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(1908—1994).2 Basing his research on material in archives in Latvia and for-
eign countries (Russia, France, the Vatican), Professor Strods described it in a
monograph3 of some 70 pages. Research into the history of some Catholic
churches and their congregations4 and the life of Cardinal Julijans Vaivods’
has already begun.

Besides the nonviolent resistance movement of the laity against the Soviet
regime, the resistance movement of the Church can also be regarded as a
particular kind of resistance. The struggle against the Catholic Church was
led by the authorities - CPSU CC and LCP CC Latvia, where antireligious
propaganda was directed by a special instructor, as well as the regional com-
mittees of the towns and districts. The instructions of the authorities were
carried out by the Council of Religious Cults of the LSSR and executive com-
mittees in the towns and districts.

During the communist occupation the persecution of the Catholic Church
concerned all the faithful, the whole Catholic Church. There were violations
of the economic, political and civil rights of the Church in all spheres. That is
why we must speak about the general persecution of the Catholic Church,
which was primarily part of the communist struggle against the “rotten West-
ern culture” and its “watchdog”, the Pope.

In the economic sphere, parishes were deprived of land and houses, which
was to destroy them economically, as it was written in communist reports. In
the political sphere, the communists tried to establish their pseudoreligion —
Marxism-Leninism - in the place of the oldest Christian confession in Latvia.
Marxism-Leninism was intended to re-educate or destroy adults and to edu-
cate the young in the spirit of communist ideology, in order to form “homo
sovieticus”, turning Latvia into a launching pad for a jump to Western coun-
tries in order to establish the supremacy of this destructive ideology there.

The Catholic Church in Latvia prepared for the communist occupation
in 1944 with the instruction from the Archbishop of Riga, A. Springoviés
(1876-1958), for all the priests to stay in their places. With the communist
occupation approaching, 36 priests emigratedo, notably from Kurzeme
(18.5%). Three bishops — J. Rancans (1886-1969), A. Urbsis (1879-1965)
and B. Sloskins (1893-1981) — were forced to leave for Germany. Ten of
the most prominent priests would be appointed to take over the administra-
tion of the Church if the episcopacy was destroyed. These priests knew their



176 LATVIA

predecessors, but did not know their successors any more. After the commu-
nist occupation the Riga archbishopric and Liepaja bishopric, with all their
congregations, churches, chapels and prayer houses remained, but immedi-
ately the attack on the Church, led by the new regime and its collaborators,
began. The attack can be divided into two periods, according to the methods
used. The first was a period of direct attacks, beginning after the occupation
and lasting approximately until 1958. The second period lasted from 1959
until 1991.

The aim of the Soviet empire was to destroy Christianity and to create
atheist “Soviet people” in Latvia, thus uniting the Soviet Union and begin-
ning the spread of the class dictatorship throughout the world. The USSR
CPSU CC leadership and LCP CC tried to achieve this in three ways. First,
by “beheading” the Catholic Church, prohibiting the appointment of new
bishops and forbidding those appointed by the Pope (the apostolic adminis-
trator Zacests) to work, or allowing only the remote bishoprics (in Liepaja) to
work, or trying to force the new bishops (Bishop Péteris Strods, 1882-1960)
to accept their regulations. In accepting these the bishops had to promise to
fight for peace, calling on the faithful and on priests to be loyal to the regime.
After two hours of reflection Bishop Strods was forced to sign these regula-
tions in Moscow.

Secondly, the beheading of the Church was carried out by tracking down,
arresting, shooting or deporting the most active priests. From 1944 to 1973,
70 priests were arrested, or 40 per cent of all active priests in 1944. Seven of
the arrested (ten per cent) were killed and 12 (17 per cent) died in prison of
torture or from the conditions. The others were sentenced to prison terms of
usually ten to 15 years. In addition, between 1961 and 1972, several priests
were prohibited from carrying out their duties for up to four years, mainly
because of “disloyal, anti-Soviet sermons preached in church” (these priests
were also involved in social works).

Thirdly, within the beheading policy, the activities of the Catholic Theo-
logical Seminary were restricted, by not allowing it to enrol the number of
students necessary to maintain the normal operations of the Church. In 1954
there were only 11 students at the seminary. By arresting priests and limiting
the education of new ones, the communist regime hoped that the “beheaded

remains of capitalism” would disappear.
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Fourthly, constant transfers of priests controlled by the LCP CC and LSSR
NKVD-MGB-KGB were carried out, thus not allowing them to get used to
their parishes and lead the anti-communist resistance. The most profitable
parishes were given to the priests most obedient to the regime.

Fifthly, at the beginning it was prohibited to celebrate the main church
feast days on weekdays, and the participation in them of priests from neigh-
bouring parishes was restricted, as were ceremonies outside churches.

Sixthly, teachers were banned from services, and no religious education
was allowed at schools. From 1959 to 1964 six Latvian priests were sentenced
to one or two years of hard labour for catechising children.”

Seventhly, the regime tried to force the resignation of priests by blackmail,
propaganda and individual discourse. As a result, in the period from 1945 to
1970, eight priests gave up the priesthood. (Two were later allowed again to
work as priests.) Some of these were exploited for propaganda, by organising
lectures and publishing their memoirs and articles. There could have been
KGB informers among the Catholic priests in Latvia. The priests who went
abroad may have had some tasks to do for the KGB.

During the post-war years a resistance movement was organised (involving
more than 20,000 people from 1944 until 1956), and also nonviolent resist-
ance, developing from the national communist resistance of the youth and in-
tellectuals to the spiritual resistance between 1970 and 1980. Most Latvian
Catholic priests, with a few exceptions, were in sympathy with the armed re-
sistance, although they were not convinced that partisan warfare was the best
means for the liberation of Latvia. However, some priests participated in or-
ganising and cooperating with the partisans of Catholic eastern Latvia. For ex-
ample, in 1945 the parish priest in Vanagu, A. Juhnévi¢s (1905-1946), be-
came the chairman of the Union of the Latvian Fatherland Guards. After his
arrest Juhnévics was shot at the central prison in Riga in 1946. The parish priest
in Skilbénu, A. Stagars, also parricipated in this partisan group. He arranged a
chapel in one of the bunkers of the partisan camp in Stampaki Moor where he
held services. The priest at Nautréni, A. Slakota, lived in hiding up to 1957.
Several priests offered services and anointed the dying partisans.

The official attitude of the Catholic Church of Latvia towards the partisans
was different. It was under the very strong influence of the regime. That was

why Archbishop Springovics, under pressure from the KGB, published a “pa-
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triotic” appeal to the partisans to declare themselves, and Bishop Strods urged
them to fight for peace. However, he refused to condemn the “warmongers in
the West”. Still, these and other announcements by the Church were not
always read out in churches, and most of the recommendations for individual
debates with the faithful remained in written form only. These appeals were
not supposed to be read out in churches, but were for the priests and as an
inducement for private discourse with the faithful. The only exception was
the appeal for the partisans to come out of hiding, but the reading of this
appeal from the pulpit concerned only the parishes around Vilakas and Ludzas.
This declaration was made by the archbishop on 20 March 1945 with the
instruction that the announcement should be made only after a declaration of
amnesty had been put up in the villages and at the churches by the local
security authorities.

It shows that the Church was not and could not be loyal to the communist
regime that tried to destroy it. The Church became more compliant only
from the 1960s to the 1980s when minimal rights and freedoms were prom-
ised. At that time the Church was governed by Bishop, later Cardinal, Vaivods
(1895-1990). However, practice showed that even if the Church had tried to
be loyal to the regime and supported it officially, it would not have been able
to find its place in society. The Church was required to give, but it was given
litele in return.

Although the regime succeeded in forcing an officially negative attitude
from the archbishop towards the partisan movement, that did not signifi-
cantly influence the suppression of the partisan movement. First of all, the
priests with a little more freedom than the bishop’s office were able to neutral-
ise opinion about the negative attitude of the Church towards the resistance
movement, widespread in official propaganda. Secondly, the armed resistance
had the highest numbers and the best organisation in the traditionally Catho-
lic regions of east Latvia. Thirdly, around 1947 and 1948, the regime ceased
to force priests to restrict the partisan movement. Fourthly, KGB agents un-
derstood that the partisans and supporters of the resistance movement had
less contact with the legally working priests, because if they were caught they
were afraid the Church might suffer.

From the 1960s, judging from data provided by the LSSR KGB, the strong-

est resistance was shown by intellectuals, the young and the Church. The
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second period in the resistance of the Catholic Church of Latvia began. The
struggle against the Church, as before, was led by the town and district com-
mittees of the Communist Party and the Young Communist League. The
work was directed by the Council of Scientific Atheism of the LSSR in Riga to
which the councils in regions and towns reported. Members of the council
listened to priests’ sermons, and reported those who went to church and had
church baptisms, weddings and funerals. The role of the USSR Union for
Atheism (1925-1947) was given to the council in 1947, whose role was also
the struggle against religion. Communist Party ideology was taught at schools
and universities as “scientific atheism”. The teaching was directed by special
chairs of “scientific communism” at universities, and staff were appointed by
the LCP CC.

Secondly, the Church recommended keeping to the Christian idea of love
for one’s neighbour, regardless of social origins, which, according to commu-
nist ideology, was an “inborn sin”.

Thirdly, the Church indirectly took a stand against the doctrine of the
Russian imperialists about the good, moral features of socialism in the USSR
and other socialist countries and the immoral capitalism of the USA and demo-
cratic Western countries (Catholicism itself had begun as a Western faith).

Fourthly, the Church promoted spiritual nonconformity among the faith-
ful, offering services in churches for believers from other regions and other
republics of the USSR who were not allowed to attend church there, thus
promoting a kind of Nicodemism.

Fifthly, the Church, especially during the final period of the communist
occupation, supplied the faithful with printed religious literature that replaced
the earlier typewritten literature of the occupation period. It also continued
the individual catechisation of the young in families. “The activities of Catho-
lic priests,” the LCP CC office reported in 1959, “particularly affect anti-
Soviet activities.”

Sixthly, under the wing of the Church of Latvia, Cardinal Vaivods and
Monsignor Trops, as well as some Catholic-oriented lay historians, did a sig-
nificant job in the field of objective investigation into the history of the Church,
although the official name of the research sometimes differed from its aims.
Thus Cardinal Vaivods, while still the administrator of the Liepaja diocese

and later its bishop, wrote the most extensive paper on the history of the
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Latvian Catholic Church. Although the paper was only typewritten, the car-
dinal was sentenced to two years’ hard labour for it. He served his sentence.
The books were published after the independence of Latvia. - Bishop Janis
Cakuls collected material for Cardinal Vaivods and prepared investigations
for the bishop’s office about priests14 and the history of the parishes.15 Mon-
signor Trops gave lectures about the history of the Catholic Church, espe-
cially that in Latvia, * at the seminary in Riga.

Seventhly, the Church offered a professional and spiritual education inde-
pendent of the communist system, and formed an independent position. From
1946 until 1990, 277 priests graduated from the seminary, some of whom (85
priests) were prepared for work in Ukraine, Belarus, Russia and Estonia. In
1965 there were 148 priests in the 178 Catholic parishes in Latvia, and 97
clergymen in 238 Protestant parishes. In 1971, 25 to 28 per cent of all new-
born babies were baptised in the church in Latvia, 70 to 80 per cent of which
were in Catholic regions.

By the 1960s and 1970s the LCP CC had succeeded in forcing people to
accept the so-called “Khrushchev thaw”, formal destalinisation and a planned
liberalisation in politics, economics and science. However, communists often
made future enemies for themselves, by leaving space for neither a national
nor a Christian way of thinking, not even in the aspirations of the young for
independence. Communist pressure created the conditions for independent
political activity with anti-Soviet aims. The new generation did not want to
continue the “October Revolution”. According to the LCP CC, in the 1960s
and 1970s communists were very dissatisfied with the activities of the Church.
This was shown by the number of laws passed against the Church and the
measures taken in order to execute them. Secondly, the ideological struggle
of the Communist Party against the Church intensified during the nonviolent
resistance, after the period of national armed opposition in the middle of the
1950s, when the Catholic Church was considered to be the northernmost
Western influence in the USSR.

It was mostly in Catholic regions and towns where the Communist Party
sent between 150 and 300 specially instructed atheist agents and lecturers to
fight against religion. *While during the armed struggle the Soviet authorities
tried to destroy their opponents — priests and believers — mainly physically (by

shooting, imprisoning, deporting, etc.), after “the foundation of socialism has
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been laid,” beginning in the second half of the 1950s, special attention was
paid to the spiritual destruction of anti-Soviet elements. Attention was paid to
the young, the intelligentsia and the Church especially. Former priests and
former Catholics were used for this purpose. They condemned their past in
the press, over the radio and in pamphlets. Agents were used to gain priests’
loyalty towards the Soviet power, not to permit “fanatics and protégés of reac-
tionary clerics” to enter the seminary, to compromise the clergy to get infor-
mation about the Vatican and to inform the Vatican about the Church’s ac-
tivities in Latvia.

The Catholic Church resisted all the abovementioned measures. As a re-
sult, it resisted the communist ideology, imbuing the people with moral stand-
ards and bringing nearer the country’s revival. The Catholic Church, being
the most attacked by the regime and its ideologues, survived with economic
and physical losses but spiritually strong, a rock that could not be shaken by
the atheist power,19 having helped in the collapse of the power of the Com-

munist Party in Latvia.
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Latvian partisans
in September 1946
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Guns unearthed in
the Valmiera and
Valks districts in
the Latvian SSR
in 1949
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Proclamation of
the Latvian parti-
sans in 1946

Péteris Cevers, a
partisan leader
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A secret note to
certify that Janis
Klucts’ death sen-
tence was carrvied
out in 1952

Jazeps Andzans,
the commander of
the Maza Jana
partisan group



The Summer War: the 1941 Armed
Resistance in Estonia

TIIT NOORMETS

The partisan war, as the most effective form of resistance, lasted for a few
months in the summer of 1941, while the overall resistance movement emerged
immediately after Estonia’s occupation and the coup of 21 June 1940. At first
resistance was an attempt to form a legal opposition. The puppet government
established by the Soviet regime had declared the elections for a new parlia-
ment, the so-called People’s Representative Assembly, for 14 and 15 July 1940,
in order to provide the process of sovietisation with a legal basis. Representa-
tives of former political parties and leaders of national and academic groups
got together to organise candidates to stand against the official ones from the
To6tava Rahva Liit (Union of Working People). In 66 constituencies out of
80 they succeeded in putting up 78 candidates, all of whom were removed:
the submission tickets of 57 candidates were declared void, 20 withdrew their
candidature themselves under the pressure of public and private threats, and
one candidate was arrested. The blocking of candidates to the elections de-
stroyed any attempts to form a legal opposition. Spontaneous manifestations
of opposition and demonstrations did not occur any more, for these, too, had
resulted only in repressive measures. By the end of the summer of 1940 it was

clear that only underground resistance was possible.

CIVIL RESISTANCE

Underground activities were mainly carried out by the younger genera-
tion. They were based on personal acquaintance and involved individuals
who had not been public figures before the occupation. No state or social
institution, which were all being dismantled at the time, had an organisa-
tional relationship with the resistance movement. Neither did the former
public or military leadership, isolated from society by organised repression,
take part in it. While the volunteer national defence organisation the Kaitseliit
(Defence League), was disarmed on 17 and 19 June 1940, some of its mem-

bers hid their arms, but this was only done by individuals, on a local level
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and not everywhere. One exception was the efforts of some Estonian diplo-
mats abroad who protested against the recognition of the Soviet occupation.
This, however, had no direct effect on the course of events at home; Estonia
was separated from the rest of the world by the Iron Curtain.” So the under-
ground movement was led by people united by the fact that they had not
been leading public figures before the occupation. On an ideological level,
these people had in common their national identity and democratic ideals,
which required that Estonia be restored as an independent state. The under-
ground activities were not directly related to former parties and political
forces and were not backed by one political tradition.

The underground movement was wide but lacked unity. Immediately after
the attempt to form a legal opposition had failed, a group of its leaders tried to
organise a nationwide body called the Piistekomitee (Rescue Committee) to
unite all underground forces; this, however, did not succeed.

One of the groups that put up candidates for the July 1940 elections was
the Eesti Rahvuslaste Klubi (Estonian National Club), banned already by that
time. After the legal opposition had been quashed, one of its members, the
lawyer Ulo Maramaa, initiated the Rescue Committee, an illegal organisation
covering all the country. Its members intended to seize power and restore
Estonia’s independence at the outbreak of the Soviet-German war on the with-
drawal of the Red Army. An old idea in Estonian political thought, dating
back to the previous century, an Estonian-Finnish federation, was discussed
at meetings of this committee. The idea, however, had always been a remote
one and did not develop into a goal of the underground organisation. The
committee became the core of the organisation, which looked for people who
shared their views and established contacts with them.

By the end of 1940 there existed a subsidiary organisation in Tallinn. Rep-
resentatives were appointed for six out of 11 Estonian districts, Virumaa,
Viljandimaa, Jirvamaa, Saaremaa, Pirnumaa and Valgamaa, where local or-
ganisations were formed. In addition, a youth organisation was set up. Although
the committee had succeeded in establishing a widespread underground net-
work, the organisation as a whole was still in the process of being formed. Its
main purpose was to increase and organise its membership, prepare for a state
of emergency and encourage passive resistance. Taking into account the actual

correlation of forces, active manifestations were planned for only after the with-
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drawal of the Red Army at the outbreak of war. In order to seize power in
Tallinn, detailed plans were drawn up on how to take over vital civilian institu-
tions and restore their operation, how to avoid anarchy and defend the people.
The building up of an arsenal and preparations for sabotage on the railways
were begun. With the help of Estonian exiles in Finland, the committee had
set up radio communication with Finnish intelligence and had made some
contacts with Germans via the German diplomatic mission in Tallinn.

By the end of 1940 the Soviet security service had learnt about the commit-
tee and destroyed its centre which, of course, paralysed the formation of local
district organisations.2 In the interests of secrecy no more attempts were made
to set up another nationwide resistance organisation.

At the same time many new resistance organisations were formed. In spite
of the systematic Soviet security service operations, they could not halt the
growth of the resistance movement. By the summer of 1941 underground
groups of like-minded people had grown up all over Estonia. They were all
quite similar and shared the following traits:

1. underground organisations were small groups, their field of action was local

2. members had legal status (illegal persons hiding from the Soviet regime
acted, as a rule, on their own)

3. contacts between groups were minimal and it is not possible to speak of an
organised national resistance network

4. the main activity was gathering and disseminating information

5. no organised or intentional preparation for a guerrilla war was made by
these groups.

The main goal of the civilian resistance movement was to join forces, and its
main method was counter-propaganda. This, under the conditions of total
Soviet secrecy and brainwashing prevalent in Estonia, acquired the status of a
war of information. Out of these numerous resistance groups, two are con-
spicuous for their effectiveness and persistence: the group attached to the
Museum of Health Care, and the secret groups of the Véru district.

The Museum of Health Care group gathered in Tartu in September 1940 as
a four-member group of anticommunist friends who set themselves the goal of
obtaining all available information about internal as well as foreign policy. They
also sought contacts with other resistance groups in Estonia as well as with anti-

Soviet forces abroad. According to the prevailing mood among the people,
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they tried, besides other things, to get internal information about the Commu-
nist Party and security which was then passed on to other underground groups.
By the spring of 1941 the group comprised approximately 20 members and
had developed into the resistance organisation of the students of Tartu Univer-
sity, acting under the cover of the Estonian Museum of Health Care (two mem-
bers of the group were the director of the museum and his secretary). In March
1941 the group stepped up its activities: plans were prepared to defend the city
in war, contacts with other resistance groups and people both in Tallinn and
the Tartu district were tightened, and some members of the group set up smaller
independent fighting units. The group at the Museum of Health Care was the
biggest and most militant of the groups in Tartu (its most active members were
reserve officers with military training). In addition, none of its members were
arrested or deported, so the group became a co-ordinating centre for the resist-
ance movement in Tartu. The revolt that broke out in Tartu on 10 July 1941
took its leaders from the group at the Museum of Health Care.”

In the Voru district the former members of the Defence LeagueS had put
forward the idea of the need for an armed organisation as early as the autumn
of 1940. In October and November the first small local groups were formed.
By the next spring these covered the whole district; there was no central or-
ganisation or information network, however, that connected these cells closely.
As arrests and deportations began, most of the cells lost their leaders — former
commanders of the Defence League at a platoon or company level — while
most of the ordinary members hid in the forests after the 14 June 1941
deportations, and began the guerrilla war. The organisation, which was not
discovered by the Soviet security service because of its absolute secrecy, spread
extensively immediately after the outbreak of the war, for they were made up
of elderly men and young men under conscription age who were not forced
by the mobilisation order to hide in the forests. Their main aim was, if the
need arose, to defend their homes and families against the plundering and
burning by the retreating Red Army and its reprisal squads, for which they
formed groups in villages, procured arms and exchanged information. Men
with legal status and jobs were to undertake action only if necessary; contin-
gency plans and communication schemes were drafted. All in all, there were
30 such cells in the Voru district, comprising 430 men, fewer than half of
them with guns.b No other district had such a large secret organisation.
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The outward signs of resistance in this period were leaflets and their distri-
bution, the hoisting of the national flag (e.g., in 1941, on the anniversary of
the founding of the Republic of Estonia, on 24 February, the blue, black and
white national flag flew all over the country), and the flowers laid at the sites
of destroyed monuments commemorating the War of Independence. Two
exceptional parts of this general picture are the illegal contact of some Estoni-
ans with Finnish intelligence, and, from March 1941, the training of a group

. .7
of Estonian scouts by the Finns.

THE BEGINNING OF ARMED RESISTANCE

The first known Forest Brother, as the Estonian guerrillas came to be called,
was Enn Murulaid. This young man from the village of Arumie in the Alutaguse
area in the district of Viru deserted the army in September 1940 when the
former Estonian armed forces were united with the Red Army, and hid in the
forests near his home until the guerrilla war broke out. Later he joined a large
and active guerrilla group that had been formed there.” As Soviet repressions
deepened, the number of people who went underground increased. On 12
June 1941 several men from the Antsla area in the district of Véru were sum-
moned for interrogation, and they all, instead of obeying, decided to hide in
the forest, thus laying the foundations for a guerrilla troop that formed after
the outbreak of the war.9 Hiding, however, was not common; for a law-abid-
ing citizen, used to life in a lawful state, it would be an almost insurmountable
psychological obstacle. As the writer Karl-August Hindrey put it well, going
underground meant assuming the “status of a hunted beast”. In the middle of
June 1941, a week before the outbreak of the Soviet-German war, there were
a few illegal individuals or small illegal groups, but one cannot speak of guer-
rilla activity or armed resistance in Estonia at the time. All this changed over-
night after 14 June when more than 10,000 people were deported to prison
camps or exile in Siberia. This unprecedented action, going against the legal
precepts prevalent in people’s minds, " terrorised everybody and was immedi-
ately followed by a mass flight from homes. The widespread underground
population was born, hiding mostly in forests, looking for arms, and prepar-
ing for organised action.

New forces were added to the first wave of Forest Brothers as the Soviet

repressions, directed against all layers of society, intensified:
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* the 22nd Riflemen’s Corps, based on the former Estonian armed forces,
were moved out of Estonia
* the mobilisation of conscripts began in early July
* conscription continued in late July and August
The policy of terror culminated in the establishment of special battalions
which were given a free hand in “anti-bandit combat”, and on 5 July were
given the right to shoot “bandits” on the spot without a trial or investigation,
a development which threatened, of course, the life of every single person.]1
Immediately after the outbreak of war Estonian soldiers began to flee from
their bases, a movement which became widespread at the end of June when
the 22nd Riflemen’s Corps were removed to Russia. As a rule it happened
singly or in small groups. The general exodus was hindered by the fact that in
the two previous weeks the former Estonian units had been filled with recruits
from Russia. In spite of that, organised desertions from some units, even units
as large as platoons, or most of the officers, did take place; in this way 38 air
force officers from the corps’ aviation squadron fled. It was easier to escape
from northern Estonia; units based in southern Estonia were taken out of the
country on foot, without ammunition and under direct surveillance. The com-
missioned and noncommissioned officers and soldiers who had fled to the
forests formed the core and the organising force of the armed resistance. In
northern Estonia there were 450 to 550 fighters, in the south somewhat fewer.
From unconfirmed data the total figure of servicemen participating in the
guerrilla war at this point could be estimated at around 700. Tt is important
to remember also the two deserters from the Red Army who joined the guer-
tillas in Hiiumaa: the Finn Mikko Pentikiinen and the Karelian Ilo Sokolov."”
In addition to the servicemen who deserted from the Red Army, all the
border guards on the Estonian SSR-Latvian SSR border joined the resistance
movement. The border guards of the People’s Commissariat of Internal Af-
fairs of the Estonian SSR were actually the remnants of the Border Guard of
the Republic of Estonia, formed solely of Estonians. Although they were few
in number — fewer than 100 men — their contribution was considerable. Com-
missioned and noncommissioned officers took part in leading the guerrilla
forces in the areas around the southern border. Small units of border guards
with their military training, good arms and better organisation compared to

. , . : . 14
the majority of guerrillas, were a conspicuous force in the guerrilla war.
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The recruitment of Estonian men into the Red Army began in early July,
mostly from 2 to 4 July. It covered the whole country and was not a success.
It was followed by the conscription of reservists, begun on 22 July, which
lasted in different districts, concerning at different times and stages different
ages and categories of reservists, until 24 August. As by mid-July the front
line had reached the Emajogi-Pirnu line in central Estonia, conscription
could only be carried out in northern Estonia and on the islands. It was in
some ways more successful than recruiting, for the authorities were able to
exercise power in the rear of the Red Army better. (The Soviet Criminal
Code enacted in Estonia made liable the family members of a person who
did not obey a summons.) Based on official Soviet data, 32,187 Estonian
men joined the Red Army. Most documents were destroyed at the time of
the evacuation of Tallinn, but the figure is thought to be between 32,000
and 33,000 men (in addition to a few thousand evacuated men, including
those from destroyer battalions).” Men moved out of Estonia this way formed
about a third of the 110,000-man reserve in the Republic of Estonia before
the occupation. Most did not obey their orders or escaped from stations or
trains on the way to Russia; some were saved from ships damaged in action.
These men were forced to stay in hiding, as a result of which the Forest
Brother movement became very large.

Thus, the concept of Forest Brothers covers all the people who were in
hiding from the Soviet regime, mostly by escaping into the forests. It can be
called a mass phenomenon. “These days bogs and forests are more populated
than farms and fields. As the saying goes, the forests and bogs are our territory
while the fields and farms are occupied by the enemy. Defence groups are
emerging everywhere,” wrote the writer Juhan Jaik in 1941.  His words ex-
press the essence of what was going on at the time: forces were being assem-
bled to improve defence. Some Forest Brothers gathered in groups, acquiring
what weapons they could, developing their military leadership with the neces-
sary organisation and discipline: refugees became guerrilla units (Table 1).

The process was continuous and, depending on the situation in the war
and the location of the front line, its development in different parts of Estonia
was different. The pattern, however, was the same.

A guerrilla war requires several elements which determine its success. Of

the utmost importance are:
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Table 1
Number of Estonian guerrillas and casualties (per district)”
Districe Guerrillas Percentage of Casualties

population

Petseri 34 0.05 9
Véru 974 1.2 10
Valga 324 0.8 2
Pamu ~1,100 1.2 40
Viljandi ~700 0.9 68
Tartu 1,500* 09 154
Jérva 1,000 1.7 58
Viru <4,400 2.9 162
Harju 1,000 0.5 (except Tallinn 1.1) 16
Laane ~800 1.1 35
Saare >100 02 7
Total ~12,000 1.1 561

* Estimates (data from 1942 and 1943 concerning the districts of Tartu, Jirva and Harju is not available

and the number of guerrillas has been estimated by the author on the basis of known guerrillas in some
areas, larger guerrilla units, etc.)

* the mass support of the indigenous population

* the efficient organisation and command of guerrilla forces
* the existence of a shared political goal and programme

* foreign aid

* arms and military equipment (or regular supplies of them)

In the Estonian Summer War the first three conditions were there. The
population on the whole was hostile to the Soviet regime, supporting the
resistance movement at least passively. The actions of the regime forced peo-
ple into defence and caused the emergence of mass guerrilla forces. They were
not well prepared but that fact was compensated for by the presence of able
leadership. This came mostly from among the former leaders of the Defence
League, for the regime could not destroy so numerous a group altogether;
besides, there were the reserve officers trained before the occupation and the
servicemen who had fled to the forests at the outbreak of the war. They all saw
their goal as saving their own lives and those of their fellow countrymen and
women. The restoration of Estonia’s independence under the direct threat of
death was a distant and abstract aim but, still, so evident that it needed no

separate programme for those who fought in the ranks of the resistance forces.
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The last two requirements, however, were missing. The armed resistance
movement got at first no help whatsoever from anywhere. (In spite of the
prevalent misconception about guerrilla wars, not a single guerrilla war in
history has been won without external help.) From a general point of view, of
course, the arrival of the Wehrmacht in Estonia, which changed decisively the
military situation, has to be treated as foreign aid. During the struggle in the
Red Army rear in northern Estonia arms were brought from Finland by air;
southern Estonian guerrillas received a few cases of arms from German units
in Latvia or from the Latvian side; but this was such insignificant help that it
did not change the overall position of the guerrilla forces.

The lack of arms was the main problem for the Estonian guerrillas, which
determined directly the character of their actions. (In the Viru district only every
third partisan had weapons by the end of the guerrilla war. ) Only a few units
were fully armed; in general, a third of or half the fighters had weapons. A large
group of unarmed refugees would sometimes seek refuge with a small but well-
armed group and the camp would number a couple of hundred members. At
the beginning of the war the Forest Brothers all over Estonia could only muster
about a thousand rifles, taken by deserters or hidden at the time of the liquida-
tion of the Defence League a year before; all other arms — hunting guns, small
arms acquired in the period of revolution and war between 1917 and 1920, etc
—were usually of little use in action and, besides, only a few of the Forest Broth-
ers possessed them. Paradoxically, it was the lack of arms that prompted attacks,
for arms enabled defence, and in order to get them guerrillas had to attack dis-
trict offices, policemen and units of the Red Army. These trophies strengthened
the guerrilla forces and enabled them to continue on a larger scale. The short-
age of arms forced them to adopt aggressive tactics.

The outbreak of the Soviet-German war on 22 June 1941 brought the
Forest Brothers into the action too. On that day a Red Army unit was at-
tacked in the district of Harju where Arnold Viljamie, a young man of 16,
summoned a group of eight men near the Paldiski Red Army base and opened
fire on army lorries on the road."” At the beginning of the war the Forest
Brothers were still engaged in preparations, but by early July they were ready
to take the offensive, attacking district offices and several towns with the aim
of seizing power. The course of the guerrilla war was directly related to the

situation on the front line. The armed resistance began as a guerrilla war: the
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guerrillas disrupted communications, eradicated collaborators and smaller
enemy units, liquidated local authorities, organised sudden attacks on supe-
rior forces and outmanoeuvred retaliation. Guerrillas disrupted the Soviet rear
in order to prevent mobilisation and other actions jeopardising people’s lives
as well as the requisition of their property. “The first aim of the Forest Broth-
ers, to protect their own lives and also their families and property, was soon
replaced by more general goals as their numbers increased and more arms
were obtained. Everywhere, as far as was possible, Forest Brothers caused dis-
ruption in the rear of the Red Army: communication networks were destroyed;
bridges were blown up; conscripts were lured away into the forests; the requi-
sition of cattle and horses was obstructed; Red Army soldiers and policemen
were attacked on the roads; houses were burned down; traffic was delayed by
placing nails, barbed wire or glass on the road.”” The guerrilla war soon de-
veloped into regular action with the aim of defending the liberated territories:
guerrilla groups became organised groups of armed people, also forming regu-
lar military units which fought alongside the Germans until the end of the

military action in Estonia.

SOUTHERN ESTONIA
After its defeat at Riga on 2 July 1941, the Red Army retreated through north-

ern Latvia and southern Estonia to the new Tartu-Pirnu defence line in central
Estonia, while the German forces halted their advance temporarily. As a conse-
quence, there was a no-man’s-land in southern Estonia. On this territory two
forces, without significant support from the regulars, faced each other: hastily
organised guerrillas and Soviet hit squads. The first half of July was a period of
open combat between them. Since 3 July the guerrillas had been gradually taking
over local institutions and defending liberated territories, with dozens of men killed
in action on both sides. In liberated areas the volunteer military organisation, the
Home Guards, built on the pre-occupation Defence League, was immediately
set up and soon increased in number (by August the southern Estonian Home
Guards comprised 14,000 men).

On 10 July a spontaneous revolt broke out in Tartu which the Red Army
was not able to suppress. Within two days Estonian officers who had fled
from the Red Army formed the first military unit, the Tartu guerrilla battal-
ion, which, together with Home Guard troops from all over southern Esto-
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nia which had come to help Tartu, dug in on a line along the River Emaj(')gi.20
The first German units crossed the Estonian border on 7 July. They entered
an already liberated territory, with a restored legal municipal government,
defended by armed people. The Estonian Home Guards and German front
line units, on the basis of their common interests, soon established relations
that were in principle those of allies. Believing that the withdrawal of the
Red Army from southern Estonia was a general retreat towards Leningrad,
the German army had sent only weak forces after them. In fact, the Red
Army was at that time receiving continuous replacements and the German
advance was stopped in central Estonia where the front line stayed for a
fortnight. Estonian volunteers stepped in on this line beside the German
forces. Between 10 and 29 July, next to the Wehrmacht units on the right
flank of the front line on the River Emajogi, were 1,500 Home Guard men
from southern Estonia (under the command of Major Vask) and the 1,000
men of the Tartu battalion (commanded by Captain Talpak). On the left
flank of the front line in the Pirnu district the Pirnu Home Guards kept
approximately 500 men until August.n

By the end of July the German army had brought reinforcements, it broke
through the Red Army line and continued its offensive with violent battles
towards northern Estonia. At this time German police and administrative au-
thorities reached Estonia too, and were surprised by the existence of armed
resistance forces which came as unpleasant news. The German leadership had
no policy for managing these forces. After the front line receded behind Tartu,
a guerrilla parade with 2,000 participants took place on 29 July, at the end of
which the German authorities declared that the Estonian military forces would
be disarmed and disbanded. In early August, however, the Home Guards were
decreed legal again. The decision was a consequence of the military capability
of the German army: fierce resistance by the Red Army had hindered the Ger-
mans in their advance and it needed to protect its rear from the Red Army
soldiers left behind. The latter was to become the task of the Home Guards. A
characteristic of the German policy, however, was that at the same time they
confiscated mechanical transport, automatic weapons and funds from the Home
Guards, taking them (and in this they were right) not to be a band of collabo-
rators but people under arms. During the Summer War, Home Guard units

had 426 armed encounters with the Red Army, in which 151 men were lost.”
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ESTONIAN UNITS AND FIGHTING GROUPS ON THE FRONT LINE

The principal aim of the resistance movement at the time of hostilities was
to liberate Estonia as quickly as possible from the Red Army, to avoid an
increase in the number of victims and to save property from the enemy’s
“scorched earth” tactics. In this respect, cooperation with the German armed
forces was only natural, and expressed itself in the numerous volunteers join-
ing the struggle (Table 2). At the beginning of the offensive in the north in
early August, three independent Estonian battalions were formed, in agree-
ment with the commanders of German units, which fought together with the
German armed forces against the Red Army.

The nucleus of the Erna battalion was formed at the beginning of the war

outside Estonia. On 23 June 1941, within the framework of a Finnish-Ger-

. Table 2

Larger Estonian front line units
Name Commander Time of action Place of action Size
Ermna Colonel Henn-Ants 22 June - 10 Oct Finland — Harju 445

Kurg {from Aug 28 and Saare districts

Major Raimond

Hindpere)
Tartu Guerrilla Captain Karl Talpak ~ 12-29 July Tartu and its environs ~1,000
Battalion
South Estonian Major August Vask 10-29 July The front fine on the River 1,500
Home Guard units Emajogi between Lake

Peipsi and Lake Vortsjarvup

Volunteer Company ~ Captain Karl Talpak 10 Aug - 5 Sept Jérva and Harju districts <300
of Captain Talpak
Landing unit of Lieutenant Early Sept -2 Nov West Estonian islands 121
Lieutenant Loodus Leopold Loodus (+59 boats)
Spearhead troop Sergeant Major 22 Sept -~ 6 Oct Saare district ~100
of Saaremaa M. Rahula
Home Guard
Pérnumaa Wehrmacht July — August Front line in Pérnu district 500
Home Guard Colonel Hippler
Major Hirvelaan Major Hans 3 Aug - 10 Sept Jérva and Harju districts ~ 300
Battalion Hirvelaan (from

Aug 20 Major
Aleksander Kitsapea)
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man joint intelligence operation, Major Aksel Kristian, the Estonian military
attaché in Helsinki, who after Estonia’s occupation in 1940 had stayed in
exile, formed in Helsinki a 65-man group of Estonian refugees called Erna,
including 15 young men who had been trained as radio operators on Finnish
courses. The group leader was Colonel Henn-Ants Kurg, the last Estonian
military attaché in Paris. Lieutenant Reinhardt was appointed Abwehr liai-
son officer, and Major Kristian, after the group had been launched, remained
as commander of the communication centre in Helsinki. On the evening of
10 July 1941, Erna landed in Estonia: 42 men dug in in the bogs and forests
near the settlement of Kautla on the border of the districts of Harju and
Jdrva. On 28 July, 17 more men made a parachute landing. Six men para-
chuted in two-man patrol units in Harjumaa, Virumaa and Saaremaa, where
they separated from the main group and gathered data independently be-
hind the front line until the territory was taken by the Germans. Their in-
structions limited the Erna battalion to reconnaissance only. After getting to
know the situation on the ground, however, the group, on its own initiative,
joined the resistance movement, organising the Forest Brothers, and the Kautla
camp became the centre (around 2,000 Forest Brothers in a 200-square-
kilometre area). In a series of engagements on 31 July and 1 August, known
as the battle of Kautla, they repelled the enemy, which enabled the primary
forces of the camp to break the siege. On 4 August the Erna men received
an order to halt their activity in the enemy’s rear and cross the front line.
Later, a single battalion was formed, known as Erna II, comprising volun-
teers from Jdrvamaa and Tartu, which was one of the strongest units (made
up of three infantry companies, a mine thrower, a heavy machine gun and
logistic sub-units with 24 officers, 33 noncommissioned officers and 350
privates). The battalion participated in the offensive at Tallinn. After the
seizure of Tallinn on 28 August it was complemented by men from the
islands. In September the battalion took part in the landings on the west
Estonian islands and the battles to seize them. On 27 September Erna was
sent back to Tallinn and on 10 October was disbanded by the German
authorities. Altogether Erna lost 32 men (either killed or missing in action).
In 1944, on the initiative of its members, attempts were made to create an
intelligence network for the Estonian resistance movement. Some members

of the group fought in the Finnish Jatkusota (Sequel War). The Erna group
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has become a legendary symbol of the Estonian resistance movement, and as
such it has until now been the target of the most fierce ideological attacks.”

The formation of the volunteer company of Karl Talpak began after the 2
August decree of the German army command which permitted the restora-
tion of the Home Guards. Major F. Kurg, commander of the liberated territo-
ries in Estonia, appointed the former leader of the Tartu guerrilla battalion,
Caprain Talpak, as commander of a section of operations in northern Estonia
with the task of organising the Home Guards and security in the rear. Talpak
carried out his duty in the districts of Jdrva and Viru, forming a company of
volunteers named after him. As the volunteers were numerous, it almost grew
into a motorised battalion with its own artillery (more than 200 men from
southern Estonia, and 100 men from the local Home Guards during the of-
fensive at Tallinn). The company wore the uniforms of the Estonian armed
forces which they got from former Estonian army depots in southern Estonia.
From 10 August the unit took part in the seizure of Tallinn, moving close to
the city with the operation. After a disagreement with the Germans who wanted
to send the disciplined and efficient unit to the Leningrad front, the Talpak
company was disbanded by the German army on 5 September and its mem-
bers attached to the local Home Guards.”

The formation of the Hirvelaan Battalion, under the name the First Esto-
nian Volunteer Battalion, by Major Hans Hirvelaan of the Jirva district guer-
rillas, started on 3 August. The battalion included staff, two infantry compa-
nies, a heavy machine gun unit, a liaison detachment and a baggage train; a
large number of its officers were airmen who, at the outbreak of the war, had
escaped from the Red Army. From 4 August they were posted on the front
line, participating also in action near Rapla, where on 20 August an enemy
sniper killed Major Hirvelaan. The battalion participated in the offensive at
Tallinn, and after the city’s seizure brought up the rear and guarded the coast
in the northwest of Estonia. The battalion was disbanded on 10 September.
(One company, at the head of which was Captain Johannes Kant, stayed with
the 3rd Battalion of the 1st Regiment of the 217th Wehrmacht Division until
8 November keeping guard on western Estonian islands and the coastline.)
Of this battalion, 27 men were killed in action. In recognition of the services
of Major Hirvelaan to his country, the disbandment decree named the battal-
ion the Major Hirvelaan Battalion.”
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Alongside these bigger units, several smaller temporary ones took part in
engagements; there were individuals and smaller groups who joined the Ger-
man forces directly. The German 504th and 505th Infantry Regiments both
included approximately 100 to 150 Estonians. Volunteers took part in mili-
tary action in almost all major assaults by the Germans in central and north-
ern Estonia. The volunteers in General Friedrich’s combat group were the
first to enter Tallinn and participated in the seizure of the Estonian seat of
power, Dome Hill.” Estonian and German military units included altogether
more than 4,000 Estonian volunteers, 107 of whom were killed in action.
The participation of volunteers in combat within the ranks of the German
forces proceeded from their common interests at the time. The commanders
of the resistance movement and the Jocal forces of the Wehrmacht developed
relations as allies, for both parties were interested in driving the Red Army out
as quickly as possible. The seizure of Tallinn on 28 August with the participa-
tion of Estonian volunteer units, however, also resulted in most of these being

disbanded by the German army command.

NORTHERN ESTONIA AND THE ISLANDS

Until the end of August, northern Estonia was behind the front line, with
its resistance movement determined by the high concentration of Red Army
forces. In the “Tallinn bag” formed in August, i.e. at the chief naval base of
the Baltic fleet in Tallinn in northwest Estonia, almost 80,000 soldiers were
based — one to every three local civilians. Guerrilla attacks in early July which
aimed to seize authority failed, of course, due to the imbalance of forces and,
until the front line moved, the Forest Brothers, facing superior numbers, had
to limit themselves to guerrilla warfare. As the guerrilla resistance continued,
the number of Forest Brothers increased quickly, exceeding considerably that
of the southern Estonian forces. In several places base camps with two hun-
dred or more inhabitants developed. The biggest of these centres was the
abovementioned Kautla camp, formed by the Erna group, with almost 2,000
people. Its final organisation, however, remained incomplete and the camp
was abandoned in early August because of Soviet offensives.

As an example of a base camp we could mention the unit situated in the
district of Harju. Colonel Ernst Leithammel, hiding in the Kohila area in

Harjumaa to avoid being deported again, succeeded in evading the Red Army
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and went into the forests where the first groups gathered in the region of the
Mahtra moors in early July. On 28 July all the groups united under the com-
mand of Colonel Leithammel, who organised a unit called the Harju Malev
(Harju Unit) comprising approximately 250 men, only 40 of them armed.
The unit undertook military training, including courses on the production of
hand grenades and mines. Because of their poor arms they did not go into
action, but all attacks on the base, however, were repelled. When on 8 August
the front line reached the region, the unit joined the German armed forces
and part of it participated in the offensive at Tallinn. Colonel Leithammel,
proceeding from an agreement made with the commander of the 217th
Wehrmacht Division, acted as rear area commander, organising the Home
Guards, municipal authorities and the pohce ’

Some base camps managed to hide from the adversary throughout the guer-
rilla war, sending smaller units out into the regions far from their headquar-
ters. Others had to move several times, were broken up into smaller groups or
became mobile units. Of the latter, the most remarkable was the Rakvere
Region Defence Battalion, formed in late July by uniting several guerrilla
groups. It included 155 Forest Brothers, 96 of them armed. Together with
other refugees who joined the battalion, the unit comprised more than 200
persons. The battalion was organised and commanded like a regular army
unit, with its own horse and motor transport. The latter enabled the battalion
after its discovery by the enemy to manoeuvre and engage in action without
suffering heavy casualties.”

Although numerous and quite well organised, the guerrillas, compared to
their adversary, were weak and unable to liberate their territory on their own.
Moreover, in northern Estonia the Soviet shock troops were supported by the
Red Army. As the front line approached, the guerrillas came out of the forests
and, alongside German forces, took part in the action, organising units of
Home Guards. Often officers of the south Estonian Home Guards directed
the procedure.

After the German forces had occupied northern Estonia, by the end of
August, only the islands of west Estonia and the mighty Moonsund fortifica-
tions remained under the control of the Red Army. There the concentration
of Red Army forces was especially high. On Saaremaa, Muhumaa and Hiiumaa

there were 25,000 soldiers, or approximately one to two or three civilians.
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This limited the resistance movement: the Forest Brothers were considerably
less numerous on the islands than on the continent and they engaged in just a
few isolated actions. In the October operation to seize the islands, alongside
the German forces, the Erna battalion also took part. The new Estonian units
were organised within the framework of the operation. Staff and the first units
of the islands’ Home Guards were formed on the continent prior to the land-
ing. These were composed of islanders arrested and mobilised by the Soviet
regime who had succeeded in escaping one way or another, mostly during the
evacuation of the Red Army from Tallinn when ships were either bombed or
run aground by their Estonian crews. Together with the German forces, they
made their way to the islands, taking part in the action and securing the rear
while their ranks increased (the biggest unit was the spearhead of the Saaremaa
Home Guard which was the size of a company). A mention must be made of
the landing unit formed of Estonian fishermen and their boats under the
command of Estonian naval officers. These boats made up almost 20 per cent
of the craft in the landings on the west Estonian islands.”

On 29 October warfare on Estonian territory came to an end and the last
Estonian units were disbanded. Under the German occupation the hope
prevalent at that time for the restoration of independence after the defeat of
the Red Army turned out to be fiction. An attempt to restore the armed
forces, which was to be a step towards independence, would not have been
successful either. The security units formed from volunteers by commanders
in the German rear and the police from the end of August (the later Police
and East Battalions) were clearly part of the German armed forces.

The Estonian armed forces in the period of the German occupation were
replaced by the volunteer armed Home Guards organisation, formed by the
resistance movement, which developed as an organisation and increased in
number (Table 3). At the end of 1941 the Home Guards included more than
42,000 men, while its paid staff was composed of Estonian officers who had
survived Soviet reprisals. Popular support for the Home Guards is under-
standable, for it was approved of as an institution of independence, not to
mention its necessary role as the guarantor of personal security and protector
of property. (The submission of the Home Guards to German authority is
another wide-ranging subject which has not been researched yet.) At first the

Home Guards, which had been formed spontaneously, lacked a common struc-
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38 Table 3
Estonian Home Guard Membership
District 1 August 1941 1 October 1941 1 December 1941
Parnu 1,737 3,380 4167
Valga 517 568 988
Viljandi 1,251 3,734 4,109
Petseri 941 1,005 903
Tartu 5,360 8,527 6,851
Véru 4,307 1,058 1,195
Jérva 617 3,280 3,362
Viru - 6,580 7,490
Narva (city) - 874 1,055
Tallinn (city) - 1,225 1,198
Laane - 2,885 4,015
Harju - 5,729 5,833
Saare . 1438 B 1637
Total 14,730 40,283 42,803

ture and central direction. Units of Home Guards in southern Estonia were
formed during the guerrilla war; in the north it happened mostly after the
front line had receded, first on a village level and later centralised into district
organisations. It was not until 22 September 1941 that the Estonian Police
and Home Guard Authority was set up, which established its organisational
structure and budget. The formation of the Home Guards as a military or-
ganisation covering the whole country, without any central regulations or plan-
ning but rather on a grassroots level, is a remarkable achievement in the con-
text of world military history.

Where Estonia was occupied by the German forces, military action did not
stop immediately, for the lack of forces prevented the Wehrmacht from anni-
hilating the Red Army units that had been left behind. In August large Red Army
groups north of Tartu moved through southeastern Estonia to the Pskov re-
gion, with the aim of reaching Russia. In September similar units, left behind
after the fall of Tallinn on 28 August, moved through northern Estonia. Some
of these units had several hundred men and their goal was to cross the River
Narva in order to get to Russia. Besides the Republican Defence Committee of
the Estonian SSR, the Red Army had left behind a wide underground intelli-

gence and diversion agency, as well as guerrilla units which were reinforced with
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new resources in the autumn of 1941. All autumn the Home Guards were
engaged in action against these forces: the scale and the violence of these en-
counters sometimes exceeded that of the guerrilla war. The Home Guards were
to control the situation all over Estonia and their efficiency was remarkable. By
the end of 1941 they had organised 5,033 raids, taking prisoner 20,989 Red
Army soldiers and 5,646 Soviet partisans and intelligence agents. By February
1942, 498 Home Guard men had been killed in action and 483 wounded.” In
addition, every day thousands of men on sentry duty were sent out, to watch

over transport, communications, industrial plants and prison camps.

SUMMING UP

[t is impossible to determine the exact numbers of the Forest Brothers. The
total size of the organised and at least partly armed guerrilla forces in Estonia
was approximately 12,000 men, 561 of whom were killed in action (Table 1).
As has been mentioned already, the Forest Brothers were largely people in hid-
ing from the repressive Soviet authorities; in the summer of 1941 the phenom-
enon was widespread. In the district of Viljandi, from 4,000 to 5,000 people,
besides the 700 guerrillas, withdrew for a period. In the district of Viru, 4,400
guerrillas were reinforced by about 5,000 people. In different districts the number
of guerrillas differed greatly, varying from the 34 men active in the district of
Petseri and fewer than a hundred in the district of Saare, to more than 4,400
men in Virumaa. The numerical diversity can be better understood by consid-
ering the ratio of guerrillas to the population in different regions.

Guerrillas made up 1.1 per cent of the Estonian population, which can be
treated as a standard in modern guerrilla wars. (In the Vietnam War in 1965—
1972 the Vietcong forces, North Vietnam regular units excluded, were 0.5 to
one per cent of the South Vietnamese population; during the Afghanistan
War between 1979 and 1989 different guerrilla forces made up one to two per
cent of the population). In southern Estonia there were all in all about 4,500
guerrillas, or approximately one per cent of the population (the Petseri district
excluded). In northern Estonia the guerrilla war lasted for a few months longer
and therefore the number of guerrillas was higher: about 7,500 men, or 1.7
per cent of the population (Tallinn excluded). The relatively large number of
guerrillas in the districts of Viru and Jirva can be explained by both the fa-

vourable natural environment (forests covered one third of Virumaa and about
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a quarter of Jirvamaa) as well as the presence of the Tallinn-Narva railway line

from where Estonian servicemen and conscripts escaped into the forests. The

exceptionally low number of guerrillas in other districts, in Petserimaa,

Harjumaa (Tallinn included) and Saaremaa, can also be explained:

* The majority of the population in the district of Petseri were Russians who,
as a rule, were hostile to the resistance movement. This hostile element was
well organised by a local battalion, the People’s Commissariat for State
Security, by border guard units of the People’s Commissariat for Internal
Affairs of the Soviet Union, and the Young Communist League, thus form-
ing an anti-resistance environment.

* More than half the population of the Harju district lived in the capital,
Tallinn, which, after the defeat at Liepaja immediately at the outbreak of
the war, became the chief base for the Soviet Baltic fleet. This meant the
presence of far superior military forces and checkpoints which made it prac-
tically impossible to get out of the city, so that people could hide in Tallinn
only alone or in very small groups.

* In the district of Saare the Moonsund Fortified Region, the main part of
the Soviet coastal defence, was situated, and there too, as in Tallinn, mili-
tary forces were abundant.” To engage in combat with these would have
meant suicide for the almost unarmed resistance movement. Besides, the
flac terrain of Saaremaa, with only a few small woods, was not suitable for
hiding. (According to statistics, in 1940, 20.6 per cent of Estonia was cov-
ered with woods, while in Saaremaa the percentage was only seven per
cent; for comparison, at present 47 per cent of Estonia is forested.)

The total number of combatants in the Summer War was considerably
higher than the number of Forest Brothers. Up to the end of the war it in-
cluded 33,569 men in the Home Guards, 2,284 in Estonian military units
and 2,000 in the Wehrmacht (making up altogether 50 per cent of 20 to 34-
year-old male citizens) " The total casualties known by name, or missing guer-
rillas, Home Guards and volunteers was 819. (The real number was probably
somewhat higher for the character of guerrilla war excludes exact records.) In
comparison, the Germans deployed about 80,000 men in Estonia, of whom
4,600 were killed in action.

The exact number of battles fought by the guerrillas is not known either,

for a 1942-1943 survey organised by the Home Guards did not record smaller



206 ESTONIA

actions. For example, in Liinemaa, in the period between 22 June and 25
August, a 48-man group of Oru Forest Brothers existed, about which we now
have only general information: “They saved the neighbouring villages from
burning down, caused panic behind Red Army lines by arresting soldiers and
firing at smaller units moving on roads.” In the district of Lazine there were 31
active guerrilla units about which we now have only similar vague reports
giving no details.” In Virumaa, the guerrilla forces, which formed one third
of the total of Estonian guerrilla units, recorded 167 armed conflicts, includ-
ing 40 regular battles.”" Later, the total number of armed conflicts for the
guerrillas in Virumaa is said to have been 282.”

Armed resistance emerged spontaneously without outward initiatives or
support, without any direct preparation, having no common organisation or
central direction. It developed quickly from guerrilla activity into a general
public war against the Soviet regime involving the whole of Estonian society,
for the Soviet regime with its violent methods affected everybody. Ever-in-
creasing Soviet intimidation prompted people to join the forces engaged in
the resistance movement and made it become more active. Armed resistance
was a reaction to the repressive measures of the occupying authorities and was
carried out by people who escaped to the forests to hide from the danger
threatening them. In short, it was the instinct for self-preservation that moti-
vated the armed resistance and was its driving force, triggered by the shock
which followed the mass deportations.

One of the biggest changes that came about within only a year of the
imposition of the Soviet regime was the replacement of the image of Ger-
mans as oppressors of 700 years by one which saw them as liberators (not to
mention the fact that it was probably the first time in Estonian history that
people generally were literally waiting for the war). The mood expressed by
the jubilant welcome of Wehrmacht soldiers or the act of fighting shoulder
to shoulder against the common enemy, however, had no suggestion of shar-
ing Nazi ideas or wishing to collaborate in Nazi policy. The political and
cultural orientation towards Western-style democracy formed during the
period of independence has been preserved until today; in 1940 and 1941,
however, Estonia was isolated from the West and in order to preserve itself
relied instinctively on Germany as the only real military force that could

oppose the Soviet Union.
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In Estonia in 1941 a full-scale war went on between the Red Army and the
Wehrmacht. The Estonian resistance movement accompanied it with its own
war but with different aims and methods. In the military context, however,
this meant fighting against one occupying force together with the other. Still,
the war conducted by the Forest Brothers was another war. In the 1950s the
Estonian émigré community in the West adopted the term the Summer War
to describe the armed resistance of 1941. Although it cannot be compared
with the Finnish Winter War, which served as a model for the name and
which has a slight flavour of national propaganda, the phrase Summer War is
an appropriate description and can be used as a historical term.
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The Armed Resistance Movement
in Estonia from 1944 to 1956

MART LAAR

A country which does not fight for its freedom will lose it. This situation
applied to all countries sentenced by the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact to Soviet
domination. In 1940 the Baltic states were occupied by the Soviet Union. In
all of them a strong armed resistance movement developed, which was even-
tually crushed at around the same time as the Hungarian uprising.

In Estonia people involved in the struggle against the Soviet occupation
were called the Forest Brothers. In this article the Forest Brothers are defined
as people who hid or lived illegally for any period of time and (or) participated
in political or military action against the Soviet regime in Estonia. For some
Forest Brothers hiding was all they did; others took part in specific actions
against the authorities.

The Forest Brother movement in Estonia has always been a sort of myth or
legend, but not up to now an object of study. Estonian children were familiar
with stories about brave partisans, their songs were sung, but very few people
knew what really happened. Information about the armed resistance move-
ment reached Estonians in the West, but due to a lack of material only a few
articles about it were published. The main information about the Forest Broth-
ers came from a few freedom fighters who succeeded in getting it to the free
press. Stories about one man, Erik Heine, gave the Estonian writer Arved
Viirlaid the inspiration for his famous novel Graves Without Crosses, which
has been translated into nearly 20 languages.

On the Soviet side, the armed resistance movement was passed over for a
long time. In the late 1960s, many articles, books and even films were based
on the fight against the “nationalists and bandits”. Even though those studies
used Soviet archives as a source, real events were disguised with lies and false
information. The number of historians who obtained permission to use the
Estonian Communist Party (ECP) or KGB archives was very limited.

The first chance to get a balanced picture of the armed resistance movement

arrived with the changes in the Soviet Union with the start of glasnosz. In 1988
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the Estonian Heritage Society began a campaign to collect oral history records
about the Soviet occupation, Soviet crimes and the resistance movement. Tens
of thousands of pages of material were collected, including a significant amount
of memoirs from freedom fighters. At the same time, step by step, historians
were allowed to study documents in the archives of the ECP and even to use
some documents from the KGB archives. Based mainly on oral records, butalso
using some documents from the archives, the first comprehensive study about
the Forest Brothers was published in 1992 (Mart Laar. Forest Brothers. Tallinn
1992; in English, War in the Woods. Compass Press, 1992).

Unfortunately, this study has so far remained the only major work about
the Forest Brothers. A few documents from the ECP archives and some arti-
cles have been published. The former Soviet archives have not been exten-
sively used. Recent developments give some hope that interest in the resist-
ance movement is growing again. The first memoirs have been published (Alfred
Kiirmann), a list of the Forest Brothers killed in action made, and studies
based on both documents and oral records have been published. Hopefully, it
will lead to new books and studies about the armed resistance movement.

The grounds for the armed resistance movement were created immediately
after the occupation in 1940. Even though the voluntary military organisa-
tion the Kaitseliit (Defence League) was disarmed in 1940, its members con-
tinued to work together. Different resistance organisations were created, which
after the start of the Soviet-German military conflict swung into action. Their
goal was to restore the independence of Estonia. In the summer of 1941, an
extensive partisan movement started. Most of southern Estonia was liberated
by partisan units even before the German troops arrived. In the second largest
city, Tartu, liberated by partisans, the surviving politicians rallied together,
issuing a memorandum to Germany demanding the restoration of Estonia’s
independence. The memorandum was rejected by the Germans, and inde-
pendence was not restored after the withdrawal of Soviet forces.

This made the resistance organisations against the Soviets go underground
again, creating an anti-German resistance movement. An organisation based
on several resistance groups, the National Committee of the Republic of Esto-
nia (EVRK), was formed in March 1944. It succeeded in establishing a com-
munications network with Estonian diplomats in Finland and Sweden, and
through them with the rest of the West. In April 1944, the Germans arrested
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the central figures in the committee, but by June the extent and influence of its
activities had broadened even more. It worked closely with the former prime
minister, Jiiri Uluots, and his cabinet, who maintained the continuity of the
Republic of Estonia. Intelligence groups (Haukka-Tiimmler), ostensibly work-
ing for the Germans but in reality controlled by the EVRK, were created.

Using Haukka-Tiimmler radio operators, the EVRK planned to bring a
large number of groups into contact with each other. The new Soviet occupa-
tion was seen as a temporary phenomenon, during which it was essential to
maintain communications with the West and prepare for the country’s libera-
tion. The orders of the EVRK, particularly Order No 2, included instructions
to continue the resistance if Estonia were occupied again.

Unfortunately, preparations for the resistance were only in their early stages
when, on 16 September 1944, Hitler’s central command approved the Aster
plan, according to which the German forces would withdraw from Estonia.
Estonian units fighting on the front line were sacrificed in order to cover the
retreat. In Tallinn, Uluots succeeded in re-establishing the government for
three days, before the invading Red Army drowned all endeavours for free-
dom in blood. Before the onslaught, one of the Haukka-Tiimmler command-
ers, Leo Tallgre, managed to transmit information to the West about the es-
tablishment of Uluots’ government and the names of its members, thereby
carrying out the final orders of the short-lived government. Very few of its
members were fortunate enough to escape from the country before the Red
Army swept in.

The first NKVD units reached Tallinn even before the city fell to the Red
Army. As they took control of all the Abwehr offices, they received a pleasant
surprise. Although the Germans had had sufficient time to evacuate their ar-
chives, they had neglected to remove one part of it, the part dealing with the
resistance movement. German intelligence had not succeeded in eliminating
Estonian nationalists; therefore it decided to let its Soviet counterparts finish
the job, surrendering all the files it had gathered over the years, including the
names and addresses of the resistance movement leaders, their friends and
relatives. This was extremely valuable material which helped to make the elimi-
nation of the resistance organisations no more than a matter of time.

First of all, the authorities had to ensure that no more people could escape

the NKVD. They placed the coastline under heavy guard, wrecking or confis-
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cating the boats they found. Despite this, escapes continued. A number of
daring men transported refugees waiting on the shore by speedboat to Sweden
and Finland. A manhunt was launched for Estonian public figures. The first
targets were members of the EVRK and of Otto Tief’s government appointed
by Jiiri Uluots. One after another activists in the resistance movement during
the German occupation were arrested.

The capture of the intelligence group led by Tallgre and Toomas Hellat
proved to be a more formidable task, since it had managed to make some
preparations for underground operations. However, the group lacked the nec-
essary skills for a struggle against the experienced Soviet intelligence appara-
tus. The network of bunkers and storerooms that they had planned remained
unbuilt, and the men sent to southern Estonia perished in battles. The group
lacked documents and safe houses, and money was scarce. With the help of
the files left by the Germans, the Soviet security apparatus identified a large
number of apartments of the friends of activists. Moreover, the activists lacked
a detailed plan for long-term operations. On the Soviet reoccupation, all re-
maining groups had to be united under a common leadership and their opera-
tions coordinated according to the guidelines set out by a national command
centre to be set up in Sweden.

At a conference in October 1944, the group elaborated its plan of action,
discussing the possibility of armed encounters and acts of sabotage. At that
time, however, they felt such action to be impractical, considering it wiser to
just get through the first months of the occupation. No one entertained any
illusions about the future. Since the Soviet security apparatus was searching
for the EVRK leadership, the activists decided to get the men targeted for
capture out of the country, and to have another group take over operations, a
second echelon which was yet unknown to the security apparatus. They planned
to set up permanent communications between radio stations, to maintain
communications with the West, and to get ready for active operations art the
signal from the West. By doing so, they constructed an organisational frame-
work on to which a larger resistance organisation could be built. Their great-
est problem was the issue of acquiring speedboats to transport individuals
through the ever-tightening net of Soviet border patrols.

By this time, the manhunt for the Haukka group had begun. The first men

were captured as a result of routine checks. Despite its successes, the Soviet
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security apparatus was dissatisfied. After all their efforts, they had not man-
aged to capture the leaders, even though the ranks of the group were slowly
being thinned out. In one instance, a Haukka-Tiimmler member was shot
while trying to escape from an apartment under surveillance by the NKVD.
In two other incidents, both Tallgre and Hellat escaped capture thanks to a
warning from a friend, the chess expert Paul Keres. Tallgre and Hellat contin-
ued to operate against all the odds. The data gathered mostly by Tallgre was
usually transmitted to Sweden and Finland by the transmitter at the Techni-
cal University in Tallinn. Communication between Estonia and Sweden be-
came quite regular.

In early December the resistance movement’s leadership came within a
hair’s breadth of falling into the hands of the NKVD. The situation grew
steadily more and more complicated. Although Finland received regular com-
munications from them, it denied their request to send a speedboat to Estonia
to rescue them. Finally, Sweden agreed to attempt a rescue. Tallgre and Hellat
selected a spot for the landing and prepared to transport the most hunted of
their men out of Estonia, leaving behind only those who were living as “legals”
by this time. However, several days before the evacuation, the KGB arrested a
Haukka member on the coast, and the carefully prepared plans collapsed.

On 10 December Hellat walked into a trap in a secret hideout. The KGB
now used all the methods at its disposal to win him over. In a few days he was
ready to cooperate. A wave of arrests followed. Nearly every apartment that
his partner Tallgre might visit was placed under surveillance. On 24 Decem-
ber Tallgre was trapped in one of them. He resisted and shot one KGB officer,
but was himself killed on the spot.

With this, the core of the resistance groups was destroyed. Most of the
members of the EVRK were arrested. Many suffered the fate of being impris-
oned for the same crime by two different occupying forces. Members of the
Uluots government went on trial in Moscow. The minister for war, Jaan Maide,
was sentenced to death, the rest to long terms in prison. They conducted
themselves bravely during the trial, calling it an illegal settling of accounts
with the government of an independent state, and accusing the Soviet Union
of occupying Estonia.

It looked as if the KGB could claim a victory. The core of the activists who

were left behind to organise the resistance movement had been destroyed, and
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contact with the members of the committee who had fled to the West was cut
off. However, while concentrating all their forces against the committee, the
Soviet leaders gave time and room for a large spontaneous resistance move-
ment to grow, which became for the KGB an even more serious problem than
the EVRK resistance groups.

Men, women and children began hiding as early as the autumn of 1944.
Everyone knew that the return of the Soviet occupation signified the return of
terror and brutality. Everyone who could left the country, doing so in the
resolute belief that they would soon come home again. Hardly anyone could
conceive of the size of the injustice that would erase three independent states
from the world map a the end of the war. In 1944, the Estonians were certain
that the collapse of Germany would be followed by a conflict between the
Western allies and Stalin, and that this conflict would restore freedom to the
Baltic states and other nations. Until then, the people simply had to lie low
and wait for the right moment to rise up for freedom.

The first to gather in the forests were those who had fought in the German
army, and later in September 1944 under the flag of the Republic of Estonia.
Most of them could have left the country along with the retreating German
forces but a majority preferred to continue the fight in Estonia. The ranks of
the Forest Brothers swelled with the beginning of the Red Army’s conscrip-
tion drive, which began in southern Estonia in August and September 1944,
arriving in northern Estonia some time later.

Tn the first period of resistance the Forest Brothers mostly hid and showed
no signs of activity. Estonians hoped that with the end of the war in Europe,
2 new world war would start, which would bring liberty to Estonia. The end
of the war made it clear to every Forest Brother that the occupation would
e for some time. Passive resistance was no longer adequate if they
e. They had to coordinate their plans more tightly and
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an attack on a unit in Virumaa district in the parish of Roela near the village
of Kulina. On July 24, a military vehicle carrying three navy officers was at-
tacked at Valgejoe in Harjumaa district. All three were killed. An army vehicle
was ambushed near Viike-Maarja in Virumaa; a Colonel Popov and a Lieu-
tenant Colonel Udayev were seriously wounded. In the summer of 1945,
Kaagjirve Forest Brother Otto Lill shot a Red Army counterintelligence of-
ficer called Abahimov. These are only a few of the attacks carried out in the
summer of 1945; similar operations were conducted throughout the entire
country. The Forest Brothers took the dead officers’ and soldiers’ weapons
and uniforms, which they used themselves. They avoided attacking large mili-
tary units. Their strategy was to operate in small groups, to strike, and vanish.

A favourite tactic was to ambush most bitter enemies — high-ranking offic-
ers of the NKVD. On 26 July 1945, in Tartumaa district in the parish of
Lohusuu on the Narva-Tartu road, two supervisors of the Leningrad NKVD
Road Construction Administration were shot dead; their driver escaped. On
16 August 1949, the Jirvamaa district security chief, Colonel Paul, fell victim
to an ambush on the Tallinn-Paide road. A tree on the road blocked his way.
He was taken into a nearby thicket, told of his sentence and summarily shot.

In addition to attacks on military personnel, the Forest Brothers also en-
gaged in subversive activities and acts of sabotage. The ECP Central Commit-
tee archives contain reports of a train crammed with Soviet military personnel
that was targeted by explosives on the Pirnu-Tallinn line near the town of
Paikuse on 20 June 1948. Explosions occurred on other railway lines as well.
Security reports list 18 subversive operations that were carried out in Estonia
by partisans between 1944 and 1953.

High on the Forest Brothers” agenda were attacks on places of detention to
free imprisoned comrades. Memoirs record an attempt to attack the Tartu
City Prison. Accounts by German prisoners of war tell of an unsuccessful
operation by the Forest Brothers to free German prisoners of war from a prison
camp in the Virumaa district. An attempt by Forest Brothers to free the pris-
oners in Pirnu prison has been described in detail in CPE archives and several
memoirs. Although the Forest Brothers met with little success in their attacks
on major detention centres, they ran effective assaults against small country
prisons and frequently ambushed prisoner convoys.

Sometimes the Forest Brothers temporarily seized power from the Execu-
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tive Committee over an entire settlement. For instance, the Hargla Forest
Brothers invaded and took over Hargla in 1945 in retaliation for the activities
of NKVD battalions. Two members of reprisal squads fell in the battle; the
others fled. The largest area ever taken over by the Forest Brothers was the
town of Kilingi-Nomme in southern Estonia.

The Forest Brothers considered it their duty to uphold the nation’s spirit of
resistance while demoralising and intimidating the Soviet authorities. In re-
taliation for the destruction of monuments to the Estonian War of Independ-
ence, they blew up monuments to the Red Army. On holidays dear to the
Estonian people (Independence Day on 24 February, Victory Day on 22 June),
the outlawed blue, black and white national flags were hoisted on tall trees or
buildings.

The Forest Brothers demonstrated their strength by disrupting a number
of Soviet projects and state holidays. It is hardly surprising that many of their
major operations were launched on the anniversary of the “Great October
Revolution”, the widely celebrated Stalin’s “Constitution Day”, and other
holidays. In some areas, partisan-produced leaflets urged the people not to
participate in these celebrations.

Naturally, both sides focused special attention on elections, which the So-
viet authorities hoped would legalise their conquest of the country. The For-
est Brothers did their best to thwart the elections. In one instance, they broke
up a notice-board holding election literature near the Keeni machinery and
tractor station, replacing it with a poster calling on the population to disrupt
the elections by casting either blank ballot papers or ones with the names of
anti-Bolshevik individuals. They claimed that the Bolsheviks were trying to
mislead the world with their false elections. The poster was signed “the Forest
Brothers”. Similar posters were put up in other parts of Estonia. In some
districts, partisans undertook more serious operations, such as stealing voter
registers. They also assaulted Soviet candidates. In 1946 the Forest Brothers,
under the leadership of Johannes Heeska, attacked a polling station in Vérumaa
district’s Urvaste parish, killing Soviet security guards in the station and some
hated local Soviet activists.

Many Forest Brother units deliberately inflicted damage on the authorities
by attacking transport and shipments of money and goods. First of all, the
partisans needed these to replenish their own supplies. Secondly, the opera-
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tions served to reaffirm their authority among the population. On 1 Decem-
ber 1948, the most sensational train robbery of the post-war period took place
between Somerpalu and Kurenurme in Vérumaa district, its echoes reaching
Moscow.

The Forest Brothers directed their activities against local representatives of
the Soviet system. Active collaborators were first warned, but if they contin-
ued cooperation with the KGB or with other Soviet institutions and harmed
local people, they were often killed. How many victims did the Forest Broth-
ers claim? The exact numbers are hard to determine, but the official Soviet
tally places the count at 891. Most of the victims were members of the Peo-
ple’s Defence units (better known as reprisal squads), local party secretaries,
local Komsomol leaders, Soviet security personnel or collaborators.

The total number of the Forest Brothers is still hard to estimate. Lots of
people moved from an illegal status to legal, and vice versa. This kind of mo-
bility makes the determination of their numbers extremely difficult. Accord-
ing to figures in Soviet archives, roughly 15,000 Forest Brothers had been
either neutralised or lured out of the forests by 1947. According to the Soviet
authorities, 414 armed partisan units, comprising 2,386 members, along with
2,833 armed isolated Forest Brothers, were eliminated between the end of
1944 and 1 January 1947. In addition, 5,868 former Forest Brothers had
been legalised (i.e. had left the forests and resumed normal life and work). By
November 1947, 8,468 Forest Brothers had been neutralised (i.e. killed or
imprisoned) and 6,600 had been legalised. At that time, there were at least as
many still in the forests, that is from 10,000 to 15,000 people. If we add those
who took to the forests later, specially after the deportations of 1949, the total
number of the Estonian Forest Brothers approaches between 30,000 and
40,000. The majority only tried to hide, sometimes moving back to normal
life and then going underground again. Even if these people were armed, they
did not participate in any action against the Soviets. Nearly half of them be-
longed to organised units, mostly from three to 20 people.

Inevitably, partisan activity was weaker in the larger towns and densely
populated districts, but strong in densely forested country areas. The Forest
Brothers’ operations in Vérumaa and Virumaa were the most significant in all
Estonia. The feats of the Pirnumaa and Liinemaa district partisans were not

far behind. A number of large forests and swamps lie between those two dis-
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tricts. Despite its sparse forests and the high concentration of Soviet troops,
Saaremaa Island was another site of extensive Forest Brother activities. In these
areas some famous resistance movement leaders were raised. Among them
were Ants Kaljurand from Pirnumaa, Heino Lipp from Virumaa and Haljand
Koovik from Vorumaa.

The fugitives were not always men, but sometimes entire families that were
forced to go into hiding. Some took their farm animals with them. Several
erected houses and barns, usually underground and camouflaged. Some forest
clearings held fields for growing crops. Forest Brother groups included a sig-
nificant number of women and sometimes children.

Although most of the partisans were Estonians, there were other nationali-
ties as well, and not only citizens of the Republic of Estonia, but Russians and
Germans who happened to be in Estonia because of the war. The ranks of the
Forest Brothers were swelled by German prisoners of war who had escaped
from prison camps. The Estonian and Latvian partisans worked in close coop-
eration, exchanging information and providing mutual assistance with arms
and supplies.

The Forest Brothers often hid in houses or on farms. There they had no
worries about food, shelter or boredom. They could keep a watch on everything
that went on in the village. Almost all of them lived this way for the duration of
the war, while the NKVD apparatus was still incomplete and its files undevel-
oped. However, once the NKVD was armed with information from the files, it
started searching houses and farms, and the results were devastating. The occu-
pants of any house sheltering a Forest Brother were all sent to Siberia. That was
one reason why the fugitives began to look to the forests for cover.

Some houses offered shelter in carefully camouflaged hideouts. However,
most partisans found refuge in the forests, in dense thickets, swamps and bogs.
In the summer they slept rough, in tents, or in hay or peat sheds. The arrival
of autumn made life extremely uncomfortable in those places.

For this reason, the Forest Brothers had to think about building bunkers.
Frequently, the bunkers were located in hillocks or on hummocks within
marshes. They were carefully camouflaged and often equipped with an emer-
gency escape route disguised with special care. Quite often, the bunker trapdoor
was covered by a tree stump or a young fir tree. Many were well defended and

equipped with well-constructed loopholes and trenches.
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Proper care of the bunker and the arms was vitally important. The varied
nature of the Forest Brothers’ armaments made this quite difficult. They had
plenty of weapons, since the Germans had left behind entire arsenals as they
withdrew in 1944.

The ECP Historical Archives contain reports of cannons carefully disman-
tled and hidden by the Forest Brothers. Most groups lacked heavy artillery.
Eerik Heine writes of mine throwers and other weapons, but there is little
hard evidence of these. People recall that some groups did have mine throwers
hidden away just in case they were needed for a major battle. The heaviest
artillery used by the Forest Brothers was reportedly an anti-aircraft gun, with
which the partisans fired on Red Army transport planes in Pirnumaa district.

On the other hand, they boasted an extensive arsenal of lighter weapons.
Of course, German weapons predominated at first, but between 1946 and
1947 it became necessary to exchange them for Russian weapons, the primary
reason being problems with ammunition. German cartridges tended to rust,
and new ones were nowhere to be found. By the time their movement waned,
most Forest Brothers had Russian weapons, which were captured in raids on
town halls, People’s Defence units and Red Army units. Pistols, however,
were predominantly of German or Belgian makes. The 7.65mm calibre Walther
PP was especially popular. Russian TT-30s (better known as “five-pointed
stars”) and Nagant revolvers were also in use.

Although Russian rifles and German carbines were widely used, automatic
weapons were naturally the weapons of choice. Submachine guns included
the German MP 38-40 as well as a few Sturmgewehr MP-44s. An impressive
weapon was the Russian submachine gun or Pepeshka. From the start, Rus-
sian models predominated among machine guns, some of which (such as the
Maxim) had been used in the former Republic of Estonia. The powerful Ger-
man MG-42, on the other hand, demanded extensive care and used up car-
tridges far too rapidly. The Russian light machine gun Degtyaryov was widely
used alongside heavy machine guns.

The Forest Brothers also possessed hand grenades and rifle grenades. Larger
groups had German bazookas, and the effective “stovepipe”, officially named
Grenade Launcher No 54. This 88mm weapon had an electric trigger and a
maximum range of 130 metres.

There were few problems with other equipment. The Forest Brothers had
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no common uniform or kit. They usually moved about in peasant clothes or
in the old Estonian uniform; for operations they sometimes wore Soviet army
or security forces uniforms. Elements of the German army uniform and the
Estonian Defence League uniform were also used. It depended on whether
they were interested in making their identity known or not.

They never succeeded in continuing the resistance long without the sup-
port of the local population. The support and sympathy of the local people
were of the utmost importance to them. Partisan war specialist V. Redelis
once remarked that a successful partisan war requires leaders who, first of all,
have a strong will, and second, are able to win popular support. “In other
words, teamwork between the partisan leaders and the population is a funda-
mental requirement of any partisan movement.” Only movements receiving
substantial assistance from outside sources can afford to ignore to some extent
popular opinion, but even then their operations run into trouble. It would
not be unreasonable to claim that popular support was the key to the Estonian
Forest Brothers’ long struggle.

Naturally, food supplies were of primary importance. The partisans’ food
was either delivered to pre-arranged spots in the forest or fetched by the men
themselves. Procuring food for the winter was critical. The Forest Brothers
got all their supplies, including clothes, tools and everyday necessities, from
farms. They also relied heavily on the information they got from local people.
They were well informed of the movements of the reprisal squads and even
the NKVD units. Information on Soviet transport columns and shipments of
money was passed on to them. They had friends in high places, all the way up
through the KGB headquarters in Tallinn.

A review of the resistance movement in Estonia would not be complete if
we did not look at the civilian sector that operated primarily in the cities,
those whom the Estonians called the City Brothers. The City Brothers, an
influential component of the resistance movement in postwar Estonia, have
been largely neglected in writings about the partisans. The civilian resistance
movement was overshadowed by the armed struggle in the forests and was
gradually forgotten. And yet it constituted an essential part of the resistance
movement by being a transitional force to the next part. Without this wing,
the ten years of resistance in the forests would not have been possible. The

Forest Brothers frequently needed a temporary place to hide when danger
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threatened; they needed medical supplies and, most important of all, infor-
mation. The City Brothers were very helpful in obtaining forged documents.
It was also easier to sell stolen goods in the cities. The leaflets and proclama-
tions distributed by the City Brothers represented a valuable contribution to
the resistance.

The more impressive actions carried out by the City Brothers included
the hoisting of the blue, black and white flag in public places on national
holidays. Nothing succeeded in annoying the new authorities more than the
Estonian flag. It became a symbol of the continuing resistance, similar to the
letter “V” scratched on walls in France during the Nazi occupation. The
discovery of the flag in a person’s home was sufficient grounds for deporta-
tion to a Siberian labour camp, so, naturally, hoisting it was an even greater
crime. Still, it was hoisted again and again in public places throughout the
entire period of the occupation, even after the end of the Forest Brother
movement, with dogged persistence. Victory Day (22 June) was one of the
most popular holidays, second only to the anniversary of Estonian independ-
ence (24 February). Student organisations tried to protect monuments com-
memorating the War of Independence from Soviet demolition squads, and
destroyed Soviet monuments. When the so-called Liberators’ Monument to
the Soviet regime in Tallinn was blown up in 1945, the action sent shock
waves far and wide. It was carried out by a small group of female students in
response to the second removal of a monument to teachers and students who
had fallen in the War of Independence. The exact number of student organi-
sations in postwar Estonia is not known, but current information suggests
that there were nearly 30.

As the armed resistance movement started without central command or
control, most of the Forest Brother units acted separately. It is clear that a
nationwide central command structure is crucial for the success of any resist-
ance movement. The establishment of such an organisation is a formidable
task. A command centre never formed in many countries engaged in active
resistance against invaders during the Second World War. On one hand, a
central organisation that directs all members and all activities makes a resist-
ance movement significantly more efficient. On the other hand, it increases
the chances of detection. However, participation in a resistance movement is

a personal decision, demanding a higher-than-average degree of initiative and
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resourcefulness, and people of this character do not submit easily to the orders
and directives that are inevitable in the operation of a centralised organisa-
tion. And yet, some kind of central command is essential for a resistance move-
ment, if only to maintain communications with the outside world. This reali-
sation had led to the formation of the Haukka-Tiimmler group which was
crushed by the NKVD in late 1944. Major L.Henriksoo had also attempted
to create a coordinated resistance organisation in 1945 — the Eesti Passtekomitee
(EP, Committee for Saving Estonia) — but by the end of the year, the Soviet
security apparatus had destroyed this movement as well.

A comprehensive Forest Brother organisation was formed in spite of these
early setbacks. In 1945 and 1946 Endel Redlich of the Liinemaa district set
up an alliance of groups in Liinemaa and Harjumaa. One of the goals of this
organisation was to restore contacts with the Estonian government in exile.

Since 1945 the EVRK in Sweden had been trying to contact the men who
had participated in the resistance against the Germans and were still in Esto-
nia. A speedboat continued to shuttle between Sweden and Saaremaa Island.
Radio communications were not completely broken off, although the exist-
ence of a radio link was officially denied. Of the Estonian diplomats, the
ambassador to London, August Torma, was directly connected to the resist-
ance movement. In the messages that were intercepted by the Soviet security
forces he urges the Forest Brothers to continue the resistance while avoiding
major operations, deeming it wiser to wait for the right moment.

The first failures and the break-off of communications did not discourage
the “centre” in Sweden. In November 1946, Richard Saago and Arseeni Sagur
landed on Saaremaa Island. Saago carried a radio transmitter which was to
remain in Estonia. He succeeded in getting to Tartu and Tallinn, seeking out
old acquaintances and recruiting the best people for intelligence work. He
gave the local agent an American-made portable radio transmitter, money,
two pistols, a camera and other equipment. They agreed on transmission sched-
ules and passwords.

After carrying out his assignment, Saago returned to Saaremaa where a
motorboat was to take him back to Sweden. On 20 December 1946 the bor-
der patrol arrested both Saago and Sagur. They seized a great deal of material
evidence, including a letter from Saago to his companions who remained be-

hind. Armed with this information, the security apparatus infiltrated one of
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its own men into Saago’s network. The agent found out the addresses of mem-
bers of the group and had them all arrested, but did not succeed in setting up
a counterintelligence operation with this group.

Regular communications were finally established between Estonia and
Sweden thanks to a man named Richard Saaliste. Saaliste fought against the
Red Army in 1941, afterwards against the Germans. He joined the Estonian
troops again in 1944, was wounded and evacuated to Sweden. In October
1946, along with three companions, weapons and a radio transmitter, he set
out for his homeland. He succeeded in finding his brother Artur in the forest,
and worked to establish broader contacts.

Saaliste proved to be a capable organiser. He quickly succeeded in combin-
ing several partisan groups into one smoothly operating unit. These men were
not simple Forest Brothers, but well-organised troops. He also sought to es-
tablish ties with Redlich’s organisation, called the Relvastatud Vaitluse Liit
(RVL, Armed Resistance League), and thus managed to increase the work of
the movement significantly.

Saaliste’s first task was to re-establish communciations with Sweden. To
replace the radio transmitter lost at their landing, he quickly managed to find
one of the Haukka group’s radio operators still undiscovered by the NKVD.
Vambola Orav had managed to keep his identity secret and to blend into
Soviet society. The first transmission to Sweden was made in June 1947 from
the Lelle region in the Pirnumaa district. After that, transmissions increased,
which was a concern to the Soviet security apparatus. Massive raids were car-
ried out in the forests of Lelle and Jédrva. Buses equipped with radar equip-
ment cruised the roads, but Saaliste always managed to escape the sieges.

By this time, the RVL had expanded far outside its original home in
Liinemaa. The goal of the organisation was the restoration of Estonia’s inde-
pendence. Its programme of action states: “The organisation is preparing an
armed uprising against the Soviet regime at such a time when England and
the United States go to war against the Soviet Union or when a political coup
occurs in the Soviet Union itself.”

Above all, in order to achieve its goals, the men had to remain hidden, and
to preserve as many organised and armed combatants as possible for battles in
the future. Generally, engaging in armed combat was not the RVL’s main

purpose. Its primary goal was the establishment of structures necessary for an
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eventual uprising, stockpiling weapons and ammunition, and the preserva-
tion of the population’s desire and ability to resist. For this reason, the RVL
put a big effort into political education. Leaflets distributed through its cen-
tral command and local organisations called on the people to continue the
resistance and instructed them in methods of passive resistance.

The structure of the RVL was simple. It was led by a commander who
answered only to the legal government of the Republic of Estonia. The central
commander appointed the commanders of municipal organisations (or dis-
tricts made up of several towns). The RVL did not seek a large membership.
Rather, it emphasised getting agents into each region and each parish to main-
tain contact with the local Forest Brothers as well as the political resistance. It
sent its men to work in Soviet institutions, even in the security apparatus.

Each parish had one RVL agent, whose subordinates were known only to
him. The parish agents were in contact with the league’s district commanders,
who in turn reported to central headquarters. The organisation exercised strict
discipline, with violators subject to the death penalty. Harassing or disturbing
the local population, even to obtain food, was strictly prohibited. Redlich
asserted that the property of the Estonian people was sacred. Forest Brothers
who violated discipline and harassed members of the local population were
tried and executed.

The organisation ran a printing press which published leaflets and procla-
mations. Their leaflets proved remarkably effective. For the first time the For-
est Brothers scattered throughout the country learned of a command structure
which was genuinely devoted to liberating the country. The leaflets assured them
that the Western states would not abandon Estonia. The partisans were to con-
tinue to resist and preserve their strength for a decisive strike at the appropriate
time. The Forest Brothers were told to refrain from harassing the authorities
with isolated minor operations, since these served only to incur needless losses.
The league’s leaflets, urging the population to continue its passive resistance to
the Soviet regime, were also distributed in cities. The RVL planned training
opportunities for the leaders of Forest Brother groups, but succeeded in putting
together only one training session, where Redlich taught several dozen men how
to use a radio transmitter and some principles of counterintelligence.

There are no exact accounts of the size of the league. The major centres of

the organisation were located in Lizinemaa, Harjumaa, Tartumaa, Pirnumaa
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and Virumaa; a total of 38 parishes were under its influence. Its network
included V6rumaa and Viljandimaa districts as well. Information on the
numbers of league members is conflicting; most estimates range between
2,000 and 5,000 men. The league also brought together student resistance
groups and underground organisations in the cities, being especially influen-
tial in Tallinn.

The work of the RVL was facilitated by the fact that the resistance move-
ment in Estonia peaked between 1945 and 1947. In those days, actual power
in the countryside belonged to the Forest Brothers. The Soviets held power in
most villages and towns, but the Forest Brothers ruled at night. The authori-
ties lived in a state of perpetual fear. Soviet control failed to reach some of the
more remote forest villages until the after the mass deportations of 1949. In
several districts transport columns would move only when accompanied by
armed escorts. Executive Committee buildings resembled fortresses with armed
guards and even trenches. Large numbers of military units were stationed in
Estonia to ensure security for the local Soviet-run administration.

The rise of the resistance movement in Estonia was a bad surprise for the
authorities. The suppression of the movement on the conquered territory
quickly became a crucial issue for them. In 1944 and 1945 the Soviets tried to
fight the spontaneous growth of the resistance movement with the help of
defence groups made up of local communists. But the battalions, given the
official name Rahvakaitse (People’s Defence), created in 1944 to fight the
Forest Brothers, never lived up to expectations. This situation upset Moscow
considerably, and the authorities demanded that the ECP take decisive steps
to end the resistance once and for all.

On 7 August 1945, the CEP Central Committee held a meeting to discuss
tactics against the “bandits”. The Moscow representative in the CEP, Sergei
Sazonov, demanded action against the resistance movement and its support-
ers. He pointed out that a strong hand is loved by the people and feared by its
enemies. The KGB had to target the core of the resistance movement in order
to eliminate it. [t was reported that the resettlement of all the families of the
Forest Brothers and their collaborators in several towns had seriously dam-
aged it. The outcome of the meeting was summarised by Comrade Perov,
who insisted on the need for strengthening the reprisal squads with increases

in salaries and benefits, recruiting a band of informants either by enticement
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or intimidation, and dealing a blow to the families and supporters of the For-
est Brothers. He said that they should either be arrested or placed in some
kind of economic trap. The actions had to be well publicised, and an example
made of two or three families from each parish. Soon after the meeting, a
directive was issued ordering the strengthening of the reprisal squads and the
expropriation of land and property from the supporters and families of the
Forest Brothers. To fight the resistance movement, the Soviets cleverly de-
cided to destroy their base among the civilian population.

Even so, most of the responsibility in the battle against the Forest Broth-
ers lay not with the reprisal squads but with the security forces, which oper-
ated under several different names in the postwar years, the NKVD ~ Narodnyi
Kommissariat Vnutrennikh Del (People’s Commuissariat for Internal Affairs),
then the KGB — Komitet Gossudarstvennoi Bezopastnosti (the Committee
for State Security), but whose purpose remained the same. The creation of
a Ministry for State Security in the government of the Estonian SSR affirms
the special significance of the security apparatus in postwar Estonia. Until
1950 this ministry was headed by the infamous Boris Kumm, who had been
at the forefront of the Red terror in Estonia in 1940 and 1941, playing a
leading role in the deportations of 14 June 1941. But often police and secu-
rity resources proved insufficient for major operations against the resistance.
In these cases border guards, the regular army or Interior Ministry forces
(reporting to the NKVD) were brought in. The use of the air force also
proved disappointing. Air surveillance occasionally succeeded in discovering
groups of Forest Brothers, but blanket fire proved to be effective against the
low-flying light Russian planes. The authorities were forced to find other
ways to suppress the resistance.

In 1944, and even more so in 1945, the Soviet authorities placed great
hopes on the hit squads sent into rural areas. They were to find the Forest
Brothers’” hiding places and destroy the men and their bunkers. However,
local residents refused to help these troops, even when they were arrested and
tortured. For this reason, the operations of the hit squads remained generally
ineffective. They did manage to deal the Forest Brothers severe blows in some
instances, but a clear success remained evasive. The functions of the hit squads
were transferred to the reprisal squads who organised constant surveillance of

the Forest Brothers and their supporters.
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The most trustworthy party members were sent to work for the security
apparatus; in essence, the district party committees became branches of the
Committee for State Security. Every report sent to the party committees about
an individual’s anti-Soviet activities or attitude was immediately forwarded to
the security forces. Party workers were also made to help the security appara-
tus in recruiting local agents.

Gradually, the significance of the security apparatus in the struggle against
the Forest Brothers became pivotal. It used its agents to discover the individu-
als helping them, subsequently arresting them and forcing them under torture
to collaborate. The arrest of a person’s family became a powerful method of
coercion. By essentially taking the family hostage, the security apparatus hoped
to gain information on the Forest Brothers’ movements and the location of
their bunkers, so that ambushes could be organised to capture them. Accord-
ing to records in the CPE archives, female agents were widely used to entrap
Forest Brothers. The results of these operations were all too often ruinous for
the partisans.

One of the most successful methods of the security apparatus was the crea-
tion of false Forest Brothers. Professional security agents and their families
were sent to live in areas known to be teeming with partisan activity, and these
agents soon began “helping” them. An even more frequent tactic was the infil-
tration of security agents into units. These men were true professionals and it
was nearly impossible to distinguish them from real Forest Brothers. These
false partisans lived peacefully for some time within the units, taking part in
operations and all aspects of partisan life, all the while finding out who were
the supporters, their ties with other groups, the locations of their storehouses
and bunkers. When the reconnaissance work was done, a false Forest Brother
would lure his companions into a trap.

Soon enough, the security apparatus acquired experience in dealing with
the Forest Brothers, and their failures became fewer. They succeeded in pin-
pointing the location of many bunkers, whereupon they surrounded the en-
tire area with Interior Ministry forces and raided the bunkers with specially
trained assault platoons. The platoon was instructed to scatter the partisans
and force them to flee. As the Forest Brothers withdrew, they were met by an
ambush that cut them down with heavy crossfire.

The security forces did not always succeed in surprising the Forest Broth-
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ers. Most units had a round-the-clock guard who could warn of the arrival of
danger. Many battles that ensued raged for hours as the Forest Brothers tried
to break out of the siege. If an escape appeared to be impossible the partisans
made sure that their lives were paid for dearly by the attackers.

Frequently, the invading forces suffered heavy casualties under partisan
fire. In 1946 an army battalion attacked a small Forest Brother unit in the
Viru-Kudina district of Virumaa. The Forest Brothers, being familiar with
the local terrain, found cover and prepared for a battle. The first line of attack-
ers was mown down across a field. This created confusion in the ranks of the
raiders, at which point the Forest Brothers changed positions to prepare for
the next assault. When the partisans ran out of ammunition, they took it from
fallen enemies. The security forces lost more than 50 men. The battle ended at
nightfall with the Forest Brothers breaking out of the encirclement.

The fiercest battles raged where the Forest Brothers realised from the start
that they had no hope of escape. On 1 April 1946, the security apparatus
received reports that “bandits” had been sighted near Miiritsa farm in the
parish of Somerpalu in Vorumaa. Army and security detachments assembled
quickly, and surrounded the farm with about ten men. Reinforcements soon
arrived. By the end of the operation there were a couple of hundred men with
anti-tank guns, heavy machine guns and even a couple of cannons outside the
farm. The partisans trapped in the farmhouse responded to demands for sur-
render with gunfire when they realised that escape was impossible. They hung
a blue, black and white flag from the window and kept firing.

To win the siege, the attackers had no choice but to set the farmhouse on
fire. In its charred remains they found the bodies of about ten people, includ-
ing the owners of the farm. In the farmhouse stove, they found a flowerpot
with a bottle containing a letter calling on the Estonian people to continue
their struggle against the occupiers. The Estonian Forest Brothers knew how
to fight and knew how to die. However, the forces were unevenly matched.
Every fallen KGB soldier was replaced by another, whereas the Forest Broth-
ers had no resources to replenish their ranks. By November 1947, 8,468 For-
est Brothers had been killed or imprisoned and 6,600 had been “legalised”.
Presumably, this same rate — about 3,000 taken out of commission every year
— continued until the end of the decade. These were serious losses. In 1947
and 1948 partisan activity subsided. The movement began to die out.
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At the end of 1947 some members of the central command of the RVL
walked into a KGB trap and one of them was taken alive. Widespread arrests
and attacks on the headquarters of the central command followed. Even though
most members of the central command broke out from the siege, losses were
high. The security forces launched a large-scale operation against the camps of
the RVL sub-units. Fierce battles broke out in the forests. Despite the fact that
they had the advantage of surprise and much greater numbers on their side,
the security forces lost in several areas.

Usually, however, the Forest Brothers did not fare so well. Taken by sur-
prise, many were unable to resist and fell without firing a single shot. Many
were captured, particularly in Liinemaa and Harjumaa. Reports indicate that
the Soviet security apparatus seized about 500 Forest Brothers. These repre-
sented the most active segment of the RVL movement. Although the central
command remained untouched, it lost most of its contacts. A wave of mutual
distrust spread through Forest Brother units. Nevertheless, it took the KGB
one and a half more years to capture the central command of the RVL. On 27
February 1949, KGB special units attacked an RVL central command bunker
in a swamp in the Halinga parish of the Pirnumaa district three kilometres
from the town of Pirnu-Jaagupi. In the exchange of gunfire, nine RVL com-
mand members and many Soviet soldiers were killed.

Despite the security apparatus’ efforts, some RVL members were still free.
When Vambola Orav, the radio operator for Saaliste’s unit, was arrested in
1950, the last communications with Sweden were broken off. Of all the groups
most actively connected to Saaliste, only Eerich Jirlet’s unit continued to op-
erate. On 5 September 1951, Jirlet’s unit stole a consignment of money on
the Tallinn-Pérnu narrow-gauge railway. The Forest Brothers made off with
200,000 rubles. The security forces succeeded in capturing the unit only after
they had sent a false Forest Brother group into the woods, who seized Jirlet
with the help of poisoned vodka. '

The weakening of the Forest Brother movement provided ample opportu-
nity for the authorities to take decisive steps towards sovietising Estonia once
and for all. The Soviets had planned to destroy private farmers in Estonia by
force, launching massive new deportations of Estonians to Siberia and collec-
tivising Estonian agriculture. On 25 and 26 March 1949 the Soviets deported
more than 20,000 people to Siberia. According to official reports, 7,785 fami-
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lies were forcibly relocated, including 4,507 men (most of them elderly), 10,274
women and 5,717 children. It is obvious that the quota was reached mostly at
the expense of women and children. The proportion of women, children and
the elderly among the deportees exceeded 90 per cent.

The Forest Brothers were powerless to prevent these large-scale deportations.
The situation was similar in Latvia and Lithuania. Attacks on deportation
vehicles could easily harm the deportees, and the Forest Brothers were no
match for the well-armed squads that accompanied them. And yet, the Forest
Brothers took on deportation squads in many areas. For instance, in the town
of lisaku in Virumaa, a group of security operatives went to seize the Forest
Brother leader Rabin, who opened fire on the squad and was shot dead in the
ensuing battle. On 25 March 1949, one Forest Brother unit fired on an Inte-
rior Ministry patrol on its way to deport local families and destroyed railway
signals near Kadrina in Virumaa.

Notall people on KGB lists were found. Some were warned by Forest Broth-
ers, some by relatives in local Soviet institutions. The forests filled with people
who no longer had anything to lose. Their homes had been looted, their fami-
lies murdered or sent to Siberia. The only thing that kept many of them going
was the desire for revenge. “Better to die here than in Siberia!” the slogan was.

A wave of brutality swept across Estonia. Many collaborators actively as-
sisting in the deportations were locked in their homes by the partisans, the
houses doused with petrol and set on fire. The Forest Brothers stalked and
murdered them. Up to then, the partisans had rarely killed the families of
their political opponents, but now in desperation, they frequently failed to
differentiate between man, woman or child. The nation’s pain was at its peak;
its anguish had reached its limits.

The Forest Brother movement became more bitter. New, more skilful and
professional units formed, and planned their actions more carefully. In the
autumn of 1949 they robbed banks and money shipments in many parts of
Estonia, and raided cooperative stores and dairies. They were particularly ea-
ger to track down the security workers and Soviet activists who had played an
active part in the deportations. The people knew all too well who they were.
Documents found in KGB archives contain repeated expressions of regret
about the untimely demise of comrades who had been most active in “elimi-

nating the kulak class” in Estonia. The Forest Brothers apprehended some
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higher security officials as well; for instance, the security chief of Jirvamaa
district, who was sentenced and executed in the forest after a trial. The sudden
surge of activity caused deep concern among the authorities. The CEP Cen-
tral Committee issued a directive ordering the rapid elimination of the move-
ment. For a while, the directive was to remain no more than a piece of paper.

In reality, the peak of the movement had already subsided by this time.
Anger and desperation rarely lead to victory in battle. Furthermore, the indif-
ference shown by the West towards the deportations made the Forest Broth-
ers realise that they could hope for little help from that part of the world.

Why, then, did the battles and the resistance continue? Perhaps Alfred
Kairmann answers the question most clearly: “And what was this drive that
forced us, the last Forest Brothers, to stay in hiding? I'll tell you. We knew
that as long as we were still breathing, holding a gun and feeling Estonia’s soil
beneath our feet, everything was all right. We knew that it was much worse for
our captured comrades. We knew that there was a one-way ticket to Siberia
booked for us. We knew that a bullet from our own gun would save us from
enemy torture.” In 1949 the security forces succeeded in apprehending the
well-known partisan Ants the Terrible in Parnumaa. A tribunal sentenced
him to death by firing squad along with three of his companions in 1951.

Battles raged throughout Estonia. Although raiding parties suffered serious
losses, they achieved their goal of destroying the bunkers. The security appa-
ratus was able to subvert the dominant groups more easily once they had
succeeded in infiltrating one of their agents into them. Voldemar Piho’s par-
tisan unit was wiped out this way. By this time, the security apparatus had
added new tactics to its repertoire. These have been attributed to Colonel
Moskaleno, who replaced Boris Kumm as the ESSR minister for security in
1950. More and more Forest Brothers were caught by the security forces in
the early 1950s through poisoning. Now there remained only three or four-
member units without a permanent base. According to KGB files, the last
battles with the Forest Brothers were fought in 1955 and 1956.

These years can be considered the final moments of the widespread armed
resistance. The Soviet Union’s suppression of the Hungarian uprising and the
total inactivity of the West brought an end to all hopes of any real Western
assistance for the captive nations. Resistance had become meaningless. When

the Soviet regime declared an amnesty once more in 1956 and 1957, masses
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of men and women emerged from the forests. In 1956, Soviet tanks crushed
Hungary’s quest for freedom. The world reacted to the tragedy with indiffer-
ence, offering no more than feeble protests in response. Watching the events
in Hungary, the captive nations finally realised that they could expect no con-
crete assistance from the “free world”. However, the nascent political thaw in
the Soviet Union allowed the Estonians to begin to influence political trends
in their country by gaining positions in the Soviet government. The thaw also
opened the way for political resistance. In the late 1950s and early 1960s,
secret student organisations were the vanguards of this new trend in Estonia.
From the late 1960s onwards, political dissidents led the movement.

At the time of the destruction of the resistance movement Western intelli-
gence became interested in developments in the Baltic. The prelude to the
involvement in the Baltic states of several intelligence services dates back to
the mid-1940s, when the British intelligence service, the SIS, established con-
tacts with the Baltic resistance movements while the Baltic states were still
under German occupation. The liaison officer between the Baltic independ-
ence movements and British intelligence in Stockholm was Alexander “Sandy”
McKibbin, who had been an SIS representative in Estonia until 1939. Agents
equipped with radio transmitters were sent to Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia
to establish communications. Some were apprehended by the Germans, and
the others suspended their operations in 1944 and 1945 and left the area
when the Red Army forced its way in.

By the early 1950s, Western policy toward the Baltic states had shaken off
its lethargy. The escalation of the Cold War stimulated the intensification of
Baltic operations by the American and British intelligence services. With the
outbreak of the Korean War, Western governments needed information on
possible mobilisation being carried out in the Soviet Union’s westernmost re-
gions. By the end of the 1940s contacts between the CIA and the SIS, which up
to then had almost singlehandedly controlled Baltic operations, intensified. The
SIS was convinced of its agents’ loyalty and the Americans believed them. In
reality, the KGB controlled not only the SIS agents in the Baltics, but, through
Kim Philby, also the training of SIS agents in London and Germany.

In the late 1940s, the SIS had established a special centre in London for the
training of agents to be sent to the Baltic. The centre operated in cooperation

with the Baltic states’ embassies in London. Its leaders included Colonel Alfons
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Rebane, Stasys Zymantas and Rudolph Silaraijs as the Estonian, Lithuanian
and Latvian experts respectively. The operation bore the code name Jungle.
The SIS procured a house in 111 Old Church Street, Chelsea, for the centre’s
use. This is where the agents-in-training lived, and where they learned radio
transmission techniques, codes and ciphers and other skills for use by spies.
Field training (shooting, swimming, camouflage, hand-to-hand combat) was
conducted in the country. The training concluded with a trek in Scotland,
where the trainees demonstrated their skills to the instructors. The purpose of
these exercises was to train professional SIS radio operators, and not partisans.

In late October 1949, a speedboat transported the first agents to the coast
of Latvia. Here they were met by a unit of Forest Brothers consisting really of
KGB agents under the collective name of Maxis. The Kurseme Forest parti-
sans were led by KGB Major Alberts Bundulis. By autumn 1950, cooperation
between the SIS agents and the KGB impostors was going so smoothly that
one SIS man started giving the false partisans courses in radio operation, plan-
ning to send several of the most talented of them to be trained in London.
Once, the SIS men chanced to meet a group of genuine Forest Brothers, which
was eliminated several days later by the KGB.

The SIS continued its operations. They thought they had established close
communications with the Latvian partisans; now they turned their sights to-
ward Estonia. In the spring of 1951, an S-208 brought four new agents to the
Venta estuary near Ventspils, including one false partisan sent to London by
the KGB. The group included three Latvians and one Estonian with the code
name Gustav, whose identity remains a mystery. Gustav was sent to Estonia
with a Latvian agent without contacting the Maxis group, to contact the Esto-
nian Forest Brothers. Unfortunately, the Latvian disobeyed his orders and
marched right into a trap. Both agents were placed under KGB surveillance,
and since the Estonian KGB was not ready to work with its “guest”, it decided
to arrest Gustav instead. On 24 April 1951, he left Latvia and headed for
Estonia. A few hours later, his body was recovered from the River Ujava.
Walking into an ambush that had been prepared for him, and realising his
situation was hopeless, Gustav had managed to bite open an ampule of so-
dium cyanide. His suicide set the KGB’s Estonian operation back by six months.

By the autumn of 1951, Alfons Rebane (code name Robert) had recruited

and trained new volunteers to operate in Estonia. According to Rebane’s in-
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structions, the men were to be liaison officers between the Estonian Forest
Brothers and the British. Rebane foresaw the creation of an underground or-
ganisation in Estonia modelled on the Defence League, with a membership of
at least 20,000 men. They were to go into action at the outbreak of a new
world war, which in 1951 seemed more than likely.

In 1951 the Estonian agents and one Latvian were taken from England to
Hamburg. The team included Leo Audova (code name Ants) and Mirt Pedak
(code name Otto). The group that left Hamburg in late September on the S-
208 speedboat was equipped with four radios, code books, forged documents,
three automatics, six pistols, 2,000 cartridges and 150,000 rubles.

On the night of 29 September, the S-208, with its engine muffled, slipped
into a small bay six kilometres from the Ujava lighthouse. The location was a
blind spot for Soviet radar, and everything progressed as anticipated. The S-
208 launched a dinghy named Lady Jane Russell, which took the men ashore.
They were met by the Maxis Forest Brothers, one of whom was to return to
London with a real SIS agent for training. The incoming agents were taken to
the Maxis group’s camp, where they were met by a false liaison officer from
Estonia. The Estonian KGB was now plugged into the network.

In Estonia, preparations for the SIS agents were as thorough as they had
been in Latvia. A number of false bunkers were built in the woods and
equipped with all necessities. The operation was led by the experienced KGB
specialists Jaan Migi, U. Kask and Voldemar Rosin, under the full control
of the leader “Karl”.

The SIS agents in Estonia were not given a part in any other operations.
They were fed information which they transmitted to London. Ants soon
began to feel uneasy about his forced inactivity. He left the bunker with his
weapons and radio transmitter and radioed messages to London, keeping their
contents secret from the rest of the group. These actions alarmed the KGB
and Ants was arrested. The KGB exposed its deception to Otto, who was
forced to work for the Soviet security apparatus.

On 20 April 1952, new SIS agents came ashore in Latvia, including Eerik
Hurma (code name Georg) with forged documents in the name of Georg
Kuuse. Georg brought along 60,000 rubles, a wealth of supplies and blank
Soviet passports. Georg was sent to live in Ants’ bunker and placed under

strict surveillance. In 1953, Heino Karkman (code name Albert) reached Es-
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tonia by way of Latvia. On 1 November 1954, a motorboat picked up the
double agent Juhan Luks on the coast of Saaremaa Island and took him to a
boat waiting on the open sea. The same boat brought the new SIS agent
Raimund Jantra (code name Harry) to Estonia. Luks was questioned for sev-
eral days in London by SIS officers, who were unable to unearth anything
suspicious. He underwent thorough training and was sent back to Estonia.
On 20 April 1955, Luks landed in Estonia. The same boat carried the SIS
agent Albert and the KGB lieutenant Olaf Jiirisson back to England. By No-
vember, the KGB lieutenant, now code-named Harald, was back in Estonia,
bringing supplies and instructions to “intensify operations”. At the same time,
another partisan sent to England by the KGB was being trained at the Lon-
don centre. This Soviet spy, called Olev, had fought in Rebane’s unit during
the war, but subsequently agreed to collaborate with the security apparatus for
unknown reasons. Soviet security took Olev to Bornholm Island, where he
gave himself up to the Swedish authorities. Rebane soon contacted Olev, who
told him that he had been brought to the West at Karl’s orders.

The KGB’s grand operation entered a crucial phase. Its final goal was not
even clear to its local leaders, who seemed to be more interested in enticing
some well-known Estonian public figure to Estonia and arresting him in
Operation Trust. The KGB’s general goals, however, were more ambitious:
with the unwitting help of Baltic exiles, it planned to infiltrate Western intel-
ligence centres, thereby allowing it to eliminate Western intelligence person-
nel in the Soviet Union. But success had made the KGB careless. In addition
to others it had recruited, the KGB tried to recruit Heino Karkman for its
own interests, but succeeded only in arousing his suspicions. Karkman had no
proof to back up his suspicions, but he began taking notice of events while
continuing to play dumb. He succeeded in dulling the KGB’s vigilance and
returned to London where he expressed his suspicions to Rebane, who had
also become suspicious because the operation was going too smoothly.

They decided to get to work on the KGB officer in London, who then
broke down and confessed to Rebane that he had been sent to England by the
KGB to entice Rebane into a trap in Estonia. In a gentleman’s agreement,
Rebane did not immediately inform the British of what he had learned, and
allowed the KGB man to return to Estonia. The game continued, but Rebane

was now the hunter, stalking Karl, the leader of the KGB Forest Brothers.
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In August 1956, Rebane accompanied Karkman to Helsinki, as if accepting
the invitation brought by Luks to take a speedboat from Finland to Estonia or
to meet somewhere at sea. Several months passed and winter arrived. Finally,
Rebane informed them that he would not go to Estonia, but ordered Karl to
come to Finland. Karl, however, did not dare to undertake such a risky venture.

The espionage game went on. Rebane continued to speak of his imminent
return to Estonia, all the while making every effort to bring his own men out.
However, the KGB became suspicious. Georg, who had tried to distance him-
self from the false Forest Brother group, was arrested. Jantra was pressed into
collaboration with the KGB, but succeeded in outwitting them. He managed
to convince them that he would be much more effective in London, and thus
managed to get sent back to England at the request of Rebane, where he was
expected to infiltrate the British intelligence services. The KGB had made a
fatal mistake: Jantra remained loyal to Rebane and divulged the entire game
in detail to the SIS. Jantra changed his name, worked for many years for
British intelligence, and is currently in retirement in Great Britain.

By the end of 1956, the extent of the deception was clear. By this time, the
SIS had evidence that the KGB had infiltrated the Latvian Forest Brothers as
well. In December 1956 Rebane sent his final radiogram to Estonia, saying in
no uncertain terms that the Estonian Forest Brothers had been infiltrated by
the Bolsheviks. Operation Jungle had failed. Rebane went to live in West
Germany. Heino Karkman, the man who had played such a key role in foiling
the KGB’s plans, became a sailor. However, the KGB was not inclined to
forgive and forget, and on 14 April 1958, Karkman fell off a ship under suspi-
cious circumstances, in the Swedish harbour of Képing, and drowned.

The British intelligence service was not the only one to be interested in
Estonia during the postwar years. Swedish and, through them, American in-
telligence services started gathering information as early as the mid-1940s.
For whatever reason, a new stage began in the operations of Swedish intelli-
gence in 1947 and 1948. The Swedes exhibited a marked increase of interest
towards information coming out of the Baltic states; the influence of the CIA
was apparent behind this. Arkadi Valdin became a central figure in Sweden;
his liaison with Swedish intelligence was K. Andreasson. In a house on
Gimmerstavigen 24 in Alvsj6, near Stockholm, recruited agents were given

thorough training. Swedish intelligence was not the only service to work with
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Valdin. The British and the Americans also turned to him through Colonel
Alfons Rebane. Contact with the Americans took place through the former
chief of long-distance reconnaissance for the German general staff, General
Gehlen, who worked in recruiting and training men from refugee camps on
behalf of the CIA. Thirty agents, all of whom had been trained in Pullach near
Munich, were sent to the Baltic as a result of General Gehlen’s efforts. Gehlen
had one minelayer and two speedboats at his disposal which made brief expe-
ditions to deposit men on the small islands around Hiiumaa Island or on the
south of Pirnu.

The first man sent to Estonia in this endeavour was Ernst (other sources
say Endel) Mumm, who landed in Estonia in 1947 or 1948. Mumm (code
name Nixi) landed safely and got down to work. In October 1948 a large
group of men followed him: Harri Vimm (alias Villu), Johan Maltis (Joonas),
and a man with the code name Susi. Their first attempt to reach the shore of
Hiiumaa Island near the Osmussaare lighthouse in a speedboat piloted by
Captain Albert Lilleberg was unsuccessful. The speedboat encountered a fleet
of Russian border patrol vessels and was forced to return to its base on Ture
Island. They managed to reach the shore on the third try, when they headed
for Lohusalu Point. The men went ashore in rubber dinghies, crossed the
border zone and headed inland. The group was due to contact the Forest
Brothers led by Richard Saaliste in Estonia. All too soon, the Soviet security
apparatus detected unfamiliar radio signals and a manhunt began.

Villu was supposed to contact the border patrol regiment commander, Major
Paul Lilleleht, who had been hiding in Estonia for a long time, but encoun-
tered a document checkpoint and killed himself by biting an ampule of poi-
son. The security apparatus had more luck with Joonas, who became discour-
aged due to a series of failures in his operations and gave himself up to the
security forces. Along with Joonas, the security forces seized not only the radio
transmitter but also obtained information on the third agent, Susi. Susi was
placed under surveillance, surrounded by security agents posing as members
of the resistance movement, and turned into an unwitting conduit for the
Soviet security apparatus.

Meanwhile, Valdin thought that everything was going according to plan.
Only Nixi sensed danger. Realising that the men sent to contact him had been
compromised, he acted to save himself. With Valdin’s mediation, another
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team was sent to Estonia: a Lithuanian, and the Estonians Evald Hallisk (alias
Habe) and “Ermo”. The team landed on the Lithuanian coast and immedi-
ately came under surveillance. In fact, Soviet security had planned to wipe out
the entire team right away, but in a battle with border patrol troops, the Lithua-
nian was killed and the Estonians escaped. Unfortunately, this did not save
the Estonians, who were met by KGB Forest Brothers who took them to their
base camp in Estonia. The men were allowed to operate freely for a time, to
prevent Valdin from becoming suspicious.

The Soviet security apparatus devised a plan to deal a blow to “Western in-
trigues” in Estonia by imprisoning the entire team in one go. The security forces
made extensive preparations, including field training and other such operations.
It seemed that nothing could prevent the operation from succeeding.

On 2 September 1951 a boatload of new agents was expected to land at
11:30 p.m. The morning was beautiful, but by nightfall a storm began to
gather. The situation was complicated by a forest fire that had broken out the
night before. The men in the speedboat could not see the torch signals from
the shore against the light of the fire, and went 1.5 kilometres to the south,
directly towards the border patrol cordon guarding Matssalu Bay. Some got
quite far, but they were simply too unevenly matched against the border pa-
trols. The cordon commander Kozlov fell in the fighting, and many border
patrol soldiers were wounded. All four of the Estonian agents — Lembit Ustel,
Aksel Ports, Kreums and Friedrich Péld, who had escaped from Estonia in
1947 on the fishing boat Meretuul - perished.

For all practical purposes, this brought Valdin’s operations in Estonia to an
end. No more teams were sent. The entire operation shifted more and more
into the Americans’ hands. In the mid-1950s, the CIA’s interest in the Baltic
states increased. Fearing KGB infiltration of the British intelligence network,
the Americans began preparing agents who were exclusively their own, with-
out coordination with the intelligence agencies of other countries.

One of the best-known incidents in Estonia is the capture of the CIA agents
Kalju Kukk and Hans Toomla in 1954. Kukk was recruited by the American
intelligence service in 1953 in Casablanca and sent for training in Munich.
After exhaustive grilling, Kukk (code name Karl) was taken across the ocean
to the USA on 7 August 1954, where he received thorough training from

American instructors at Fort Bragg in North Carolina. Two other men — Ants
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and Arcur (Hans Toomla) — underwent training with him. Some time later,
the men were returned to Germany for supplementary training in radio com-
munication. These actions indicate that the Americans had learned from the
Britons’ experience. They did not send Kukk and Toomla to establish com-
munication with the resistance movement, but instructed them to work
as genuine spies, tracking the movements and possible concentrations of So-
viet forces, collecting information on events in the Soviet Union, obtaining
documents, and other such activities. Kukk and Toomla were given the coor-
dinates of some of Valdin’s men. Their main liaison was to be the Swedish
agent Nixi who had been sent into Estonia in the 1940s. Nixi (Ernst Mumm)
worked in a car repair shop and ran a successful espionage operation, accord-
ing to American intelligence assessments. He had recruited his own network
of agents. As proof of their authenticity, Toomla and Kukk were given several
items and half a photograph, of which Nixi held the other half.

On 7 May 1954, an unmarked transport plane took off from an airport in
Frankfurt. Kukk and Toomla parachuted into southern Estonia near the vil-
lage of Auksaar, moving into the village of Kergu by Vindra, where Toomla’s
mother Liis Toomla lived with his sister Helgi Noormaa. Kukk and Toomla
were told to familiarise themselves with the situation in Estonia, recruit agents,
and prepare to receive a larger group of operatives. Toomla’s old friend Robert
Hamburg was recruited in Estonia, with the code name Ats. Kukk and Toomla
moved through the country and gathered information. On 30 June 1954 they
made their first transmission. They felt confident and secure. Their only tense
moment had been an encounter with document control on the Pirnu-Tallinn
train, which passed without incident. The men had no idea that the KGB had
launched an extensive search operation under Colonel Gavriil Starinov and
was already on their trail.

In June and July Liis Toomla’s farm was placed under KGB surveillance.
Early in the morning of 11 July, they reported two cyclists riding towards the
farm; shortly afterwards, a radio transmission was detected in the area. The
ring tightened. Kukk and Toomla were unsuspecting, and so the KGB was
able to ambush them as they returned to the farm on their bicycles. Kukk
was taken prisoner. Toomla, reacting with lightning speed, managed to grab
his pistol and mortally wounded KGB operative Lukyanov, after which he
himself collapsed, fatally wounded. The KGB tried to set up a counterespio-
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nage radio game to mislead the Americans with the help of the imprisoned
Kukk, but Kukk refused to cooperate, protecting the identity of his network
of agents in every way he could. Despite his efforts, the KGB tracked and
arrested Ats. At a military tribunal held in February 1955, Kukk was sen-
tenced to death and his agents to varying prison sentences. Nixi continued to
vex Soviet intelligence, returning in the end across the Norwegian border
back to England.

At the same time, the struggle in the Estonian forests was not completely
over. The KGB had not succeeded in capturing all the Forest Brothers. At the
end of the armed conflict, some emerged from the forests to live legally under
assumed names, but most were exposed before too long. In one instance, Ants
Aunvere, a man who was working as roads inspector in Kose in the Harjumaa
district, was arrested for the partisan activity of his past. Some other former
Forest Brothers were hunted and captured in Latvia.

Some men, however, continued to hide, refusing even an outward com-
promise with the authorities. Although these men were fully aware of Esto-
nia’s status in world affairs, they still refused to abandon the resistance. Per-
haps we will never know exactly how many of these men there were. They
were destined to die nameless on a forgotten front. Not until recently has the
veil of secrecy begun to lift from the events of those days. The best approach is
to give a chronological view of events about which we have information.

Early in 1964 newspapers carried the story of two brothers, Aksel and Arnold
Ojaste, who had been in hiding for 19 years in the Jogeva district. They were
tully pardoned by the authorities after their voluntary departure from the for-
ests. In May the same year, several newspapers printed an article about Jiiri
Keskkiila, who hid in a secret room on a farm in the Paide district of Saaremaa
Island for 20 years.

On 26 February 1965 the official Estonian news agency ETA reported on
the imprisonment of the Forest Brother Raimond Mélder. On the initiative
of the Ranna kolkhoz policeman Simson, a manhunt was launched in early
1965 in the Mustvee district for the “dangerous criminals and collaborators
with Germany hiding themselves on the kolkhoz territory”. Mélder was ap-
prehended in this manhunt. He did not give up without a tough fight, seri-
ously injuring two members of the manhunt squad. In 1967 the KGB seized
Vorumaa district legendary Forest Brothers Hugo and Aksel Mattus.
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In the summer of 1974, the Soviet authorities in the village of Poka in
Vérumaa stumbled upon a man who they thought was in hiding. The well-
known Forest Brother, Kalev Arro, was killed in an exchange of gunfire. On
28 September 1978, KGB agents tried to arrest the last-known Forest Brother,
August Sabbe, but failed. Sabbe resisted and drowned himself as he saw that
there were no chances of escape. With the last Forest Brother gone, the armed
resistance movement in Estonia was over.

The failure of the movement was not the end of the opposition. On the
contrary, it created a strong base for opposition, giving the nation a tradition
of resistance. The strength of a resistance movement depends above all on the
resolution and spiritual strength of the nation itself. Although the West pro-
vided little help to the captive nations, their resistance movements persisted
with remarkable tenacity. A new generation arose to replace the dead or im-
prisoned Forest Brothers, and continued to resist the occupying power with

changing methods in the changing circumstances.



Operations of Western Intelligence Services
and Estonian Refugees in Post-War Estonia
and the Tactics of KGB Counterintelligence

INDREK JURJO

The German occupation marks the beginning of the postwar armed resistance
of the Baltic peoples. The Baltic states occupied by Nazi Germany cherished
at first the hope that Germany would restore their independence. Soon that
hope was replaced by deep disappointment which led to the formation of an
opposition, which was strongest in Lithuania. The better organisation and
greater activity of the Lithuanian resistance under the German occupation
supported the armed opposition to the new Soviet occupation in 1944, which
was more extensive than the guerrilla movement in either Estonia or Latvia.

In Estonia and Latvia, where the German authorities were milder than in
Lithuania, opposition emerged considerably later. On 13 August 1943 the
Latvijas Centrala Padome (Central Council of Latvia) was founded, in the
Riga apartment of the son of Latvia’s first president, Professor Konstantin
Cakste. Arturs Arnitis, an active member of the council, set up motorboat
communication with Sweden. In March 1944 the National Committee of the
Republic of Estonia was established. In April, however, several committee
members were arrested. In July 1944 several Estonian refugees in Stockholm
and Helsinki were co-opted on to the committee. Immediately prior to the
second Red Army occupation, the National Committee served as the basis for
the Estonian government, which was formed on 18 September 1944 and de-
clared Estonia independent. The government was still unable to oppose the
Red Army and could not rely on support from the Western Allies.’

In October 1943, as military success evaded Germany, an intelligence group
called Haukka was formed to establish communication between the resistance
forces and foreign countries. The nucleus of the group was composed of men
from the Erna troop which, after training in Finland, had landed in Estonia in
the summer of 1941. The Haukka group reached an agreement with Colonel
Hallamaa, commander-in-chief of Finnish radio intelligence, and Commander
Aulio. The Finns were to get from the group information concerning the

Germans; in return they were to train Haukka members, supply them with
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equipment and take care of their transport. Soon regular radio communica-
tion with Finland was established. The key figures in Haukka, Leo Talgre and
Toomas Hellat, who worked for the German Abwehr under Commander
Cellarius, were well disposed towards Estonia. On their initiative another group
called Tiimler was formed, which stayed in Estonia after the return of the Red
Army. The members of Tiimler were trained in German schools and their
centre was in German territory. It was hoped that with the establishment of
Tiimler the reconnaissance centre in Estonia would become legal in the eyes
of the German authorities and, thus, it would be possible to obtain equip-
ment. In fact most of the plans were not carried out and contacts between
Haukka and Tiimler were weak.”

In the summer of 1944, Hellat went by Swedish launch to Stockholm with
the aim of arranging further cooperation with Swedish intelligence. During
his week-long stay he contacted the British Embassy intelligence officer, Alex-
ander McKibbin, as well as the US Embassy secretary, Harry Carlson, who
was in command of the American secret services in Sweden. It is believed that
the Americans informed their ally, the Soviet Union, of the meeting.3 Any-
way, Soviet counterintelligence was well aware of the Haukka-Tiimler men
and in the autumn of 1944, after Estonia had been occupied again, began to
persecute their leaders.

The evacuation of the members of the National Committee of the Repub-
lic of Estonia to Sweden was a fiasco. Due to an engine failure, the boat which
was to take the committee members was late. A few of them did reach Swe-
den; the majority, however, together with the acting prime minister, Otto
Tief, were arrested by the Red Army troops that had reached the Baltic coast.4
Failures were in store for the Haukka group, too. After the Soviet-Finnish
armistice, the Finnish centre sent a short notice to the Haukka men in Octo-
ber: “Your removal impossible, hide.”5 Later, contacts were broken off alto-
gether. As part of the operation Stella Polaris, the Finnish reconnaissance of-
ficers who had been supervising the Haukka group were evacuated to Sweden.
In Estonia the first Haukka-Tiimler scouts were arrested on 6 November when
Smers spotted three men from Haukka in Viljandimaa: Erik Joonas, Tarmo
Meristu and Helmut Pedanik. The arrests escalated as interrogations produced
new evidence. On 5 and 6 December almost all the members of the Tiimler

group were arrested. On 10 December Soviet security captured Hellat who,
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during interrogation, gave in and agreed to cooperate with the KGB. His
confession enabled the KGB to find the rest of the Haukka men.’ Finally, a
week or two later, the leader of the Haukka group, Leo Talgre, was trapped in
a flat in Tallinn and killed in a struggle.7

The interrogation of Hellat alone resulted in the arrest of more than 200
people by the Ministry for State Security (MGB); 23 radio transmitters were
confiscated, ten conspirators’ apartments and several secret crossing-places were
liquidated.8 Most of the Haukka men left behind in Estonia were either killed
or sentenced to prison.9 The news of the annihilation of the Haukka group
did not reach the émigré community for a long time and they relied on the
Haukka men in their intelligence operations for many years to come.

In the postwar intelligence operations of Baltic refugees two separate stages
can be distinguished. In the first postwar years there were sporadic émigré
efforts aimed at establishing contacts and sending assistance to the armed re-
sistance in their homeland. There was no steady cooperation between refugees
and Western intelligence services. In the second stage all intelligence opera-
tions were strictly directed by Western intelligence services, and their main
goal was to obtain military information relevant for the Western side. Aiding
armed resistance was not on the agenda of the Western intelligence services,
and Baltic agents were instructed to avoid participation in guerrilla warfare.

KGB tactics also corresponded to the two above-mentioned stages. In the
first stage the KGB concentrated mostly on the liquidation of the guerrillas
and combined the obstruction of émigré reconnaissance operations with the
anti-guerrilla struggle. An example of this comes from Lithuania where a mock
organisation, the Supreme Committee for the Restoration of Lithuania
(VLAK), was set up, which opposed the Supreme Committee for the Libera-
tion of Lithuania (VLIK) which had been formed in exile. At the head of the
mock committee was Juozas Markulis, a KGB agent whose aliases include
Erelis and Noreika. With the help of Markulis, the KGB succeeded in arrest-
ing many Lithuanian guerrillas and disorientating the émigré community.10
In Latvia the KGB used its agent Tankist (Margers VItolir,1§)Il who presented
himself to Latvian guerrillas as a British spy. He succeeded in gaining the trust
of Latvian guerrillas, and organised in Riga in October 1947 a “council” of
their deputies, and 14 commanders of the Kurland guerrilla unit were arrested
without a shot. ~
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In the second stage, the KGB deception operations with Western intelli-
gence services, which had no direct relation to the actual armed resistance
movement, were of major significance. By the end of the Second World War
the KGB had extensive experience in the surveillance of refugees and in block-
ing the activities of Western intelligence services. The routine for deception
operations had been fixed in the course of its intelligence operations. The
secret professional literature of the KGB defines a deception operation (a so-
called operational game — operativnaja igra) as a system of counterintelligence
operations and actions, the aim of which is to ascertain the plans and inten-
tions of Western intelligence services, to filter KGB agents into Western intel-
ligence services and émigré centres, and to mislead them with wrong informa-
tion. The precondition of a deception operation is the infiltration of Soviet
agents into Western intelligence services and émigré centres (podstava). Ar-
rested agents of Western services could be used if their arrest was still un-
known to the other party, or they could be used as blinds, without the agents
themselves being aware of their deception.13

The Cheka and OGPU deception operations Syndicate and Trust were
precedents of KGB actions. These were fictitious anti-Soviet organisations,
the members of which were in fact Chekists or their agents. They established
contacts with bona-fide representatives of Russian émigré organisations who
were related to Western intelligence, and gave them misleading information.
With these operations Chekists bribed the active White Army figure Boris
Savinkov and the British “super-spy” Sidney Reilly14 to go to Russia.

During the Second World War, Soviet counterespionage carried out de-
ception operations on the Germans. After the war these were applied in
western Ukraine and Poland. By the operation Cep, the KGB succeeded in
taking over the communication channels between the Ukraine National Or-
ganisation and émigré centres and British intelligence.16 A similar game was
conducted by the KGB and the Polish security service, set up and trained by
Soviet agents, which formed a fictitious national resistance organisation in
1948. The CIA was drawn in, too, supplying the “resistance movement” with
arms, radio transmitters and gold, until in 1952 the KGB completed its de-
ception with a derisive propaganda programme broadcast over Polish radio.

The principles followed by the KGB in Eastern Europe and Ukraine were
similar to those used in Baltic operations.18 The KGB had many advantages
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over Western intelligence services. Soviet intelligence was ahead in time, not
to mention its considerably larger staff and almost limitless resources under
the conditions of the totalitarian Soviet system. While the Western states
throughout the Second World War had fulfilled their obligations as allies,
avoiding any anti-Soviet espionage, the Soviet intelligence service, on the other
hand, had made maximum use of the naive trust of Western politicians.w

After Estonia had been occupied by the Red Army for the second time, for
some time Estonian refugees tried to maintain the motorboat communication
with Sweden set up during the German occupation. This, however, became more
and more risky, for immediately after the occupation of the Baltic states, the
Soviet Union sealed its sea border as tightly as possible. In 1945 and 1946 these
operations were directed in Sweden by the National Committee of the Repub-
lic of Estonia. Several leading figures in the émigré community had established
contacts with British intelligence during the war. It seems that at first relations
between émigré leaders and Western intelligence services were not close. Their
aim was to establish communication links and support the armed resistance.
Several boatmen, sailing from Sweden to Estonia, hoped to fetch their relatives
left behind in Estonia. A few of these raids were successful, more often the boats
had to turn back from the well-guarded coastline of Soviet Estonia.

According to KGB records, the overseas operations were controlled by the
Foreign Board at the National Committee in October 1944. The board re-
cruited agents from among the refugees with the aim of sending them to Esto-
nia.” The link relied on the Haukka group to continue its mission in Estonia.
Parallel to patriotic motives, several agents sent to Estonia also had personal
interests in returning. On 2 June 1946, Elvi Ormus-Akman, Aksel Vahtras
and Voldemar Piirson landed in Hiiumaa to give the Haukka members codes
and a timetable for transmissions. They failed, of course, and on their way
back to Sweden were captured by Soviet border guards.21

A more serious enterprise was the expedition by a lawyer, Rudolf Saago, and
a fisherman, Arseni Sagur, which served the interests of both the Estonian Na-
tional Committee and Western intelligence. Saago was known for his firm pa-
triotic principles and had been wanted also by the German occupying authori-
ties. Both Saago and Sagur were recruited by Jaan Ots and Endel Peedo (the
agent Lepik) who were in contact with the British secret services. Saago was

given a radio transmitter and instructed in how to use it. His task was to estab-
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lish contacts with the Haukka-Tiimler group, meet Estonian guerrillas, and to
obtain documents and strategic military information. The latter was what Brit-
ish intelligence was mostly interested in. In the middle of the night, on 1 No-
vember 1946, Saago and Sagur landed on the coast of Saaremaa, and Saago
soon moved on to Tallinn. There he found out that the group he was to make
contact with had been arrested. Saago kept his cool; his old friend Enn Ennist
from Tallinn agreed to help; Saago gave him a radio transmitter and codes.
Ennist quickly recruited a whole group of supporters, including a radio opera-
tor. Saago and Sagur, considering their mission fulfilled, returned to Saaremaa
where they expected a motorboat from Sweden to come and fetch them. The
boat, however, could not get past the Soviet border guards and did not land.”
On 13 December 1946, Soviet security arrested Saago and Sagur in Saaremaa
and in the last few days of the year the KGB succeeded in seizing the whole of
the Ennist group in Tallinn. Sixteen people were put on trial, Saago and Sagur
were sentenced to 20 years of penal servitude, the other terms were shorter.”
As the 2nd Department of the MGB had known for years that the English
and Americans had established an espionage school in northern Sweden to
prepare personnel to be sent to the Baltic states, the KGB decided to begin a
radio deception based on information gained from Saago and his imprisoned
companions.24 In the absence of an agent radio operator, it planned to trans-
mit call signs to Sweden and initiate a secret correspondence with the Esto-
nian National Committee in Stockholm. The operation had to be stopped,
however, for the Swedish side did not answer. Probably the KGB timing was
not good, independent émigré activities were coming to an end, while the
Baltic operations of Western secret services were only at a very early stage.
The most conspicuous undertaking, and the most idealistic in its nature,
was the landing of Richard Saaliste and five companions on the Kiibassaare
peninsula in Saaremaa on 2 December 1946, with the aim of establishing
contacts between émigrés and the guerrillas as well as organising the armed
resistance. During the German occupation Richard Saaliste had been the com-
mander of the Hiiumaa Home Guards and fought in the border guard regi-
ment as a company commander. After his arrival in Sweden he had been
arrested for a short period and accused of being a Nazi. As the accusation
proved to be groundless, Saaliste was released, yet his period of imprisonment

only increased his determination to return to his homeland. On landing in
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Saaremaa, his motorboat was damaged on rocks and the radio transmitter was
lost. His group moved on to the mainland where the men divided. In August
1947 Soviet security arrested Martin Tammiksalu, Aleksander Krabi, Vassili
Tarvis and Einar Nurk of the group; Paul Mutso was killed at the time of the
arrest.” Saaliste, hiding by moving around, cooperated with the strongest
guerrilla organisation, the Relvastatud Vaitluse Liit (Union for Armed Com-
bat). Although he managed to get a new radio transmitter from them, regular
communication with Sweden was not kept up. Saaliste struggled for three
years and was killed in action on 14 December 1949 by Soviet security.26

With Richard Saaliste the émigré attempts at active support of the armed
resistance in Estonia practically came to an end. From this date espionage
activities were conducted under the direct surveillance of Western intelligence
services.

The major Western opponent to Soviet intelligence was the British Secret
Intelligence Service (SIS). In July 1945 Harry Lambton Carr was appointed
controller of the SIS Northern Area, including the Scandinavian countries
and the Soviet Union. Carr’s assistant in the SIS, the head of the “Nord”
Department responsible for the Baltic states, was Alexander McKibbin. Both
of them knew tsarist Russia. McKibbin had lived between the two world wars
in Tallinn, being engaged in timber dealing and serving, at the same time, as
a trusted informant of British intelligence.27

Totally different as to their characters, the reserved and suspicious Carr and
the jovial McKibbin held in common an affection for pre-revolutionary Rus-
sia and a hatred of Communism. This hatred was what bound them to the
Baltic refugees. They found it only natural that the numerous Baltic refugees
in Sweden should be used for getting information about the Soviet Union;
they recruited agents from among them and trained them with the aim of
sending them back to the Baltic area as spies. The interest was mutual, for the
refugees were hoping to use the material support of the Western intelligence
services to aid and coordinate the liberation movement at home. Several lead-
ing figures in the Estonian community in Sweden had collaborated with Brit-
ish intelligence during the war. Sweden became the base where the SIS contin-
ued its Baltic operations after the end of the war. In the late 1940s, as allied
sympathy for the Soviet Union was fading and the Cold War atmosphere was

gradually setting in, an espionage school for training Baltic refugees was estab-
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lished. Representatives of all three Baltic states were employed to recruit agents
of Baltic origin who, under the direct guidance of Carr and McKibbin, were to
conduct espionage operations. These included the Lithuanian professor of his-
tory, Stasys Zymantas, the Latvian Air Force officer Rudolfs Silarajs, and Colonel
Alfons Rebane, decorated with the Knight’s Cross, who had distinguished him-
self on the Eastern Front.” To the latter (at his own request) an assistant,
Viino Pirtel was attached, who, using personal contacts, was to look for possi-
ble candidates for the school from among the former Eastern Front units.

The experienced KGB managed to entangle the Baltic operations of West-
ern intelligence services in a web of deception. According to the classic princi-
ples of espionage, these games were isolated from each other so that one fail-
ure did not obstruct other operations or initiate new proceedings from the
previous ones. All of these deception operations served one set of aims: to cut
the contacts of Western intelligence services with émigré centres and the local
resistance movement, to eliminate Western agents, to make use of infiltrated
communication channels in the anti-guerrilla struggle, to spread among the
émigré communities antagonism and misleading information, and to damage
the reputation of refugees in the eyes of Western politicians.

It is impossible to make a comprehensive survey of the KGB deception
operations, which were directed from the 2nd Department of the MGB, the
Moscow counter-intelligence centre, as archives in Russia are not accessible. A
short description of some can be found in the secret history of the KGB pub-
lished in 1977; the Baltic operations Duel, Venta, Meteor and Lursen-S were
mentioned.”

Using information in the Lithuanian Special Archives it is possible to get a
more detailed picture of the major deception operations conducted in Lithua-
nia, Volna, Les and Neman. Within the framework of these, between 1949
and 1952, the Lithuanian MGB received five British intelligence landings, in
the course of which seven British agents were arrested and one killed. Of the
arrested agents some were rerecruited and used in further counterintelligence
operations. The radio game Neman was aimed at American intelligence and
used the American agent Jonas Kukauskas, arrested in 1951. A special ten-man
department to direct the deception operation was set up.30 The Lithuanian se-
curity service used the classic counterintelligence device of the Cheka: a false

underground resistance organisation. Based on the presidium of the Bendras
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demokratinis pasipriedinimo sajudis (BDPS, General Democratic Resistance
Movement) liquidated at the end of 1947, the Lithuanian KGB formed a de-
ception organisation under the same name, using as agents former politicians,
army officers, clergymen and other well-known public figures from the Lithua-
nian republic trusted by the émigré community. In order to camouflage the
organisation in the eyes of the agents who were not aware of the others’ collabo-
ration with the security organs, the BDPS presidium now and then held real
meetings. Lithuanian guerrillas did not trust the organisation, but the KGB
succeeded in catching British agents with the BDPS, and confusing the Lithua-
nian émigré community. 1

Of central importance in the KGB Baltic counterintelligence operations
was the operation Lursen-S, conducted by the Latvian KGB.” The opera-
tion goes back to the attempts by the members of the Latvian Central Coun-
cil to contact, from their Swedish exile, the resistance movement at home. In
the evening of 15 October 1945 a representative of the Central Council,
Arturs Arnitis, landed with some companions on the coast of Kurland. Un-
fortunately a wave turned their boat over and the Soviet border guards soon
found their equipment washed ashore. Within a few weeks all four agents
were arrested. Prior to his capture, Arnitis had set up the radio transmitter
and informed Sweden of his arrival. The head of the Latvian KGB counter-
intelligence department, Janis LukaSevics, asked for permission to begin a
radio game with the SIS. By the time the permission arrived, the four seized
agents were physically so tortured by their interrogators that none of them
could be used in deception any more. Only the radio transmitter and its
ciphers were left.

Lukasevics remembered the Latvian radio operator Augusts Bergmanis who
had been caught. He let him be released from the prison camp and within
three months succeeded in convincing him to collaborate with the KGB. In
March 1946 Bergmanis (now a KGB agent under the alias Drug) began trans-
mitting to Sweden the Arnitis call signs.33 After three months of patient wait-
ing Stockholm answered Bergmanis’ call signs and on 6 August 1946 British
intelligence sent by boat to the Latvian port of Zveiniekciems two Latvian
leaders, Rihards Zande and Eriks Tomsons, who passed the border guard
unnoticed and disappeared inland. As Zande, following instructions from

Stockholm, was to meet Bergmanis both agents were under the surveillance of
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the KGB from November 1946. In spite of that, Zande was able to obtain
valuable intelligence information so his radio transmissions to Stockholm were
damaging to the KGB. In March 1947, General Vévers of the Latvian KGB
ordered the arrest of Zande and Tomsons.

A decisive step in drawing British and Swedish intelligence into the web was
the work of the KGB agent Apogs, sent as a fictitious refugee to Gotland on 11
October 1948. Apogs was a former Riga student called Vidvuds Sveics who had
had numerous contacts with the Latvian SS and Latvian Abwehr collaborators.
Although seriously suspected, the member of the Central Council of Latvia
Verners Tepfers, recruiting agents to be sent to Latvia (on McKibbin’s request),
proposed that Sveics join the group. Sveics was sent to the intelligence school
in Lidingd where Latvians, Estonians and Lithuanians were also trained.3

Parallel to the SIS and in close collaboration with it, the Baltic republics were
also dealt with by Swedish intelligence (T-kontoret) headed by Thede Palm.
Baltic operations in the 1940s and 1950s were commanded by Curt
Andreasson.” Swedish intelligence employed the former lieutenant, Arkadi
Valdin, whose task was to recruit volunteers from among Estonian refugees.
According to the agent Olaf Leola, arrested later, Valdin and a group of Estoni-
ans had travelled in 1946 by speed-launch between Sweden and Estonia with-
out the knowledge of the Swedish authorities. In the same year the Swedes spotted
the launch and Valdin was arrested. While in prison he was recruited by Swed-
ish intelligence (under the alias Ats) and his task was to prepare agents to be
sent to the Baltic countries.” Valdin began his work immediately and in Octo-
ber 1946 he recruited Harri Vimm (Villi) and the next year Endel Unt (Susi)
and Joann Maltis (Joonas). They had all fled to Sweden between 1944 and 1945
one way or another and worked as labourers. In Stockholm the newly recruited
agents were trained in radio transmission, ciphering and cryptography, which
was practically all the quick and superficial training was limited to.

Several unsuccessful attempts were made at sending the agents to Estonia.
It was only on 15 October 1948 that the three spies were taken by silenced
motorboats and landed near Lohusalu in northwestern Estonia.”” The group,
equipped with a radio transmitter, was to gather data and establish contacts
with the resistance movement. Valdin intended to deal with the Haukka-
Tiimler organisation, but the contact addresses the agents had been given
included those of Toomas Hellat and Ulo Jbgi, arrested long ago. After the
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completion of his mission Valdin was going to take his men, and with them
their wives who had been left behind in Estonia, back to Sweden. This was
planned for the spring of 1949. After the landing, Maltis went to western
Estonia while Unt and Vimm set out for Tallinn. The agents, with their poor
training, were careless. They visited their relatives and friends, telling every-
body that they had come from Sweden on a mission. Under the conditions of
total control established in Estonia it was just a question of time before the
unprofessional agents would be caught. On 22 October, a ranger whom Vimm
had visited informed the authorities and on the same day the police arrested
Vimm in the town of Sindi. After his interrogation, and with the information
thus obtained, Unt was arrested in Tallinn on 28 October and Maltis on 18
November.

The 4th Department of the Estonian KGB decided to begin a deception
operation with Swedish intelligence using the captured agents. First of all it
had to make sure that their capture would remain a secret. For this 20 people
who had met them were arrested and sentenced to penal servitude.” After a
thorough interrogation of the agents the KGB initiated two loosely related
radio games which were later entirely independent — Blind and Sever. Blind
used Vimm; Sever, Unt; Maltis, who was considered useless in radio opera-
tions, was sentenced to 25 years. Both had their different codes, correspond-
ing to the missions of the agents as given by Swedish intelligence. In Sever,
Unt acted as a member of a guerrilla group gathering information. Blind pre-
sented Swedish intelligence with a story which depicted Vimm as working in
the ranks of the underground organisation the Eesti Vabastamise Komitee
(EVK, Estonian Liberation Committee). The non-existent organisation, backed
up by detailed KGB data, presented to the émigré community active members
of the opposition in the period of the Nazi occupation, like Harri Moora
(Istorik) and Adam Randalu (Moskvin) and others.”

Harri Vimm planned to overtrump the KGB and escape at the first possible
opportunity. He was naive enough to inform his cell agent of the plan, and the
MGB Special Board sentenced him to death; he was shot. The radio game
Blind, however, went on, for Swedish intelligence was presented over the radio
with an account according to which Vimm had given his transmitter over to
Unt, having tried to cross the gulf and reach Finland, during which he had
probably been spotted and killed. The Swedes believed it and ordered Unt to
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give Vimm'’s radio transmitter to the underground EVK. From then the radio
games Blind and Sever proceeded entirely independently with no connection
whatsoever. In between Valdin had managed to recruit three new Estonian
agents, Igor Eplik, Endel Suuster and Evald Hallisk, who, together with Latvians
and Lithuanians, were trained at the Liding® school. The next Swedish intelli-
gence operations were joint ventures with the British secret services; the latter
had found a real professional to take agents to the Baltic area. This was Hans
Helmut Klose, a man with Prussian military training. Klose, as the captain of
an E-boat, had been cruising in the Baltic from 1944 until the end of the war,
dropping German agents into the Soviet rear. The crew of the boat Klose had
received from the British was recruited by him from his war-time comrades.”

In spring 1949, on the evening of 1 May, the Swedish and British secret
services sent to Lithuania by Klose’s boat a six-member espionage group, at
the head of which was Jonas Deksnys who had been in Lithuania twice, com-
pleting his mission under KGB control without being aware of it at all.” The
group included the Lithuanians Voldemaras Briedis, Kazimieras Pyplys, the
Estonians Igor Eplik and Endel Suuster, and Vidvuds Sveics (the KGB agent
Apogs). Rowing ashore in two rubber dinghies, the men disappeared into the
forests, while Sveics, who had abandoned the group unnoticed, informed the
local security bodies. Deksnys, Briedis and Suuster were arrested by agents of
the Lithuanian KGB disguised as partisans. Eplik was to be arrested too, but
was struck by the handle of a pistol so hard that he died on the spot. Pyplys
escaped and joined the guerrillas. He was killed in 1952.

Briedis and Deksnys were recruited by the Lithuanian KGB which used them
to deliver misleading information. Suuster was sent to the internal security prison
in Estonia and he, too, was recruited. Using him as a radio operator, the KGB
initiated a new radio game, Yavka, the aim of which was to strengthen the cred-
ibility of Blind and Sever in the eyes of Swedish intelligence.

The Swedes had no doubts whatsoever, and in the spring of 1950 a new
group was sent to Lithuania, including the Estonians Evald Hallisk and Olaf
Leola, and a Lithuanian known as Tomas. The Swedish secret service speed-
boat took them to Gotland where Klose’s E-boat was waiting for them. In the
night of 18 April Klose landed the men in Lithuania where they met with
failure. Leola, in panic, went voluntarily to the MGB to report his arrival,

Hallisk was arrested on 22 April and Tomas was killed in action. Even if they
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had reached Estonia, they would have been captured there. Leola’s task was to
contact Unt, and Hallisk was to find Suuster in order to gather military, po-
litical and economic information under their guidance; by that time Unt and
Suuster were both already in KGB service. Hallisk and Leola were moved to
Estonia and engaged in KGB counterespionage operations. Neither of them
was recruited, however (Hallisk would not have been able to be a double agent
because of his nature and principles), and soon they were removed from the
KGB deception operation. They both got 25 years of penal servitude; Leola,
who was recruited as agent Kask, was released in 1956, Hallisk only in 1965.

The radio deception Sever was proceeding successfully: the Swedish secret
service was informed that Endel Unt had participated in a guerrilla meeting in
southwestern Estonia to discuss new tactics of guerrilla watfare.” Endel Unt
received a radio message which informed him of the possible arrival of a new
espionage group which was to land in northwestern Estonia; the Stockholm
centre asked Unt to help them. The KGB planned to arrest them all immedi-
ately on their landing.“ On 2 September 1951, the KGB was waiting for the
Swedish group near the village of Nova. They had warned the border guards
and had warships waiting at sea so that the speedboat would be spotted as
well. As the forests on the coast were burning, the boat landed a few miles
away from the agreed spot; the border guard in its professional vigilance fired
on them - although warned beforehand not to by the KGB - and a well-
planned Chekist operation failed. In the skirmish all four scouts (Lembit Ustel,
Aksel Pors, Friedrich P5ld and Krums) were killed, as was the commander of
the border guard post, Mihhail Kozlov.”

The dispatch of the four spies to Estonia was the last active enterprise of the
Swedish secret service. The radio games, however, continued, which shows that
Swedish intelligence believed for years in the successful mission of its agents in
Estonia. The KGB planned to send agents to Sweden, disguised as representa-
tives of the underground national movement, using the radio games Blind and
Yavka; in Sweden they were to infiltrate the National Committee of the Re-
public of Estonia and find out the further plans of the Swedish secret service.

The centre of British intelligence operations in the Baltic area was Latvia,
where Estonian and Lithuanian agents arrived first. In the spring of 1949
Vidvuds Sveics, the KGB agent Apogs who had landed in Lithuania, moved

on to Riga, contacting soon the British secret services over the radio and by
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cryptograms. The English, believing in the success of their intelligence opera-
tions, landed two new agents in Latvia (Kurland) on 1 November 1949, Vitolds
Berkis and Andrejs Galdins, brought there by Klose’s E-boat. The men suc-
ceeded in landing unnoticed by the border guards but inevitably soon con-
tacted the addresses provided by Sveics which were all, of course, those of
KGB agents. Having consulted in detail Sergei Kruglov, Beria’s deputy, the
Latvian KGB began a grandiose deception named operation Lursen-S (after
Caprain Klose’s E-boat), proceeding from Berkis and Galdins who had spent
the winter under the surveillance of KGB agents and professional staff.” The
operation, directed from the 2nd MGB Department in Moscow, also used
Estonian and Lithuanian MGB forces. In Latvia it was commanded by the
strategist LukaSevics and put into practice by Major Alberts Bundulis.

Berkis and Galdins told the KGB agents Sveics and Galdins that they would
be followed by a wave of agents from Great Britain and the USA. This made
the Latvian KGB broaden its game. A guerrilla community called Maxis was
set up in the boggy forests of Kurland. Its commander was the energetic Major
Bundulis. In addition, the group included Lieutenant Kazimirs Kipurs and five
KGB agents, all of whom had mastered a behavioural pattern that was based on
analysis of minute details, and a fabricated curriculum vitae.” In May 1950,
after the snow had melted, the British agents were taken to the Maxis group
where Berkis soon established radio communication with London.

Maxis was not the only body of this kind. Soon the Latvian KGB set up in
Vidzeme an underground resistance organisation called Roberts including
people with legal abode in Riga.49 Such a combination as this of mock-parti-
san groups, living in bunkers built solely for the purpose of deceit, and false
underground resistance organisations, including people living quite legitimately
and well known, as a rule, to the émigré community for their patriotic princi-
ples, were presented to Western intelligence services not only in the radio
games staged in Latvia; the Lithuanian and Estonian security bodies used them
too (the equivalent of Roberts in Estonia was the EVK). Lursen-S, however,
exceeded all the others in its duration and its extent. It comprised 65 to 70
people, 15 of them KGB staff. Lieutenant Kipurs spent longer or shorter pe-
riods in the Kurland forests over five years, living in cold, damp bunkers;
guerrillas were played by other agents, and so it went on for yeaurs.50

Agents recruited from Baltic refugees were sent to London where the train-
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ing was better than in Stockholm. Men received thorough instruction in radio
transmission, deciphering and cryptography; they had to attend lectures on
theory as well as practising their skills. The basic course in London was com-
plemented by field exercises in southern England and Scotland.”

Soon the London instructors were also training KGB agents. Lukaevics suc-
ceeded in infiltrating into the school his agent List (Stanislavs Kreics), who had
served the KGB for four years. In November 1950 the KGB staged his escape
to Gotland where he presented himself as a member of the Roberts organisa-
tion. On 15 January 1951, List, persuaded by McKibbin and Silarajs, began
his training in the London espionage school. McKibbin’s expectations of Roberts
were very high, he took it to be the headquarters of the resistance and the main
underground force not only in Latvia but in the whole Baltic region.52

All proceeded in accordance with the KGB’s plans and on 12 April 1951
Klose’s E-boat dropped another four-member intelligence group on the coast
of Kurland, including, this time, the agent List. In the next few years the
Maxis group in Kurland functioned as a perfect transport terminal where British
agents arrived and KGB agents departed for training in London.” The agents
sent to England were the Latvian KGB agents Grosberg (Arvids Gailitis), Dubin
(Janis Klimkans) and Tankist (Margeris Vitolins) and the Lithuanian KGB
agent Silaitis.” In order to dispel the possible doubts of the London secret
services, the Klose boat returned to England British agents who had stayed a
long time with the Maxis group without the British suspecting that they were
KGB officers and agents. One of them, Vitolds Berkis, participated prior to
his return to London in the autumn of 1951 in the Kurland meeting of “guer-
rilla commanders” organised by Lukasevics. Partisans — KGB agents — accused
the Western intelligence services of neglecting them. Berkis, under emotional
pressure, promised to do his best in London to increase aid to the guerrillas.55
The equipment, arms and money (3,235,920 Soviet roubles) sent to Latvia by
the British secret service was received, of course, by the KGB.”

Several British agents of Estonian origin arrived, too, mediated by Maxis.
Gustav, whose true identity has not yet been established, came on 12 April
1952 and moved on to Tallinn. As cooperation between the Estonian and the
Latvian KGB was not good, Lukasevics decided to arrest Gustav. The arrest,
however, failed for Gustav managed to swallow before his seizure a dose of

poison and jumped into the River Ujava.57
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Although Gustav perished, on 29 September 1951 some other Estonians,
Leo Audova (Ats) and Mirt Pedak (Otto), arrived. This time the KGB de-
cided not to arrest them but to include them — without their knowledge — in
the joint operation between the Latvian and Estonian security bodies which,
by the Estonian side, was called Universiteet. This grandiose deception opera-
tion (with operations Sever, Blind and Yavka still going on with Swedish in-
telligence) lacked KGB staff and finances. On the application of the Estonian
security service in the autumn of 1951, a seven-member department of the
Estonian KGB, dealing solely with deception operations, was formed. The
department worked under the direction of an officer from the 2nd MGB
department who had come from Moscow.” Bunkers of guerrilla groups were
set up in the Estonian forests and those who lived there were KGB agents. In
February 1952 the British spy Otto was brought to one of these groups. In
summer 1952 Leo Audova was moved to Estonia and put into a bunker; in
April 1952 the British agent Eerik Hurma (Georg), who had first lived with
the Maxis group, came. 7

The long-lasting hunt for British spies and the maintenance of three mock
guerrilla units soon exhausted the Estonian security services and it planned to
arrest the agents. Before that, however, the agents were to prepare everything
for the continuation of the deception: they had to recommend the “under-
ground national resistance centre” to London, fix a place (this time on the
Estonian coast) where new agents would be dropped, and train extra radio
operators.6o Eerik Hurma was arrested on 20 September 1952; on 21 January
1952 Soviet security was forced to arrest Leo Audova, who, out of idleness,
had activated his intelligence mission. The Estonian KGB tried hard for six
months to persuade Audova to collaborate in KGB counteroperations; he,
however, as a Christian of firm convictions, refused to become a double-agent.61
Both Audova and Hurma were sentenced to death and shot. With Mirt Pedak
(Otto), the KGB was more successful: he was recruited into its service and,
thus, his life was spared The last British agent to come to Estonia via Latvia
was codenamed Albert.” Havmg arrived in Kurland in September 1953, Albert
took a train to Estonia and stayed for a year and a half with a guerrilla unit
used to receiving British agents.63

The deception operations with Swedish intelligence were continuing, ex-

ploiting the EVK fictional resistance organisation. As proposed by the Stock-
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holm intelligence centre, on 16 October 1953 the KGB sent its agent Iokela
(Valdur Loor), as a representative of the organisation, across the Norwegian-
Soviet border. Tokela reached Stockholm and contacted Valdin and others at
Swedish intelligence, as well as exile organisations, giving them a letter from an
EVK leader, the agent Istorik, or Harri Moora, one of Estonia’s best-known
archaeologists. Iokela was told by the Stockholm centre to establish on his re-
turn a five or six-member espionage group in Estonia to gather and transmit
information to Stockholm, and to prepare a station on the northern Estonian
coast to receive spies from Sweden. Valdin, without the knowledge of Swedish
intelligence, informed Iokela of the four hiding places where he could contact
British agents in Estonia (they had been arrested by that time). In May 1954
Tokela was sent back to Estonia by special speedboat. Swedish intelligence ad-
vised him to keep in touch with the EVK, although not much was expected of
this purely national organisation orientated towards passive resistance.”

The KGB, sure that the Swedish secret service had no doubts, began a new
radio game, Mayak, in the name of Tokela. At the same time the KGB was not
very interested in new radio games with Swedish intelligence, for the Swedes
were believed to lack the resources to develop more active operations like the
British or the Americans. Moreover, the Swedes neither trusted nor were in-
terested in underground organisations in Estonia.” The KGB decided to in-
tensify its involvement with British intelligence and to extend to them also the
legendary EVK of the radio game Blind.

The British secret service, however, by now had its first doubts about the
mission trusted in 1953 to the Roberts organisation. The SIS had asked the
Roberts representative, the KGB agent List, to bring them a bottle filled with
water from the River Tobol, on the banks of which it believed a nuclear reac-
tor had recently been commissioned. The Moscow centre, probably in disor-
der after Beria’s death, mixed the sample so high in radioactivity that it was
deadly. The British secret services had every reason to suspect that it could not
have been mixed by Latvian resistance fighters but by the KGB only.66 The
SIS decided immediately to call a representative of the Roberts group to Lon-
don. On 29 September 1954 Klose’s boat brought Kiel Margers Vitolins (the
KGB agent Tankist), who was met with a suspicion that no one tried to con-
ceal. Although Vitolins, as a professional actor, got through the detailed inter-
rogations, he was not able to dispel SIS doubts alltogethcr.67



THE ANTI-SOVIET RESISTANCE IN THE BALTIC STATES 2359

The “purity” of the British operations was also questioned by American
intelligence which had hoped to use the Baltic area as its main channel in
obtaining information about the supposed military build-up in the Soviet
Union. The CIA tried to keep its operations isolated from the British ones.
They did not drop their agents by boat but parachuted them. At first the
Lithuanian refugees were most active in collaborating with the Americans,
and so the first CIA intelligence groups were sent to Lithuania. In Lithuania
and Latvia, however, the KGB soon succeeded in capturing the American
agents; the CIA became entangled in the web of KGB operations which in
May 1954 enabled the KGB to find the CIA training officer Leonids Brombergs
who had been sent to Latvia.”"

The US espionage operations in Estonia were modest. In the night of 6-7
May 1954, the agents Kalju Kukk (Karl) and Hans Toomla (Artur) were para-
chuted into Estonia. Both of them, having fought in the ranks of the Estonian
Legion, were recruited by American intelligence in Sweden, trained near
Washington and in Starnberg, West Germany. Their task was to collect infor-
mation only, any contacts with guerrillas were to be avoided. British intelli-
gence was not informed of this mission.

The KGB did not know of their arrival either, but radars picked up the
violation of air space and the alarm was given to find the spies. At first Kukk
and Toomla, who carried forged documents, were able to conceal themselves
well; they established radio communication with the CIA and recruited col-
laborators. However, the KGB, knowing about the presence of the spies in
Estonia, on 19 July 1954 located their radio transmitter and caught the men
as they returned from their routine session. Hans Toomla aimed his pistol at
a security officer, but himself was fatally wounded. Kalju Kukk was arrested
and soon the rest of their partners were caught. In February 1955 the Lenin-
grad Military District Tribunal sentenced Kukk, as an American spy, to death;
the others were imprisoned.@ After the failure of Kukk and Toomla there is
no further evidence of CIA attempts to send their agents illegally to the
Baltic region.

The British secret services still cherished the hope that it was only the Roberts
organisation that had been infiltrated by the KGB. It decided to continue the
Estonian operations, avoiding Latvia. The Estonian KGB, unfortunately, had

prepared itself for direct contacts which, in the name of an underground group,
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would mean receiving British spies and sending KGB agents to London. On 1
November 1954 agents were exchanged: Captain Klose dropped off on
Saaremaa the British secret service agent Harry (Raimund Jantra), and the
KGB agent Sulg boarded the boat. The arrival of Harry proves that the British
still believed in the success of their agents in Estonia and believed the resist-
ance groups to be genuine. Harry was taken to the mainland where he lived
for three months under total KGB control in a guerrilla unit; he was arrested
there on 8 February 1955.”

The KGB agent Sulg, presenting himself as Valter Luks, was interviewed
thoroughly in Hamburg and London; London, as Alfons Rebane testified,
believed in him and Sulg was sent for espionage training.

The Estonian KGB stepped up its deception of the British secret services,
now within the framework of Operation Berkut. The arrested British agent
Harry was recruited in 1955 by the KGB under the new alias Tiit. The Lon-
don centre kept in contact with him and the agent Otto who had already been
recruited by the KGB, and another KGB officer, introduced to the British in
the radio game as Vello, a member of the resistance movement. The radio
game was directed by another KGB member, the commander of a bogus un-
derground resistance movement, known as Karl, who had his own cipher for
London.” In the night of 20-21 April 1955, at the meeting place in Saaremaa,
agents were exchanged once again. This time the majority of them were KGB
agents. Sulg returned to Estonia from his training in London, the E-boat
picked up the British spy Albert and the KGB agent Piilu who was presented
as a guerrilla. Sulg brought to the Karl guerrilla unit 440,000 roubles, a radio
transmitter, arms and other equipment.72 Albert was returned to London in
the conviction that, after his year and a half in a guerrilla bunker, his com-
rades were real resistance fighters, and would strengthen with his evidence the
belief in London in the KGB operation.

In the same year the Estonian KGB attempted to approach the British
secret services, using the deception operations conducted with Swedish intel-
ligence. A split in the EVK organisation, established in the radio game Blind,
into two wings was staged: the larger one, disappointed with the Swedish
centre, seceded, aiming for the support of a more powerful Western state; the
smaller and more moderate wing remained “faithful” to Swedish intelligence.

The moderates were directed by the agent Istorik in whose name radio com-
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munication with Stockholm continued; at the head of the radicals was the
agent Obnovlyonnyi (later Otto), known in the émigré community for his
fiery patriotism. The agent Talu (renamed Oleg) was sent to London as a
messenger of the seceded EVK wing. During the war he had been commander
of a platoon in the Alfons Rebane battalion. Just prior to his departure Talu
met Obnovlyonnyi as a representative of the EVK and obtained from him
letters to be handed over to the Estonian ambassador in Great Britain, August
Torma, and the US consul general, Johannes Kaiv. In July 1955 Talu boarded
a small motorboat and crossed the Gulf of Finland; via Finland and Sweden
he reached England.73

The British secret services, however, by this time had serious doubts about
its Baltic operations and the introduction of a new agent, used hitherto in
another radio game played with Sweden, did not help the Estonian KGB
much. Talu was interrogated thoroughly and confessed everything. His al-
most immediate surrender was partly due to the fact that he and Rebane had
fought shoulder to shoulder on the front line: the KGB had overlooked this
highly human factor. '

At first the British secret services decided to continue with the operation,
hoping to discover the plans of the KGB and to get back their own agents.
The SIS officers were in no hurry to report to their bosses on the total failure
of the intelligence operation, which had been prepared for so long and so
carefully. Talu was pro forma trained in espionage, and on 20 October 1955
the British officer Scott sent him back to Estonia. British intelligence gave
him contact addresses to use in sending ciphered letters, and letters from Rebane
and Torma to give to Obnovlyonnyi, proposing that the latter send to Lon-
don a minister plenipotentiary to take part in negotiations. Now the KGB
web was disintegrating on all sides, for, unexpectedly to the KGB,
Obnovlyonnyi (Otto) veered at this meeting towards treason and warned Talu
(Oleg), whom he probably thought to be a genuine resistance fighter and
contact of the British secret services, that he was a KGB algent.'75

The example of Obnovlyonnyi, collaborating reluctantly with the KGB
and tortured, probably for years, by pangs of conscience, serves as a good
illustration of the circumstances in which the KGB recruited high officials of
the former Republic of Estonia and well-known figures in public and cul-

tural life.
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The pseudonym Obnovlyonnyi conceals the identity of the officer of the
Estonian Ministry of Foreign Affairs and diplomat George Meri (1900-1983),
who in the 1930s had worked in the Estonian embassies in Berlin and Paris.
On 14 June 1941 his family was included in the mass deportations. In
Sevurallag Meri was reported to have belonged to the Baltic underground
organisation that was planning to escape from the camp, cross the front line
and defect to the German side. A decree by the NKVD Special Board of 28
February 1942 sentenced Meri to death; he, unlike the others, was not ex-
ecuted, by personal order of Beria. Meri saved his life in return for secret
collaboration with the security authorities, which he performed, at first, as a
cell agent. On 20 October 1945 he was released by application of the 2nd
Department of the Soviet NKVD, and began service as the agent
Obnovlyonnyi,77 participating in radio games. During the slightly less tense
atmosphere of the Khrushchev thaw, Meri tried to shake off his role as agent
and came under KGB surveillance. Estonian KGB counterintelligence, in or-
der to arrest Meri, was planning to send an agent provocateur who would
present himself as a contact of the British secret service.78 This plan, however,
was not carried out, but Meri’s surveillance was continued.

In spite of all the failures, the Estonian and Latvian KGB hoped to con-
tinue their deception operations in the mid-1950s, unaware that the British
secret services had known the truth for some time already. The prospects for
getting the Baltic agents back to London were poor. In theory they could have
been exchanged for KGB agents in London, but in the atmosphere of relaxing
tension, following the death of Stalin, Western politicians tried to avoid to-
kens of active anti-Soviet espionage.

The SIS stopped all its operations in Latvia and Lithuania. The Maxis
group, requesting a speedboat to come and fetch their representative, was
answered with a refusal, and on 22 June 1956 Silarajs sent Maxis the last SIS
message informing them about the termination of communications.”
Lukasevics made a last desperate attempt to continue the operation, and on
2 July sent an agent Klimkans (Dubin) to be dropped on a beach in Gotland.
Klimkans, although well tested before, yielded to his interrogators in Lon-
don and confessed to the English. The British secret services never tried to
use him to get back their agents, and in November 1956 Klimkans was

taken to the Soviet Embassy in Stockholm.”
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In Estonia the British operations did not halt so abruptly. It could have
been partly because of the pressure Alfons Rebane exerted on the British offic-
ers who had not abandoned all hopes of exchanging men.” In the summer of
1956 the British secret services agreed to take back the agent Piilu, by a British
boat which was to land on the southern coast of the Gulf of Finland. In re-
turn, the SIS asked the KGB to send back its agents Otto and Harry. As Otto
knew too much of the operations, the KGB refused to let him out of the
Soviet Union, yet it agreed (under pressure from the British) to send back
Harry. The Estonian KGB was hoping to continue their deception and did
not want to irritate the British with a refusal. The KGB did not take it as an
exchange of captured agents but tried to make the rerecruited British agent a
true agent who would serve their interests in London.”

The exchange of agents was not as smooth as was planned. In the night of
29-30 August 1956, Piilu landed on purpose 31 kilometres off the agreed
point on the north coast of Estonia and was stopped by the border guard. The
Estonian KGB was still convinced that the operations would proceed and that
soon the British would send new agents. Harry was engaged once again and
on 5 September 1956 was sent by motorboat to Finland. During the follow-
ing months Harryi, who had immediately informed the British secret service
of his recruitment, sent a few radiograms from London, thus fuelling the KGB
hope that he was fulfilling his mission. In the second half of December 1956,
however, the security organs in Tallinn were hit by the London message which
said that further contacts with the Karl group would be cancelled, for the
Latvian organisation had been uncovered.” Against the expectations of the
Estonian KGB, the British side had stopped the game.

The next year the KGB made a few attempts to contact the London centre,
which must have seemed hopeless even for them. In May 1957 the Karl group
sent a cryptogram to England. In July of the same year the agent Kalur (the
rerecruited British agent Otto) tried to contact British intelligence over the
radio, sending a ciphered text to Rebane. All these were answered by London
with silence.”

With Swedish intelligence, less interesting for the KGB, the radio games
were being gradually wound down. The radio game Blind, as one with no
purpose, was stopped in February 1956 by transmitting within the Mayak
operation the lie that the EVK radio operator had died after a surgical op-
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eration.” The radio game Sever was continued in the name of the agent
Muru until 31 June 1956 when the KGB leadership sanctioned its cancella-
tion by silence. This operation, too, had no clear object.% It was decided to
end the Mayak operation with a propaganda campaign compromising the
reputation of the adversary. In 1957 a series of articles called “Falling Leaves”
was published in the magazine Ogonyok and the daily paper Noorte Hiil
about the Swedish espionage conducted by G. Grisin and A. Normet in
Estonia, relying partly on facts but also including abundant deliberately mis-
leading information. The exposure was preceded by a note from the Minis-
try of Foreign Affairs of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, dated 5
March 1957, accusing Sweden of sending agents to the Soviet Union, men-
tioning the names of a few arrested agents. The Swedish Foreign Ministry
denied all the Soviet charges of espionage made against Sweden. By this
absolute denial of any intelligence operations the Swedish side cut off all
possible diplomatic channels that would have enabled them to alleviate the
fate of the Baltic agents.

After the failure of the Baltic operations McKibbin was made the scapegoat
and forced to retire from the British secret services without any remuneration.
All Baltic intelligence officers who had participated in the operations were
fired, too. Only Carr, the general director of the operations, was spared, and a
comfortable though insignificant post was found for him.”

With these drastic staff changes the British secret service itself summed up
the failure of its intelligence policy in the Baltic states during the Cold War.
The KGB, in turn, estimated its Baltic counterintelligence operations to be an
undisputed victory, which was shown by the promotion of the KGB officers
who had participated in these operations. Janis LukaSevics was promoted to
general; he was posted to London in 1972 where he stayed ¢ill 1980. Elmar
Vertman, the commander of the special department responsible for deception
operations, carved out a career for himself too, and became director of the 1st
Department of the Estonian KGB (foreign espionage).

The intelligence war in the postwar Baltic area has been interpreted in
different ways.88 It is evident, however, that the KGB operations with the
British, Swedish and American secret services achieved all their major goals in
the general context of Soviet counterintelligence. Western agents were spot-

ted and several possible lines of communication were broken. Western intelli-
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gence services were forced into futile actions for years, thus paralysing their
possible aid to the armed resistance movement. A comprehensive picture of
the intelligence operations in the Baltic countries during the Cold War can-
not be obtained ver, for the sources are scanty and partial. The KGB archives
in the possession of the Federal Security Service of Russia and the archives of
Western secret services are not accessible to researchers.” However, if there
are agents who succeeded in fulfilling their mission and returning to the West,
they must have acted outside the operations described above.””

Deception operations between the KGB and Baltic refugees did not come
to an end immediately. Using the agent Istorik, the KGB tried to pursue
certain goals in the operations Blind and Mayak. In November 1957 Istorik
arrived in Stockholm at the invitation of the Swedish Academy of Sciences
and met several leaders of the Estonian émigré community.9] The KGB at-
tempted to recruit Arkadi Valdin and Alfons Rebane, sending its agents to
meet them in Sweden or England. Alfons Rebane was invited to cooperate as
late as 1964 when he could have met Soviet representatives at the Innsbruck
Olympic Games. Rebane, however, prudently crossed off the Olympic Games
from his schedule.”

As the Cold War was replaced by the Khrushchev thaw, the West wound
down its active anti-Soviet intelligence operations. The easing tension and
the atmosphere of negotiation would have been awkward for Western politi-
cians had there occurred any failure on the part of the secret services. In
order to obtain strategic military information, the West reorientated towards
high-altitude flights over Soviet territory and later satellite intelligence, which
the Soviet side used too. In the somewhat more liberal atmosphere that fol-
lowed the death of Stalin, Western intelligence services, as well as Baltic
émigrés, relied more on tourism and other forms of legal communication.
These were answered by the KGB with new types of deception operations
which cannot be reviewed — at least in the case of Estonia — because of the
scantiness of archive records. There is no sense in trying to guess which side
was more successful here, the only thing that is clear is that these actions
were not as widespread or as bloody as the Cold War operations, which had
plenty of victims and which almost entirely cut contacts between the armed
resistance in the Baltic states and the refugees who had succeeded in fleeing
to the West.
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