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DARIUS PETKUNAS

REACTION OF THE SOVIET
AUTHORITIES TO THE EFFORTS
OF THE LITHUANIAN LUTHERAN
CHURCH TO JOIN THE LUTHERAN
WORLD FEDERATION

The Lithuanian Lutheran Church viewed the Lutheran World Federation (LWF) as a window to
the West which would open up the possibility of establishing contacts with Lutheran churches
outside the Soviet Union and partly help to overcome its isolation. This goal was opposed by
the office of the Commissioner for Religious Affairs in Vilnius, which considered the church’s
entry into the LWF undesirable in the light of Soviet anti-religious policies. The article describes
the church’s efforts to become a member of the LWF, as well as the administrative measures
taken to thwart this goal. After the church joined the LWF without the permission from
the Soviet authorities, the commissioner used all possible means to prevent LWF leaders from
visiting Lithuania, since it was believed that such visits would be likely to breathe new life into
the congregations.

Keywords: Lithuanian Lutheran Church, Commissioner for Religious Affairs in Vilnius, Lutheran
World Federation
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MGB investigation When the Soviets occupied the Baltic countries, the three

into the church’s surviving churches in the Soviet Union found themselves
contacts with completely isolated from the Lutheran Churches in
the Westinthe early  the West. Whatever contact pastors were able to make
post-war years with Lutherans outside the Union was strictly unofficial.

This isolation was keenly felt. There was no one to whom
the Baltic Lutherans could look for aid, comfort, counsel, or encouragement. With
the passing of time, one possibility presented itself. In 1947, the majority of Lutheran
Churches outside the Soviet Union established a new organization of Lutheran
Churches - the Lutheran World Federation. In the eyes of the Lithuanian Lutherans, it
was almost as though there was now an international organization for Lutherans, a kind
of “Lutheran Vatican” which could assist them in this time of Soviet domination.?

The isolation of the Baltic Churches, which began in the earliest days of the Soviet
regime, made any foreign contact by the church or its pastors a very precarious under-
taking. A major program of the Ministry of State Security (MGB, the predecessor to
the KGB) was to determine whether Lithuanian pastors did indeed have any contacts
with the West. The task of determining this was given to agent “Schultz” (Rus. “Lynsy”)
from Moscow, former Lutheran Pastor Arthur Pfeiffer, who came to visit Lithuanian pas-
tors beginning in 1949. He was able to report that occasionally Pastor Jonas Kalvanas of
Taurageé had corresponded with clergy in Latvia and Russian Orthodox clergy. He was
not, however, able to uncover any contacts he may have had with the West. In 1950,
“Schultz” reported that he had learned from Kalvanas that he had some acquaintances
in Sweden and also in East and West Germany with whom he had corresponded in
earlier years. Most of these corresponders had been students with him in Latvia or they
were pastors who had repatriated, but Kalvanas told him that he had no idea where
they were at the present time or how he could get in touch with them if he wanted to.
He said that, in any case, it would be very dangerous for him to have any contact with

The Lutheran World Federation was officially organized at a meeting in Lund, Sweden, 30 June to
6 July 1947, for the purpose of reconciling Lutherans who during the Nazi era had been citizens
of nations which were at war with each other. A central purpose of the organization was to of-
ficially bring to an end anything that might remain of a spirit of antagonism or hostility so that
churches in different lands and cultures could learn to work together. The new Federation would
make its home in Geneva, Switzerland, a city long associated with the notion of mutual collabo-
ration between the nations. The second meeting of the new Federation was held in Hanover,
in the Federal Republic of Germany, 25 July to 3 August 1952. The purpose of this meeting was
to delineate the internal organization of the Federation. At this meeting, the departments of
Theology, World Service, and World Missions were established, and it was declared that young
people in the church should have a voice and vote in the general assemblies of the Federation.
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them at all.2 The security services were not satisfied with the report of “Schultz”, and
in 1951 and 1954 they renewed their efforts by sending him once again to Lithuania to
see if he could learn more.?

Commissioner for Religious Affairs Leonas Pusinis, also investigated the contacts of
Lithuanian pastors and had to report to Moscow in 1953 that the only contacts he could
uncover were with Lutheran pastors in neighbouring Latvia.*

Even during the so-called “thaw”, which had followed Stalin’s death, when some
foreign delegations had been permitted to visit Lithuanian Roman Catholic parishes of
“reliable” priests, there had been no delegations that visited Lutheran congregations
or clergy in Lithuania.®

Invitation to Nine years after the establishment of the LWF, the Consistory
join the LWF received on 6 July 1956, an inquiry from the Executive

Council, asking about Lutheranism in Lithuania and about
conditions in the church. These were matters about which the Consistory dared not
speak openly and freely. In a careful reply, Chairman Vilius Burkevicius wrote on
12 September 1956, thanking the Executive Council for writing and asking them for
more detailed information about the Federation itself. He asked that the Consistory be
sent a copy of the Federation’s constitution.

On 27 September 1956, an invitation arrived on his desk, inviting the Lithuanian
Lutheran Church to send two representatives to the Third General Assembly of the LWF
to meet in Minneapolis, Minnesota, USA, in August 1957. Burkevicius could do little
but thank the Federation for its gracious invitation and inform them that it was their
understanding that the Federation’s estimate that there were 215 000 Lutherans in
Lithuania was far too high. He gave them a number that corresponded to the number of
members which the Consistory had reported to the office of the commissioner in Vilnius.

A copy of the LWF constitution arrived on 19 September. The constitution and
invitation both stirred much discussion in the Consistory. In its 3 November meeting,
the members wondered whether they were considered to be members of this worldwide
organization which was supposed to unite all Lutherans, and Burkevicius was assigned

28 August 1949, and 14 January 1950, reports from agent “Schultz” to the MGB in Moscow. LYA
(Lietuvos Ypatingasis Archyvas (Lithuanian Special Archives)) f. K-1, a 45, b. 704, 60-76.

LYA f. K-1, a 45, b. 704, 18-21.

1 July 1953, reference by Pusinis. LCVA (Lietuvos Centrinis Valstybés Archyvas (Lithuanian Central
State Archives)) f. R-181, a 1, b. 70, 59.

17 May 1956, letter from Pusinis to Olekas, head of the Propaganda and Agitation Department
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Lithuania. LCVAf. R-181,a 1, b. 91, 77.
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the task of looking into the matter. The members of the Consistory were also excited
about the possibility that two Lithuanian representatives might be able to participate
in the Federation’s General Assembly meeting in far-off America.

In response to inquiries from Burkevicius, the Executive Council of the LWF on
22 November issued a formal invitation to the Lithuanian Church to enter into an official
relationship with the Federation. The Consistory would have done so at once were it
within its power to do so, but of course, the matter was out of its hands. The LWF was
a foreign organization headquartered in the West, far outside the Soviet domain. At
that time the most that could be expected from the commissioner and the Lithuanian
Communist Party was that the church might be permitted to attend a peace confer-
ence, held in Moscow or some other Soviet city. The Consistory could do no more than
note in its 6 January minutes that the invitation had been received. Burkevicius and
Kalvanas privately decided to contact the Latvians and Estonians to see if they had
received similar invitations and to inquire whether they were in any position to move
ahead. Both responded that they intended to go to Minneapolis if their governments
permitted them to do so.’

Negative reaction from A copy of the agenda of the coming assembly arrived on
the Commissioner 29 January 1957. On the basis of the proposed program
for Religious Affairs and the decision of its Baltic neighbours to seek permis-

sion to attend, the Lithuanian Consistory discussed
the matter on 14 March and 11 April, and decided to send a delegation in coordination
with the Latvian Church, were the commissioner to permit it.® Commissioner Justas
Rugienis responded emphatically that it would not be permitted - period. The churches
in Latvia and Estonia, however, were permitted to send their representatives.

In the face of this refusal, the Lithuanian Consistory decided in their 13 July meet-
ing to ask the Latvian Consistory to allow its delegation to represent them as well and
to address to the Federation assembly a greeting in the German Language which they
would provide. Kalvanas and Burkevicius delivered the text to Latvian Archbishop

3 November 1956, minutes of the Consistory. KA (Lietuvos evangeliky liuterony Baznycios
Konsistorijos Archyvas Vilniuje (Archives of the Consistory of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
Lithuania in Vilnius)) Konsistorijos protokoly knyga 1955-1990, 14-15.

6 January 1957, minutes of the Consistory. KA Konsistorijos ..., 16-17.
14 March and 11 April 1957, minutes of the Consistory. KA Konsistorijos ..., 18-20.
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Gustavs Tirs at a special service on 26 July 1957, at the rededicating of St. Anna’s Church
in Jelgava.®

The Executive Council wanted to learn more about the Lithuanian Church and wrote
to Burkevicius on 30 November 1957, requesting clarification and more statistical data.
The Consistory decided that, since the LWF was a foreign organization, they would have
to seek advice from the commissioner as to how they should respond.® Commissioner
Rugienis could not decide how to answer this request, and on 23 March the Consistory
put the question to him for the second time. On the advice from Moscow, Rugienis finally
responded that the Consistory could provide the Federation with some statistical data
but nothing over and above the statistical information which they normally supplied to
his office in Vilnius. On 19 April, the Consistory sent its statistics to Geneva.l!

With the tightening of controls during the Khrushchev years, there appears to
have been a blackout of contacts between Geneva and the Lithuanian Church which
lasted until 1962, when first on 25 May and again on 24 October invitations came for
the Lithuanians to attend the Fourth General Assembly in Helsinki to be held in 1963.12

Attitude of the Baltic  Questions concerning whether permission would be given

Lutherans in to attend the Helsinki assembly remained unanswered,
exile concerning but now a further complication arose. Baltic pastors, who
the admission of had either repatriated or fled to the West, were of the opi-
the Soviet Baltic nion that whatever was left of the churches in their

Churches to the LWF homelands was completely under control of the Soviets
and any delegates who came from those countries could
not possibly be anything but Soviet “puppets”, which would be used by the KGB to gain
afoothold in the Federation. They believed that they alone represented the true position
of their mother churches. The Latvian pastors abroad were particularly critical of
the Latvian Church at home and the administration of Archbishop Tdrs.
The matter was further complicated by the decision of the Executive Council to
place before the LWF delegates a resolution voting the Baltic Churches into full mem-
bership. Pastor Ansas Trakis of the Téviské parish in Chicago was the official delegate

13 July 1957, minutes of the Consistory. KA Konsistorijos ..., 22-23; Lietuvos TSR evangeliky
baZnycios kalendorius 1959 (Vilnius: Vaizdas, 1959), 58.

4 January 1958, letter from Burkevicius to Rugienis. JKA (Vyskupo Jono Kalvano archyvas
Tauragéje (The Document Collection in the Library of Bishop Jonas Kalvanas, Sr. in Tauragé))
[Binder] 1958, unpaged.

23 March 1958, minutes of the Consistory. KA Konsistorijos ..., 31-32.
19 April 1958, minutes of the Consistory. KA Konsistorijos ..., 33.
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of the Lithuanian Church in exile and was undecided as to what course of action he
should take in this matter. He had been a classmate of Jonas Kalvanas in Kaunas, and
they had been ordained together in Tauragé. He was certain of Kalvanas’ integrity, but
the attitude of the delegates representing the Latvian and Estonian Churches in exile
was to oppose the inclusion of their mother churches into the LWF.

Trakis sought the advice of Juozas Kajackas, Trustee for Lithuanian Affairs in
Washington. Kajackas responded to Trakis on 27 June 1963, that he had been visited
by Pastor Alexander Veinbergs, a Latvian who complained bitterly about the situation
in the Latvian Lutheran Church at home. He said that the Latvian delegates in the gen-
eral assembly had decided that for moral and political reasons they must strongly
oppose the admission of the Soviet Latvian Church into the Federation. He stated that
Archbishop Tirs had been under church discipline before the war and had been made
archbishop in a synod which the Soviets called and managed from start to finish. He
was a Soviet “puppet” who was permitted to go anywhere he pleased without interfer-
ence. In short, he must be regarded as completely untrustworthy. Kajackas asked what
would be Trakis’ reaction were he to see a pastor from the Soviet Lithuanian Church in
attendance at the Helsinki assembly.??

In his reply to Kajackas on 3 July 1963, Pastor Trakis stated that he had met with
Latvian and Estonian pastors in New York to discuss this matter, since it was clear that
the Soviet-dominated churches did not represent the people. The delegation disagreed
as to how the exile pastors should respond to the requests for membership. He stated
that Pastor Veinbergs had not been in attendance at the meeting, but the Latvians had
decided that, should the Soviet Latvian Church be admitted to Federation member-
ship, the exile pastors would leave the Federation. The Estonians stated that, should
the Soviet Estonian Church be granted membership, they would remain, but would
seek to neutralize their influence. The opinion of the Lithuanians was that churchmen
in their country were not free to speak their minds, but they were still undecided as to
whether or not their church at home should be admitted to membership.

Trakis reported that Pastor Martynas Kavolis of the Toronto ISganytojo parish, who
had at one time served on the Consistory, had, as far as possible, continued to keep in
contact with his friend Chairman Burkevicius. On the basis of their correspondence, it
was thought unlikely that any Lithuanian pastor would be permitted to go to Helsinki.
Trakis noted that his own close friend Jonas Kalvanas was the true spiritual leader of
the church in Lithuania, and recent immigrants from the old country had made it clear
to him that Kalvanas remained staunch and unchanged. The other Lithuanian pastors
also were trustworthy. Pastor Jurgis Gavénis had spent time in the Gulag for his zeal,

27 June 1963, letter from Kajackas to Trakis. LCVA f. 656, a 2, b. 891, 52.
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and Pastor Mikas Preiksaitis was an outspoken patriot. Even though the Bolsheviks liked
to spring surprises, as when the Hungarian Bishop Lajos Ordass was permitted to go to
Minneapolis, it would be more than extraordinarily surprising if any of the Lithuanian
clergy would be permitted to attend the Helsinki assembly. He went on to state that
although many thought that Ordass was a Soviet agent, he was elected vice-president of
the LWF, and when he returned home, he was placed under house arrest. The Lutheran -
the journal of United Lutheran Church in America, which represented the opinions of
the LWF President Franklin Clark Fry, suggested that it was to be expected that every
delegation from the east would have in it a Soviet agent and that they probably would
not be hard to spot. Despite this, it was important that the beleaguered Lutherans in
the captive nations should have this contact with the rest of the church. Therefore,
the Federation should not tire in its efforts to bring delegates from these nations to
the assembly.

Trakis concluded that no radical position should be taken, but that it should always
be emphatically and boldly stated that the churches in the Soviet Baltic Republics and
those who speak for them are enslaved. All must be diligent in fighting the diabolical
plans of Moscow to convert the world to Communism. On the very day that Trakis and
Martynas Brakas, the chairman of the Minor Lithuanian Resistance Movement and mem-
ber of the Lithuanian Freedom Committee in New York, left for Sweden and Finland,
Kajackas wrote in his journal that Brakas thought that it was very unlikely that he would
see any Lithuanians in Helsinki. His own thinking on the matter was that it should be
noted that the Roman Pontiff permitted Metropolitan Alexis |, the Patriarch of Moscow,
to send his representatives to the sessions of the Second Vatican Council, therefore
the Lithuanian Lutherans in exile ought not to show themselves more “papal” in their
opposition to Moscow than the pope himself.!*

Further efforts to For their part, the Lithuanians very much wanted to attend
join the LWF the fourth assembly of the Federation. At a meeting of

the Consistory Presidium on 21 March 1963, it was decided
that Chairman Burkevicius should seek official permission to attend, along with a dele-
gate to be named by him. It was noted that Finland was a country “friendly” to the Soviet
Union and the churches in Latvia and Estonia were both planning to send delegates.”

3 July 1963, letter from Trakis to Kajackas. LCVA f. 656, a 2, b. 891, 53-54; 24 July 1963, “Pro
Memoria” by Kajackas. LCVA f. 656, a 2, b. 891, 60.

21 March 1963, minutes of the Presidium of the Consistory. LCVA f. R-181,a 1, b. 144, 12.
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On 27 March, Burkevicius wrote to Commissioner Rugienis giving a short history
of the LWF and the invitations which had been issued to the Lithuanians to attend
the assemblies of the Federation. He stated that the “infirmity of his health” had made
it impossible for him to go to Minneapolis, and that for this reason, the church had
contented itself with sending an official greeting. Now a new assembly was planned
to be held in Helsinki, and it would be most unfortunate, were the Lithuanian Church
to remain separate from its brothers in faith and be unable to send its representative
together with the representatives of the Latvian and Estonian Churches to participate
in this assembly.®

Several months earlier, on 21 December 1962, Commissioner Rugienis had made his
own position clear to Moscow in a letter to Chairman Alexey Puzin. He was emphatic
in stating that after close examination it was clear that none of the Lithuanian mem-
bers of the Consistory could be regarded as reliable and suitable to go abroad.
Commissioner’s response to the 27 March request came as no surprise. He informed
the Consistory that he saw no need for the Lithuanian Church to be represented at
Helsinki. On 18 May 1963, the Consistory discussed the matter again and decided to
send a telegram to the assembly on 28 July, bringing the greetings of the Lutheran
Church in Lithuania.®

Five days before the Helsinki assembly opened, an article under the headline
“Beware of Our Own Spies” appeared in Téviskés Ziburiai, the Lithuanian newspaper
in Chicago, by its correspondent J. Grikis in Sweden. Grikis noted that in a few days
the Lutheran World Federation would assemble in Finland, a neutral country on which
the Soviet Union was able to exercise great influence. The Soviets would undoubt-
edly try to influence the course of the assembly. It was especially significant that at
this assembly the captive and Soviet-dominated churches in Estonia and Latvia were
seeking membership in the Federation. The Estonian delegation, which was headed by
Archbishop Jaan Kiivit, was under the thumb of the Soviet regime. Strongly opposed to
it was the delegation of the Estonian emigrant church, led by Bishop Johannes Oskar
Lauri in Sweden. So too, the Latvian Church would be bidding for membership. This
church, which was also strongly controlled by the regime, was opposed by the Latvian
Church in exile, because it was clear that the Soviets wanted the church at home to
pursue its own objectives in the Federation. The Latvians and Estonians abroad have
published a booklet that told the story of the brutal domination that militant atheism

27 March 1963, letter from Burkevicius to Rugienis. LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 144, 11.
2 December 1962, letter from Rugienis to Puzin. LCVA f. R-181,a 1, b. 134, 73.
18 May 1963, minutes of the Consistory. KA Konsistorijos ..., 64.
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had visited upon the churches. All patriots must strongly oppose the admission of these
churches into the LWF.*®

The meeting of the assembly was held from 30 July until 11 August. When the ques-
tion of the admission of the Latvian and Estonian Churches came before the assembly,
the emigrant Latvians and Estonians indicated their grave reservations. In his report
of 16 September 1963 to Petras Povilas Daudzvardis, the Lithuanian General Consul in
Chicago, Trakis stated that although the individual delegates of the churches should be
held under suspicion, the Federation decided that the churches themselves should be
admitted to membership. If they did not, the communists would be handed a propa-
ganda weapon to use against the church. He went on to say that when the delegates
from Latvia and Estonia spoke publicly they followed instructions, but he had spoken
to many of them in private and there they spoke quite freely and in very different terms.
When asked whether exchange visits between the churches abroad and the churches
at home would be possible, they admitted that they were in no position to make any
decision about it. Furthermore, when on the floor of the assembly African delegates
complained about Western colonialism, the Lithuanian delegate Brakas publicly
stated that Soviet colonialism was far more wicked. At least the Western nations had
brought Christianity to Africa, but the Soviets did everything in their power to sup-
press Christianity. As Trakis expected, the Lithuanian Church at home had not been
permitted to send any delegate to Helsinki. Their greetings and regrets were read to
the assembly. Trakis noted that some of the delegates to the assembly were permit-
ted to visit Leningrad and Moscow and had come back with glowing reports of life in
the Soviet Union.?®

On his way back to Chicago from Helsinki, Pastor Trakis stopped in Germany to
visit Pastor Adolfas Keleris and the Lithuanian community. The German Lithuanians
expressed great regret that the Lithuanian Church at home was not able to send
the delegates to the assembly. Trakis said that he had had a fruitful meeting with
Archbishop Tirs, Prof. Dr. A. Prey, as well as Pastors Péteris Kleperis and Roberts
Priede. He also said that he had given to Tirs and some of his delegates valuable
books unavailable in Lithuania to be delivered by them to Pastor Kalvanas. Among
these were some copies of the New Testament, Luther’s Small Catechism, and
a recently published book on Martynas Mazvydas, the author of the first printed
book in Lithuanian language. Kalvanas later commented about Helsinki that it was

J. Grikis, “Saugomeés savuyjy Snipy,” in Téviskés Ziburiai (25 July 1963, No. 30), 1; LCVA f. 656, a 2,
b. 891, 61.

17 September 1963, “Pro Memoria” by Daudzvardis. LCVA f. 656, a 2, b. 891, 67; LCVAf. 648, a 2,
b. 256, 26.
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sad that the Lithuanian Church had not been able to join the LWF with its northern
neighbours.?

Soon officials of the LWF expressed a desire to visit the new member churches
in the Soviet Baltic republics. While they were in the region, they ought also to visit
the Lithuanian Lutherans with whom they had been in correspondence for almost a dec-
ade. They sent their request to Moscow to the office of Religious Affairs. Chairman
Puzin decided to ask Rugienis his opinion as to whether it was wise to allow the LWF to
visit Lithuania. Rugienis was not favourably inclined. In fact, he recalled that one year
earlier the Israeli ambassador to the Soviet Union had travelled from Moscow to Vilnius
by car and had created a stir by stopping abruptly in the streets of Vilnius to chat with
passers-by. To see such a stranger in a strange foreign automobile created quite a sensa-
tion, and Rugienis did not want to see that sort of thing repeated. He was particularly
upset that the ambassador and his party had wished to visit a synagogue and to give
Russian-Hebrew dictionaries and other literature and to stir up hopes in the Jewish
community that they would soon be free to leave for Israel. Rugienis regarded the Israeli
ambassador and everyone like him as troublemakers and spies who kept the KGB busy
trying to neutralize the effects of their visits. Rugienis vetoed the notion of the LWF
visit to Lithuania, giving as his reason the fact that all Lithuanian Lutheran parishes
were in zones closed to foreigners. He suggested that Pastor Kalvanas and Chairman
Burkevicius could be allowed to go to Riga to meet the foreigners there. In fact, no
Lithuanian pastor was permitted to travel to Riga when the Federation leaders made
their visit to the Baltic.?

Two years later, the Latvian and Estonian archbishops invited the LWF officials to
once again visit the Baltic Soviet Republics. This time the Baltic bishops decided that
the visit should be coordinated with the Lithuanian Consistory. Excited by the prospect
of visitors from the West, the Consistory meeting of 25 August 1966, included a discus-
sion about where such a meeting with foreign church officials could be held. There
were no longer parish congregations in Kaunas and Vilnius. Their property had been
seized. It was decided that the best location for such a meeting would be Kretinga,
Siluté, or Tauragé. At the same time, Chairman Burkevi¢ius was asked to petition for
the return of the Vilnius and Kaunas Churches, so that there would be a suitable place
in which to meet with foreign guests.?® Rugienis, however, was as opposed to a foreign

24 August 1963, letter from Fricas Slenteris to Kalvanas. JKA Atskiri nuorasai nuo 1958.06.27,
unpaged.

14 March 1964, letter from Rugienis to Puzin. LCVA f. R-181, a 3, b. 68, 81; Rugienis’ report to
the Council for Religious Affairs in Moscow for 1964. LCVA f. R-181, a 3, b. 67, 43-44.

25 August 1966, minutes of the Consistory. KA Konsistorijos ..., 74-75; LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 153,
98.

160



visit as he had been in the past. The Lutheran foreigners would not be permitted to
enter the republic, but Pastor Kalvanas and Chairman Burkevicius would be allowed
to meet with them in Riga.

So it was that after 10 years of exchanges of correspondence, Chairman Burkevicius
and Pastor Kalvanas were able to meet with the General Secretary Andre Appel, Pastor
Paul Hansen, head of the Department of Minority Churches, and Ivar Asheim, head of
the Department of Theology. On 6 December 1966, Kalvanas reported to Rugienis about
the results of these conversations. He stated that Burkevicius and he had responded
favourably when asked whether the Lithuanian Lutheran Church would like to join
the Federation, which comprises churches representing 70 million Lutherans world-
wide, and whether they would like the LWF to take the matter up with the Council
on Religious Affairs in Moscow. In the course of the exchange of greetings between
the groups, General Secretary André Appel asked that his greeting be conveyed to all
parishes and church workers in Lithuania, and Chairman Burkevicius declared his hope
that representatives of the LWF would soon be permitted to visit Lithuania.?*

In accordance with established procedures, the Lithuanian Consistory was obliged
to translate the correspondence between the LWF and the Lithuanians into Lithuanian
for the benefit of Commissioner Rugienis. In a letter, written on 26 October by the newly
appointed General Secretary Carl H. Mau to Burkevicius, Rugienis saw that the LWF
wished not only to visit the country but also to provide some material aid to the church
by sending books and supporting the training of pastors. In his letter, Mau included
the LWF statutes, asked for a copy of the statutes of the Lithuanian Church and noted
that a request for membership would have to come from a person or persons author-
ized to make such a request. In the case of Lithuania that would likely be the church’s
Consistory. The same day, former General Secretary Appel wrote to Pastor Kalvanas,
saying that the time was now ripe for the Lithuanian Church to seek membership. He
stated that the Federation was ready and willing to help the church in a variety of ways
with material aid, assistance in the training of pastors, theological literature, and other
help to parishes.”

The delegation’s impressions about the visit to the Soviet Union were published
under the title “Lasting Impressions About the Worship Life of the Churches in the Soviet

6 December 1966, Kalvanas’ report to Rugienis. LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 147, 22; JKA Pasauliné
Liuterony Sgjunga 1966-1967, unpaged; 14 January 1967, letter from Kalvanas to Kristupas
Gudaitis. JKA Atskiri nuorasai nuo 1958.06.27, unpaged. Lietuvos TSR evangeliky baZnycios ka-
lendorius 1968 (Vilnius: Vaizdas, 1968), 69.

26 October 1966, letter from Mau to Burkevicius. LCVAf. R-181,a 1, b. 147, 27-28; JKA Pasauliné ...,
unpaged; 26 October 1966, letter from Appel to Kalvanas. LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 147, 23; JKA
Pasauliné ..., unpaged.
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Union”. The article appeared in the November 10 issue of Junge Kirche published in
Dortmund. The delegates expressed their great joy at being able to visit Lutheran com-
munities in Latvia and Estonia, and for having been able to talk with representatives
of the Lithuanian Lutheran community, which was the only minority church in Europe
not in the LWF. They expressed some concern that nowhere was there a regular con-
tinuing program to prepare pastors. Since there were no seminaries, the training of
future pastors was limited to short courses, held only periodically. In a meeting with
representatives of the Council for Religious Affairs, they stated that their priority was to
provide Bibles and theological literature for the churches and to open the way for them
to participate fully in the general assemblies of the Federation and its other programs.
They also asked about the possibility that the Council might provide some official rec-
ognition to the small scattered groups of Lutherans that still existed in various parts
of the Soviet Union. The Executive Committee also sought to establish some ecumeni-
cal contacts by visiting Baptist and Orthodox churches in Leningrad and the Russian
Orthodox Theological Academy in that city. %

The report that Kalvanas delivered in person to Rugienis on 6 December 1966, raised
great concerns for the commissioner and his assistant Andrej Murnikov. It appeared
that foreign Lutherans wanted to undo their anti-church policies which they had been
working so hard to accomplish and to rebuild what they had been systematically tearing
down. Rugienis inquired about the health of Chairman Burkevicius and then casually
stated that what Kalvanas reported would, of course, be carefully considered but that
there was no need to rush into establishment of any kind of continuing relationship
with the LWF.?

Church’s decision Kalvanas and BurkeviCius thought that it was time to act
to join the LWF and to move forward to bring the Lithuanian Lutheran
bypassing the Council Church into the LWF despite Rugienis’ prohibitions. It had
for Religious Affairs to be done in such a way that Chairman Burkevicius would

appear to be neutral and uninvolved. Together, Kalvanas
and Burkevicius resolved to use the occasion of the annual New Year’s service, which
would be held in 1967 in the Skirsnemuné church on 8 January. It was decided that
Chairman Burkevicius would find it impossible to attend on that day, and that despite
his absence, all Lithuanian Lutheran pastors and parish chairmen, along with

Translation of the article into Russian for Rugienis. JKA Pasauliné ..., unpaged.

12 December 1966, handwritten entry by Kalvanas to the letter, listing the copies of documents
given to Rugienis. JKA Pasauliné ..., unpaged.
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the members of the Consistory and the audit commission, would be present and would
formally petition the LWF in Geneva for membership.

What they planned was, of course, highly irregular and quite illegal. It was a Sunday
church service being turned into a kind of synodical meeting without permission from
Vilnius or even the local executive committee. Furthermore, the purpose of this “synod”
was to act without authorisation to request permission to join a Western group.

Twenty-seven parish chairmen, eight pastors, and six deacons, together with
the Consistory and audit commission, met and, drawing attention to the fact that both
the Latvian and Estonian Churches had been included in the Federation, formally asked
to be admitted. Burkevicius, of course, was not present, but he lost no time in firing
off a letter on the very next day, 9 January 1967, to General Secretary Appel in Geneva,
formally requesting the admission of the Lithuanian Lutheran Church to membership
in the Federation.?®

The deed was done. The letter made it through the KGB censors unopened, and
within a few days, it arrived on the desk of General Secretary Appel. On the same day,
9 January, Burkevicius sent a note to Rugienis, stating that he had been requested by
the Church to send to Geneva a request for membership, and he had done what he
had been requested to do. Enclosed in a letter was the application for membership.?°

The commissioner’s Rugienis was at the time busily preparing an annual report
reaction to Moscow. Now he added to it this information, stating

that the Lutherans, who otherwise seemed very quiet,
were getting on the international front as a result of their contacts with the LWF in Riga
in 1966. The LWF appeared to be very interested in the situation of the Lithuanian
Church, even to the point of suggesting that they would like to send theological litera-
ture and help to improve the training of the pastors. Prompted by the Federation,
the Lithuanians had for the first time called an illegal meeting of the Consistory and
congregations and had produced an official petition for membership. Burkevicius, who
had always presented himself as loyal and obedient, had now shown himself to be
two-faced. He had agreed that the matter of LWF membership could not be brought
up, but he had broken his word. He had been responsible for the meeting. He had sent
the request to Geneva, and then after that had simply informed Rugienis of this fait

8 January 1967, “Declaration of the Evangelical-Lutheran Church in the Lithuanian SSR on
the Matter of Joining the Lutheran World Federation (LWF).” LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 147, 41; JKA
Pasauliné ..., unpaged.
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accompli. The commissioner further noted that since the Riga meeting Kalvanas had
been in frequent contact with the LWF officials.*®

On 24 January 1967, Kalvanas was informed by the Tauragé executive committee
that he was to appear before Rugienis in two days. Burkevicius was also to attend,
but he pleaded illness, and Kalvanas stood alone before Rugienis and Murnikov on
January 26. He was reprimanded for having worked together with Burkevicius to gather
signatures and send a request for membership in the LWF to Geneva without permis-
sion. Rugienis announced that he had decided that from now on Burkevicius would be
required to have an assistant who would do all the real work, while he continued only
as afigurehead. Furthermore, from this point forward, all foreign correspondence must
cross his desk in Vilnius.?* On 14 March, Rugienis reported to Piotr Makarcev, Deputy
Chairman of the Council for Religious Affairs in Moscow that the Lithuanians had taken
thisillegal action and that he had decreed that he must henceforth specifically approve
all foreign correspondence of the Lutheran Church. He included as evidence a facsimile
of the Lutheran petition.3?

Rugienis was faced with an accomplished action. If he would not allow the Lithuanian
Church to take its place in the LWF, it could be generally stated that Soviet claims
about freedom of conscience and religion were empty words. He did what he could.
His actions were a strong reprimand to Burkevicius and Kalvanas, and it was now clear
that if the church took other actions out of line with instructions, the repercussions
would be more serious.

Rugienis was limited in what further he might choose to take. He instructed
the Consistory to request that the LWF not act on their application until they were able
to be in attendance at a meeting of the assembly. Rugienis could not rescind their appli-
cation, but he could delay their acceptance.® No Lutheran pastors had yet been allowed
to go abroad, nor would they be permitted to do so any time soon. The Consistory’s
letter to the LWF, dated 25 June, read, as follows: “We would like to send a delegation
of members of the Consistory there so that, if necessary, we can make a report about
the life of our Church in Soviet Lithuania. Therefore, we ask that this issue be considered
only in our presence.”*

Rugienis’ report to the Council for Religious Affairs in Moscow for 1966. LCVA f. R-181,a 3, b. 72,
33-34.
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Admission of The letter crossed in the mail letter from Appel to
the Church to the LWF  the Consistory, dated 27 June 1967. Therein, he stated that

he was happy to announce that in its meeting in Waterloo,
Ontario, Canada, the Executive Committee had acted positively on the application of
the Lithuanian Church for admission. “The Lutheran Church of the Republic of Lithuania
of the Soviet Union is accepted as the Federation Church.” Now only one obstacle
remained. There would be a one-year waiting period, because the statutes required
that no church could join the Federation if more than one-third of the member churches
disagreed.

Rugienis’ ploy was of no effect. The Executive Committee of the Federation had
already decided to accept the Lithuanians, and it was not likely that any member
churches were going to object. In fact, it was likely that many of them had never heard
of Lithuania, since there was no longer any country of that name on the map. Appel con-
cluded his letter by stating that the good thoughts and prayers of the member churches
and the Executive Committee were with the Lithuanians, and that they would look
forward to working with them in the future.®

Interpreting the situation in his own way, Rugienis reported to Moscow in January
1968 that the officials in the Lutheran Federation had now declared their solidarity with
the Lithuanian Church to work together toward the future. He noted also that the offi-
cers of the LWF were very anxious to come to Lithuania, where they would undoubtedly
encourage and stir up the spirits of both clergy and laity.*

Commissioner’s Because they had met only two pastors of the Lithuanian
determination to Church in Riga, the officers of the LWF wanted to come to
prevent the LWF Lithuania to take a look at the church which they were now
officials from admitting into membership. On 29 June 1967, Appel wrote
visiting Lithuania to Burkevicius that he and his colleagues were anxious to

come to Lithuania. They would be traveling to the Soviet
Union on 13-28 September and would like him to coordinate with the appropriate Soviet
officials in Vilnius so that they could come also to Lithuania. He went on to state that
there should be ample time for them to have a lengthy visit.*”

27 June 1967, letter from Appel to Burkevicius. LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 147, 77; JKA Pasauliné ...,
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Burkevicius and Kalvanas took the request to Commissioner Rugienis who
responded that he wanted to think about it for a while. On 28 July, Kalvanas wrote to
Appel that the commissioner was taking the matter into consideration, but they had
not yet received any decision from him.* As late as 9 August, nothing had been heard,
so the Consistory into its minutes wrote the statement that Appel and his associates
wanted to come, and that for this reason they were making preliminary arrangements
for the LWF officials to meet in Tauragé, Zemaiciy Naumiestis, or Siluté, of course, with
the kind permission of the commissioner.*

Now Rugienis had to make a decision. He decided that he could not permit the visit.
He did not want the Lutherans to be stirred up. Pastor Kalvanas had to send regrets to
Mau, stating that the Consistory had been informed that the visit could not be held -
most likely, because all Lithuanian Lutheran parishes were in closed territories.

Indeed, in his 20 November 1967, letter to Chairman Vladimir Kuroyedov in Moscow,
Rugienis stated that this proposed visit of the Lutherans had provoked much discussion
not only in his office but also in the Central Committee of the Lithuanian Communist
Party and various other governmental agencies. It was decided that this visit was not
advantageous, since the only open city in the country was Vilnius, and there was no
longer a Lutheran parish, church, or pastor there. Furthermore, most of the churches
were located as far away from Vilnius as 300-350 kilometres.*® The Moscow Council
responded on 2 December that it concurred with his decision. There was no reason
why the Lutheran Consistory should invite any LWF delegation to visit the Lutheran
churches.”

The Consistory got the message. When it received the word that the officers of
the Federation again wished to visit the Soviet Union on 10-24 March, they could only
take in the information without comment.*? Later, the visit moved up to 27 May, and
Paul Hansen wrote to Burkevicius, asking that the Consistory coordinate matters with
the Latvians and Estonians, so that the LWF officials could visit some pastoral confer-
ences and parishes.®

Kalvanas was permitted to go abroad for the first time in 1968, when he received
invitation to attend a conference of Lutheran minority churches, held by the LWF
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in Budapest, Hungary. There he met Appel and Hansen who once again expressed
the desire to visit Lithuanian parishes while on their upcoming tour to the Soviet Union
in June 1968. Kalvanas told them that, since there was no Lutheran church in Vilnius, it
would be best to postpone any visit to the country until later. What could be arranged
was for some Lithuanian pastors to meet with them in Latvia and Estonia. At the same
meeting, delegates of the Baltic Churches were asked what the Federation could do to
help them in the education of pastors, ministry among young people, and other areas
of concern. They were told that the churches had no need of any material aid. What
was needed was moral support and increased friendly contacts with other Lutherans.**

Subsequently, Pastor Kalvanas and Pastor Gustavas Rauskinas met on 11-13 June
in Riga with officers from Geneva, including Carl Mau and Paul Hansen. In his report to
Rugienis, Kalvanas relayed what train they had taken, what hotel they stayed in, and
where they had taken their meals. He even mentioned their visit to the Salaspils where
there had been a Nazi concentration camp and of their trip by taxi to Sigulda where
a special service was held in which Paul Hansen preached in German and Pastor Harald
Kalnins (Kalnin$) translated his words into Latvian. He mentioned that after the service
a lady came to Pastor Hansen and gave him a piece of paper on which the following
words were written in German: “There were two asses standing in our pulpit and bray-
ing. Neither one of them knew the Bible nor was either of them converted.” Hansen
reported this incident at the restaurant of the hotel “Riga”, and the Latvians assured
him that this was not normal. It was a sectarian attempt to embarrass the Lutherans.
Kalvanas went on to state to Rugienis that he would have liked to have a long personal
conversation with the visitors, but it was impossible because of the loud popular music
that was being played in the restaurant. He mentioned also that Hansen gave Pastor
Rauskinas three Bibles and gave him two Bibles. He also gave them some theological
booklets which he had brought along. There were also some ecumenical meetings and
a meeting with comrade Prolets Liepa, Latvian commissioner for Religious Affairs, who
spoke about religious life in Latvia. He stated that when he personally was asked to
describe church life in Lithuania, he stated: “We have seven pastors, but only six of
them are preaching because Chairman Burkevicius is ill.” Pastor Kalvanas seemed to
have a gift for spinning a tale so that he was able to go on at great length while reveal-
ing very little.®

The Geneva officials were still wondering when they would be able to visit Lithuania.
A new occasion to bring up the matter came on 14 September 1969, when the newly
elected Latvian Archbishop Janis Matulis was to be officially installed. The LWF

6 May 1968, Kalvanas’ report to Rugienis, 1968. LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 163, 108.
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officials announced that they would like to come to Lithuania on 16-17 September.
The Consistory sent off a hurried reply on 21 August, stating that, although they would
appreciate the visit and would do everything possible to bring it about, the final decision
about it was not in their hands.*

Moscow responded favourably, saying that the LWF officials would be allowed to
come to Lithuania, and the visitors were issued visas to permit them to visit Tauragé.
Elated Geneva officials wrote to Kalvanas: “We have gotten all the necessary permis-
sions and we are coming.” Kalvanas met them at the installation service in Riga, where
he was informed by them that they would not be coming to Lithuania after all.*’

What happened was recounted in a report by Rugienis to Chairman Kuroyedov in
Moscow in January 1970. He stated that the Lutherans were trying to solidify their
relationship with the Federation. The LWF had been told in Budapest that there would
be no visits allowed, but despite that, they still tried to do everything possible so that
they could learn about Lutheran church life in Lithuania. They were even allowed to
get visas in Geneva to come to Tauragé, even though everyone knew that this simply
was not permitted. When they got to Moscow the whole matter was cleared up, and
they were not allowed to sneak into Lithuania. There was no need for them to continue
corresponding, for they had written no less than 12 letters to Lithuanian Lutherans
and had even gone so far as to invite Kalvanas to come to Switzerland for a vacation
with all expenses paid. “We immediately informed Kalvanas that if he needed a rest,
we could arrange for him to visit one of our sanatoriums and rest centres.” Kalvanas
read his correspondence from Geneva very carefully and tries to fulfil their requests
minutely, Rugienis added.*®

Now plans were being made for the fifth general assembly of the Federation to be
held in 1970 in Porto Alegre, Brazil. Delegates from Lithuania were sent official invita-
tions to attend as full members. On 21 August, the Consistory decided to send an official
request to Rugienis for permission to Kalvanas to go to Porto Alegre.* The matter was
discussed again in the 5 December 1968 meeting, at which Burkevicius stated that he
thought that Brazil was very far away to go for a meeting but that if the Baltic Churches
together could form a delegation to attend, then Pastor Kalvanas ought to be the one

21 August 1969, minutes of the Consistory. LCVA f. R-181, a 1, b. 163, 77; KA Konsistorijos ..., 84-85.
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sent to represent the Lithuanians.*® Rugienis, however, had no intention whatever of
allowing Kalvanas or any other Lithuanian pastor to visit a non-Socialist country, and
he made that clear in his reply.

It was only five weeks before the assembly was to convene in Porto Alegre that
Geneva caved into the complaints of some member churches concerning the abuses
of human rights in Brazil, and it was decided to move the meeting to Evian, France.
Because of the complaints raised by many factions, including youth delegates, the LWF
was completely restructured, and a resolution on human rights was passed along with
a recommendation that each member church now declare pulpit and altar fellowship
with all other Federation churches.

The Lithuanian embassy in exile and the Lithuanian Lutherans abroad were still
under the mistaken impression that Kalvanas was going to participate in this meet-
ing and put forward reports that he was indeed present. Juozas Kajeckas, Trustee for
Lithuanian Affairs in Washington, on 24 July even wrote that this was the first time that
a Lithuanian pastor had been able to come to the West, when in fact Kalvanas never got
any further West than the border with Kaliningrad Region on the westside of Tauragé.*!

It was a matter of some concern to the LWF that, although they were permitted to
visit Moscow, Leningrad, Riga, and Tallinn, they were not permitted to enter Lithuania at
all, not even to visit the open city of Vilnius. Federation officials in Geneva determined
that it must simply be the result of some bureaucratic misunderstanding that could be
easily cleared up. On 1 October 1970, Appel again was fishing for an invitation, writing
to Kalvanas that he would very much like to come to make a visitation of the Lutheran
Church in Lithuania.

Kalvanas responded in the letter of 29 October, which was closely examined by
Rugienis, in which he thanked Appel for the offer of a relaxing visit to Switzerland
and stated that unfortunately there simply had not been enough time to assemble all
the necessary documents. He also regretted that fate had not allowed the Lithuanian
delegates to attend the general assembly in Evian along with the Estonian and Latvian
delegates. As he had said in the past, he and the church would be delighted to have
visitors from Geneva but the matter was out of their hands. He would have to take it
up again with the commissioner for religious affairs.>?

Rugienis, of course, would not allow any such visit, and he wrote to Moscow in
January 1971 that these incessant requests were becoming of a nuisance. It was his
opinion that Appel and his “gang” were trying to sneak into Lithuania using as a pretext
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the statement that they merely wanted to catch a quick glance at spiritual life in
the country. They had been told quite clearly time and time again that they could not
come, but they kept hammering away and pushing to get their way. In addition, although
Kalvanas appeared to be collaborating with the government, it was clear that, were
the LWF officials to come, this would certainly enhance his reputation and his authority
in the church, and it would likely spark new life in the congregations.>

Apparently Rugienis thought that to satisfy the LWF officials it would be sufficient
to allow Kalvanas to visit them in Geneva. Therefore, for the first time, a Lithuanian
Lutheran pastor was permitted to enter a non-Socialist country, a country which was
one of the financial centres of world capitalism. On 26 March, Kalvanas had a 60 minute
meeting with General Secretary Appel. Concerning it, he reported back to Rugienis that
he told the general secretary that the Lithuanian Church had 20 000 members.**

Later, in 1972, the LWF had issued a general information bulletin which stated that
the Lithuanian Church was not open to public view by the rest of the world churches
because of governmental policies. Perhaps it was hoped that such a public statement
would move the commissioner in Vilnius to rethink his position.* It did not. Lithuania
remained closed. On 15 February 1973, Murnikov wrote to Moscow that his department
was happy to allow Lithuanian pastors to attend the LWF meetings in Latvia and Estonia
because that kept the foreigners from coming to Lithuania.*

It would not be until 1977, ten years after the church had joined the LWF, that the com-
missioner’s office would show any change of heart in this regard and give permission for
LWF officials to visit Lithuania. On 8 May 1978, European Secretary Paul Hansen, accom-
panied by Risto Lehtonen, director of the Department of Church Cooperation, came to
Vilnius for the first time and met with representatives of the Lithuanian Church.*’
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Conclusion The Lithuanian Lutheran Church saw the Lutheran World

Federation as an organization that could pave the way for
establishing links with Lutheranism in the West during the period of Soviet dominion.
In 1956, the LWF established communication with the Lithuanian Church, but with
the tightening of controls during the “Khrushchev Thaw”, the contacts between Geneva
and the Church apparently were interrupted until 1962.

Unlike the Latvian and Estonian Lutheran Churches in Exile, the Lithuanian Lutheran
Church in Diaspora did not object to the Lithuanian Church joining the LWF. However,
the Church was denied entry by the office of the Commissioner for Religious Affairs in
Vilnius. Despite the commissioner’s objections, the Church applied for membership in
January 1967.

The commissioner considered this action disloyal to the Soviet government, but he
could not rescind it, as this would mean that Soviet claims to religious freedom were
empty words. He could only instruct the Consistory to ask the LWF not to take any action
on the Church’s application until its representatives could attend the assembly meeting.
No Lutheran pastor had yet been allowed to travel abroad, nor would be permitted to do
soin the near future. The commissioner’s ploy had no effect. The Federation’s Executive
Committee had already decided to grant membership to the Lithuanian Church.

Although Bishop Jonas Kalvanas was allowed to attend LWF events, the commis-
sioner used all possible means to prevent its leaders from visiting Lithuania. In his
opinion, such visits would likely breathe new life into the congregations. It was not
until 1977 that the commissioner gave permission for LWF officials to visit Lithuania.
The first such visit took place in 1978.

Kopsavilkums Padomju varas iestazu reakcija uz Lietuvas
Luteranu baznicas centieniem pievienoties
Pasaules Luteranu federacijai

Lietuvas Luteranu baznica uzskatija Pasaules Luteranu federaciju par organizaciju,
kas padomju varas apstaklos varétu radit iespéju pavért celu saiSu nodibinasanai ar
luteranismu Rietumos. 1956. gada PLF nodibinaja sakarus ar Lietuvas baznicu, tomer,
pastiprinoties kontrolei “Hru¢ova atku3na” laika, kontakti starp Zenévu un baznicu
partrika un, iespéjams, neatsakas lidz 1962. gadam.

Atskiriba no Latvijas un Igaunijas trimdas luteranu baznicam, Lietuvas luteranu baz-
nica diaspora neiebilda pret Lietuvas baznicas pievienoSanos PLF. Tomér Religijas lietu
padomes komisara birojs Vilna atteica baznicai uznemsanu. Neskatoties uz komisara
iebildumiem, baznica 1967. gada janvari iesniedza pieteikumu uznemsanai PLF.

Komisars uzskatija $o ricibu par nelojalu padomiju valdibai, tomér nevaréja atsaukt
So pieteikumu, jo tas nozimétu, ka padomju apgalvojumi par PSRS pastavoso religisko
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brivibu ir tuksi vardi. Vin$ varéja tikai uzdot konsistorijai lugt PLF neveikt nekadas
darbibas attieciba uz Lietuvas baznicas pieteikumu lidz bridim, kameér tas parstaviji
varés apmeklét asamblejas sanaksmi. Nevienam luteranu macitajam vel nebija atlauts
celot uz arzemém, Sada atlauja nebija paredzama ari tuvakaja nakotné. Par spiti tam,
komisara stratégija nelava panakt ceréto - PLF izpildkomiteja jau bija nolémusi uznemt
Lietuvas baznicu federacija.

Lai gan biskapam Jonam Kalvanam bija atlauts apmeklét PLF pasakumus, komisars
izmantoja visus iespejamos lidzeklus, lai nepielautu PLF vaditaju viziti Lietuva. Vinaprat,
sadi apmekléjumi varétu iedvest jaunu dzivibu draudzés. Tikai 1977. gada komisars deva
atlauju PLF amatpersonam apmeklét Lietuvu. Pirma vizite notika 1978. gada.
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