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1. An administrative case is being tried at the Vilnius District Court in which a complaint by
plaintiff Grant Arthur Gochin (hereinafter Plaintiff) against the defendant the Center for the
Study of the Genocide and Resistance of the Residents of Lithuania (hereinafter Center) for
refusing to change an historical finding. The Plaintiff asked for the annulment of the Center's text
of July 18, 2018, no. 14R-52, "On the Provision of Information” and to order [the Center] to
perform an administrative procedure according to a query and accompanying documents the
Plaintiff sent on June 15, 2018, i.e., to perform a study according to the requirements of law, to
assess the arguments and the archival documents in the query, to change an historical finding on
Jonas Noreika's activities during World War |1, with the redacted finding addressing all the of
the archival documents presented in the appendix to the query, and to publish the new finding on
the Center's website, www.genocid.lt



2. The Center believes the Plaintiff's complaint in its content is unfounded, and furthermore, that
the Plaintiff himself has no legal interest [standing] to dispute the text of an informational nature
which the Center has provided which explains the historical facts in connection with the activity
of Jonas Noreika (general Vétra) n Nazi-occupied Lithuania, and the Center's assessment
provided, no information was presented in the text in dispute which in any way affects the
Plaintiff's rights and duties, so the case according to the Plaintiff's complaint should be dismissed
as not falling within the competency of the administrative courts (if the court finds that the
Plaintiff nonetheless does have legal interest [standing] to dispute the Center's text, the Plaintiff's
complaint should be dismissed as unfounded). The factual circumstances are presented below
and the legal regulations are indicated which form the basis of this position by the Center.

Factual circumstances

3. In the case being considered the dispute arose because of the different assessments made by
the Plaintiff and the Center regarding Noreika's activity in Nazi-occupied Lithuania. The Plaintiff
demands the Center officially recognize that Noreika is directly responsible for the murder of at
least 1,800 Jews from Plungé and 800 Jews from TelSiai (carried out on July 12-13, 1941, and
July 20-21, 1941, respectively. At the same time the Center, based on existing historical sources,
has numerous times come to the conclusion Noreika had not participated in the mass murder
operations against the Jews during the period of German occupation, and not in the TelS$iai or
Siauliai districts.

4. The Plaintiff has contacted the Center numerous times with the demand to recognize Noreika
as having participated in the mass murder of Jews. On June 15 2018, the Plaintiff again contacted
the Center in writing with the demand the Center investigate facts and documents discovered
during research initiated by the Plaintiff, and to change existing Center findings on Noreika's
activities, taking into account all the historical circumstances and documents indicated by the
Plaintiff, and to publish the edited finding on the Center's internet website (see Appendix 1,
Plaintiff's Query on the Criminal Gang of Jonas Noreika).

5. In the aforementioned text (the query) the Plaintiff based his ideas on conclusions in a study of
Noreika's activities by Andrius Jonas Kulikauskas, a teacher at the Philosophy and Cultural
Studies Cathedral at Vilnius Gediminas Technical University, and Evaldas Bal¢itinas, who found
that:

5.1, first, "Jonas Noreika led a criminal gang, the Tel$iai LAF, which, acting in the name of the
Republic of Lithuania, the Lithuanian people and the Zemaiciy zemés [newspaper], over the
course of one month murdered more than 3,000 Jews and 300 Lithuanians, detaining, degrading,
abusing, torturing and condemning them..."

5.2. second, "Noreika served the Lithuanian provisional government and the Nazi occupier in the
Siauliai district because was the best person for the job of committing crimes against humanity."

6. The Plaintiff in his query also presents his own speculations about Noreika being one of the
most notable anti-Semites in Lithuania, who desired the extermination of the Jews, celebrated the
extermination of the Jews and drew others into the extermination and justified the extermination,



how he himself ordered the shooting of the Jews of Plung¢, and demanded the Center approve
these speculations of his.

7. In summary of the content of his text (query), the Plaintiff comes to the categorical conclusion
Noreika was the supreme power in TelSiai district and is the most responsible for the horrific
crimes committed by Lithuanians in July of 1941, when 3,000 Jews and 300 Lithuanians were
murdered. The Plaintiff expresses his conviction Noreika's primary goal was the extermination of
Jews because he wanted to loot their property, and also says Noreika involved and recruited
military officers, civil servants, clerics, intellectuals, youth and the public from the TelS$iai in the
commission of his crimes (see Plaintiff's Query on the Criminal Gang of Jonas Noreika, page
32).

8. The Center after thorough consideration of the circumstances and sources in the Plaintiff's text
(query) leading to the Plaintiff's assessments of Noreika's activity, [and regarding] the text of
July 18, 2018, no. 14R-52, "On the Provision of Information™ (Appendix 2) disputed by the
Plaintiff, informed the Plaintiff the Center had not found any information in the material he had
presented which might fundamentally change the Center's finding on Noreika. In this text the
Center replied comprehensively and rationally to the questions raised by the Plaintiff and
presented a well-argued statement on the assumptions and categorical conclusions elaborated by
the Plaintiff, including regarding Noreika's activity. The Center based on different historical
sources again pointed the attention of the Plaintiff to the essential and most significant
circumstances for an assessment of Noreika's activities, circumstances which negate the
Plaintiff's categorical conclusions on Noreika's participation in mass murder operations against
Jews, i.e., to the fact that the true authors of the mass murder of the Jews were not Lithuanians
but rather the leadership of the Third Reich, as well as to the fact that there are no reliable
documents which show Noreika ordered the extermination of Jews or that he himself took part in
mass murder operations against Jews.

9. Disputing the information contained in text no. 14R-52 of July 18, 2018, "On the Provision of
Information,” the Plaintiff presented his complaint in this case before the court in which he
demands the retraction of this Center text, to change the historical finding on Noreika's activities
and to publish it on the Center's website.

Regarding the arguments in the Plaintiff's complaint

10. In his complaint the Plaintiff states he initiated in 2018 independent research of archival
documents at the Lithuanian Central Archive and the Lithuanian Special Archive, performed by
Nazi crimes researchers Evaldas Bal¢itnas and Andrius Kulikauskas. The Plaintiff says: "the
documents discovered during the research as well as connections made by historians with known
and published documents (including the comprehensive diary of events in the diary of Zenonas
Blynas, Lithuanian Nationalist Party secretary, published in 2010) show that the Center since
2015 has been misinforming and misleading the public and people in government regarding
Noreika's connections with the Holocaust in Zemaitija and Siauliai. The documents discovered
show Noreika commanded the TelSiai LAF, an organized grouping who in summer of 1941 were
the supreme government in Zemaitija. Tel$iai LAF members occupied the highest posts in law
enforcement and civilian agencies, and also organized and commanded the voluntary self-



defense units (the TDA, LAF, "white armbanders™) who carried out the mass murder of the Jews
of Plungé and TelSiai. The documents confirm the TelSiai LAF command center was located in
the same building as the Lithuanian [Nazi] kommandatura, that the commander of the TelSiai
LAF issued and approved permits to carry weapons (to LAF and TDA members), held military
tribunals, considered pleas for mercy and requests, and carried out executions. The TelSiai LAF
published an official newspaper called Zemaigiy zemés which openly published anti-Semitic
material and called for the mass murder of Jews. The press and the legislative and executive
powers were concentrated in the hands of one group of people, the TelSiai LAF. This grouping
was commanded by Jonas Noreika (see Plaintiff's complaint, page 2). The Plaintiff further
alleges: "historians who have studied the circumstances of the June uprising of 1941 and later
events have determined the TelSiai LAF was not subordinate to the Nazi chain of command, they
operated on their own initiative without the consent of the Nazis, they armed themselves and
issued permits to members of the "Nacionalsocialist” party to carry arms. This organization was
the supreme government in Zemaitija in the summer of 1941" (see Plaintiff's complain, page 5).

11. Please note the Center is not able to consider the research and its conclusions initiated by the
Plaintiff as academic and objective for the following reasons:

11.1. first, it wasn't performed on the principle of historiographic approaches;
11.2. second, it should be criticized in terms of methodology for historical research;

11.3. third, it hasn't been confirmed as academic by specialists in the discipline of history and
those working at academic institutions;

11.4. fourth, the researchers who performed the research, Andrius Kulikauskas and Evaldas
Balcitinas, are not considered professional historians in academic circles; they are better known
to society for their controversial positions (Evaldas Bal¢itinas represents himself publicly as "an
historian of anarchism and expert on tramps and beggars") which could give rise to a prejudicial
lack of objectivity. The lack of objectivity in the research is plainly demonstrated in its
assumptions and speculations which are not based on any evidence (for instance, that Noreika
served both the Nazis and Soviet regimes, or the comparison of Noreika to Hitler and Stalin), just
as its other conclusion and internal contradictions ignore the plain facts.

11.5. fifth, some of the conclusions reached by the Plaintiff, for example, comparing Noreika
with Hitler and Stalin; the statements "Lithuanians wholly decided the fate of the Jews,"” "crimes
committed by Juozas Brazaitis-Ambrazevi¢ius and the Provisional Government of Lithuania in
oppressing Jews," "Noreika drew the bishops and priests of the Telsiai archdiocese into
[committing] crimes against humanity" and others, should not be considered academic or true,
but rather propaganda disinformation from the period of the occupations. Note that the
Lithuanian Supreme Court rehabilitated Noreika on May 27, 1991, and in 1975 the US
Department of Justice rehabilitated prime minister of the Provisional Government Juozas
Brazaitis-Ambrazevicius (text by Joshua Eilberg, chairman of the congressional subcommittee
on immigration, citizenship and international law under the justice committee to Algimantas
Gecius, January 13, 1975, Washington, D. C.). Bishop of the TelSiai diocese Vincentas



Borisevicius and TelSiai diocese bishops Vladislovas Polonskis and Vladislavas TaSkiinas were
decorated by the president of Lithuania for saving Jews.

12. It's also noteworthy the Plaintiff fails to assess the documents he mentions which allegedly
were discovered during the research the Plaintiff initiated in the context of historiography, and so
the conclusions arrived using these isolated documents such as "the TelSiai LAF the was
supreme government in Zemaitija in the summer of 1941" should be considered neither academic
nor objective. The Plaintiff's conclusion that when the Nazis occupied the western Soviet Union
in World War 11, they for some reason decided not to control the TelSiai district, a "statelet"
controlled by Lithuanians, contradicts common sense and the recognized historiography of
World War 1l. In reply to the Plaintiff's questions the Center in text no. 14R-52 of July 18, 2018,
explained to the Plaintiff Lithuania didn't exist as a state during the German occupation (1941-
10\944). At the beginning of the occupation power was in the hands of the German military
administration, and later, in July of 1941, the German civilian administration with commissar T.
A. von Renteln at its head took over power from the military administration. During the period of
German government in the TelSiai district, in June/July of 1941 the supreme military power was
in the hands of the German military commandant, and at the end of July, when power was passed
to the civilian administration, the main governor of the Siauliai district came Hans Gewecke. The
occupational regime was not based on the ideology and documents of the LAF but rather on its
own national socialist program. Throughout the period from 1941 to 1944 LAF organization of
Telsiai district as well as the civilian administration and police agencies of the TelSiai district
were subordinate to and annexed by the occupational government agencies of the Nazis.

13. The Plaintiff, claiming the TelSiai LAF was the supreme government, led by Jonas Noreika,
in Zemaitija in the summer of 1941, ignores other historical facts. In the summer of 1941 the
Telsiai district was not led by Noreika, but by the occupational administration and agencies and
officials subordinate to it: the district council (director was Augustinas Ramanauskas), the rural
district municipalities, the TelSiai and Plung¢ city municipalities, the district police agency (the
chief was Bronius Juodikis), the police departments in the rural districts and the security police
agency. The Lithuanian Activist Front (LAF) from the end of June, 1941, to its dissolution on
August 26, 1941, operated as a social organization with its headquarters in Kaunas. The TelSiai
district LAF headquarters which was commanded by Noreika in late June and July, 1941, was a
chapter of this social organization, and the LAF resistance organization during and after the June
uprising of 1941 initiated work for the restoration of a Lithuanian administration, but did not
function as an administrative agency.

14. The Plaintiff is incorrect in saying TelSiai LAF members organized and commanded
volunteer self-defense units (TDA, LAF, white armbanders) which carried out the mass murder
of the Jews of Plungé and TelSiai. This statement is incorrect in the historiographic context. Both
the Telsiai district LAF organization, the TelSiai district civilian administration and police
agencies were subordinate to and annexed by Nazi occupational government agencies throughout
the period from 1941 to 1944. Therefore the existence of these units as voluntary units which
allegedly carried out the mass murder of Jews couldn't have been possible.

15. In his complaint the Plaintiff says: "In 2016 the magazine published by the Center contained
a 26-page article by Center historian Alfredas Ruksénas portraying Noreika as a protector of



Jews who knew nothing about and had no genocidal tendencies. Ruk$énas only emphasizes
Noreika's actions in seizing property, creating a neologism to describe them: ‘economic
genocide,’ thus diminishing Noreika's crimes. In the light of historical research and archival
documents, Noreika's ‘economic genocide' should be seen as the destruction of an ethnic group
for economic profit, but the Center paints a completely different portrait of this man™ (see
Plaintiff's complaint, page 5).

16. It should be pointed out to the court that the Plaintiff is misleading the court: in the article
cited by the Plaintiff the term "economic genocide" does not occur. * PhD in history Ruksénas
uses the term "economic anti-Semitism:" to describe when the Lithuanian aspiration arose in the
1870s to dominate in trade and crafts, i.e., in those spheres where Jews had long dominated. The
article is based on examples from other historians and comes to the conclusion there was not
necessarily a connection between economic anti-Semitism and the Holocaust. ? For instance, the
researcher K. Girnius finds there is no basis for a necessary tie between anti-Semitism and the
Holocaust based on the following: Lithuanian president Smetona consistently defended Jews,
supported their rights, fought against public anti-Semitism, even though there were anti-Semitic
statements in his letters. Rabid Polish anti-Semite Zofia Kossak0Szczuka, even though she
wanted Jews to leave Poland, rescued them at risk to her own life.

17. There are more examples showing anti-Semitism cannot be equated with genocide, which the
Plaintiff does. A member of the Provisional Government of Lithuania, whose activity does
include expressions of anti-Semitism, public utilities minister Vytautas Landsbergis-Zemkalnis's
wife Ona Landsbergiené was awarded the distinction of Righteous Gentile and the Cross of the
Life-Saver, while national defense minister general Stasys Rastikis wrote about he was asked by
senior Lithuanian military rabbi chaplain Sniegas and the attorney Goldberg to "raise the issue of
the Jews in a way favorable to them with the German military leadership." ¢

18. There is information, ignored by the Plaintiff, that Noreika cooperated with the famous
Jewish rescuer Siauliai doctor Domas Jasaitis who risked his life to save more than one Jewish
family in Siauliai for which he was awarded the Cross of the Life-Saver posthumously by
Lithuania. Noreika's comrade Damijonas Riauka wrote in his memoires of how Noreika in the
first days of the war talked a Jewish family in a cart into getting off the ride and hiding as
quickly as possible from the Germans, because he had heard the Germans were terrorizing Jews.
Noreika's son-in-law Stanislovas Grunskis says Noreika's young daughter Dalia passed out buns
to Jews walking by on the street which had been made especially for that purpose by her mother.

19. It should also be pointed out that on February 23, 1943, Noreika was arrested for leading the
Lithuanian resistance movement and inciting people against the mobilization of Lithuanians

! Alfedas Ruksénas "Jono Noreikos-Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos, Genocidas ir rezistencija, 2016, no.
1(39), 50-51

2 Vareikis "Zydi ir lietuviy susidiirimai bei konfliktai tarpukario Lietuvoje" Vilnius, 2005, p. 159; Truska, Vareikis
"Holokausto prielaidos: antisemitizmas Lietuvoje" Vilnius, 2004, p. 55; Girnius, "Lemtingi 1941-ieji. Holokausto
Lietuvoje prielaidy klausimu" Naujasis zidinys, 2011, no. 2, p. 88

3. see Stasys Rastikis, Kovose dél Lietuvos, II, pp. 306-307



announced by the Reich commissar, and Noreika was sent to the Stutthof concentration camp.
The charges against Noreika were brought by no less a figure than German SP and SD
commander in Lithuania Karl Jager.

20. The Plaintiff in his complaint also states that "Historians have determined that the destruction
of the Jewish people in Zemaitija in late 1941 was incited in the newspaper Zemaidiy zemée
published by the LAF, in calls-to-action brochures distributed by the LAF and that in
conjunction with the mass murders city holidays were held during which speeches were
delivered glorifying the work of the Lithuanian people, Nazi Germany and Adolf Hitler. These
events took place with the knowledge of, under the command of and with the active participation
of Telsiai LAF commander Jonas Noreika" (see Plaintiff's complaint, page 5).

21. That statement by the Plaintiff is historiographically dubious on several accounts:
21.1. first, the Nazi occupational regime controlled the entire Lithuanian press at that time;

21.2 second, the Zemaiciy Zemé newspaper did not, and neither did the anti-Semitic reports from
the LAF organization, contain direct, imperative orders to murder Jews, i.e., to employ genocide
as a solution to "the Jewish problem." Documents from the Berlin LAF call for expelling Jews
from Lithuanian rather than murdering them;

21.3. third, anti-Semitic statements in the Zemai¢iy zemé newspaper cannot be adjudged an
invitation by the TelSiai LAF to take part in the mass murders they initiated and carried out
because the initiators of the mass murders was not the LAF organization but rather the agencies
of the occupational regime;

21.4. fourth, the Zemaiéiy Zemé newspaper was special in that it didn't publish the names of
authors with articles. Therefore it is a problem to decide what Noreika personally did or didn't
publish. There is no information Noreika himself personally ever said the Jews need to be killed.

22. The city holiday cited by the Plaintiff was unconnected with the Holocaust. The Zemaigiy
zeme newspaper (July 30, 1941, p. 2) mentions a celebration taking place in Plungé on July 27,
1941, dedicated to supporting the Provisional Government of Lithuania. As the German position
of not recognizing the Provisional Government became ever clearer, and following the
unsuccessful attempt inspired by the Germans to overthrow the Provisional Government on July
23 and 24, 1941, events to support the Government, similar to the celebration mentioned, were
held at other Lithuanian locations as well.

23. Based on cited and other information and facts known in the historiography, the Center has
firm basis for believing the main reasons for the mass murder in June and July of 1941 in the
Telgiai district were unconnected with the information published in the Zemaigiy zeme
newspaper and were connected with German Einsatzkommando A2 and with the orders issued
by Himmler to the commanders of Einsatzkommando A, B, C and D and their subunits on the
eve of war with the Soviet Union.



24. In his complaint the Plaintiff says the facts uncovered during the research he commissioned
"provide firm basis for stating large-scale propaganda against people Jewish ethnicity was being
carried out in the TelS$iai district in 1941, the destruction of the Jews was being justified and
incited in public statements by the LAF leadership and its press organ, arguing the Lithuanian
people must unite and cleanse themselves of this undesirable element. In consequence, it follows
that the TelSiai LAF and its commander, Jonas Noreika, were directly responsible for the mass
murder of 1,800 Jews from Plungé (July 12-13, 1941) and 800 Jews from TelSiai (July 20-21)
and the theft of their property" (see Plaintiff's complaint, page 6).

25. This last conclusion by the Plaintiff cannot be justified in terms of historiography. As noted
earlier, there are no direct, imperative orders to murder Jews in the anti-Semitic contents of the
LAF organization, i.e., to employ genocide as the solution for solving "the Jewish problem.” The
Plaintiff's attempt to link the LAF's anti-Semitic propaganda and the mass murders of Jews
through a causal relationship is not correct and is not objective, since historical studies and
sources allow us to state it was by order of officials of the Nazi occupational regime and not by
orders of the TelSiai LAF organization that the mass murders took place. The Plaintiff bases his
claims Noreika is responsible for the murder of 1,800 Jews from Plungé on July 12 and 13, 1941,
are based on testimony by Pakalniskis. The Center has investigated Pakalniskis's testimony about
Noreika's alleged participation in the mass murder of the Jews of Plunge and has provided a
reasoned academic response on why his testimony is unreliable. The results of that investigation
were published in an article by the Center. [footnote 4] It was determined that the mass murder
operation of the Jews of Plungé on July 12 and 13 at Kausénai village was carried out on orders
from the occupational regime. It was also determined that, according to the testimonies of those
participating in the mass murder of Jews given after the war, the commandant of Plungé was
Povilas Alimas, not Jonas Noreika, and that Alimas and Pabréza participated in this mass
murders. In their testimonies Noreika is not mentioned as a participant in the mass murder at
Kauseénai village. Likewise there is no information Noreika participated at the mass murder on
July 20 and 21, 1941, of the Jews of TelSiai held at the Rainiai manor. The historical
investigation states the prisoners of the camp were shot by Lithuanian police and local activists
under the command of the Gestapo, not by the TelSiai LAF organization [footnote 5].

26. The Plaintiff in the complaint states that “correspondence, permit and ID cards and orders
prove Jonas Noreika actively contributed to the establishment of the Zagaré ghetto and had real
power in deciding the fates of Jews" (see Plaintiff's complaint, page 6).

27. The Center is convinced the Plaintiff's statement Noreika actively contributed to the
establishment of the Zagaré ghetto and had real power in deciding the fates of Jews cannot be
considered objective and well-founded for the following reasons: Noreika as head of the Siauliai
district was subordinate to military district commissar Hans Gewecke. So it wasn't Noreika but
military district commissar Gewecke who was the main initiator and executor of matters relating
to Jews. His orders, concerning the ghettoization of Jews and the seizure of their property, were
mandatory for district heads as well, including Siauliai district head Noreika. Noreika, as with
other district heads, did not decide on their own and at their own initiative on matters relating to
the ghettoization of Jews and the seizure of their property. All of the documents cited show it
was Gewecke who gave orders to district heads which were binding upon them. So Noreika as
Siauliai district head couldn't have initiated, organized or carried out mass murder operations.



The police structures bear the responsibility for the mass murder operations. Information about
this was presented in the historical investigation dedicated to controversies in Noreika's
biography [footnote 6]

28. The Plaintiff in the complaint says that "archival documents (Lithuanian Central State
Archive FR 1099 a-1-b2) show Noreika acting in the post of district head took care of matters
regarding the use of Jews as slave labor, organized guards for that, issued weapons and permits
to guards and organized taking Jews from and returning them to the ghetto. There is a
documented case where Noreika received private orders for Jewish laborers for building the
railroad."

29. The Center believes connecting the aforementioned documents with the main phases of the
Holocaust, i.e., identifying Jews, confiscating property, isolation, concentration and mass murder
operations, is problematic because during the German occupation period it wasn't just Jews who
were used as slave labor, Lithuanians and others were used as well.

30. Another statement in the complaint by the Plaintiff is clearly inaccurate, that allegedly "the
ghettos were under the jurisdiction of the SS but were managed by the Lithuanian administration,
while the SS managed concentration camps. An authorized official for Jewish affairs was
appointed by the Siauliai municipality and the municipality received payments for Jewish labor
from customers, farmers and companies.” In administering the ghettos, as a tool [sic., "as a
rule], the SS used the subordinate Lithuanian administration, but to maintain internal order an
internal administration made up of Jews, the Judenrat, was formed, but this doesn't mean that
Lithuanian and Jews managed the ghettos. In all cases concerning the establishment of ghettos
and for mass murder operations against the Jews, the institutions of the occupational regime
made the decisions, and the Lithuanian administration didn't have the power to make such
decisions.

31. The Plaintiff in the complaint says "the Siauliai district administration (Jonas Noreika) paid
salaries during the time when the mass murder operations against Jews were being perpetrated in
the Siauliai district (Zagaré ghetto, October 2, 1941)" (see Plaintiff's complaint, page 6).

32. This statement by the Plaintiff is also unobjectively added to the conclusions the Plaintiff
proffers. It's noteworthy that during the period of German occupation (1941-1944) salaries were
paid to officials of Lithuanian government institutions. These were public salaries and not some
sort of special compensation for acting in the Holocaust. Service salaries would have been paid
with or without the Holocaust. Civil servants were also paid salaries during the Soviet
occupation. There is no information showing Noreika ever paid anyone some special salary for
participating in the Holocaust. The Lithuanian Central State Archive conserves a document from
the office of head of the Siauliai district showing soldiers from Self-Defense Battalions in the
Siauliai military district received salaries totaling 53,350.03 rubles from the head of the district
between September 20, 1941, and November of that same year. The Plaintiff sees these as
payments from Noreika for the murder of Jews, but this conclusion isn't based on any specific
evidence. Therefore it's obvious that these salaries were paid for service, because soldiers in the
self-defense battalions were paid public service salaries as well during times when there were no
mass murders of Jews. The resistance of their time, the public considered the self-defense units



as the military forces which would in the future become the core of the Lithuanian military.
Before the German occupation during the period of Lithuanian independence those conscripted
into performing their military service were also paid salaries.

33. The Plaintiff in the complain also bases himself on the opinion of Noreika's granddaughter
Foti and says "Silvia Foti, Jonas Noreika's granddaughter, confirms the authenticity of the
historical research and the facts determined in that research. ... She the suppression of Jonas
Noreika's role as the commander of the Lithuanian Activist Front and as a Holocaust perpetrator
is the greatest conspiracy in Lithuania in the last century” (see Plaintiff's complaint, page 7).

34. The Center points out that Foti, resident in the US, is neither a participant in the historical
events (she wasn't yet born) nor a professional historian; her opinion of her grandfather is wholly
the opposite of her mother's opinion, Noreika's daughter, who also studied her father's, Noreika's
biography. Judging from the published results of Foti's research, she didn't follow the
methodology necessary for the discipline of history which requires comparing an investigation of
sources with external and internal critical analysis. The Plaintiff, based on Foti's testimony, adds
a photograph of a house, saying Noreika lived in this home on Vaizganto street in Plungé, a
home seized from Jews. But none of this testimony can be considered a reliable source of
history, since Foti hadn't been born then, and according to 1942 census data conserved at the
Lithuanian Central State Archive, Noreika was not a homeowner among those listed on
Vaizganto street in Plungeé.

35. In his complaint the Plaintiff accuses the Center of rejecting unreasonably the testimony of
the only reliable witness, Paklaniskis. In his complaint the Plaintiff says "Paklaniskis (who
worked as secretary at the Plungé kommandatura in the summer of 1941) indicates in his book
memoires that at the time when the horrible things took place there were only a few Germans at
the kommandatura, but Jonas Noreika and LAF headquarters were in the same building, one
door down. The Centras says Jonas Noreika couldn't have worked at the kommandatura, from
which it follows that he couldn't have ordered the shooting of the Jews of Plungé¢ (PaklaniSkis
says Noreika gave the order orally and then later, shouting the order he repeated it to a young
German who had asked what they should do with the Jews of Plungé¢ who had been locked up for
two weeks in the synagogue). The Center in essence has refused to consider Pakalniskis’s
recollections, arguing they are unreliable because they contain contradictions, different versions
in different editions [of the book]. The Center says there are more details in newer editions of the
book, and therefore the book cannot be considered academically reliable."

36. Please note the Center has investigated Pakalniskis’s testimonies about Noreika and has give
a reasoned academic and historical reply on why these testimonies are unreliable. The results of
the investigation have been published in the aforementioned "Jono Noreikos-Generolo Vétros
biografijos kontroversijos™ [Controversies in the Biography of Jonas Noreika™] [footnote 7]. It
was determined that the mass murder of the Jews of Plunge was carried out at Kausénai village
by order of the occupational government. It was also determined that according to the
testimonies of murderers of Jews convicted after the war, the commandant of Plung¢ at that time
was not Noreika but lieutenant Povilas Alimas, and the Alimas and PabréZa by order of the
Germans took part in those mass murders. In their testimonies Noreika doesn't figure as a
participant in the mass murder at Kau$énai village.



37. The Plaintiff in his complaint says "the Center considers the annihilation of the Jews in
Telsiai, Plungé and Zagaré the work of the Nazis. This position is defended with the argument
the Lithuanian self-defense battalions and kommandaturos were under the strict command of the
Nazi SD and SS. The Center completely fails to assess the influence of the LAF, its members
and its commander for Zemaitija on determining the fate of Jews. The Center does not consider
and does not comment in its findings upon documents showing the independence and self-
government of the LAF in Zemaitija in summer and fall of 1941. Stating Noreika couldn't have
issued orders to shoot the Jews of Plungé, the Center completely ignores the fact Noreika
commanded his own group of armed men, and they also ignore his personal and the LAF's anti-
Semitic attitudes."

38. We should point out to the court that the Center based on universally recognized
historiography considers the Holocaust in Lithuania to be the result of actions by the Nazi
occupational regime institutions and subordinate Lithuanians collective structures. The academic
history literature says the authors, initiators and organizers of the Holocaust in Lithuania was the
German occupational administration.

39. Chancellor of Nazi Germany Adolf Hitler back in March of 1941 at a meeting with military
and party leadership in the run-up to war with the Soviet Union characterized it as the collision
of two different worldviews. With that in mind four German security police and SD operational
groups, or Einsatzkommandos, A, B, C and D, [sic, Einsatzgruppen were different from
Einsatzkommandos], one of whose important missions was the destruction of Jews and
Bolsheviks, engaging local inhabitants in this activity. [footnote eight]

40. The historiography indicates the Germans did engage some Lithuanians in the genocide of
the Jews but didn't turn command over to them. Based on these history works, the Center says
the Telsiai district LAF organization, Lithuanian government institutions and self-defense
battalions were under the command of the occupational administration and that there was no
independent "statelet” in the Telsiai district under the leadership of the Tel$iai district LAF
organization. For that reason the documents cited by the Plaintiff cannot be considered proof the
Telsiai district LAF organization was the leadership of an independent "statelet" in the Telsiai
district. The Center with good reason thinks the German military administration and the German
SP and SD institutions in late June and July of 1941 were the main organizers and executors of
the genocide of the Jews living in the TelSiai district, and that they involved officials of
subordinate Lithuanian district administrations and police agencies with units of soldiers under
their command in this process. The Center argues for the conclusion Noreika could not have
ordered the shooting of the Jews of Plungé based on the results of the academic historical
investigation published in RukSénas's article [footnote 9].

41. The Plaintiff in his complaint says "the Center in rejecting the plaintiff's request for a change
in the historical finding, failed in their answer in 2018 (the text being disputed) to discuss even
one of the historical documents provided. The Center selectively picked and chose the topics for
a reply, avoiding the main topics, which were Jonas Noreika and the LAF's role in the mass
murder of the Jews of Zemaitija."



42. The Center does not agree with the Plaintiff's interpretation the Center allegedly avoided the
topic of discussion, the role played by Noreika and the LAF in the mass murder of the Jews of
Zemaitija. This interpretation by the Plaintiff is negated by the fact the Center has published a
separate article specially dedicated to Noreika which examines Noreika's relationship with the
Holocaust in the districts of Tel3iai and Siauliai [footnote 10].

43. The Plaintiff's criticism that the Center allegedly failed to discuss even one of the important
historical documents he presented is unfounded. Professional historians adhere to the stricture
that one may decide on how historians assess historical documents according to the nature of
their works. The Plaintiff could have decided how the Center assesses different documents from
the aforementioned article about Noreika. It says that after Noreika became the head of the
Siauliai district, the occupational regime engaged him as an official and drew him into the
process of ghettoization. Based on the historical sources, the article demonstrates that Siauliai
military district commissar Hans Gewecke ordered in writing on August 14, 21941, district heads
and city burgermeisters the remove Jews into a ghetto. [footnote 11] In response to this order,
Noreika's text of August 22, 1941, appears, sent to all Siauliai district rural district aldermen and
all burgermeisters of smaller cities, with copies of the text to be sent to the chiefs of police
departments. It says by order of the commissar of the Siauliai military district, all citizens of
Jewish ethnicity including half-Jews in the district should be removed from the rural districts and
towns and settled in a single location, the ghetto. All Jewish property should be guarded and
inventories by the municipal bodies. Noreika in connection with the order received from the
commissar ordered that all Jews from the rural districts, smaller cities and towns should be
moved to the city of Zagaré between August 25 and 29, that the ghetto in Zagaré should be
sealed off by August 30 and that its inhabitants should be made to work every day. The
corresponding municipalities were left with the task of resettlement. Inventories of abandoned
Jewish property were supposed to be delivered to the head of the district by August 29. Jews
being removed were allowed to take with them the most necessary things and clothing and each
Jewish family was allowed to keep about 200 Reichmarks. Rural district aldermen and
burgermeisters were supposed to inform the district head of the progress in carrying out the order
by August 29. The burgermeister of Zagaré was supposed to report how many Jews in total had
been resettled in Zagaré. [footnote 12]. Based on the facts reported in this article, the Plaintiff
might have understood that the documents he cited (i.e., Siauliai district [head] Jonas Noreika's
text of August 9, 1941, to the alderman of the Tryskiai rural district (Lithuanian Central State
Archive . R-1099, ap. 1, b. 2, | 137), Noreika's text of August 26, 1941, to the burgermeister of
the town of Joniskis (Lithuanian Central State Archive f. R-1099, ap. 1, b. 2, |. 380)) had been
examined by the Center and were assessed to reflect actions connected with Noreika's
participating in the ghettoization process, whose main organizer and executor was Siauliai
military district commissar Hans Gewecke, who had included Noreika in this process.

44. The article published by the Center also says Noreika as Siauliai district head was in charge
of affairs related to Jewish property. On September 10, 1941, Noreika's text "Orders for the
Liquidation of the Moveable Assets of Jews and Fleeing Communists™ appeared, intended for
rural [district] aldermen and burgermeisters of smaller cities. It announced a portion of property
(furniture, bolts of cloth, unused bedding and sheets) would be guarded until the next order was
issued. A portion of property was to be allocated for schools, rural districts, post offices, shelters,
hospitals and other institutions. It foresaw the need to distribute some of the property to victims



of the war and to sell it at auction. Animate and inanimate agricultural inventory was supposed to
be leased to temporary renters. Monies received from property sold was supposed to go into the
treasury of the district council. [footnote 13] On December 3, 1941, the burgermeister of Zagaré
gave report to the head of the Siauliai district on progress in affairs related to the property of
local Jews. [footnote 14] From these facts it is clear Noreika performed specific actions relating
to the ordering of Jewish property, but it's also clear the main manager of property confiscated
from Jews in the Siauliai district was Siauliai military district commissar Hans Gewecke who, as
stated, drew Noreika into the regulation of these affairs.

45. In a text addressed to Plaintiff on July 18, 2018, text no. 14R-52, the Center provided an
assessment of another document cited by the Plaintiff, TelSiai LAF commander captain Noreika's
text of July 25, 1941, to Telsiai police department chiefs and LAF headquarters (Lithuanian
Central State Archive f. 1075, ap. 2, b. 19, I. 35). The Center told the Plaintiff this document
needs to be assessed in the context of historical statements. When the uprising began in Lithuania
in June of 1941, the partisan insurgents initiated military hostilities against withdrawing Red
Army troops and began to chase and seek to punish both Lithuanians and Jews and people of
other ethnicities who had been loyal to the Soviet regime. After the uprising ended (the end is
considered June 28, 1941), the persecution of Soviet regime supporters and Red Army soldiers
left behind the front continued under the institutions of Lithuanian government restored during
and after the uprising. The Center believes captain Noreika and Tel$iai district head
Ramanauskas were involved in this activity in late June and July of 1941. Telsiai district LAF
commander Noreika wrote of the aforementioned categories of people to be persecuted to Telsiai
district police department chiefs and LAF headquarters on July 25, 1941: "Police organs manage
all arrests of a political nature on site (in the rural districts chiefs of departments do this). Police
department chiefs and other local police officers authorized to make quotas reports are to
consider complaints. Local police organs decide whether to keep the detained suspect or let him
go. If local police organs find a need to keep the suspect in detention (if there is basis for this),
then they present a report of the detainee to the chief of the TelSiai criminal police (may be
presented with suspect or without. In the latter case the suspect can remain in the rural district
jail). It is strictly forbidden to carry out sentences of death by local initiative. In transporting
detainees one needs to cut off the possibility of escape and reports that the 'suspect was shot
while fleeing' will be fully investigated. Criminal cases will be initiated for this kind of wanton
behavior. All TelSiai district reports and investigations of Communist Bolsheviks and their
accomplices may not be kept in the files of local police organs and that includes those reports
where the detainees are released as well as arrested, all must be sent to the chief of the TelSiai
criminal police. All police reports of a political nature received are rightfully assigned for further
investigation by the chief of the TelSiai criminal police." [footnote 15]

46. It should be noted that some of the documents presented by the Plaintiff were not discussed
because they don't concern the Holocaust or the role Noreika played in it, and so are not
connected with the Plaintiff's demand that the Center's finding on the activity of Noreika be
amended.

47. Summarizing what has been said so far, it's clear the Center has more than once
comprehensively examined the facts presented and sources cited by the Plaintiff, and the
conclusion which the Plaintiff questions, the Center adopted based on available (objective and



extant) sources, employing the methodologies required by the discipline of history in adopting
these kinds of conclusions. Therefore there is no factual nor legal basis to satisfy the demands of
the Plaintiff's complaint.

On the legal interest [standing] of the Plaintiff

48. Article 30 of the Lithuanian constitution which enshrines the position that a person whose
constitutional rights and freedoms have been violated has the right to seek remedy in court does
not mean that every person has the right to seek remedy in court. The constitution only provides
for the opportunity of every person to acquire this subjective right if there is a basis set in law for
it. But the legal method of defending perceived or actually violated rights is predicated upon
corresponding procedural preconditions outlined in articles 33, 103 and 104 of the law on the
legal regulation of administrative cases, whose existence denies or limits the individual's right to
make use of legal defense.

49. The right to take a case before an administrative court is defined by article 5 in administrative
case law, under whose section 1 every interested party [party with standing] has the right under
the procedure defined in law to go to court in order to defend a violated or disputed right, or to
defend a legal interest protected by law. One of the preconditions for the right to go to court is
the suitability of the case to be adjudicated before an administrative court (article 33, section 2,
point 1; article 103, point 1). Article 3, section 1 defines that the administrative court rules on
disputes in public administration. What sorts of cases fall under the jurisdiction of the
administrative courts is defined in more detail in article 17. Article 17, section 1, point 1 says
cases are under the competency of the administrative courts to try which concern the legitimacy
of legal acts and actions (non-action) adopted by sate administrative subjects, and also actions
assigned to the competency of these subjects. Under article 23, part 1, people have the right to
make a complaint (a request) on the actions (non-actions) or legal act adopted by a subject of
administrative law and also on subjects of administrative law delaying of action, as do other
public administration subjects, include public servants and officials, when they believe their
rights or interested protected by law have been violated.

50. Based on these norms of law, one draws the conclusion administrative courts are meant for
considering administrative cases on the legality of legal acts and actions (non-actions) adopted or
committed by public administrative subjects which have an influence on the rights or legally
protected interests of individuals. In that case, when an act or action is subject to complaint
which obviously does not incur any legal consequences, it may not be the subject of dispute in an
administrative court. Under the legal process, it's not just any action by a public administrative
subject which may be disputed, but rather only those which meet the requirements of article 17,
section 1, point 1 and article 23, section 1 of the law on the legal regulation of administrative
cases. A systemic evaluation of these norms of law allow us to state that a person only has the
right to take a case to administrative court regarding legal acts adopted in the administrative
sphere which cause legal repercussions to him.

51. It should also be noted that article 5, section 1 contains a rule of general applicability which
defines two sources for the subjective right of the individual to appear, for the right to appeal to
the administrative court for defense, to wit, the legal interest [standing] of the individual making



the appeal and the violation of his rights or his interests defended by law. In the practice of the
courts personal interest [standing] is defined as the subject's material legal interest, i.e., the
person must clearly define his interest [standing] to defend his right or interest to a material [?]
protected by legal norms (for instance, the finding of the Lithuanian Supreme Administrative
Court of October 3, 2008, in administrative case no. A438-1661/2008).

52. As can been seen in the Plaintiff's complaint and the documents in the case, the Center's text
of July 18, 2018, no. 14R-52, "On the Provision of Information” disputed by the Plaintiff is a
purely informational document which causes the Plaintiff no legal repercussions, i.e., the
contested text by the Center is not some kind of individual act of law, and therefore it cannot be
the object of dispute in an administrative court. The Plaintiff's lack of agreement with the
contents of the informational text is a subjective circumstance which in itself does not bear on
the legality or the good foundation of the text. That means the Plaintiff has no material legal
interest [standing] to go to court with a complaint for the retraction of the Center's text of July
18, 2018, no. 14R-52, "On the Provision of Information.”

53. Article 103, point 1 defines that if a case has been ruled outside the jurisdiction of the
administrative courts, the court rejects the case, except in cases when the case has merit for a
court of general competency.

In light of the factual circumstances and the legal regulation indicated, we ask the Vilnius
District Administrative Court:

1) to reject the case of the complaint of Plaintiff Grant Arthur Gochin of August 10, 2018, over
the defendant's, the Center's refusal to change its historical finding as not within the competency
of the administrative courts;

2) to require the Plaintiff, Grant Arthur Gochin, compensate the Center (code: 191428780) for all
legal fees.

In the event the court believes the Plaintiff Grant Arthur Gochin does have legal interest
[standing] to demand the retraction of the Center's text of July 18, 2018, no. 14R-52, "On the
Provision of Information," we ask the Vilnius District Administrative Court:

1) to dismiss the case of the complaint of Plaintiff Grant Arthur Gochin of August 10, 2018, over
the defendant's, the Center's refusal to change its historical finding as baseless;

2) to require the Plaintiff, Grant Arthur Gochin, compensate the Center (code: 191428780) for all
legal fees.

APPENDIX:
1. Plaintiff Grant Arthur Gochin's questionnaire "Questionnaire on the Criminal Gang of Jonas

Noreika" of June 15, 2018, presented to the Center
2. Center's text of July 18, 2018, no. 14R-52, "On the Provision of Information™



3. "Jono Noreikos-Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos" by Alfredas Ruk$énas, published
in the magazine "Genocidas ir rezistencija," 2016, no. 1 (39)
4. "Lietuvos zydy mazieji getai ir laikinosios izoliavimo stovyklos," an article by Bubnys.

Jurius Petreikis, assistant attorney
Center for the Study of the Genocide and Resistance of the Residents of Lithuania
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VILNIAUS APYGARDOS ADMINISTRACINIAM TEISMUI
Zygimanty g. 2, Vilnius

Atsakovas: Lietuvos gyventojuy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centras,
kodas: 191428780,
adresas: Didzioji g. 17/1, Vilnius

Atsakovo atstovai: advokaté Kristina Ceredni¢enkaiteé,
advokato padéjéjas Jurius Petreikis,
dirbantys Advokatés L. Meskauskaités kontoroje,
Subaciaus g. 5-16, Vilnius
El. pastas: kristina@Imk.It, jurius.petreikis@gmail.com
Tel. Nr. 8652 03993, 8616 19360

Pareiskéjas: Grant Arthur Gochin,
Gim. 1963 m. lapkricio 2 d.,
Adresas: 10 900 Winnetka ave., Chatsworht, CA 91311
Jungtinés Amerikos Valstijos

Pareiskéjo atstovas: advokatas Rokas Rudzinskas,
A. Mickeviciaus g. 14-2, LT 08119 Vilnius

El. pastas: rokas@rlaw. |t
Tel. Nr. 8614 88303

o _ ATSILIEPIMAS )
I PAREISKEJO SKUNDA DEL ATSISAKYMO PAKEISTI ISTORINE ISVADA

Administraciné byla Nr. el-4215-281/2018

2018 m. spalio 1 d.
Vilnius

1. Vilniaus apygardos administraciniame teisme nagrinéjama administraciné¢ byla, pagal
pareiskéjo Grant Arthur Gochin (toliau — Pareiskejas) skunda atsakovui Lietuvos gyventojy
genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centrui (toliau — Centras) dél atsisakymo pakeisti istorine
iSvada. PareiSkéjas praso panaikinti Centro 2018 m. liepos 18 d. rasta Nr. 14R-52 , Dél
informacijos pateikimo* ir jpareigoti atlikti administracine procediirg pagal PareiSkéjo 2018
m. birzelio 15 d. pateikta uzklausg ir jos prieduose esancius dokumentus, t. y. atlikti tyrima
pagal teisés akty reikalavimus, jvertinti uzklausos argumentus ir archyvinius dokumentus,
pakeisti istorine iSvada dél Jono Noreikos veiklos II Pasaulinio karo metais, pakeistoje
1Svadoje aptariant visus archyvinius dokumentus, pateiktus uzklausos prieduose ir pakeistg
iSvada paviesinti Centro internetinéje svetainéje www.genocid. It

2. Centro jsitikinimu, PareiSkéjo skundas savo turiniu yra nepagrijstas, be to, pats Pareiskéjas
neturi jokio teisinio suinteresuotumo gincyti Centro pateikta informacinio pobudzio rasta,
kuriame iSdéstyti istoriniai faktai, susij¢ su Jono Noreikos (Generolo Vétros) veikla naciy
okupuotoje Lietuvoje, ir pateiktas Centro vertinimas, gin¢ijamame raste nurodyta informacija
niekaip nejtakoja PareiSkéjo teisiy ir pareigy, todél byla pagal PareiSkéjo skunda turi buti
nutraukta kaip nepriskirtina administraciniy teismy kompetencijai (teismui nusprendus, kad
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Pareiskéjas Vvis tik turi teisinj suinteresuotuma gincyti Centro rasta - Pareiskéjo skundas turi
biti atmestas kaip nepagrjstas). Zemiau pateikiamos faktinés aplinkybés ir nurodomas teisinis
reguliavimas, pagrindziantys tokig Centro pozicija.

Faktinés aplinkybés

3.

5.1.

5.2.

6.

Nagrinéjamoje byloje gincas kilo dél Pareiskéjo ir Centro skirtingo J. Noreikos (Generolo
Vétros) veiklos naciy okupuotoje Lietuvoje vertinimo. Pareiskéjas reikalauja Centro oficialiai
pripazinti, kad J. Noreika yra tiesiogiai atsakingas uz maziausiai 1800 Plungés ir 800 TelSiy
zydy nuzudyma (jvykdyta atitinkamai 1941 m. liepos 12-13 dienomis ir 1941 m. liepos 20-21
dienomis). Tuo tarpu Centras, remdamasis egzistuojanciais istoriniais Saltiniais, ne karta
pri¢jo iSvada, kad vokieCiy okupacijos laikotarpiu J. Noreika néra dalyvaves zydy masinése
naikinimo operacijose, tame tarpe ir Tel$iy bei Siauliy apskrityse.

Pareiskéjas anksciau ne kartg yra kreipesis j Centrg su reikalavimu pripazinti J. Noreika
dalyvavus zydy zudynése. 2018 m. birzelio 15 d. Pareiskéjas dar kartg rastu kreipési j Centra
su reikalavimu jvertinti Pareiskéjo inicijuoto tyrimo metu nustatytus faktus ir dokumentus bei
pakeisti esamas Centro iSvadas dél J. Noreikos veiklos, aptariant visas PareiSkéjo nurodytas
istorines aplinkybes ir dokumentus, o pakeistg iSvadg paskelbti Centro internetinéje svetaingje
(zr. Pareiskéjo Uzklausa dél Jono Noreikos nusikaltéliy gaujos, Priedas Nr. 1).

Minétame raSte (uzklausoje) PareiSkéjas remiasi J. Noreikos veiklos tyrimo, kurj atliko
Vilniaus Gedimino technikos universiteto Filosofijos ir kultiiros studijy katedros lektorius
Andrius Jonas Kulikauskas ir Evaldas Bal¢iiinas, iSvadomis, kad:

pirma, ,,Jonas Noreika vadovavo nusikalstamai gaujai, LAF Telsiai, kuri Lietuvos
Respublikos, lietuviy tautos ir ,, Zemaiciy Zemés* vardu per vieng ménesj nuzudeé daugiau
kaip 3000 zydy ir 300 lietuviy, juos sulaiké, Zemino, apvoge, isnaudojo, kankino ir
pasmerke. <...>*;

antra, , Jonas Noreika Siauliy apskrityje tarnavo Lietuvos laikinajai vyriausybei ir naciams
okupantams dél to, kad jisai kaip Zmogus asmeniskai labiausiai tiko rengiant nusikaltimus
pries zmonijq.*

Pareiskéjas uzklausoje taip pat pateikia savo samprotavimus apie tai, kad J. Noreika buvo
vienas Zymiausiy Lietuvos antisemity, geidé Zydy i§zudymo, puoseléjo zydy i§Zudyma, kitus
jtrauké j i§Zudymag ir i$zudymga teisino, pats jsaké susaudyti Plungés zydus ir reikalauja, kad
Centras pritarty tokiems jo samprotavimams.

Apibendrindamas raste (uzklausoje) iSdéstyta informacijg, PareiSkéjas prieina kategoriska
iSvada, kad J. Noreika buvo auksciausia valdzia TelSiy apskrityje ir yra labiausiai atsakingas
uz siaubingus 1941 m. liepos ménes;j lietuviy jvykdytus nusikaltimus, kuriais nuzudyti 3000
zydy ir 300 lietuviy. Pareiskejas reiskia jsitikinimg, kad J. Noreikai svarbiausia buvo i§zudyti
zydus, nes taip jis sieké pasisavinti jy turtg, taip pat tvirtina, kad J. Noreika j savo nusikaltimus
itrauké TelSiy krasto karininkus, valdininkus, dvasininkus, Sviesuolius, jaunimag ir placiaja
visuomeng (zr. Pareiskéjo Uzklausa dél Jono Noreikos nusikaltéliy gaujos, 32 psl.).

Centras, iSsamiai iSnagrin¢j¢s PareiSkéjo raSte (uzklausoje) nurodytas aplinkybes ir jy
pagrindu Pareiskéjo suformuluotus J. Noreikos veiklos vertinimus, Pareiskéjo skundziamu
2018 m. liepos 18 d. rastu Nr. 14R-52 ,,Dél informacijos pateikimo* (Priedas Nr. 2) informavo
Pareiskeéja, kad Centras jo pateiktoje medziagoje nerado duomeny, dél kuriy galéty 1§ esmés
pakeisti Centro i§vada dél J. Noreikos. Siame raste Centras nuodugniai ir argumentuotai
atsaké ] PareiSkéjo keltus klausimus, motyvuotai pasisaké deél Pareiskéjo suformuluoty
prielaidy ir kategorisky iSvady, tame tarpe ir dél J. Noreikos veiklos. Centras, remdamasis
Jvairiais istoriniais Saltiniais, dar kartg atkreip¢ Pareiskéjo démesj j esmines, reikSmingiausias
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aplinkybes, susijusias su J. Noreikos veiklos vertinimu, kurios paneigia Pareiskéjo
kategoriskas iSvadas dél J. Noreikos dalyvavimo masinése zydy Zudynése, t. y. j aplinkybe,
kad tikrieji Zydy zudyniy sumanytojai buvo ne lietuviai, o Tre¢iojo Reicho vadovybé, taip pat
j tai, kad néra jokiy patikimy duomeny, kurie leisty konstatuoti, kad J. Noreika jsaké zudyti
zydus ar pats dalyvavo masinése zydy naikinimo operacijose.

9. Nesutikdamas su 2018 m. liepos 18 d. raste Nr. 14R-52 , D¢l informacijos pateikimo*
iSdéstyta informacija, PareiSkéjas teismui pateiké Sioje byloje nagrinéjamg skunda, kuriuo
reikalauja panaikinti §] Centro rasta, pakeisti istorine iSvada dél J. Noreikos veiklos ir ja
paskelbti Centro internetinéje svetaingje.

Dél Pareiskéjo skundo argumenty

10. Skunde Pareiskéjas teigia, kad 2018 m. jis inicijavo nepriklausoma archyviniy dokumenty
tyrimg, Lietuvos centriniame ir Ypatingame archyvuose, kurj atliko naciy nusikaltimy
tyrinétojai Evaldas BalCitinas ir Andrius Kulikauskas. Pasak Pareiskéjo, ,,tyrimo metu atrasti
dokumentai ir istoriky sqsajos su jau zinomais ir publikuotais dokumentais (jskaitant Lietuviy
nacionalisty partijos sekretoriaus Z. Blyno 2010 m. isspausdintq iSsamy jvykiy dienorastj)
liudija, kad Centras nuo 2015 m. aktyviai dezinformavo ir klaidino visuomeng¢ bei valdzios
Zmones dél Jono Noreikos sqsajy su Holokaustu Zemaitijoje ir Siaulivose. Atrasti dokumentai
liudija, kad Jonas Noreika vadovavo LAF TelSiai - organizuotai grupuotei, kuri 1941 m.
vasarq buvo auksciausia valdzia Zemaitijoje. LAF TelSiai nariai uzémé svarbiausias vietas
teisésaugos ir civilinése jstaigose, taip pat organizavo ir vadovavo savarankiskiems
savisaugos padaliniams (Tautinio Darbo Apsauga, TDA, LAF, “baltaraisciai”) kurie vykde
Plungeés ir Telsiy zZydy Zudynes. Dokumentai patvirtina, kad LAF Telsiai vadavieté buvo
jsikiirusi tame paciame pastate kaip ir Lietuviy komendantira, kad LAF TelSiai vadas
iSduodavo ir tvirtindavo leidimus ginklams (LAF ir TDA nariams), rengé karo lauko teismus,
nagrinéjo malonés prasymus ir vykde egzekucijas. LAF TelSiai leido oficialy laikrastj
Zemaiciy Zemé, kuriame yra atvirai skelbiami antisemitiniai pareiskimai ir skatinamas
susidorojimas su Zydais. Spauda, leidZiancioji ir vykdancioji valdzia buvo sukoncentruota
vienos organizuotos Zmoniy grupés LAF Telsiai rankose. Siai grupuotei vadovavo Jonas
Noreika.” (zr. Pareiskéjo skundo 2 psl.). Pareiskéjas taip pat tvirtina, neva ,,Istorikai istyre
1941 m. birzelio sukilimo ir vélesniy jvykiy aplinkybes, nustaté, kad Telsiy LAF nebuvo
pavaldiis naciy nurodymams, jie veiké savo iniciatyvq, be naciy Zinios, patys apsiripino
ginklais ir “Nacionalsocialistinés” partijos nario leidimais jiems nesioti. Si organizacija
1941 m. vasarq Zemaitijoje buvo auksciausia valdzia“ (zr. Pareiskéjo skundo 5 psl.).

11. Pazymétina, jog Centras negali Pareiskéjo inicijuoto tyrimo ir jo i§vady laikyti mokslinémis
ir objektyviomis dél $iy aplinkybiy:

11.1. pirma, jos néra realizuotos istoriografiniy prieigy principu;
11.2. antra, jos kritikuotinos istoriniy tyrimy metodologijos pozitiriu;

11.3. trecia, jy, kaip moksliniy, néra patvirting istorijos mokslo specialistai, dirbantys mokslo
Istaigose;

11.4. ketvirta, tyrimg atlikg tyréjai Andrius Kulikauskas ir Evaldas Bal¢itinas akademiniuose
sluoksniuose néra Zinomi kaip profesionallis istorikai; jie vieSoje erdvéje labiau Zinomi
savo kontraversinémis nuostatomis (pvz., Evaldas Bal¢itinas vieSoje erdvéje prisistato kaip
,-anarchizmo istorikas, valkatavimo ir elgetavimo ekspertas‘), Kurios gali jtakoti iSankstinj
neobjektyvumg. Tyrimo neobjektyvuma akivaizdziai atskleidzia be jrodymy daromos
prielaidos (pvz., kad J. Noreika tarnavo ne tik naciy, bet ir soviety rezimui arba J. Noreikos
prilyginimas Hitleriui ir Stalinui), taip pat kitos akivaizdZzius faktus ignoruojancios iSvados
bei esami teiginiy priestaravimai.
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11.5. Penkta, kai kurios Pareiskéjo daromos i§vados (pvz., J. Noreikos prilyginimas Hitleriui ir

12.

13.

14.

‘

Stalinui, teiginiai ,,Zydy likimg visaip sprendé lietuviai®, , Juozo Brazaicio -
Ambrazeviciaus bei Lietuvos laikinosios vyriausybés nusikaltimai engiant Lietuvos Zydus*,
wJonas Noreika jklampino Telsiy vyskupijos vyskupus ir kunigus j nusikaltimus pries
Zmonijqg* ir kt.) sietinos ne su mokslu ir tikrove, o su okupaciniy laikotarpiy propagandine
dezinformacija. Pazymétina, jog 1991 m. geguzés 27 d. Lietuvos Auksciausiasis Teismas
J. Noreikg reabilitavo, o 1975 metais JAV Teisingumo ministerija reabilitavo Laikinosios
vyriausybés ministrg pirmininkg Juozg Brazait] — Ambrazeviciy (JAV Kongreso Teismy
komiteto Imigracijos, pilietybés ir tarptautinés teisés pakomitecio pirmininko Joshua
Eilbergo rastas Algimantui Geciui, 1975 sausio 13 Vasingtonas). TelSiy vyskupijos
vyskupas Vincentas Borisevicius, TelSiy vyskupijos kunigai Vladislovas Polonskis ir
Vladislavas Taskiinas uz zydy gelbéjima yra apdovanoti Lietuvos Respublikos Prezidento.

Pabréztina ir tai, kad Pareiskéjas savo minimy dokumenty, kurie tariamai atrasti Pareiskéjo
inicijuoto tyrimo metu, nevertina istoriografijos kontekste, todél pagal Siuos pavienius
dokumentus daromos i§vados, kaip antai, kad ,,LAF Telsiai 1941 m. vasarg buvo auksciausia
valdia Zemaitijoje “ nelaikytinos mokslinémis ir objektyviomis. Pareiskéjo skelbiama igvada,
kad IT Pasaulinio karo metu vokie¢iams okupavus vakaring SSRS dalj, TelSiy apskritj jie neva
kazkodéel atsisaké kontroliuoti, taip neva sudarydami atskirg, lietuviy kontroliuojamag
,valstybéle®, priestarauja sveikai logikai ir pripazintai II Pasaulinio karo istoriografijai.
Atsakydamas ] Pareiskéjo klausimus, Centras 2018-07-18 raste Nr. 14R-52 Pareiskéjui
paaiskino, kad vokieciy okupacijos (1941-1944 m.) laikotarpiu Lietuva, kaip valstybé,
neegzistavo. Okupacijos pradzioje valdzia buvo vokie¢iy karinés administracijos rankose,
veliau, t. y. 1941 m. liepos ménes], valdzig i§ karinés administracijos peréme vokieciy civiling
administracija su generaliniu komisaru T. A. von Rentelnu prieSakyje. Telsiy apskrityje
vokie¢iy karinés administracijos valdymo laikotarpiu (1941 m. birZelio - liepos mén.)
auksciausia kariné valdzia priklausé vokiec¢iy karo komendantui, nuo 1941 m. liepos pabaigos,
kai buvo jvestas civilinis valdymas, Telsiy apskrities pagrindiniu valdytoju tapo Siauliy
apygardos komisaras Hansas Gewecke. Okupaciné valdzia vadovavosi ne LAF organizacijos
ideologija ir jos dokumentais, o sava nacionalsocialistine programa. Visag 1941-1944 m.
laikotarp; tiek TelSiy apskrities LAF organizacija, tiek TelSiy apskrities civiliné valdzia,
policijos istaigos buvo subordinuotos, pajungtos naciy okupacinés valdzios jstaigoms.

Pareiskeéjas, teigdamas, kad LAF Telsiai 1941 m. vasarq buvo aukSciausia valdzia Zemaitijoje,
kuriai vadovavo Jonas Noreika, ignoruoja ir Kitus istorinius faktus. 1941 m. vasarg TelSiy
apskrit; valdé ne J. Noreika, o okupaciné administracija ir jai pavaldZios jstaigos bei
pareigiinai: apskrities valdyba (virSininkas Augustinas Ramanauskas), vals¢iy savivaldybés,
Telsiy ir Plungés miesty savivaldybés, apskrities policijos jstaiga (vadovas Bronius Juodikis),
policijos nuovados vals¢iuose, saugumo policijos jstaiga. Lietuviy aktyvisty frontas (LAF)
1941 metais nuo birZelio pabaigos iki jo paleidimo 1941 m. rugséjo 26 d. veiké kaip
visuomeniné organizacija, kurios biistiné buvo Kaune. Tel$iy apskrities LAF Stabas, kuriam
1941 m. birzelio pabaigoje ir liepos ménes} vadovavo J. Noreika, buvo Sios visuomeninés
organizacijos padalinys. 1941 m. birzelio sukilimo metu ir po jo rezistenciné LAF
organizacija iniciavo, vykdé lietuviy administracijos atkiirimo darbus, tac¢iau nefunkcionavo
kaip administracing institucija.

Pareiskeéjas nepagristai teigia, kad LAF TelSiai nariai organizavo ir vadovavo savarankiSkiems
Plungés ir TelSiy zydy Zudynes. Tuo norima pasakyti, kad Sios struktiiros pacios sumang, t. y.
savarankidkai iniciavo ir vykdé zudynes. Sis teiginys istoriografijos kontekste néra teisingas.
Tiek Telsiy apskrities LAF organizacija, tiek TelSiy apskrities civilinés valdzios, policijos
istaigos visg 1941-1944 m. laikotarpi buvo subordinuotos, pajungtos naciy okupacinés

4|Puslapis



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Teikiama per Lietuvos teismy EPP

valdzios jstaigoms. Todél ir minéty padaliniy buvimas savarankiSkais vienetais, neva
vykdanciais zydy Zudynes, nebuvo galimas.

Skunde Pareiskéjas teigia: ,,Centro leidziamame zZurnale 2016 m. pasirodé centro istoriko
Alfredo Rukséno 26 lapy straipsnis vaizduojantis Noreikq kaip globojusi Zydus, nieko
nezinojusj ir neturéjusj jokiy genocidiniy ketinimy. A. RukSénas akcentuoja tik Noreikos
veiksmus dél turto nusavinimo, sukurdamas jiems apibrézti naujadarq - “ekonominis
genocidas”, tuo susvelnindamas Noreikos nusikaltimus. Istorinio tyrimo ir archyviniy
dokumenty sviesoje, Jono Noreikos “ekonominis genocidas” turéty biiti suprantamas kaip
etninés grupés naikinimas dél ekonominiy isskaiciavimy, taciau centras Sio asmens jvaizdj
piesia visai kitomis spalvomis. (zr. Pareiskéjo skundo 5 psl.).

Atkreiptinas teismo démesys | tai, kad Pareiskéjas klaidina teisma - Pareiskéjo nurodytame
straipsnyje! néra minimas Pareiskéjo nurodytas terminas ,, ekonominis genocidas . 1storijos
moksly daktaras A. Ruk§énas mini terming ,,ekonominis antisemitizmas *“ - XIX a. aStuntajame
deSimtmetyje atsiradusj lietuviy siekj jsigaléti amatuose ir prekyboje, t. y. srityse, kuriose nuo
seno vyravo zydai. Straipsnyje remiamasi kity istoriniy tyréjy pavyzdziais? ir daroma i$vada,
kad tarp ekonominio antisemitizmo ir Holokausto néra bitinojo rySio. Pvz., tyréjas K. Girnius
biitinojo rysio tarp antisemitizmo ir Holokausto nebuvimg remia $iais pavyzdziais: Lietuvos
prezidentas A. Smetona nuosekliai gyné zydus, palaiké jy teises, kovojo su vieSuoju
antisemitizmu, nors jo laiSkuose jauciamos antisemitinés apraiskos. Uzkietéjusi antisemité
lenké Zofia Kossak-Szczucka, nors ir noréjo, kad Zydai emigruoty i§ Lenkijos, juos gelbgjo

rizikuodama gyvybe.

Yra ir daugiau pavyzdZiy, kad antisemitizmo negalima prilyginti genocidui, kaip daro
PareiSkéjas. Lietuvos laikinosios vyriausybés, kurios veikloje yra antisemitiniy apraiSky,
nario, komunalinio tikio ministro Vytauto Landsbergio-Zemkalnio zmona Ona Landsbergiené
uz zydy gelbéjimg apdovanota ,Pasaulio teisuolio Zymeniu bei Zivandiyjy gelbéjimo
kryziumi, o kraSto apsaugos ministras gen. Stasys Rastikis apraSo, kaip papraSytas Lietuvos
kariuomenés vyriausiojo rabino Sniego ir advokato Goldbergo bandé ,kelti Zydy reikala
palankia jiems prasme vokie¢iy karinéje vadovybéje.*

Esama Ziniy, kurias ignoruoja PareiSkéjas, kad J. Noreika bendradarbiavo su Zymiu zydy
gelbétoju, Siauliy gydytoju Domu Jasai¢iu, kuris rizikuodamas gyvybe, yra igelbéjes ne
viena Siauliy Zydy Seima, uz ka Lietuvos Respublikos apdovanotas (po mirties) Zavandiyjy
gelbéjimo kryziumi. J. Noreikos bendrazygis Damijonas Riauka atsiminimuose pasakoja, kaip
pirmomis karo dienomis J. Noreika jkalbéjo vezimu vaziuojancia zydy Seimyng pasukti i§
kelio, kuo skubiausiai sléptis nuo vokieciy, nes buvo girdéjes, kad vokieciai terorizuoja Zydus.
J. Noreikos stnéno Stanislovo Grunskio liudijimu, J. Noreikos maZameté¢ dukté Dalia
Noreikait¢ dalydavo gatvéje praeinantiems zydams motinos specialiai jiems iSkeptas
bandeles.

Atkreiptinas démesys ir ] tai, kad 1943 m. vasario 23 d. J. Noreika dé¢l vadovavimo lietuviy
pasipriesinimo judéjimui ir kurstymo pries Reicho komisaro paskelbtg lietuviy mobilizacija
buvo suimtas ir kalinamas Stuthofo koncentracijos stovykloje. Kaltinimg J. Noreikai
suformulavo ir pasira$¢ pats vokie€iy saugumo policijos ir SD vadas Lietuvoje Karl Jéger.

! Alfredas Ruks$énas ,,Jono Noreikos-Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos, Genocidas ir rezistencija
2016, Nr.1 (39), I. 50-51

2 V. Vareikis, “Zydy ir lietuviy susidiirimai bei konfliktai tarpukario Lietuvoje”, Vilnius, 2005, p. 159), (L.
Truska, V. Vareikis, Holokausto prielaidos: antisemitizmas Lietuvoje, Vilnius, 2004, p.55), K. K. Girnius,
,Lemtingi 1941-ieji. Holokausto Lietuvoje prielaidy klausimu®, Naujasis Zidinys, 2011, Nr.2, p. 88

3 7r. Stasys Rastikis, Kovose dé¢l Lietuvos, I, p. 306-307.
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PareiSkéjas skunde taip pat nurodo, kad ,.Istorikai nustaté, kad 1941 m. antrgji pusmetj vykes
Zydy tautos naikinimas Zemaitijoje buvo skatinamas LAF leidziamame laikrastyje “Zemaiciy
zeme”, LAF platinamuose atsiSaukimuose, kartu su Zudynémis buvo rengiamos miesto
Sventes, kuriose buvo issakomos kalbos slovinancios lietuviy tautos darbg, nacisting Vokietijg
ir Adolfg Hitlerj. Sie jvykiai vyko TelSiy LAF vado Jono Noreikos Zinioje, jam vadovaujant ir
aktyviai dalyvaujant.« (Zr. PareiSkéjo skundo 5 psl.).

Tokia Pareiskéjo nuomoné istoriografiskai abejotina dél siy aplinkybiy:

21.1. pirma, to meto visg lictuviska spaudg kontroliavo naciy okupaciné valdzia;

21.2. antra, laikrai¢io ,Zemaitiy zemé“, kaip ir LAF organizacijos antisemitiniuose

praneSimuose, turiniuose néra tiesioginiy, imperatyviy nurodymy zydus zudyti, t. y.
pasitelkti genocida kaip ,,zydy klausimo* sprendimo budg. Berlyno LAF dokumentuose
kalbama, kad zydus reikia iSvaryti i§ Lietuvos, o ne zudyti;

21.3. trecia, laikrascio ,,Zemaiiy zemé* antisemitiniai teiginiai negali biiti vertinami kaip TelSiy

apskrities LAF organizacijos kvietimas dalyvauti jos inicijuojamose ir vykdomose
zudynése, nes masiniy zudyniy iniciatoriai buvo ne LAF organizacija, o okupacinés
valdzios jstaigos;

21.4. ketvirta, laikras¢io ,,Zemaitiy Zemé* ypatybé ta, kad po straipsniais, kurie jame buvo

22.

23.

24,

25.

publikuoti, néra nurodomi autoriai. D¢l to labai problematiska spresti, kg spausdino ir ko
nespausdino asmeniskai J. Noreika. Néra duomeny, kad J. Noreika pats asmeniskai biity
sakes, jog zydus reikia zudyti.

Pareiskéjo skunde minima miesto §venté nesietina su Holokaustu. Laikrastyje ,,Zemaiciy
zemeé* (1941 m. liepos 30 d., 1. 2) minima Sventé, kuri vyko Plungéje 1941 m. liepos 27 d.,
buvo skirta Lietuvos laikinosios vyriausybés palaikymui. Vis labiau aiSkéjant vokieciy
nuostatai nepripaZzinti Laikinosios vyriausybés, po vokieciy inspiruoto nes¢kmingo bandymo
nuversti Laikingjg vyriausybe liepos 23-24 d., Vyriausybés palaikymo akcijos, panaSios |
minimg $vent¢ Plungéje, buvo organizuotos ir kitose Lietuvos vietose.

IS paminéty bei kity istoriografijoje Zinomy duomeny ir aplinkybiy Centras pagrjstai mano,
kad 1941 m. birZelio pabaigoje ir liepos ménesj TelSiy apskrityje vykusiy Zudyniy pagrindinés
priezastys sietinos ne su laikrastyje ,,Zemai¢iy zemé* skelbiama informacija, o su vokieéiy
Operatyvinés grupés A 2-uoju operatyviniu biiriu ir su H. Himmlerio duotais nurodymais
Operatyviniy grupiy A, B, C, D ir jy padaliniy vadams karo su Soviety Sajunga iSvakarése.

Skunde Pareiskéjas tvirtina, kad jo inicijuoto tyrimo metu nustatytos aplinkybés ,,sudaro
stipry pagrindq teigti, kad Telsiy apskrityje 1941 m. buvo vykdoma stambaus mgsto
propaganda pries Zydy tautybés asmenis, Zydy naikinimas buvo pateisinamas ir kurstomas
viesuose LAF vadovybés pasisakymuose ir jos leidziamoje spaudoje, argumentuojant, kad
lietuviy tauta turi vienytis ir apsivalyti nuo nepageidaujamo elemento. To pasekoje galima
teigti, kad Telsiy LAF ir jos vadas Jonas Noreika yra tiesiogiai atsakingi maZiausiai uz 1800
Plungés (1941 m. liepos 12-13) ir 800 Telsiy (1941 m. liepos 20-21) Zydy nuzudymgq ir jy turto
isgrobstymg.* (zr. Pareiskejo skundo 6 psl.).

Pastaryjy Pareiskéjo iSvady negalima pagrijsti istoriografiniu poziiiriu. Jau minéta, kad LAF
organizacijos antisemitiniuose turiniuose néra tiesioginiy, imperatyviy nurodymy zydus
zudyti, t. y. pasitelkti genocidg kaip ,,zydy klausimo* sprendimo biidg. PareiSkéjo bandymas
LAF antisemiting propagandg ir masines Zydy Zudynes susieti priezastiniu rySiu néra teisingas
ir objektyvus, nes istoriniai tyrimai, Saltiniai leidzia teigti, kad Zudynés vyko ne TelSiy LAF
organizacijos, o vokieCiy okupacinés valdzios pareiginy nurodymu. PareiSkéjas savo
teiginius, kad J. Noreika yra tiesiogiai atsakingas uz 1800 Plungés zydy nuzudyma 1941 m.
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liepos 12-13 d., grindzia A. PakalniSkio liudijimais. Centras yra iStyrgs A. Pakalniskio
liudijimus apie menama J. Noreikos dalyvavimg Plungés zydy zudynése ir pateikes motyvuotg
istorinj mokslinj atsakyma, kodél minéti liudijimai yra nepatikimi. Tyrimo rezultatai iSdéstyti
Centro skelbiamame straipsnyje.* Nustatyta, kad 1941 m. liepos 12-13 d. Plungés valséiuje
ties Kausény kaimu zydy masiniy zudyniy operacija buvo vykdoma okupacinés valdzios
jsakymu. Taip pat nustatyta, kad pagal po karo teisty zydy zudyniy dalyviy parodymus
Plungés komendantu buvo ne J. Noreika, o Itn. Povilas Alimas, kad vykdydami vokieciy
nurodymus P. Alimas ir Pabréza dalyvavo Siose zudynése. Jy parodymuose J. Noreika néra
minimas kaip masiniy zudyniy ties Kausény kaimu dalyvis. Taip pat néra duomeny, kad J.
Noreika dalyvavo 1941 m. liepos 20-21 d. TelSiy zydy, laikyty Rainiy dvare, Zudynése.
Istoriniame tyrime teigiama, kad stovyklos kaliniai buvo Saudomi dalyvaujant lietuviy
policijai ir vietiniams aktyvistams, kuriems vadovavo gestapininkai,® 0 ne Telsiy apskrities
LAF organizacija.

PareiSkéjas skunde teigia, kad ,,susirasinéjimai, pazyméjimai ir jsakymai patvirtina, kad Jonas
Noreika aktyviai prisidéjo prie Zagarés geto sukiirimo ir turéjo realiqg valdzig spresti Zydy
likimus.* (zr. Pareiskéjo skundo 6 psl.).

Centro jsitikinimu, Pareiskéjo teiginys, kad J. Noreika aktyviai prisidéjo prie Zagarés geto
sukiirimo ir turéjo realig valdzig spresti zydy likimus, negali bati laikomas objektyviu ir
pagristu dél $iy priezas¢iy: J. Noreika, kaip Siauliy apskrities virsininkas, buvo pavaldus
apygardos komisarui Hansui Geweckei. Todél ne J. Noreika, o apygardos komisaras H.
Gewecke buvo pagrindinis reikaly, susijusiy su zydais, iniciatorius ir tvarkytojas. Jo
potvarkiai, susije su Zydy getoizacija bei turto konfiskavimu, buvo privalomi ir apskriciy
vir§ininkams, taip pat ir Siauliy apskrities vir§ininkui J. Noreikai. Savo valia ir iniciatyva J.
Noreika, kaip ir kity apskri¢iy virSininkai, netvarké reikaly, susijusiy su zydy getoizacija, jy
turto konfiskavimu. Visi minimi dokumentai liudija apie tai, kad batent H. Gewecke apskri¢iy
vir§ininkams duodavo nurodymus, kurie pastariesiems buvo privalomi. Taigi, J. Noreika,
kaip Siauliy apskrities virsininkas, negaléjo inicijuoti, organizuoti, vykdyti masiniy zudyniy
operacijy. Uz masiniy Zudyniy operacijas atsakomybé tenka policinéms struktiiroms. Zinios
apie tai pateiktos istoriniame tyrime, skirtame J. Noreikos biografijos kontroversijoms.®

Skunde Pareiskéjas tvirtina, kad ,,archyviniai dokumentai (LCVA FR 1099 a-1-b2) liudija,
kad J. Noreika eidamas apskrities virsininko pareigas tvarkeé zZydy isnaudojimo priverstiniams
darbams klausimus, organizavo jy apsaugq, ripino ginklus ir leidimus sargybiniams,
organizavo zydy paémimg grqzinimqg | getq. Yra nustatytas dokumentuotas atvejis dél
gelezinkelio tiesimo, patvirtinantis, kad Jonui Noreikai buvo teikiami privatis uzsakymai del
zydy darbininky paripinimo.

Centro nuomone, minéty dokumenty susiejimas su Holokausto proceso sudétinémis dalimis,
t. y. su zydy definicija, turto nusavinimu, koncentravimu, masiniy Zudyniy operacijomis yra
problematiskas d¢l to, kad vokie¢iy okupacijos laikotarpiu priverstiniams darbams buvo
naudojami ne tik zydai, bet ir lietuviai bei kity tautybiy asmenys.

Akivaizdziai netikslus ir kitas Pareiskéjo skundo teiginys, neva ,,getai buvo SS Zinioje, taciau
juos valdeé Lietuviska administracija, SS valdé koncentracijos lagerius. Prie Siauliy
savivaldybés buvo paskirtas jgaliotinis Zydy reikalams, o savivaldybé uz zZydy darbg gaudavo

4 zr. Alfredas Ruk$énas, Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos, Genocidas ir
Rezistencija, 2016, Nr. 1(39), p. 39-62

% 7r. Ariinas Bubnys, Lietuvos zydy ir maZieji getai ir laikinosios izoliavimo stovyklos, Holokaustas Lietuvoje,
Vilnius, 2011, p. 139-140

 Zr. Alfredas Ruks$énas, Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos, Genocidas ir
Rezistencija, 2016, Nr. 1(39), p. 55-56
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uzmokestj is uzsakovy, ukininky ir jmoniy.* Administruodami getus, kaip priemong, SS
naudojo sau pavaldzig lietuviy administracijg, 0 vidaus tvarkai palaikyti sudaré vidaus
administracijg 1§ zydy — Judenrata, taiau tai nereiskia, kad getus valdé lietuviai ir zydai.
Visais atvejais sprendimus dél gety sudarymy, zydy zudyniy priimdavo okupacinés valdzios
istaigos, lietuviy administracija netur¢jo jgaliojimy priimti tokius sprendimus.

Skunde Pareiskéjas nurodo, kad ,,Siauliy apskrities administracija (Jonas Noreika) mokéjo
atlyginimq uz laikotarpj kai Siauliy apskrityje buvo vykdomos Zydy masinio naikinimo
operacijos (Zagarés gete 1941-10-02). (zr. Pareiskéjo skundo 6 psl.).

Sis Pareiskeéjo teiginys yra taip pat neobjektyviai pritemptas prie Pareiskéjo peramos igvados.
Pazymétina, jog vokieCiy okupacijos laikotarpiu (1941-1944 m.) lictuviy administracijos
istaigy pareigiinams buvo mokami atlyginimai. Tai buvo tarnybiniai atlyginimai, o ne kazkoks
specialus atlygis uz dalyvavimg Holokauste. Tarnybinis atlyginimas biity buves mokamas ir
tuo atveju, jeigu ir nebuty buve Holokausto. Soviety okupacinio periodo metu valdininkams
taip pat buvo mokami atlyginimai. Néra Ziniy, kad J. Noreika biity kam nors mokéjes
specialius atlyginimus uz dalyvavimg Holokauste. Lietuvos centriniame valstybés archyve
saugomas Siauliy apskrities vir§ininko jstaigos dokumentas, pagal kurj Savisaugos Daliy
Siauliy apygardos tabo kariai nuo 1941 m. rugséjo 20 d. iki lapkri¢io mén. 1 dienos i§ Siauliy
apskrities virSininko yra gave atlyginimy uz 53350,03 rub. (LCVA, f. R-1099, ap. 2, b. 2, I.
133). Pareiskéjas jas vertina kaip J. Noreikos atlygj ZydSaudziams, taiau tokios iSvados
nepagrindzia jokiais konkreéiais jrodymais. Todél akivaizdu, kad tos algos savisaugos daliniy
kariams buvo mokamos uz tarnybg, nes savisaugos daliniy kariams tarnybinés algos buvo
mokamaos ir tuo metu, kai Zydy masiniy zudyniy nebuvo. To laikmecio rezistentai, visuomené
savisaugos dalinius vertino kaip karines pajégas, kurios ateityje taps nepriklausomos Lietuvos
kariuomenés branduoliu. Iki vokieciy okupacijos, nepriklausomos Lietuvos laikotarpiu,
karing prievole atliekantiems Sauktiniams taip pat buvo mokamas atlyginimas.

Skunde PareiSkéjas taip pat remiasi J. Noreikos antikés S. Foti nuomone ir teigia, kad
wIstorinio tyrimo ir jame nustatyty fakty autentiskumgq patvirtina Silivia Foti - Jono Noreikos
aniike. <...> ji nurodo, kad Jono Noreikos kaip Lietuvos Aktyvisty Fronto vado ir Holokausto
vkdytojo vaidmens nuslépimas yra vienas is didzZiausiy praeito amziaus sgmoksly Lietuvoje.*
(Zr. Pareiskéjo skundo 7 psl.).

Centras atkreipia teismo démes;j j tai, kad JAV gyvenanti S. Foti néra nei istoriniy jvykiy
dalyvé (tuomet nebuvo gimusi), nei profesionali istoriké, jos nuomoné apie savo senelj
kardinaliai skiriasi nuo jos mamos, J. Noreikos dukters, nuomonés, kuri taip pat tyré savo tévo
biografijg. IS vieSumoje skelbty S. Foti tyrimy rezultaty darytina iSvada, kad ji nesivadovauja
istorijos mokslui biitina istoriniy tyrimy metodologija, kuri reikalauja istorinio Saltinio tyrima
sieti su jo iSorine ir vidine kritine analize. PareiSkéjas, remdamasis S. Foti liudijimu, prideda
namo nuotrauka, nurodydamas, kad J. Noreika apsigyveno Siame i$§ Zydy nusavintame name
Plungéje, Vaizganto gatvéje. Taciau tokiy liudijimy negalima laikyti patikimais istoriniais
Saltiniais, nes tuo metu S. Foti nebuvo gimusi, o pagal Lietuvos centriniame valstybés archyve
iSlikusiy 1942 m gyventojy suraSymo duomenis, tarp Plungéje, Vaizganto gatveje, buvusiy
namy savininky J. Noreikos néra.

Skunde PareiSk¢jas kaltina Centrg, neva pastarasis nemotyvuotai atmeta vienintelio tikro
liudininko A. PakalniSkio versija. PareiSkéjas skunde pazymi, kad ,,4. Pakalniskis (1941 m.
vasarq dirbes Plungés komendantiiros sekreetoriumi) savo memuary knygoje nurode, kad tuo
metu kai vyko siaubingi dalykai komendantiiroje buvo keli vokieciai, o Jonas Noreika tame
paciame pastate - LAF stabo durys greta. Centras nurodo, kad Jonas Noreika negaléjo dirbti
komendantiroje is ko sekq, kad negaléjo jsakyti Saudyti Plungés Zydus (Pakalniskis teigia,
kad Noreika jsake ZodzZiu ir jau véliau, Saukdamas jsakymq pakartojo jaunam vokieciui,
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paklaususiam kq daryti su 2 savaites sinagogoje laikomais Plungés zZydais). Centras is esmés
atsisako vadovautis A. Pakalniskio prisiminimais, motyvuodamas, kad jie yra nepatikimi, nes
Jjuose yra priestaravimy - tarp knygos leidimo versijy. Centras teigia, kad naujesnése knygos
versijose yra daugiau detaliy, todél knyga negali buti laikoma moksliskai patikima.*

36. Pazymétina, jog Centras yra iStyres A. PakalniSkio liudijimus apie J. Noreikg ir pateikes
motyvuotg istorinj mokslinj atsakymg, kodél minéti liudijimai yra nepatikimi. Tyrimo
rezultatai iSdéstyti jau minétame straipsnyje Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos
kontroversijos.” Nustatyta, kad 1941 m. liepos 12-13 d. Plungés valsciuje ties Kausény kaimu
zydy masiniy Zudyniy operacija buvo vykdoma okupacinés valdzios jsakymu. Taip pat
nustatyta, kad pagal po karo teisty zydy zudyniy dalyviy parodymus tuo metu Plungés
komendantu buvo ne J. Noreika, o Itn. Povilas Alimas, kad vykdydami vokie¢iy nurodymus
biitent P. Alimas ir PabréZa dalyvavo Siose Zudynése. Jy parodymuose J. Noreika nefigtiruoja
kaip masiniy zudyniy ties Kau$ény kaimu dalyvis.

37. Pareiskéjas skunde teigia, kad ,,Centras, Zydy naikinimq TelSiuose, Plungéje, Zagaréje vertina
kaip naciy darbq. Tokia pozicija grindziama argumentu, kad Lietuvos savisaugos bataljonai
ir komendatiiros buvo grieztai pavaldzios naciy SD ir SS. Centras visiskai nevertina LAF
jtakos, jos nariy ir asmeninio jos vado Zemaitijai vaidmens sprendziant Zydy likimg. Centras
nevertina ir isvadose nepasisako dél dokumenty liudijanciy LAF savarankiskumgq ir savivaldg
Zemaitijoje 1941 m. vasarq - rudenj. Pasisakydamas, kad Noreika negaléjo jsakyti susaudyti
Plungés miesto Zydus, centras visiskai ignoruoja tq aplinkybe, kad Noreika vadovavo jo paties
organizuotai ginkluoty asmeny grupuotei, taip pat ignoruoja jo asmenines ir antisemitines
LAF paziuras.”

38. Atkreiptinas teismo démesys j tai, jog Centras, remdamasis visuotinai pripaZinta istoriografija,
Holokaustg Lietuvoje vertina kaip naciy okupacinés valdZios jstaigy ir jai subordinuoty
lietuvisky kolektyviniy struktiry veiklos padarinj. Istorin¢je mokslingje literaturoje teigiama,

administracija.

39. Nacistinés Vokietijos kancleris Adolfas Hitleris dar 1941 m. kovo mén. susitikime su kariniy
pajégy ir partijos vadovybe artéjantj karg su Soviety Sajunga apibiidino kaip dviejy priesisky
pasauléziiiry susidirimg. Tam tikslui buvo suformuotos keturios vokie€iy saugumo policijos
ir SD Operatyvinés grupés A, B, C, D, kuriy vienas i§ svarbiausiy tiksly buvo Zydy ir
bolseviky naikinimas, j t veikla jtraukiant ir vietos gyventojus.®

40. Istoriografijoje nurodoma, kad vokieciai j zydy genocido vykdyma jtrauké dalj lietuviy, taciau
neperleido jiems vadovavimo. Siy istoriniy darby nuostaty laikydamasis Centras teigia, kad
Telsiy apskrities LAF organizacija, lietuviy valdZios jstaigos, savisaugos daliniai buvo
pavaldiis okupacinei administracijai, kad TelSiy apskritis nebuvo kazkokia savarankiSka
»valstybele®, kurios vadovybé buvo Telsiy apskrities LAF organizacija. D¢l to Pareiskéjo
minimi dokumentai negali biiti vertintini kaip jrodantys TelSiy apskrities LAF organizacija
buvus savarankiskos ,,valstybélés* TelSiy apskrityje vadovybe. Centras pagristai mano, kad
1941 m. birZelio pabaigoje ir liepos ménesj vokieciy karin¢ administracija, vokie¢iy saugumo
policijos ir SD istaigos buvo pagrindiniai TelSiy apskrityje gyvenusiy zydy genocido

7 7r. Alfredas Ruks$énas, Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos, Genocidas ir
Rezistencija, 2016, Nr. 1(39)

8 Hans Buchheim, Martin Brosztat, Hans—Adolf Jacobsen und Helmut Krausnick. Anatomie des SS—Staates,
Miinchen, 1994, s.451-452; Raul Hilberg. Die Vernichtung der européischen Juden. Frankfurt am Main, 1990,
Bd. 2, s. 296-297) (Raul Hilberg R. Die Vernichtung der européischen Juden, Frankfurt am Main, 1990, Bd.
2, S. 303-304; Michael Wildt, Generation des Unbedingten. Das Fiihrungskorps des
Reichssicherheitshauptamtes, Hamburg, 2002, s. 558
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organizatoriai, vykdytojai, kurie | §j procesa jtrauké sau pavaldzius apskrities lietuviy
savivaldos, policijos jstaigy pareiglinus su pastariesiems pavaldziais kariniais daliniais.
Centras i$vada, kad J. Noreika negaléjo jsakyti susaudyti Plungés miesto zydus, argumentuoja
istorinio mokslinio tyrimo rezultatai, i§déstyti A. Ruk$éno straipsnyje.®

Pareiskéjas skunde nurodo, kad ,,Centras atmesdamas pareiskéjo prasymg dél istorinés
isvados pakeitimo, savo 2018 m. atsakyme (skundzZiamame raste) neaptaria né vieno is
pateikty svarbiy istoriniy dokumenty. Centras selektyviai pasirinko atsakymo temas,
isvengdamas pagrindinés temos - Jono Noreikos ir LAF vaidmens Zemaitijos Zydy Zudynése.*

Centras nesutinka su tokia Pareiskéjo interpretacija, neva Centras vengia aptariamos temos -
Jono Noreikos ir LAF vaidmens Zemaitijos zydy zudynése. Tokia Pareiskéjo interpretacija
paneigia vien ta aplinkybé, kad Centras yra paskelbes atskirg straipsnj, skirtg specialiai J.
Noreikai, kuriame nagrinéjamas ir J. Noreikos santykis su Holokaustu Telsiy ir Siauliy
apskrityse.°

Pareiskéjo priekaistas, kad Centras neva neaptaria né vieno i jo pateikty svarbiy istoriniy
dokumenty, yra nepagristas. Profesionaliis istorikai laikosi nuostatos, kad apie tai, kaip
istorikai vertina istorinius dokumentus, galima spresti pagal jy darby pobudj. Kaip Centras
vertina atskirus dokumentus, Pareiskéjas galéjo suprasti i$ minéto straipsnio apie J. Noreika.
Jame teigiama, kad po to, kai J. Noreika tapo Siauliy apskrities vir§ininku, okupaciné valdzia
jtrauké jj, kaip pareigiing, | getoizacijos procesa. Remiantis istoriniais $altiniais, straipsnyje
nurodoma, kad Siauliy apygardos komisaras Hansas Gewecke 1941 m. rugpjii¢io 14 d. rastu
apskri¢iy virS§ininkams ir miesty burmistrams jsaké iskeldinti Zydus j geta.!' Reaguojant j §j
nurodyma, 1941 m. rugpjucio 22 d. pasirodé J. Noreikos pasiraSytas rastas, skirtas visiems
Siauliy apskrities vals¢iy virSai¢iams ir antraeiliy miesty burmistrams, rasto nuoraai turéjo
biiti perduoti policijos nuovady vir§ininkams. Jame rasoma, kad Siauliy apygardos komisaro
1sakymu visi apskrities Zydy tautybés pilieciai, taip pat ir puszydziai, turi buti i$ apskrities
valsCiy ir miesteliy i1Skeldinti ir apgyvendinti viename rajone — gete. Visas Zydy turtas turi biiti
savivaldybiy ripes¢iy saugotas ir surasytas. J. Noreika rySium su i§ komisaro gautu jsakymu
jsakeé, kad visy valsciy, antraeiliy miesty ir miesteliy zydai nuo rugpjtacio 25 d. iki 29 d. turi
biiti perkelti j Zagarés miesta, kad Zagarés getas iki rugpjii¢io 30 d. turi biiti aptvertas ir jo
gyventojai turi buti kiekvieng dieng vedami j darbus. Perkélimo reikalais turi pasirtipinti
atitinkamos savivaldybés. Palikto Zydy turto sarasai iki rugpjtcio 29 d. turé¢jo buti pristatyti
apskrities virSininkui. Perkeliamiems Zydams leista pasiimti biitiniausius apyvokos daiktus ir
drabuzius, kiekvienai Zydy Seimai leista pasiimti apie 200 reichsmarkiy. Apie jsakymo
i8pildyma valsCiy virSai¢iai ir burmistrai turéjo informuoti virSininkg iki rugpjucio 29 d.
Zagarés burmistras turéjo pranesti, kiek i3 viso zydy Zagaréje apgyvendinta.'> Remdamasis
Siomis straipsnyje iSdéstytomis aplinkybémis, Pareiskéjas galéjo suprasti, kad jo minimus
dokumentus (t. y. Siauliy apskrities J. Noreikos 1941 m. rugpjii¢io 9 d. rasta Tryskiy vals¢iaus
virSai¢iui (LCVA, f. R-1099, ap. 1, b. 2, 1. 137), J. Noreikos 1941 m. rugpjicio 26 d. rasta
Joniskio miesto burmistrui (LCVA, f. R-1099, ap. 1, b. 2, I. 380)) Centras vertina kaip tokius,
kuriuose atsispindi veiksmai, susije su J. Noreikos dalyvavimu getoizacijos procese, kurio

 7r. Alfredas Ruk3énas, Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos, Genocidas ir
Rezistencija, 2016, Nr. 1(39).

10 7r. Alfredas Ruks$énas, Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos, Genocidas ir
Rezistencija, 2016, Nr. 1(39).

11 7r. Siauliy apygardos komisaro 1941 m. rugpjicio 14 d. rastas apskri¢iy ir miesty burmistrams, LCVA, f. R-
1099, ap. 1, b. 1, I. 151-152; Alfredas Ruks$énas, Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos,
Genocidas ir Rezistencija, 2016, Nr. 1(39), p. 52-53

12 7r. ten pat.
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pagrindinis organizatorius ir vykdytojas buvo Siauliy apygardos komisaras Hansas Gewecke,
1 8] procesg jtraukes ir J. Noreika.

Centro skelbiamame straipsnyje taip pat teigiama, kad J. Noreika, badamas Siauliy apskrities
virsininku, tvarké su zydy turtu susijusius reikalus. 1941 m. rugséjo 10 d. pasirodé J. Noreikos
rastas ,,Nurodymai likviduoti zydy ir pabégusiy komunisty kilnojamgjj turtq*, skirtas valsciy
vir§ai¢iams ir antraeiliy miesty burmistrams. Jame buvo skelbiama, kad viena dalis turto
(liuksusiniai baldai, medziagy ritiniai, nevartoti baltiniai) turi biiti saugoma iki atskiro
parédymo. Dalj turto buvo numatyta skirti mokykloms, vals¢iams, pastams, prieglaudoms,
ligoninéms, kitoms jstaigoms. Numatyta, kad dalj turto reikia iSdalinti nuo karo
nukentéjusiems asmenims ir parduoti jj i§ varzytiniy. Zemeés tikio gyvas ir negyvas inventorius
turéjo biiti iSnuomotas laikiniems nuomininkams. Pinigai, gauti uz parduotg turta, turéjo biti
pristatyti j apskrities valdybos kasa.'® Zagarés miesto burmistras 1941 m. gruodzio 3 d.
informavo Siauliy apskrities virininka apie tai, kaip buvo tvarkomi reikalai, susij¢ su vietos
zydy turtu.!* 1§ §iy aplinkybiy matyti, kad J. Noreika atliko tam tikrus veiksmus, susijusius su
Zydy turto tvarkymu, ta¢iau akivaizdu, kad pagrindinis Siauliy apskrityje i§ Zydy konfiskuoto
turto reikaly tvarkytojas buvo Siauliy apygardos komisaras Hansas Gewecke, kuris, kaip
minéta, j Siy reikaly tvarkyma jtraukeé ir J. Noreika.

PareiSkéjui adresuotame 2018 m. liepos 18 d. raste Nr. 14R-52 Centras pateiké ir kito
Pareiskéjo minimo dokumento — LAF TelSiy Stabo vado kpt. J. Noreikos, TelSiy apskrities
virS§ininko Ramanausko 1941 m. liepos 25 d. rasto TelSiy apskrities Policijos nuovady
vir§ininkams ir aktyvisty Stabams (LCVA, f. 1075, ap. 2, b. 19, I. 35) — vertinimg. Centras
PareiSkéjui nurodé, kad $is dokumentas turi biiti vertinamas istoriniy teiginiy kontekste.
Prasidéjus 1941 m. birzelio sukilimui Lietuvoje, partizanai sukiléliai pradéjo kovinius
veiksmus prie§ besitraukiancius raudonarmiecius, prad¢jo persekioti ir sieké nubausti tiek
lietuviy, tiek Zydy, tiek kity tautybiy asmenis, kurie buvo lojaliis soviety rezimui. Po tai, kai
sukilimas pasibaigé (pabaiga laikoma — 1941 m. birZelio 28 d.), soviety rezimo rémeéjuy,
uzfrontés zonoje likusiy raudonarmieciy persekiojimg toliau tesé sukilimo metu ir po jos
atsiktirusios lietuviy valdzios jstaigos. Centro nuomone, su Sia veikla 1941 m. birzelio
pabaigoje ir liepos ménesj buvo susije kpt. J. Noreika, TelSiy apskrities virSininkas A.
Ramanauskas. Telsiy apskrities LAF organizacijos vadas J. Noreika apie minétos kategorijos
asmeny persekiojimo ypatumus TelSiy apskrities Policijos nuovady vir§ininkams ir Aktyvisty
Stabams 1941 m. liepos 25 d. rase: ,,Visus politinio pobiidzio suémimus vietose tvarko
policijos organai (valsc¢iuose tvarko nuovady virSininkai). Paduotus skundus tiria policijos
nuovady virSininkai bei kiti vietos policijos pareigiinai, kuriems pavesta daryti kvotas. Vietos
policijos organai sprendzia, ar jtariamgjj laikyti suimta, ar paleisti. Jeigu vietos policijos
organai rado reikalinga jtariamajj laikyti suimtg (jeigu tam yra pagrindo), tai jie suimtojo
kvota pristato Telsiy kriminalinés policijos virsininkui (galima pristatyti su suimtuoju arba be
jo. Pastaruoju atveju suimtasis gali biiti palickamas vals¢iaus arestin¢je). Vietos iniciatyva
daryti mirties sprendimus ir juos vykdyti grieztai draudZiama. Gabenant suimtuosius reikia
uzkirsti galimybes bégimo ir praneSimai, kad ,,suimtasis nuSautas bebégant™ bus grieZtai
tiriami. Uz bet kokj savivaliavima bus keliamos baudziamosios bylos. Visos TelSiy apskrities
kvotos bei tyrimai apie komunistus bolSevikus ir jy bendrininkus negali biiti laitkomi vietos
policijos organy archyvuose ir tiek to kvotos, kuriuose suimtieji paleidziami, tiek ir
aresStuotyjy kvotos siunciamos TelSiy kriminalinés policijos virSininkui. Visoms gautoms

7r. Siauliy mst. ir apskrities virSininko 1941 m. rugséjo 10 d. nurodymas Nr. 1875 likviduoti Zydy ir

pabégusiy komunisty kilnojamajj turta, LCVA, f. R-1099, ap. 1, b. 1,1. 239
14 7r. Zagarés miesto burmistro 1941 m. gruodzio 3 d. rastas Ponui Siauliy apskrities virSininkui, LCVA, f. R-
1099, ap. 1, b. 9, . 136-137
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politinio pobiidzio kvotoms tolimesne teiséta eiga duoda TelSiy apskrities kriminalinés
policijos virininkas.*!®

46. Pazymétina, jog dalis Pareiskéjo pateikty dokumenty neaptariami, nes jie nesietini su
Holokaustu ir tariamu J. Noreikos dalyvavimu jame, taigi nesietini su PareiSkéjo reikalavimu
pakeisti Centro iSvada apie J. Noreikos veikla.

47. Apibendrinant iSdéstyta, matyti, jog Centras ne vieng kartg iSsamiai nagrin¢jo PareiSkéjo
minimas aplinkybes, jo nurodytus Saltinius, ir i§vada, kurig kvestionuoja Pareiskéjas, Centras
priémé turimy (objektyviai egzistuojanciy) Saltiniy pagrindu, vadovaudamasis tokioms
iSvadoms priimti istorijos mokslui bitinomis metodologijomis. Todél tenkinti Pareiskéjo
skundo reikalavimy néra nei faktinio, nei teisinio pagrindo.

Dél PareiSkéjo teisinio suinteresuotumo

48. Lietuvos Respublikos Konstitucijos 30 straipsnyje jtvirtinta nuostata, kad asmuo, kurio
konstitucinés teisés ir laisvés pazeidziamos, turi teis¢ kreiptis j teisma, nereiskia, kad teise
kreiptis | teisma turi bet kuris asmuo. Konstitucijoje jtvirtinta tik galimybé kiekvienam
asmeniui tokig subjektine teise jgyti esant jstatyme nustatytiems pagrindams. Taciau teisminis
tikrai ar tariamai pazeistos teisés gynybos biidas yra saglygotas atitinkamy procesiniy prielaidy,
numatyty ABT] 33, 103, 104 straipsniuose, kuriy buvimas atima arba apriboja asmens teis¢
naudotis teismine gynyba.

49. Teisg kreiptis ] administracinj teisma nustato ABT] 5 straipsnis, pagal kurio 1 dalj, kiekvienas
suinteresuotas subjektas turi teis¢ jstatymy nustatyta tvarka kreiptis i teisma, kad biity apginta
paZeista ar ginCijama jo teis¢ arba jstatymy saugomas interesas. Viena i$ teisés kreiptis |
teismg prielaidy yra bylos priskirtinumas administraciniy teismy kompetencijai (ABTI 33
straipsnio 2 dalies 1 punktas, 103 straipsnio 1 punktas). ABTI 3 straipsnio 1 dalyje jtvirtinta,
jog administracinis teismas sprendZia vie$ojo administravimo srities gincus. Kokios bylos yra
priskirtinos administraciniy teismy kompetencijai, detaliau apibrézia ABTI 17 straipsnis.
ABT] 17 straipsnio 1 dalies 1 punktas numato, kad administraciniy teismy kompetencijai yra
priskirta nagrinéti bylas deél valstybinio administravimo subjekty priimty teisés akty ir
veiksmy (neveikimo) teis€tumo, taip pat Siy subjekty jy kompetencijai priskirtus veiksmus.
Pagal ABTI 23 straipsnio 1 dalj, skunda (praSyma) dél vieSojo administravimo subjekto
priimto teisés akto ar veiksmo (neveikimo), taip pat dél vieSojo administravimo subjekto
vilkinimo atlikti veiksmus turi teis¢ paduoti asmenys, taip pat kiti vieSojo administravimo
subjektai, jskaitant valstybés tarnautojus ir pareigtinus, kai jie mano, kad jy teisés ar jstatymy
saugomi interesai yra pazeisti.

50. Vadovaujantis Siomis teisés normomis, galima daryti iSvada, kad administraciniams teismams
priskirta nagrinéti administracines bylas dél vieSojo administravimo subjekty priimty teisés
akty, taip pat veiksmy (neveikimo), daranc¢iy jtakg asmeny teis€ms ar jstatymy saugomiems
interesams, teisétumo. Tais atvejais, kai skundZiamas aktas ar veiksmas akivaizdziai jokiy
teisiniy pasekmiy nesukelia, jis negali biiti gin¢o administraciniame teisme objektu. Teismine
tvarka gali biiti gin¢ijama ne bet kokia valstybinio administravimo subjekto veikla, o tik tokia,
kuri atitinka ABT] 17 straipsnio 1 dalies 1 punkto ir 23 straipsnio 1 dalies reikalavimus. Siy
teisés normy sisteminis vertinimas leidzia teigti, kad j administracinj teisma asmuo turi teise
kreiptis tik dél jam teisines pasekmes sukelianéiy individualiy teisés akty, priimty vieSojo
administravimo srityje.

15 7r. Lietuviy aktyvisty fronto Tel3iy $tabo vado kpt. Noreikos, Tel$iy apskrities vir§ininko Ramanausko 1941
m. liepos 25 d.. rastas Telsiy apskrities Policijos nuovady virSininkams ir aktyvisty Stabams, LCVA, f. 1075,
ap.2,b.19,1.35
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51. Taip pat pazymétina, jog ABT] 5 straipsnio 1 dalyje jtvirtinta bendro pobiidzio taisyklé
nustato dvi prielaidas atsirasti asmens subjektinei teisei — teisei kreiptis j administracinj teismag
teisminés gynybos, o biitent, besikreipian¢io asmens suinteresuotumas bei jo teis€s ar jstatymo
saugomo intereso pazeidimas. Teismy praktikoje asmens suinteresuotumas yra aiSkinamas
kaip subjekto materialinis teisinis suinteresuotumas, t. y. asmuo turi turéti aiskiai identifikuota
suinteresuotumg apginti materialin€s teisés normy saugomg teis¢ ar interesg (pvz., Lietuvos
vyriausiojo administracinio teismo 2008 m. spalio 3 d. nutartis administracinéje byloje Nr.
A438-1661/2008).

52. Kaip matyti i§ Pareiskejo skundo, byloje esanciy dokumenty, Pareiskéjo skundziamas Centro
2018 m. liepos 18 d. raStas Nr. 14R-52 ,,Dél informacijos pateikimo* yra tik informacinio
pobiidzio dokumentas, pats savaime nesukeliantis Pareiskéjui kokiy nors teisiniy pasekmiy. t.
y. skundziamas Centro rastas nelaikytinas individualiu teisés aktu, todeél jis negali biiti ginco
administraciniame teisme objektu. Pareiskéjo nesutikimas su informacinio pobiidzio rasto
turiniu yra subjektyvaus pobudzio aplinkybé, kuri savaime nelemia to rasto teisétumo ir
pagristumo. Tai reiskia, kad Pareiskéjas neturi materialinio teisinio suinteresuotumo kreiptis
su skundu ] teismg dél Centro 2018 m. liepos 18 d. rasto Nr. 14R-52 , D¢l informacijos
pateikimo* panaikinimo.

53. ABT] 103 straipsnio 1 p. nustatyta, jog nustate¢s, kad byla nepriskirtina administraciniy teismy
kompetencijai, iSskyrus atvejus, kai byla teisminga bendrosios kompetencijos teismui, teismas
byla nutraukia.

Atsizvelgiant j iSdéstytas faktines aplinkybes, nurodyta teisini reguliavimg, Vilniaus

apygardos administracinio teismo praSome:

1) byla pagal pareiskéjo Grant Arthur Gochin 2018 m. rugpjii¢io 10 d. skundg atsakovui Lietuvos

gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centrui dél atsisakymo pakeisti istoring iSvada
nutraukti kaip nepriskirting administraciniy teismy kompetencijai;

2) priteisti i§ pareiSkéjo Grant Arthur Gochin Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos
tyrimo centro (kodas: 191428780) naudai visas bylinéjimosi islaidas.

Tuo atveju, jeigu teismas manyty, kad pareiSkéjas Grant Arthur Gochin turi teisini
suinteresuotuma reikalauti panaikinti Lietuvos gyventoju genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo
centro 2018 m. liepos 18 d. rasta Nr. 14R-52 ,,Dél informacijos pateikimo*, Vilniaus
apygardos administracinio teismo praSome:

1) pareiskéjo Grant Arthur Gochin 2018 m. rugpjtacio 10 d. skundg atsakovui Lietuvos gyventojy
genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centrui d¢l atsisakymo pakeisti istoring iSvadg atmesti kaip
nepagrista;

2) priteisti 1§ pareiSkéjo Grant Arthur Gochin Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos
tyrimo centro (kodas: 191428780) naudai visas bylinéjimosi iSlaidas.

PRIDEDAMA:

1. Pareiskéjo Grant Arthur Gochin Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centrui
pateikta 2018 m. birzelio 15 d. Uzklausa dél Jono Noreikos nusikaltéliy gaujos;

2. Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centro 2018 m. liepos 18 d. rastas Nr.
14R-52 ,,D¢l informacijos pateikimo*;

3. A. Rukséno straipsnis ,,Jono Noreikos — Generolo Vétros biografijos kontroversijos®,
publikuoto zurnale Genocidas ir Rezistencija, 2016, Nr. 1(39);

4. A. Bubnio straipsnis ,,Lietuvos zydy mazieji getai ir laikinosios izoliavimo stovyklos®.
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Lietuvos gyventojy genocido ir rezistencijos tyrimo centro vardu,

Advokato padéjéjas Jurius Petreikis
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