with the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact.
Shortly thereafter, a treaty of mutual assistance between Lithuania and the
Soviet Union was signed on 10 October 1939. In this agreement, the So-
viets annexed Vilnius back to Lithuania in exchange for a Soviet military
presence—18,000 soldiers—inside Lithuania’s borders.” Immediately follow-
ing, bases were erected across the country, including an airbase in Paneriai
(Ponary), the wooded outskirts of Vilnius. Construction included pits, rough-
ly 15-20 meters in width and 5—6 meters in depth, excavated to house future
fuel tanks for aircraft.® Left abandoned during the Soviet retreat in June 1941,
the pits converted into a necropolis for nearly 100,000 murdered Jews and
others killed by gunshot at the hands of Nazis and Lithuanian collaborators
during the following three years.

The Lithuanian government was not forthcoming to the public about this
Soviet military occupation. In fact, it “had not prepared either militarily or
morally” for such a prospect, as Lithuanian political leaders were emphatically

concerned with the question of “which neighbor Lithuania should join in the
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event of a crisis.” The vacillation of the leadership stifled decision making, and
thus the government remained passive to the Soviet demands and complaints
that grew more erratic over time. By the spring of 1940, the Soviets accused
Lithuania of not only establishing anti-Soviet alliances with fellow Baltic coun-
tries but also accused Lithuanian President Antanas Smetona of hosting secret
meetings with German Fiihrer Adolf Hitler. Finally, on 25 May 1940, the So-
viet Union accused Lithuania of kidnapping Soviet soldiers.'® Three weeks after
the false kidnapping claims, on 14 June 1940, the Soviet Union delivered an
ultimatum to Lithuania."" Before an answer could be given, Soviet forces invad-
ed the following day.

In one fell swoop, the Soviets breeched the Moscow Peace Treaty of 1920,
the Soviet-Lithuanian Nonaggression Pact of 1926, and the Soviet-Lithuanian
Mutual Assistance Agreement of 1939.'% In all, this was not an ideal situation
for Lithuania, as it was slowly losing everything. In fact, under the 1939 Mu-
tual Assistance Treaty, Vilnius was not even given to Lithuania in whole; much
of the territory was appropriated by the USSR, which was also in violation of
the 1920 Moscow Peace Treaty.”® In a mire, President Smetona acquiesced to
the June 1940 Soviet invasion and, fearing his presence in Lithuania could no

longer help the country, fled to Germany hours later."

John F. Mazionis
John E Mazionis was born on 17 June 1907 in London to Lithuanian nationals
who had recently relocated to England. After Lithuania proclaimed its inde-
pendence in 1918, his parents returned to Lithuania in July 1920, residing in
Kaunas with their British-born children (John and his sisters). At age 17, Mazi-
onis dropped out of Kaunas’s Ausra Boys' Gymnasium in April 1924, having
accepted a messenger position for the recently opened American consulate."
With help from his boss at the consulate, Mazionis earned his high school di-
ploma in 1930, despite working full time.'® Such a dual effort surely was not
easy, as the consulate had 10 employees—and only one messenger.”” His role
at the consulate required him to be available at all hours to complete a gamut
of tasks. Robert W. Heingartner, consul to Lithuania from 1926 to 1928, kept
a diary that included personal and professional commentary. According to the
diary, Mazionis—referred to at times as simply “John the messenger”—could
be expected to bury the consul’s dog on a summer Tuesday, retrieve and deliver
diplomatic pouches on damp and dark midnights in November, and even work
late nights on Sundays.'®

After nearly 10 years of employment at the consulate, Mazionis demon-
strated his value and was promoted to clerk.” Mazionis was vital enough to
the office that he was even included in a 1931 staff photograph (and again in
1938).%° Given a promotion in both title and salary in 1933, he could finally
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afford to enroll in college. That fall, he began attending Vytautas Magnus Uni-
versity (renamed from University of Lithuania). Mazionis began his tenure in
1933 as a university student while simultaneously working at the consulate. Six
years later, in 1939, he graduated with a degree in economic sciences. Thus, by
the time he earned his degree, Mazionis had no elaborate skills or expertise in
international affairs but rather a strong work ethic, fluency in English and Lith-

uanian, and years of employment with the American foreign office in Kaunas.

Petsamo and the USS American Legion
By the summer of 1940, 32-year-old John E. Mazionis was a vital employee
at the U.S. legation in Kaunas, serving under Minister Owen J. C. Norem
(Bernard A. Gufler served as chargé d’affaires when Norem left the post on 30
July 1940), and had been promoted from clerk to managing matters of citizen-
ship, protection, and Veterans Administration.”' His necessity bloomed under
the 1940 Soviet invasion, when 102 American citizens in Lithuania needed
to evacuate the newly Soviet controlled area. The region eventually became
a battleground between Germany and the Soviets, as well an area in which
Nazi Germany would enact its ideological aims of eradicating Jewry through
any means necessary. In addition, more than 700 other American nationals in
Finland, Estonia, Latvia, Sweden, Norway, Denmark, Germany, and the
Netherlands—both of prominence (including foreign royalty and families of
American diplomats) and of refugee status—were also in need of an escape.”

The civilians caravanned from their respective areas to Petsamo, a small
area between Finland and the then-Soviet Union, that sits on the Barents Sea.
There, they embarked the USS American Legion for America, which was sent
from the United States for this mission. A vital conductor of this international
move was none other than Mazionis, who, according to then-chargé d’affaires,
Bernard Gufler, was cool, calm, courageous, and loyal.”® Notably, as he was
assisting hundreds of others with their escape, Mazionis’s sisters fled Lithuania
for Australia on their own, thanks to their British citizenship, though Soviet
authorities denied his parents, both Lithuanian nationals, permission to leave.*

As for the American Legion, unknown to its civilian passengers, the vessel
secretly boarded valuable wartime cargo. In fact, it was kept secret even in the
Department of State Bulletin, an official record of U.S. foreign policy, which
noted only that the vessel carried passengers and nothing more.”> According to
the U.S. Naval History and Heritage Command, a Swedish-made Bofors twin-
mount 40 millimeter antiaircraft gun was covertly placed onboard.* While this
achievement in itself was enormous, the apex was still to come.

Prior to the American Legion departing Petsamo, the United States in-
formed Germany of its intended route and departure date to ensure its safe pas-

sage through wartime waters. Germany refused a confirmation of the American
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Legion’s safe passage, offering only assurance that Germany, at the time, found
no reason to be hostile—though made no promises that it would not reverse
that decision. The United States, then, had to decide if the mission was safe for
both the passengers and the secretly loaded weapon, which, if discovered by the
Germans, would be disastrous. Ultimately, the United States proceeded with its
original route without further trouble.” The American Legion is noted as having
successfully removed more than 800 civilians from battleground harm and is
considered the last neutral ship to leave Petsamo during World War II.%¢

This logistical feat and its residual impact proved to be quite tremendous.
No less than three governments in the midst of war cooperated with the U.S.
government to secure the Bofors gun: the British, Swedish, and Finnish. The
weapon was immediately replicated stateside and placed aboard American bat-
tleships by late 1942. The gun significantly upgraded the antiaircraft capability
of the ships of the U.S. Navy. Thus, the United States’s mission success was
twofold: the government safely extracted its citizens from warzones and secretly
procured a weapon that was instrumental in future battle successes.”” Mazionis
would later write that the achievement, as of 1953, had yet to be equaled.

Lithuania’s Sovietization and

the Lithuanian Activist Front (LAF)

Up to this time, the body of the Lithuanian government, the Seimas, was a par-
liament comprised of multiple political party representatives. After the Soviet
invasion, it was dismantled and Soviet-rigged elections replaced the multiparty
parliament with strictly Communists.*® A month later, during 14—15 July, the
Sovietized Seimas—renamed “The People’s Diet”—assembled and, by 21 July,
approved of and declared Soviet rule in Lithuania.’’ Most Western nations did
not recognize the annexation by the Soviets of Lithuania, including America.
That July, U.S. Acting Secretary of State Benjamin Sumner Welles issued a press
release declaring the United States was “opposed to predatory activities no mat-
ter whether they are carried out by the use of force or by the threat of force.”*
Unfortunately, the announcement of nonrecognition did not come with much
reverberating support and the Lithuanian Soviet Socialist Republic (LSSR) be-
came part of the USSR on 3 August 1940. Thus, the limits of American prin-
ciples were exposed. Lithuania quickly lost its 22-year independence and its
formal international recognition was smothered by Soviet rule.

Sovietization in Lithuania ensued rapidly, and the Soviets forced Lithua-
nia to cut all of its international ties. Following the success of the repatriation
mission, diplomat Charles E. Bohlen of the U.S. embassy in Moscow arrived in
Kaunas in late August. He oversaw the legation closure, as the Soviets demand-
ed that all foreign offices in Lithuania must shutter.” Mazionis joined Bohlen

on his return to Moscow, taking with them the legation’s diplomatic pouches.
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There, he worked on passport and citizenship needs under the consular section,
consisting of senior staffer E. Allan Lightner Jr.%¢

At the same time, Lithuanian representatives were recalled from abroad.®
However, with most of the international community following a nonrecog-
nition policy regarding Lithuania’s incorporation into the USSR, Lithuania’s
diplomatic corps abroad retained their credentials (though they were fair-
ly powerless), and they did their best to refuse orders from the Soviets. With
the swift Soviet takeover, Lithuanians were left shocked, angry, and without
a way to reckon the loss or to fight back. Michael MacQueen remarks on the
problems of a Lithuanian nationalist zeal without any claim to an indepen-
dent country: “Lithuania had to confront why their people had, over centuries,
been swallowed up by others, and in the process nearly been eradicated as a
cultural presence.”® As Lithuania underwent its rapid transformation into a
Soviet Republic, some Lithuanian diplomats at posts abroad, including Lith-
uanian representative to Germany, Colonel Kazys Skirpa, formed a prototype
government-in-exile, the National Committee. It aimed to “organize a broad
anti-Soviet front” and was the precursor to what became known as the Liesuviy,
Aktyvistu, Frontas (the Lithuanian Activist Front, or the LAF).%

The LAF as a resistance organization against the Soviets began during a
meeting between National Committee members in Skirpa’s Berlin apartment
on 17 November 1940. Skirpa helmed the group and, in his own words, the
LAF from its start had the backing and support of the Nazis—and the Ger-
man military intelligence service, the Abwehr, at that.?® The Soviets frequently
arrested (and traditionally deported) anyone deemed anti-Soviet, criminal, or
socially dangerous, and life under the Soviets grew exponentially erratic. Such
aggression, coupled with rapid Sovietization complemented the prevalent, yet
unsubstantiated, Judeo-Bolshevik myth, which encouraged a widespread anti-
Semitic illusion that the Jews not only controlled Lithuania but also were
indivisibly united with the Soviets.*” Thus, for non-Jewish Lithuanians, a
jingoist yearning for Lithuanian identity and independence festered into an
underground political and social anti-Soviet, as well as anti-Semitic, move-
ment. %

The resistance organization was built on both passive and active resistance.
This included propaganda and armed units, all established within various gov-
ernment and civic institutions and boasted 2,000 members at its inception.*!
Between late 1940 and early 1941, the LAF’s foreign-based leadership agreed
that a revolt was to occur when its leadership determined that conditions were
right.** To achieve this goal, they collected arms, made plans, and absorbed
armed resistance units. Moreover, the LAF’s propaganda became “saturated”
with Nazi-style anti-Semitism.* In fact, on behalf of the LAF, Skirpa argued

to Nazi leadership in Berlin that it was in Germany’s interest to “sponsor an
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anti-Bolshevik national liberation movement and a restored Lithuanian state.”#
They saw Nazi Germany as the only power capable of defeating their occupier,
the Soviet Union, and hoped that opportunities to reestablish an independent
Lithuania might arise.

In December 1940, the LAF distributed within Lithuania about 800 copies
of a leaflet titled “From Bolshevik Slavery to a New Lithuania” (“I$ bolSevikinés
vergijos | naujaja Lietuva’). The content included a list of problems inside Lith-
uania, including the complaint that under Lithuanian independence, Jews were
not restrained (pazaboti).® Historian Saulius Suziedélis remarks that Bronys
Raila, the LAF’s chairman of propaganda, complained, “the countless ‘Jewish
breed, coddled by [President Antanas] Smetona, had made Lithuania one of
the most Jewish states in Europe.” He called for a state purified of “Jews, par-
asites, and traitors” and declared that the LAF “is determined to completely
separate the Jews from the Lithuanian state.”® On 24 March 1941, the LAF
disseminated their “Directives for the Liberation of Lithuania” across the coun-
try: “We must create an atmosphere that is so stifling for the Jews that not a sin-
gle Jew will think that he will have even the most minimal rights or possibility

of life in the new Lithuania.”¥

Lithuania in March 1941:

An American Diplomat’'s Report

In Moscow, Mazionis was assisting with visas in the consular section, which was
managed by Lightner. Lightner later remarked that they “had lots of business
with the Russian foreign office to try to make arrangements to get people out
[of Russia],” which included, in his words, “horse trading.”*® In one anecdote,
to secure exit permits for those with American citizenship, their office withheld
entry visas for Russian technicians who needed to leave for training in the Unit-
ed States. He recalls explaining to the Soviets’ office, ““[W]e are extremely busy
these days and just haven't been able to get around to it, but if you could pos-
sibly manage to answer our notes 15 through 35 with respect to the Americans
waiting to visit the Embassy, it might help us to get to the visa cases.” The effect
was magical.”® In another example, the deft diplomat used his skills to again
benefit the American office and Department of State at large that, six months
into the Soviet invasion, still had no ear to the ground regarding the occupied
areas. This included Lithuania, which by then was boasting a homegrown, for-
eign organized, anti-Semitic, and anti-Soviet movement, the LAF.

Mazionis, having left his parents in Lithuania (who, by 1941, were aged
and ill), notes he was eager to visit. He writes in 1953, “Upon my request and
with the strong and repeated demarches by the Chief of the Embassy Consul-
ar Section [Lightner], at the Soviet Foreign Office, I was eventually granted

permission by the Soviet government to visit my parents in Lithuania.”® In

Needleman

Vol. 9, No. 2

69



MCU Journal

70

these horse trading deals, Lightner managed to negotiate Mazionis’s return to
the country, resulting in yet another twofold success for Mazionis (the first
being the Petsamo mission): he not only visited his parents, a perfect cover and
personal comfort but also completed an intelligence-gathering mission within
heavily shrouded Lithuania. Despite being watched and followed by the Soviets
during his stay, Mazionis used his Lithuanian acquaintances in the press and
within various walks of life to gain a clear understanding of the situation in
Lithuania at the time.>!

Mazionis traveled to Kaunas, and may have gone to Vilnius, given the de-
tails of his report. He explicitly describes the “large gasoline tanks,” which were
in the process of being installed underground in many parts of the country.*?
This included Vilnius, where they were later used for mass murder under Nazi
occupation. In terms of his sources, they were predominantly members of sub-
versive underground organizations; they were versed in the political and social
environment of the local populace—in other words, he very likely met with
LAF members. He names their Berlin-based leadership and details their roles,
including Skirpa (“the strong man”). He even compliments their “extensive sys-
tem of espionage.” Relying on his experience and sources, he writes that the
local populace resented the Soviet occupation and blamed the local Jewry for
many ills.

His report features so much anti-Semitism that it is perhaps difficult to say
if his personal beliefs influenced his reporting, or if he was reporting on expe-
riences as matters of fact. He uses gross generalizations to describe the Jewish
population on the first pages alone.’® They are the “strongest” supporters of the
Soviets, they are the “wealthiest” in Lithuania, and “[a]ll the shops in Kaunas
have Jewish commissars” whose employees are predominantly Jewish. He writes
that the hatred of the “Reds” is “deep” with Lithuanians—so much so, that even
teenage boys carry pistols (to fight the Soviets, who apparently are support-
ed strongly by the Jews). Mazionis also comments that the Jewish population
comprises about 7—8 percent of the population in total, essentially suggesting
there is a disproportionate amount of employed (wealthy) Jewish merchants
to regular Lithuanians. He concludes by writing, “the new regime is usually
described as ‘the Jewish Government’,” thus doubling down on the pervasive
Judeo-Bolshevik myth.>

Shortly after the visit, upon his return to Moscow, Mazionis submitted
a report dated 22 March 1941 on “the situation in Lithuania” through his
superiors at the Office of the Secretary of State. Its contents were, and are,
so valuable to understanding Lithuania during this tumultuous time that it
was published 54 years later for public consumption and historical consider-
ations.*® The report was as necessary as it was robust, and for this, Walter C.

Thurston, minister counselor of the embassy in the Soviet Union, told Mazi-
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onis that the State Department “appreciated highly” the information submit-
ted.”” This compliment is the only identifiable direct product of the report; to
date, no other operations or inquiries were conducted by the State Department
(or any other U.S. government office) as a result of Mazionis’s findings. The
indirect historical value of his report is that, as is now known, it was a dark
foreshadowing of later events.

By the summer of 1941, Mazionis finished his time in Moscow. He, along
with two other clerks, took holiday leave to Stockholm, which proved to be per-
manent.’® They left Moscow on 19 June. At the same time, Lithuania was ripe
for a contentious, and even predictable, explosion. Mazionis’s report in March
predicted this suspense: “The general spirit of the people is one of expectancy
and eagerness for war between the Soviets and the Nazis. Although the people
desire to see the Germans in Lithuania instead of the Reds.”® He stresses that
locals hoped “Lithuania may arise again as an independent state.”® The expect-
ed war arrived in June—though not before massive arrests and deportations
by the Narodnyi Komissariat Vnutrennikh Del (People’s Commissariat for In-
ternal Affairs, NKVD) spread raucously across Lithuania. Between 15,851 and
20,000 people labeled “anti-Soviet elements” (men, women, and children) were
rounded up and deported in cattle cars, predominantly to Siberia.®!

The deportations pushed an anxious society toward catastrophe; the terror
they created convinced Lithuanians that the country was facing imminent de-
struction.®” The colossal expulsions by the Soviets cemented local rancor and
hostilities against Jews, as Lithuanians cemented their affiliation of Jews with
the Soviet oppressors. Jews were blamed for everything: “Sovietization, arrests
of Lithuanians, destruction of the army, separation of the Catholic Church
from the State.”® Just days before the Nazi invasion, the LAF published another
statement, harkening back to their March 1941 proclamation, as well as (un-
knowingly at the time) Mazionis’s secret report:

The crucial day of reckoning has come for the Jews at last.
Lithuania must be liberated not only from the Asiatic Bolshe-
vik slavery but also from the Jewish yoke of long standing. . . .
All Jews, without any exception, are strictly ordered to imme-
diately leave Lithuania.*

How they were to leave Lithuania remained ambiguous, but the overall message
was clear.

The Nazi sortie into Lithuania was the beginning of Operation Barbarossa,
the premeditated German military attack into the eastern front that breached
the 1939 Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact. At the time of the June 1941 offensive, an
estimated 203,000-207,000 Jews lived in Lithuania, including the recently an-
nexed Vilnius region.® By that December, a mere 43,000 Jews remained.® The
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striking drop in population between June and December 1941 was fundamen-
tally due to mass murder perpetrated by the Nazis and their local collaborators.

The Jewish population’s dramatic plummet stresses the actions, and their
consequences, of local Lithuanians throughout the Holocaust. However,
causation also can be rightfully attributed to, in part, the superpowers of the
milieu—both in exploitations (by the Soviet Union and, later, Nazi Germany)
and diminutive execution (the United States). In less than three years (1939-
41), ideology and politics metastasized in the Lithuanian consciousness, and
materialized as a tangible and concrete warzone. The power struggles within
Lithuania as imposed by Soviet Russia and Nazi Germany, with Mazionis as a
contextual focal point, offers historical insight to the confined time of the first
Soviet occupation, but can also be considered supplemental evidence of the
often unintended destructive path that can emerge if an entity, particularly a
superpower, abuses the theoretical and literal uses of its authority.
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