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#la
U.N. condemns Holocaust denial
JTA Brief, January 26, 2007

The U.N. General Assembly adopted a resolution condemning Holocaust denial. Friday’s resolution, co-
sponsored by 103 countries, comes on the heals of a December conference in Iran questioning whether the
Holocaust really took place. The United States submitted the resolution Tuesday and Canada, Australia,
Israel, Turkey, Russia and the European Union lobbied to garner majority support for it. The resolution was
passed by consensus, without a vote; Iran dismissed it as a political ploy.

“Today the international community spoke with one voice to condemn the Holocaust-denial conference that
Iran’s government organized six weeks ago,” the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish
Organizations said in a statement. “Holocaust denial is a form of anti-Semitism and bigotry, and the civilized
world will not abide it.”

The world body on Monday will mark its International Day of Commemoration of the Holocaust.



#1b
Ukrainian Jews: Stop media incitement
JTA Brief, January 29, 2007

Ukraine’s Jewish community called on authorities to end anti-Semitic incitement in the media.

Vadim Rabinovich, leader of the All-Ukrainian Jewish Congress, appealed Jan. 24 to Ukrainian law
enforcement agencies to take measures that would suspend a Kiev university’s publication for continuously
inciting interethnic hatred.

On Jan. 11, three newspapers associated with MAUP, a private school with a history of anti-Semitism,
published an appeal by the Conservative Party of Ukraine that blamed the Chabad Lubavitch movement for
Ukraine’s problems and called on authorities to deport members of the “Judeo-Nazi sect.”

The letter was published by Personal Plus, Ukrainian Newspaper Plus and For the Ukrainian Ukraine
newspapers.

Rabinovich described the publications as libelous and aimed at creating a discord in Ukrainian society,
which “can lead to unpredictable consequences.”

The Conservative Party of Ukraine, headed by MAUP President Georgy Schokin, ran in last year’s
parliamentary elections but won no seats.

#1c
Russia opposes Hamas embargo
JTA Brief, January 30, 2007

Russia called for the Western aid embargo against the Hamas-led Palestinian Authority to be lifted. Deputy
Foreign Minister Alexander Saltanov, whose country is among the Quartet of foreign mediators in the
Israeli-Palestinian crisis, said Tuesday that the issue would be raised during a Feb. 2 meeting of the forum.

“‘Russia has always opposed the blockade, and we count on the Quartet listening to our point of view,”
Saltanov told Russia’s Interfax news agency.

The embargo was imposed after Hamas swept Palestinian Authority legislative elections last year in a bid to
press the radical Islamist group into recognizing Israel, accepting past peace deals and renouncing
terrorism.

But Russia showed early signs of breaking with its Quartet partners — the United States, European Union
and United Nations — when it hosted senior Hamas politicians in Moscow.



#1d
Drinan mourned by Jewish leaders
JTA Brief, January 30, 2007

The Rev. Robert Drinan, a major advocate for Soviet Jewry and American-Israeli relations, died at age 86.

Drinan, the first Roman Catholic priest elected to a voting position in the U.S. Congress, died Sunday in
Washington after suffering from pneumonia and congestive heart failure.

“Robert Drinan was a righteous Christian of our generation,” said Rabbi James Rudin, the American Jewish
Committee’s senior interreligious adviser.

Drinan was an active force in fostering Israeli-American relations.

In 1972 he co-founded the National Interreligious Task Force on Soviet Jewry, and in 1977 he wrote “Honor
The Promise: America’s Commitment to Israel.”

“Father Drinan will be greatly missed for his commitment and his passion for those who could not speak for
themselves,” NCSJ Executive Director Mark Levin said.

He served in the U.S. House of Representatives for 10 years in the 1970s and was the first to call for
President Nixon’s impeachment for issues not related to Watergate.

Supporting liberal policies such as opposition to the Vietnam draft and the abolishment of mandatory
retirement, Drinan only stepped down from public office when Pope John Paul Il forbade priests to hold
such positions.

#le
Armenian Jews applaud genocide bill
JTA Brief, February 1, 2007

The Jewish community of Armenia applauded the Armenian genocide resolution introduced by U.S.
lawmakers. U.S. Reps. Adam Schiff (D-Calif.), Frank Pallone, Jr. (D-N.J.), George Radanovich (R-Calif.)
and Joe Knollenberg (R-Mich.) announced Tuesday the introduction of legislation calling on President Bush
and his administration to recognize the Armenian genocide.

Leaders of Armenia’s small Jewish community praised the resolution and expressed solidarity with the
approximately 1.5 million ethnic Armenians killed between 1915-17, “because the histories of our people are
similar and we too have gone through discrimination, tragedy and a genocide.”

The bill was brought to the House in 2006, but was tabled by then-Speaker Dennis Hastert (R-ll.) The
statement of support from Armenia’s Jewish community comes at a time of increased tensions between

Turkey and Armenia, after the recent murder of a prominent Turkish journalist of Armenian descent, Hrant
Dink.

Dink had written extensively on the genocide, which the Turkish government insists was the result of inter-
ethnic strife and famine.

The refusal to acknowledge the genocide has become a major sticking point in Turkey’s proposed
ascension to the E.U.



#1f
Saudi envoy attends Jewish event
JTA Brief, February 2, 2007

Saudi Arabia’s ambassador to Washington attended a Jewish community reception for the U.S. special
envoy on anti-Semitism. Turki al-Faisal, who is completing his term in Washington, appeared Wednesday at
the event in the Capitol building honoring Gregg Rickman, the State Department’s top official combating
anti-Semitism. It was the Saudi’s first such appearance at a public event sponsored by Jewish groups, in
this case the United Jewish Communities, World Jewish Congress’ American Section, B’nai B’rith
International, American Friends of Lubavitch and NCSJ: Advocates on Behalf of Jews in Russia, Ukraine,
the Baltic States and Eurasia. Al-Faisal also met privately in recent weeks with two dovish, pro-Israel
groups.

Rabbi Levi Shemtov, who heads the Lubavitch-Chabad office in Washington, appealed to Al-Faisal and
other Arab ambassadors in the room to recognize that anti-Semitism ultimately poses as much of a threat to
their nations as it does to Jews. Al-Faisal announced his sudden resignation last month.

#2

Father Drinan Recalled

By James D. Besser

Baltimore Jewish Times, February 2, 2007

In a capital seething with partisan fury, the Rev. Robert Drinan (D-Mass.) was an oddity. The Catholic priest
and social activist who spent 10 years in the House of Representatives until he was ordered by the Vatican
to quit brought a rare civility and an overarching concern for human rights to politics.

Father Drinan, who taught at the Georgetown University law school after his time in Congress, died this
week at the age of 86, and a number of Jewish leaders were quick to remember him with appreciation.

"He was a special person at a unique time who contributed quite a bit to our movement, "said Mark Levin,
executive director of NCSJ, a Soviet Jewry group. "He was involved from the earliest time; he became an
early leader in Congress on behalf of Natan Sharansky and other Prisoners of Zion, as well as lesser-known
refuseniks."

Mr. Levin said that while the Jesuit priest focused heavily on human rights, "he worked with the Jewish
community on a wide range of issues."

He was a "relentless foe of all forms of anti-Semitism and a lifelong supporter of Israel, deeply committed to
the Jewish state’s survival and security," said Rabbi James Rudin, a senior advisor on interreligious affairs
for the American Jewish Committee. "Drinan passionately believed in the promise of the Second Vatican
Council and its call for positive Catholic-Jewish relations."

He was also a vigorous advocate for reparations for Holocaust survivors.



#3

Statement by President of Ukraine Viktor Yushchenko on International Holocaust Rememberance
Day

January 29, 2007

My dear countrymen!
Dear world community!

The humankind commemorates today victims of Holocaust — mass killing of Jewish population in the years
of the World War Il. Ukraine sacrificed many lives in that terrible war. The Nazi occupational regime in
Ukraine was one of the cruelest in Europe.

Over 1,5 million Ukrainian Jews were killed by the Nazi just for the reason of being Jewish. Hundreds of
Jewish communities, which enriched Ukrainian life in the course of centuries, were destroyed. The East
European culture of Yiddish language, which greatly contributed to the world literature, was practically
eradicated.

Having experienced the manmade Famine of 1932-33 and knowing the horrid pain of genocide from our
own history, Ukrainian people sincerely sympathize today with the World Jewry. Ukrainians will always
cherish the memory of the fallen during the World War Il.

The Ukrainian state applies and will apply all efforts to make sure that no manifestations of xenophobia and
anti-Semitism would become the corner stone of a state policy in any country of the world.

Viktor Yuschenko

#4

Uzbek leader refuses to relinquish control

Karimov's second term as president has expired, but it appears he has no intention of leaving office
By Bagila Bukhatbayeva

AP January 28, 2007

ALMATY, Kazakhstan - Nearly a week after his term elapsed, the former Communist strongman who has
kept a tight grip on Uzbekistan for more than 15 years shows no sign of vacating the presidential office.

The clock ran out on Islam Karimov's second term last Sunday, but there has been no official recognition of
the fact -- a sign his hold on power remains strong and that he has no intention of leaving, analysts say.

They say Karimov, who has eradicated opposition and silenced dissent in the Central Asian nation, appears
to be exploiting a legal ambiguity.

Although the Uzbek constitution limits terms to seven years, the country also has a law that says a
presidential election must be held in December of the year in which the term expires -- in this case
December 2007.

"There is no sign that Karimov is preparing to leave, and he is apparently going to stand for and get another
term in December," said Michael Hall, Central Asia project director of the International Crisis Group think
tank.



Karimov, who will turn 69 on Tuesday, became the top Communist boss in this former Soviet republic in
1989. He has won two presidential elections since the Soviet collapse -- in 1991 and 1999 -- and had his
term extended twice, once through parliament and another time in a referendum.

Both election victories were landslides with more than 90 percent of the votes, but neither was recognized
by international observers as free or fair.

Many observers fear that the Karimov government's oppressive control of the country could radicalize
Islamic fundamentalists and lead to an explosion of violence in an already troubled part of the world.

Uzbekistan borders Afghanistan and hosted a U.S. air base supporting the Afghan military campaign. But
Uzbekistan closed the base in the wake of Western criticism over the government suppression of an
uprising in the eastern city of Andijan in 2005.

Human rights activists say some 700 people were killed, including unarmed civilians, but the government
says fewer than 200 people died. Karimov rejected criticism and calls for an independent investigation from
the United States, the European Union and others.

Experts had predicted that the country -- Central Asia's most populous with 27 million people -- would
become an engine for regional development because of comparatively well-developed industries and
energy self-sufficiency.

But Karimov, seeing the economic chaos that swept other former Soviet republics when they started market
reforms, maintained a centralized economy and imposed restrictive trade rules.

In recent years, after pro-democracy uprisings in Georgia, Ukraine and neighboring Kyrgyzstan, Karimov
has shown increasing suspicion of the West. Along with evicting the U.S. base, he has evicted most
Western media, aid agencies and non-governmental organizations.

"The atmosphere is stifling. There are no international organizations, no journalists to turn to," said Elena
Urlayeva, one of a small number of rights activists who remain in the country despite harassment.

"Karimov is going to stay for an extra year, but he is a former president now. It's totally illegal, it's usurpation
of power," Urlayeva said by telephone from Tashkent.

"But there is nothing we can do," she said. "To stage public protests would be the same as facing a firing
squad."

#5

Memo From Davos

Russia Turns to Spin to Redefine Itself and Reassure the West
By Alan Cowell

New York Times, January 29, 2007

DAVOS, Switzerland, Jan. 28 — Russia’s elite players came to the World Economic Forum high in the
Swiss Alps with a mission. At a meeting as much about posturing and politics as it is about business and
trade, Moscow's emissaries were here to say loudly that their country was not the bully its detractors
depicted it to be.



In truth, last year was a grim one for Russia’s reputation, tarnished by the unsolved murders of Kremlin
critics at home and abroad and by President VIadimir V. Putin’s continued moves to tighten state control of
economic and public life.

So the high-powered Russian delegation of political and business leaders spent part of the past week trying
to project a counterimage, buttressed by slabs of statistics to display economic growth and sober
stewardship in the service of market freedoms that should not alarm the West.

“Russia today is a different country,” said Dmitry A. Medvedev, the powerful first deputy prime minister, at a
public session of the forum, which ended Sunday.

The Davos meeting has long been used by Moscow to define itself to the world, beginning in the Soviet era.
Not only has the Russian image here — more sober this year than festive — reflected the nation at home,
the conference has even provided a conspiratorial corner to help change the course of post-Soviet history.

In the 1990s, Russians here were known for flashy wealth, showy parties and backroom maneuvering as
their nation rode a roller coaster of Wild East capitalism after the collapse of the Soviet Union. And the so-
called Davos Pact between Russian oligarchs in 1996 is remembered as the secret deal that thwarted a
Communist resurgence. (The group got together amid the parties and debates and agreed to use money
and mass media to support Boris N. Yeltsin against a growing Communist challenge.)

Then, after the 1998 financial crash, the number of Russians at the yearly get-together dwindled.

This year the contingent has grown substantially again to 43, and although it may represent a small number
of the 2,000 or so participants, the group includes some of the most powerful figures in the Kremlin and in
business, both private and state-controlled.

The higher numbers reflect the increasing political and economic muscle displayed by a land intent on
parlaying huge oil and gas reserves into a growing international assertiveness. As if to underscore the
differences in style that have emerged over the past decade, a well-subscribed Russian dinner here Friday
night seemed an exercise in considered statements and relative sobriety in contrast to the vodka-fueled
excesses of the '90s.

“In the 1990s there was a big interest in Russia,” Anatoly B. Chubais, a former government minister from
that era, said in an interview. “Then it became clear that Russia is not going to become North Korea or Iran
and the interest dipped.”

“Now it has risen again with the question of energy supplies, the cutting off of the supplies of gas,” he said,
referring to Russia’s standoff with Belarus over gas supplies, which ended when Belarus accepted higher,
market-related prices.

“‘Russia became stronger,” said Mr. Chubais, who heads the country’s state-controlled electric power supply
monopoly — a monolith which, he said, is now set to be thrown open to investors through a range of stock
offerings.

Beyond projecting their country’s power in a world that needs its energy supplies, delegation members
spent much of their time defending Russia against charges that it was not attuned to Western ideals.

Russian ministers, including First Deputy Prime Minister Medvedeyv, insisted that in squeezing Belarus— as
it did in the past with Ukraine — Gazprom, the state-controlled gas company, was merely bringing its prices
closer into line with market prices (although those prices are not charged in Russia itself).

“There is nothing to be afraid of with Gazprom,” Aleksandr Medvedeyv, the deputy chairman of the company,
said at a discussion here.



The first deputy prime minister, meanwhile, mounted a broader defense of Russia’s actions: “We are not
trying to push anyone to love Russia. But we will not allow anyone to hurt Russia.”

Yet, at virtually every encounter with Western reporters, academics and business analysts here, the
Russian leaders have encountered skepticism and the same series of questions: Is Russia a reliable trading
partner? Is its widening state control of the energy business a threat to Russia’s avowed commitment to free
markets and to foreign investors doing business inside Russia? Is Russian investment outside the country,
equally, a threat to the steel, telecommunications and other companies that Russian executives have
sought to invest in? And has the Kremlin moved back toward the centralized power that has dominated
much of Russia’s history from the time of the czars to the Communists?

At the dinner here Friday night, Joseph S. Nye Jr., a professor at the John F. Kennedy School of
Government at Harvard University, likened Russian public life to a pendulum: “Under Yeltsin, it swung too
far toward chaos and it may have swung too much the other way.”

Also at the dinner, Timothy Garton Ash, a British historian from Oxford University, raised a touchy issue,
mentioning the name of Anna Politkovskaya, a reporter who was slain in Moscow in October.

Russia won praise, however, from some American executives whose companies do business in the country,
like E. Neville Isdell, the chairman and chief executive of Coca-Cola. “People do not understand how
fundamentally changed Russia is,” he said. “We need to help Russia to project itself in a different way.” He
suggested that the Russians themselves had not excelled in the spin doctor’s arts. “They have not always
put the right face to the world,” he said.

Indeed, Mr. Chubais appeared to echo that thought in an interview when the subject of Alexander V.
Litvinenko came up. Mr. Litvinenko, a former K.G.B. agent living in London who was killed in November,
blamed the Kremlin before he died for poisoning him with radioactive polonium 210.

Mr. Chubais ridiculed the idea that Mr. Putin might have had any interest in killing the former agent. But, he
said, the very fact that Mr. Litvinenko’s allegation had gained widespread currency “means there’s a very
high level of mistrust of Russia in the West” — a conclusion that seemed unlikely to change rapidly as a
result of the gathering here.

Katrin Bennhold contributed reporting.

#6

Yale institute founder thinks big in the fight against anti-Semitism
By Toby Axelrod

JTA, January 28, 2007

BERLIN, Jan. 29 (JTA) — Charles Small dreams big. The founder of the new Yale Initiative for the
Interdisciplinary Study of Antisemitism, Small is going after nothing less than the modern plague of
prejudice. It's something he learned growing up in Montreal in a strongly Jewish family that stayed put
despite occasional waves of anti-Semitism. You don’t give up, and sometimes you even see results,
whether in helping improve the lives of Native Americans in the North country; bringing Ethiopian Jewish
refugees to Canada; fighting apartheid in South Africa; reaching out to Soviet Jewish dissidents; or forging
connections between Israelis and Palestinians.

All these causes have galvanized Small. The burden of disappointment accompanies him always — but so
does hope.



He hopes, for example, that Palestinians will elect a more humane government next time, one that will
recognize democratic values, respect minorities and accept Israel’s right to exist.

And he hopes the international community will stand up to Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, who
has threatened to destroy Israel and, most observers agree, is intent on developing nuclear weapons.

Speaking recently at a Berlin seminar on anti-Semitism, Small suggested that Ahmadinejad be arrested and
tried for incitement to genocide, a crime under U.N. conventions. Conference attendees, though polite, were
more focused on preventing anti-Semitism in Europe.

“If Europeans want to deal with the memory of the Holocaust in a constructive manner, they should be at
the forefront of stopping Iran from its genocidal rhetoric,” Small said.

Small, 44, wants the Yale institute, which grew out of a series of seminars last year, to give activists
knowledge they can use as ammunition in their advocacy work.

It has hosted lectures on an array of topics under the category of “Anti-Semitism in Current Perspective.”
Ultimately the nonprofit center in New Haven, Conn., will offer courses, seminars and conferences.

The Yale center joins similar institutes at the Technical University in Berlin, the Stephen Roth Institute for
the Study of Contemporary Antisemitism and Racism at Tel Aviv University and the Vidal Sassoon
International Center for the Study of Antisemitism at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem.

Small developed the idea in the summer of 2004 after attending an international meeting on anti-Semitism
at the United Nations. There he met scholars who had no institutional home.

“We approached Yale, and they allowed us to do a seminar series. It went well,” he said.

Small then proposed to house an institute there, “like an intellectual home base.” Yale agreed, and the
program opened officially in September 2006 under the umbrella of the university’s Institution for Social and
Policy Studies.

“I hope it will become a vibrant center of high-caliber, interdisciplinary research,” said Small, who has a
doctorate in philosophy from Oxford University and has taught at the University of London and three
universities in Israel.

The institute’s board is chaired by businessman and philanthropist Marvin Lender, chair of the Israel Policy
Forum and a longtime supporter of education aimed at prejudice reduction. It has received major
philanthropic support from William Prusoff, who teaches pharmacology at Yale and became a philanthropist
after developing lucrative anti-HIV drugs.

Lectures this year focus on anti-Semitism in human rights organizations, Arab countries, Iran, Russia and
Europe. Others examine links between anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism.

That Yale embraced the concept is encouraging, Abraham Foxman, national director of the Anti-Defamation
League, said last week in a telephone interview from Davos, Switzerland, where he was attending the World
Economic Forum. “It recognizes the issue is significant enough for a university to devote its energy to
monitor, evaluate, assess and define.

“Many of us deal with anti-Semitism from a very pragmatic, action-oriented perspective, but not from an
academic perspective,” said Foxman, author of the book “Never Again?: The Threat of the New Anti-
Semitism.” “But to establish a faculty which will enable scholars to study it is very significant. It will inspire
others to do likewise.”
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Such an institution can “help make our efforts to combat anti-Semitism more effective,” Efraim Zuroff,
director of the Simon Wiesenthal Center in Jerusalem, wrote in an e-mail to JTA. “The main challenge is to
identify the most threatening trends and phenomena and find the most effective ways of fighting them.”

Many sources, from the United States to Europe to the Middle East, have reported increases in anti-Semitic
incidents since the violent Palestinian intifada began in late 2000.

“Many Jewish communities feel under increasing threat,” Small said. “I think as scholars we need to
understand why this occurs.”

Small grew up in a traditional Jewish family. His grandparents had a general store in northern Quebec, and
as a child he accompanied his grandfather on visits to the Native American community. He recognized that
the Native Americans, like Jews, felt ostracized by the dominant society.

“My father’s generation had open quotas at the university,” Small said. “Jews weren’t allowed to go to
certain clubs, resorts.”

The Jews of Montreal had their own hospitals “because Jewish doctors were not allowed to treat Catholic
patients.”

As a teenager, Small observed Quebec’s growing separatist movement, which he said “had an element that
was quite anti-Semitic and xenophobic.” Much of the Jewish community left after a separatist party
dominated Quebec’s 1976 elections.

But Small's family stayed, perhaps because they had taken risks to bring Jews to Canada in the first place.
Before World War Il, when Canada was not admitting refugees, Small’s great-grandfather, a peddler in
Quebec City, “would smuggle Jews off the ships in the harbor” and push and pull them up a hill near the
port.

His children would “toboggan the Jews down the other side of this hill,” where members of the Jewish
community would meet them and put them onto waiting trains.

“[Jewish] Winnipeg was largely established by this process,” Small said. “And this was always talked about
in our family. That example resonated for me. We have an obligation to others.”

After spending a year as a teenager working on kibbutz, Small attended McGill University in Montreal,
where he became head of Hillel. His interest in Soviet Jewry brought him to the Soviet Union in 1984, where
he met leaders of the Soviet Jewish dissident movement.

A year later, Ethiopian Jewish refugees came to Canada, and Small and his family became actively involved
in helping bring more Ethiopians to Quebec. Around that time Small also became involved in anti-racism
and anti-apartheid movements, eventually becoming chairman of an African National Congress Solidarity
Committee and visiting the first ANC conference in South Africa.

In 1996 he made aliyah, and still holds Israeli citizenship.

It was in Israel that Small's optimism was dealt the heaviest blow. After years of involvement in
reconciliation projects with Palestinians, he was shocked when after the intifada began, “my anti-racist
friends were silent about suicide bombings.”

“From 1996 to 2000, it was a time when there seemed to be a lot of hope and possibilities,” he recalled. I

would actually go to Ramallah regularly ... to hear jazz musician Arnie Lawrence, who taught young Israeli
and Palestinian kids respect and reconciliation through music.
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But even several months before the peace process broke down, “we were told not to go,” Small said. “The
Islamists were not happy that Israelis and foreigners were sitting together. So on the ground, things were
shifting before it was broken.”

Small says the breakdown of peace talks “affected me profoundly.” Nevertheless, it was “not a mistake” to
reach out, Small says.

In the end, hope has to be paired with action.

‘I wonder,” he says, “what the next generation is going to say about our generation, about what we did.”

#7

Yad Vashem to collect names from FSU
By Amir Mizroch

The Jerusalem Post, January 27, 2007

Yad Vashem and the Immigrant Absorption Ministry have embarked on a project to record the names of
Soviet-era Jews who perished in the Holocaust.

Their emissaries will spend a month attempting to visit the roughly one million Russian immigrants in Israel
to create a database of names, the ministry said.

Yad Vashem launches Web site in Farsi

The day the rabbi ate grass (op-ed) Immigrant Absorption Minister Ze'ev Boim said there was a need to
"knock on every door" to ask for information about the people who were murdered in Nazi-occupied Soviet
territory during World War |l.

The "Immortalization Month" campaign aims to gather as many names as possible of the hundreds of
thousands of Soviet Jews who perished. Yad Vashem has 3.1 million names of Jewish Holocaust victims in
its database, of which only 350,000 names belong to Soviet Jews.

The Nazis and their collaborators murdered six million Jews. The low proportion of victims from the Soviet
Union whose names have been recorded led Yad Vashem and the ministry to launch the campaign.

According to the ministry, only 20 percent of the victims from Soviet areas have been recorded, as opposed
to about 80% from Western European countries and about 40% from nations like Hungary, Poland and
Romania.

For example, Yad Vashem has the names of only 7,000 Jews murdered at Babi Yar in the Ukraine,
although it is known that some 33,000 Jews were murdered there.

Boris Maftzir, who heads the project for Yad Vashem, lists several reasons for the dearth of recorded
names from the former Soviet Union.

During Soviet times it was impossible to commemorate and document the Holocaust, and there was no
access to archival material. In addition, the large migration of Soviet Jews in the '90s hampered efforts to
collect information about those who perished, Maftzir says.

Another reason names were not readily accessible, according to Maftzir, was that the Germans had only

begun to develop their systematic killing machine when they invaded these areas, and, despite tallying the
number of dead, did not document their victims' names.
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To date, Yad Vashem has collected the names of 30,000 victims from Jews living in Russia and the
Ukraine. Only several thousand names have been documented as a result of questioning Russian-language
immigrants in Israel. Yad Vashem estimates that many of the missing 3,000,000 names are of Jews from
Soviet lands.

The project will be conducted during February all over the country, especially in areas with large
concentrations of immigrants from the former Soviet Union. They will be presented with a "Witness
Document" questionnaire.

Officials from the ministry will focus on its branch offices, immigrant centers, clubs, housing projects,
libraries, local authorities, as well as working through immigrant organizations.

The questionnaires, which will collect biographical information about victims from the general public,
survivors and the families of victims, will be collated and kept in the hall of names at Yad Vashem.

The Absorption Ministry is also recruiting dozens of volunteers from the immigrant community to conduct
interviews with survivors and relatives of victims.

Boim said the campaign would also help to fight anti-Semitism, and called on the Russian-speaking
immigrant community to cooperate in the "holy endeavor."

"The time we have to immortalize those who perished is running out," he said.

#8

What Jewish organizations must do about Iran
By Shlomo Avineri

The Jerusalem Post, January 27, 2007

It is doubtful whether the international effort, now supported by UN sanctions, will deter Teheran from its
nuclear ambitions. Understandably frustrated, some Jewish leaders have chosen to be among the most
outspoken proponents of military action against Iran.

This is a mistaken and dangerous route. Mistaken, because if a military option proves to be the last resort, it
won't happen because of hectoring by Jewish leaders or organizations but because strategic considerations
have led the US, and perhaps other countries as well, to this conclusion. And dangerous because it may
create the notion - vicious, but nonetheless plausible to people not friendly to Israel or Jews in general - that
"the Jewish lobby" is what determines American policy.

But Diaspora Jews can help, though until now they have failed.

Since the election of President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, Iran's nuclear project has been linked to his
repeated statements about Holocaust denial and his calls for the destruction of Israel. To this the world
Jewish community has not responded as robustly as it could - and should.

In the 1970s and 1980s, world Jewry became a pivotal player in the campaign for Soviet Jewry: For years,
demonstrations, protests, sit-ins and other peaceful means turned the life of Soviet diplomats all over the
West into a daily nightmare and kept the issue at the top of the international political agenda. Whenever a
Soviet leader visited the West, or a Soviet ambassador appeared on TV or at a press conference, the
question "Why don't you let Soviet Jews emigrate freely?" haunted them constantly.

When, under Mikhail Gorbachev, the Soviet Union changed its policy on emigration, it was not exclusively
due to this consistent public pressure: but that pressure was one of the major considerations that helped
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Moscow change its mind. This, and not verbal aggression toward Iran's nuclear policies, is what every
Jewish organization in every country should do now. Holocaust denial is a moral, not a political issue, and
many non-Jewish individuals and organizations would join such a campaign. WHAT SHOULD be done?

*In every capital, constant vigils and periodic demonstrations in front of Iranian embassies would draw
attention to the unacceptability of Holocaust denial.

*At every appearance of an Iranian official or diplomat, regardless of topic, there should be demonstrations
condemning President Ahmadinejad's Holocaust denial, and questioners should be prepared to raise the
issue in any Q&A session that follows.

+All Iranian cultural functions should be picketed.

«Jewish organizations should lobby their respective governments to include the issue of Holocaust denial in
any contact they may be having with Iranian authorities.

*Universities should be approached to initiate symposia on Iran's Holocaust denial.

All of this can - and should - be done peacefully, within the framework of the law. Iranian officials should not
in any way be harassed or intimidated: but it should be clear to them what the message is.

AS IN the Soviet Jewry case, every demonstration of this sort attracts immediate media coverage. If, day
after day, TV stations show Iranian embassies picketed, the voices within Iran which have already begun to
question Ahmadinejad's policies will be encouraged because they too will realize that the gutter language of
their president is hurting their country, its international standing and reputation.

Up till now Ahmadinejad's Holocaust statements have been duly condemned by most Western governments
- and then nothing happened. It is in the hands of Jewish organizations worldwide to make these statements
an issue which stays on the international agenda.

Pious talk about "Never Again" and "the Lessons of the Holocaust" sounds hollow if unaccompanied by a
series of steps that make it clear there can be "no business as usual" after such abominations as
Ahmadinejad's statements.

Any Jewish organization leading such a campaign would also gain visibility in the crowded field of Jewish
fun- raising.

This is a peaceful but powerful strategy. It worked in the Soviet case, mobilized tens of thousands of Jews
all over the world, and showed that there is Jewish power in the world. Its name is solidarity.

The writer, professor of political science at the Hebrew University, is a former director-general of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
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#9

Major Changes Expected in Ukraine Foreign Policy
By Lisa McAdams

VOA, January 31, 2007

Ukraine's pro-Western foreign minister, Boris Tarasyuk, has resigned after a two-month constitutional
dispute over his post. VOA's Lisa McAdams in Moscow reports that analysts say the resignation could mean
major changes in Ukraine's foreign policy.

Tarasyuk has been a close ally of President Viktor Yushchenko and the most vocal proponent of leading
Ukraine closer to the European Union and NATO. The former foreign minister had been feuding with the
government of Prime Minister Viktor Yanukovych and his Party of Regions, which favor closer ties with
Russia.

Ukraine's parliament gave Mr. Yanukovych permission last month to dismiss Tarasyuk, and later moved to
revoke the president's power to appoint ministers overseeing foreign and defense matters.

After weeks of political and legal wrangling, Foreign Minister Tarasyuk submitted his resignation Tuesday,
saying the conflict could hurt Ukraine's international image.

Kiev-based independent political analyst lvan Lozowy says Tarasyuk's resignation is a big loss to President
Yushchenko.

"Boris Tarasyuk is a big fan of the West," he said. "He is a fan of the European Union, the United States,
international organizations, such as the Council of Europe. And these are, to put it mildly, not organizations
and directions which are a priority for the current government of Viktor Yanukovych - [rather] quite the
opposite."

President Yushchenko named First Deputy Foreign Minister Volodymyr Orgyzko as acting foreign minister.
Analyst Lozowy says he does not think it will be easy to confirm a permanent replacement.

"l am sure they [Yanukovych's Party of Regions] are not going to find Ogryzko acceptable," he said.
"Whether he goes through or not, they are going to fight to put one of their own people in place, despite the
fact that this is clearly the prerogative of the president to nominate the foreign minister."

Lozowy describes Ogryzko as being of the same western mindset as Tarasyuk. But he says if a candidate
more appealing to Yanukovych's Party of Regions ultimately gets the job, big changes could be in store for
Ukraine.

"Certainly, NATO will be put on hold, literally forever. The EU along with that," he said. "We have already
seen WTO membership, which was due by the end of last year, being put off until summer in order to allow
Russia to enter the organization first."

But Lozowy says he does not think Ukraine will stray too far from Western democratic reform. He says

public opinion polls indicate the majority of Ukrainians see themselves as part of Europe, despite long-
standing historical and cultural links to Russia.
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From Russia with like

Washington and Moscow must get past being not quite enemies, not quite friends.
By Yuri Ushakov

Los Angeles Times, February 1, 2007

YURI USHAKOV is Russia's ambassador to the United States.

RUSSIA AND the United States face numerous dangers and challenges that demand cooperation. Neither
country wants to see the victory of extremism, the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction or the
intensification of regional conflicts spreading instability and violence. It is worth noting especially this year,
the 200th anniversary of diplomatic relations between our countries that we not only share common
interests but, to a greater degree than some are willing to acknowledge, we share values.

There have been, to put it mildly, ups and downs in our relations over the last 200 years. Russia supported
the American colonies in the Revolutionary War. During World War Il, we were allies, though we later

became bitter rivals in the Cold War, pointing missiles at one another for nearly half a century. Yet even in
the darkest times, we managed to find pragmatic ways to avoid disaster for our countries and for mankind.

Since the breakup of the Soviet Union, U.S.-Russia relations have been fundamentally transformed, and
now we work closely together in ways that could not have been contemplated 15 or 20 years ago.

But at the moment, frankly, our relationship is not easy. Times were hard during the Cold War, but
paradoxically, it is no less difficult now to be partners and friends. Russians have a proud tradition of
independence, and as much as we respect the United States and the American way of life, we cannot let
others decide our domestic and foreign policies. Like every sovereign people, Russians want to make these
decisions themselves based on our own perceptions, interests and priorities.

To tell the truth, it would trigger nothing but irritation in Moscow if the price of U.S. friendship is that Russia
must love everything the United States loves and hate everything the U.S. hates. The 1990s, when Russia
was rather deferential to the United States, are long over.

What is especially troubling now is a tendency in U.S. public discourse to blame Russia first. Just recall how
rapidly, without even examining the evidence, everybody began attacking Russia after the incident of
polonium poisoning in London. In an instant, the image of a KGB-style Russia was re-created. A similar
"accuse first, seek proof later" approach was displayed toward the assassinations of journalist Anna
Politkovskaya and banker Andrei Kozlov. No one noticed that Russians were equally shocked by these
tragedies.

Russia is frequently accused of "energy imperialism" using its exports of oil and gas as a tool of its foreign
policy. But the truth is that Russia and even, in the old days, the Soviet Union, never violated commitments
to supply energy to customers who pay their bills in full. Contrary to the accusations that have been made
against us, we have supplied Europeans and other consumers with every cubic foot of natural gas and
every barrel of oil that we contracted to provide. In regard to Ukraine and Belarus, we are moving to market
prices, ending previous practices of subsidizing their economies. What's wrong with that? Nobody asks the
United States to provide subsidies to Canada, Mexico or, for that matter, Cuba. Our goal is to create a
standard business relationship with every country, which has nothing to do with "energy imperialism."

American media and think tanks like to criticize Moscow for being out of step with the United States on a
number of important international matters including, most acutely, the Iranian nuclear program. The
essence of the Russian position is that we support the right of Iranians to pursue peaceful nuclear energy
and oppose the prospect of a nuclear-armed Iran. Most important, we believe that the solution should be
reached through negotiations with Tehran and not through isolation or confrontation. As for Iraq, | hope
many still remember our advice to the United States four years ago.
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What offends us is the view shared by some in Washington that Russia can be used when it is needed and
discarded or even abused when it is not relevant to American objectives. Russians do not need any special
favors or assistance from the United States, but we do require respect in order to build a two-way
relationship. And we expect that our political interests will be recognized.

It has been many years since the U.S. and Russia ceased to be enemies, yet we are not quite allies.
Scolding and wrangling with each other is regrettably easier nowadays than doing something positive. We
must learn to be friends and to cooperate in today's world. This requires give and take.

Both countries must leave aside old habits and stereotypes and, more important, not create new ones. We
must work hand in hand for the security and prosperity of our citizens, Russians and Americans. The
alternative each going our separate ways in dealing with the great challenges of our time is too dangerous
to contemplate.

#11

Ukraine native staying home to keep Jewish tradition alive
By Vladimir Matveyev

JTA, January 30, 2007

IVANO-FRANKOVSK, Ukraine, Jan. 30 (JTA) -- As an observant Jew, Moishe Leib Kolesnik admits he
thinks about moving to Israel and the ease of living a religious lifestyle there rather than staying in this
Western Ukraine city.

But Kolesnik just can't leave his hometown, which he serves as spiritual leader and keeper of all things
Jewish.

"Leaving the community for some time is very difficult for me," he acknowledges.

Kolesnik, 50, is rare among the Orthodox spiritual leaders, mostly from Chabad-Lubavitch, serving in
Ukraine. For one thing, he can speak the native tongue fluently.

In a country where Jewish tradition was nearly obliterated by the Holocaust and communist anti-religious
persecution, reviving Jewish tradition today has relied almost entirely on foreigners, mainly Israelis or
Americans.

Had it not been for Kolesnik's interest in Judaism, Ivano-Frankovsk might not have any spiritual leadership.
More than 80 percent of its Jews emigrated when communism ended -- only about 700 Jews remain,
Kolesnik estimates, in a city of 200,000. In 1995 he had to close a small yeshiva, or religious school, that he
opened due to a lack of students. Most of the remaining Jews are secular and rarely attend his services.

But Kolesnik nonetheless has become the ultimate source of information on Jewish matters. He has
traveled the region in his efforts to preserve its rich Jewish history.

They call Kolesnik rabbi in lvano-Frankovsk, though he has no formal ordination.

"When | need anything concerning Jews, our rabbi always has a response," says Olga Markus, a local
Jewish activist and director of the Magen Avot charitable group here. "He is the best archival database."

Kolesnik has what he calls a "federation smicha," the authority given to him by the Chabad-led Federation
of Jewish Communities -- the largest Jewish group in the former Soviet Union -- to perform rabbinical duties.
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"Rabbi Moishe Kolesnik revives Jewish life successfully, and thanks to his knowledge hundreds of Galicia
Jews became closer to their roots," said Rabbi Azriel Chaikin, one of three chief rabbis of Ukraine. "Thanks
to his energy, fluent Ukrainian and good knowledge of the mentality of Ukrainian society, he succeeded in
resolving many issues."

Kolesnik also has a blessing from his religious mentor, an elderly Holocaust survivor named Yehudah
Goldscheid who had a rabbinical background from when the area was part of prewar Poland.

Reb Yidl, as Goldscheid's followers affectionately called him, "taught me all concerning traditional Jewish
life and Judaism," Kolesnik says.

Although he was raised in a non-observant home, Kolesnik says he's always had a strong Jewish identity,
and Yiddish was often heard in his family. Still, he had prepared himself for a different career.

Kolesnik attended a university in his hometown, graduating with a degree in Russian philology. In the early
1980s he took a job as the language teacher at a secondary school in Kolomya, a small provincial town an
hour's drive from Ivano-Frankovsk.

Perhaps it was the spirit in Kolomya that led to the increased importance of Judaism in his life. Kolesnik
notes proudly that the founder of Chasidism, Rabbi Israel Baal Shem Tov, used to pray there.

Kolesnik says he first encountered religious Jews in the early '80s when he visited Kiev and Moscow. That's
when he became involved in underground religious activism: the learning and teaching of the Torah,
underground prayer services and organizing funerals in accordance with Jewish tradition.

Before World War I, when Ilvano-Frankovsk was called Stanislavov and was the center of a province in
eastern Poland, the approximately 50,000 Jews there comprised half of its population. Most of them were
killed in the Holocaust.

Although little today remains of lvano-Frankovsk' s prewar Jewish past, Kolesnik believes he has a mission
to preserve as much of it as he can.

"l have traveled to towns and villages throughout the region, met with local Jews and people often showed
old Jewish books and documents" still preserved in their homes, says Kolesnik, who is married.

Over the years he has built a rich collection of old books, mostly in Hebrew, a language few people in the
region understand. Kolesnik says he was particularly fascinated by the handwritten notes found in many of
the books he came across.

Today the library he collected from these trips includes more than 1,000 Hebrew books, as well as
community records and photographs from dozens of towns across the region. He keeps these treasures in
the town's historic synagogue, an impressive two-story building that stands like a silent testimony to the past
importance and prosperity of the local Jewish community.

Built in 1898 as one of some 60 Jewish houses of prayer in town at the time, the synagogue was
confiscated by the communist authorities in 1941. It was returned to the community -- mainly thorough
Kolesnik's efforts -- after Ukrainian independence in the early '90s.

In his travels, Kolesnik drew maps of many Jewish cemeteries, a priceless resource for foreign Jews who
often come to this region searching for their roots.

But for local Jews their spiritual leader is a no less trusted authority.
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"He was born here, and we speak the common language, both in direct and in figurative sense," says
Yankel Berezin, 72, a member of the local Jewish community.

In addition to the synagogue, there is a small Jewish day school in town run by the Chabad-led Ohr Avner
Foundation that has 30 students, a Hebrew school for 20 children and a kindergarten with nine students.
The synagogue also houses a mikvah, or ritual bath, a women's club and an Israeli cultural center.

Aware of his vital role in the community, Kolesnik sees his mission as staying as long as possible. Asked
about the community's future, he prefers not to speculate.

"Making prognoses is a ludicrous business," he says. "The main goal today is to preserve" what is left of the
community.

#12

Without support from the community, Russian Jewish papers are in the red
By Lev Krichevsky

JTA, January 30, 2007

MOSCOW, Jan. 30 (JTA) -- In saying goodbye to his readers, the editor of a pioneering Jewish newspaper
highlighted a key problem facing much of the Russian Jewish press, as well as the readers it serves.

"We have not learned yet to support the community financially," Alexander Sakov lamented in the January
issue of the monthly Shalom, the 156th printed since 1994.

Shalom, based in the Siberian city of Omsk, in recent years had relied on funding from the American Jewish
Joint Distribution Committee for its entire $300 monthly budget. But the JDC decided to withdraw its support
beginning this month.

Sakov, 55, Shalom's founder, said in his farewell article that he was forced to stop the print version because
of financial difficulties. He said he would maintain the online version because it doesn't cost him much.

Similar to nearly every Russian Jewish newspaper, Sakov said his paper had to rely on donor dollars
because it had no paid subscribers or advertising.

The newspaper, which was among the pioneering Jewish periodicals in Russia's provinces, was launched
with grants from the New York-based Jewish Community Development Fund, an affiliate of the American
Jewish World Service, and the American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee.

Boris Boguslavsky, director of the JDC office for Siberia and the Far East, based in Krasnoyarsk, told JTA
he was dissatisfied with the quality of the paper. Before cutting funds for Shalom, Boguslavsky said he tried
"to have a dialogue" with the editor, but Sakov chose to discontinue the newspaper instead of improving it.

Sakov said it was Boguslavsky who refused to cooperate, but the editor admitted that "the Joint did not have
to always support our newspaper."

With a circulation of 1,000, Shalom billed itself as "the Jewish newspaper for Siberia and the Far East" and
was distributed in 50 cities in the vast region. Aware that JDC money might dry up, Sakov said he tried to
find alternative funding. But his calls on local philanthropists and regional authorities, who support some
minority papers, were fruitless.

19



A veteran Jewish activist, Sakov said when he launched the newspaper shortly after the collapse of
communism, his enterprise was fueled with the enthusiasm of people rediscovering Judaism and Jewish
topics. But as the community matured, it did not become self-sufficient or learn how to survive without
external funding from overseas groups such as the JDC.

In his farewell article, Sakov noted a paradox.

"The more free the country was becoming, the better people lived, the less Jews were interested in the life
of their communities," he wrote. "Today one can conclude with regret that centers of Jewish culture are
more reminiscent of pensioners' clubs" where people are used to receiving free services, including
newspapers.

Boguslavsky said his office planned to invest in a new regional newspaper that would replace Shalom.

"l don't even ask this question whether or not a Jewish newspaper can support itself," he said.
Boguslavsky said his region alone has more than 10 Jewish papers, mostly monthlies. They're all
sponsored by major Jewish groups, as most community members have become accustomed to receiving
copies of a Jewish paper as a free bonus with other services.

In the case of the JDC, the services are food packages distributed to the elderly and needy Jews.

Boguslavsky said last year he ran an experiment in one of the regions in Eastern Russia.

"l asked not to include a local newspaper into the food packages to see how many people would notice
this," he related. "Almost no one complained they were missing a newspaper."

Vladimir Paley, editor of jewnet.ru, the Russian Jewish Information Service, agreed that having local papers
come free with other charity services "spoiled" the nature of the Jewish press in Russia.

"Who would have thought back in 1991 to charge people for anything Jewish-related?" he said. He was
referring to the dawn of legal Russian Jewish life, which replaced underground activism during the
communist era.

"And then people got used to freebies. It's hard to start selling something that was previously given away for
free," Paley said.

Observers also agreed that the Jewish press in Russia has become a battlefield for organizational rivalries
primarily promoting the interest and image of the groups that support the newspapers.

Most of the five dozen Jewish papers in Russia today are backed by the Chabad-led Federation of Jewish
Communities, the leading and most affluent Russian Jewish group.

The largest and seemingly the most successful Russian Jewish weekly, the Moscow-based Jewish Word,
has a circulation of 42,000, which nearly surpasses the circulation of the other Jewish newspapers
combined. But the Jewish Word does not sell copies; it's distributed free to Jews registered in the Chabad-
run database.

The Jewish Word features an extensive advertising section, mostly ads for federation events, and helps the
organization attract more Jews to its community centers, schools and synagogues.

Paley said that unless the Jewish press in Russia can change from being a vehicle promoting an

organization's agenda to fairly reflecting the life of the community, the newspapers will continue to rely on
the goodwill of donors.
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"No one will pay their own money for a newspaper promoting one organization," he said.

One prominent Russian Jewish editor said such a change would be nearly impossible given the realities of
Russian Jewish life.

"Independent Jewish press in Russia is impossible to imagine," said Nickolai Propirny, editor-in-chief of
another Moscow weekly, The Jewish World. The weekly is published by the Russian Jewish Congress,
which once rivaled Chabad in community influence but in recent years has lost much of its weight in the
Russian regions.

"The community is divided" among different groups, Propirny said. "In these circumstances, a newspaper
will always reflect the interests of its sponsors from the Jewish community."

When it comes to advertising income, he added, "very few advertisers are interested in small-circulation
newspapers that in addition will not accept ads from non-friendly organizations."

#13

Succession expected to weaken power of security elite
By Quentin Peel

Financial Times, February 2, 2007

It was a supremely confident VIadimir Putin who fielded questions from more than 1,200 journalists in the
Kremlin on Thursday, for more than 3%z hours, and without a note in sight.

Now in his last full year in office - the Russian president must step down in March, 2008 after two
consecutive terms - Mr Putin shows no sign of running out of energy or turning into a lame duck leader such
as George W. Bush. his US counterpart.

He gave a glowing account of the state of the Russian economy but above all, he wanted to give the
impression of a government that was united and determined to hold its course: reasserting the power of the
state and Russia's international importance, while welcoming foreign investors to play a minor role in the
country's revival.

The only questions that seemed finally to irritate Mr Putin a little (even when put with great deference by
Russian journalists) were the repeated attempts to find out whom he might favour as his successor.

"Why are you chucking me out so early?" he asked. "I'll leave myself. Don't rush me."

Yet behind the Kremlin-imposed discipline and stability that Mr Putin has undoubtedly brought to Russia
after the chaotic rule of Boris Yeltsin, the question of who comes next is starting to rattle the ruling elite. It is
partly because there is no clear system to anoint a successor. It is also because even the president's
chosen successor is likely to bring his own favourites to court.

Nor is the elite sure what Mr Putin will do next, after handing over power. You cannot have two tsars in the
Kremlin.

On the face of it, a smooth transition is emerging. Of the two favoured candidates, Dmitry Medvedev and
Sergei Ivanov, both deputy prime ministers, Mr Medvedev is pulling ahead as the front-runner. A lawyer
from St Petersburg who first met Mr Putin in that city's administration, he became very close to the president
as his chief of staff. He combines the roles of chairman of Gazprom - minding Mr Putin's most precious
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state asset - and deputy premier responsible for the big social spending programmes financed by Russia's
windfall oil and gas revenues.

"He is not just a grey cypher," says Christopher Granville, chief editor of Trusted Sources, an investment
intelligence service, and long-time Russia-watcher. "He has got himself on to national and regional
television, which is very important for getting himself known. He ought to get the job. If he does, he will not
do anything earth-shattering. But he has shown he can make the transition from adviser to boss."

In the most recent opinion polls, support for Mr Medvedeyv is running at 33 per cent, against 21 per cent for
Mr Ivanov, the more urbane and telegenic defence minister. Moreover, Mr Medvedev headed the large
Russian contingent at the World Economic Forum in Davos last week, where he was feted as an heir
apparent.

But Mr Ivanov should certainly not be written off. He is better known internationally, speaks fluent English
and is also being given heavy exposure on Russian TV as the principal voice of the government on security.

As a former member of the international arm of the KGB, Mr Ivanov is sometimes seen internationally as the
candidate of the siloviki - the present and former members of the security services who now surround Mr
Putin. Many Russian observers think that is wrong. They might well prefer the more malleable Mr
Medvedev.

Yet any succession will probably weaken the power of the siloviki. That is a vital cause of the present
uncertainty. They would much prefer Mr Putin to stay. They might even try to precipitate some sort of
national emergency to force him to do so. It is an unlikely scenario, but cannot be entirely excluded.

#14

Russian TV Shines Warmly on a Likely Successor to Putin
By Peter Finn

Washington Post, February 2, 2007

MOSCOW, Feb. 1 -- Every Sunday morning, two favorites of President Vladimir Putin play prominent
supporting roles on a television game show called "Happy Bus." In sunny clips spliced into the show's
airtime, Dmitri Medvedev and Sergei lvanov hand out awards and urge young people in general to live
healthy lives.

Ostensibly, the two men have perfectly straightforward reasons for appearing on the show: Each week, one
team of contestants is sponsored by Gazprom, the state-controlled energy giant chaired by Medvedev. The
opposing team is sponsored by the New Generation Foundation, headed by Ivanov, who is also defense
minister.

But "Happy Bus" is widely viewed here as proof of the Kremlin's ability to commandeer the airwaves -- even
the most trifling show -- to aid Putin in anointing a successor. By most accounts, the president has narrowed
his choice to Medvedev or Ivanov, and over the last year each man's image, particularly Medvedev's, has
been rigorously burnished. "Happy Bus" debuted in May on NTV, a network owned by a Gazprom
subsidiary.

With the centralization of power in the Kremlin, Russian politics has become ever more tightly scripted, and
genuine electoral competition has withered. Whoever turns out to be Putin's nominee will dominate
television and almost certainly ride unimpeded through the presidential elections in early 2008, analysts
said.
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"Putin, Medvedev and Ivanov are the three main heroes, the three main characters on the news," said Anna
Kachkayeva, a professor of broadcast journalism at Moscow State University. "It's a command from the
administration."

Producers at Russian television stations, including the makers of "Happy Bus," declined to discuss
coverage of lvanov and Medvedev.

In presidential politics, Russia has an electoral college of one -- Putin. When Vladimir Ustinov, the former
prosecutor general and a perceived favorite of the security services, started making some very president-in-
waiting noises last year, Putin fired him. He was rehired as justice minister, a much less influential position.

Putin himself denies he is the decider. "There will be no successors. There will be candidates for the post of
president of Russia," he said Thursday at his annual news conference, which this year ran to three hours
and 30 minutes and was attended by about 1,200 journalists. "l reserve the right to express my preference.
But I will only do it once the election campaign begins."

Since the reelection of Boris Yeltsin in 1996, when a group of media tycoons threw the full weight of their
television stations behind his faltering candidacy and demonized his Communist opponent, tight
management of broadcast journalism has been a critical instrument in Russian presidential elections,
including Putin's two campaigns.

But unlike in 1996, when the power of television was wielded by wealthy businessmen, today those media
assets are controlled by the state or companies loyal to the Kremlin.

Ivanov, 54, has long been well known both at home and abroad as minister of defense. Medvedev, 41, was
an obscure figure until 15 months ago.

In November 2005, Medvedev and lvanov were simultaneously made first deputy prime ministers, in
addition to their other titles. Since then, Medvedev's public image, down to his haircut (shorter and more
stylish), weight (he's clearly lost a few pounds) and choice of clothes (more casual), has been carefully
refashioned.

The makeover has become the talk of the town. The wooden, cautious and loyal official of a year ago has
become a self-confident and assertive politician tinged with some very Putinesque characteristics -- in
particular, his occasionally brusque scoldings, sometimes directed at other ministers, delivered with the
colloquial phrases and tightly coiled physicality that many Russians love in their president.

Speaking in November about improving health care and access to drugs, Medvedev said: "There are
swindlers who manufacture pharmaceuticals. Then there are other swindlers who sell those
pharmaceuticals, and there are still other swindlers who act as intermediaries using state funds. The
situation in the pharmaceutical industry is disgusting.”

Medvedev, who is married and has one child, is a lawyer by training and first worked with Putin in the city
administration of St. Petersburg in the 1990s. Putin brought him to the Kremlin, where he became chief of
staff in the presidential administration. He is regarded as a relatively liberal counterweight to the staffers
around Putin who served in the security services. Medvedev has no background in the KGB or its successor
agencies.

He never publicly criticizes Putin, however. And he defends Gazprom, where the Kremlin placed him in
charge in 2002, from charges that it is secretive, bloated and inefficient, and is used by the state as a
political weapon to punish neighboring countries. On television recently, he called Gazprom a "crucial
Russian company" and noted that its capitalization has jumped from $10 billion to $225 billion under state
control.
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Increasingly, Medvedev speaks of his modest background. "Just like everyone else, | lived in the kinds of
apartments that used to be given to Soviet citizens, first a communal one and later a cramped apartment in
St. Petersburg," he said in a television interview in November. "And like everyone else, | went, and still go,
to a polyclinic," the state-run outpatient facilities that many Russians avoid.

For all the campaign-style insights he offers into his background, Medvedev remains studiously ambiguous
about his ambitions. "l find it distressing that | have been made a participant in some sort of race," he said.

Nonetheless, he is now the second-most-popular politician in Russia after Putin, according to opinion polls
and analysts.

In a poll conducted in November by the independent Levada Center, 38 percent of respondents said they
would vote for Medvedev for president, making him the leading candidate. Ivanov trailed with 23 percent.
Little more than a year ago, Medvedev's rating was barely above zero.

While image-building is not unique to Russia, and Medvedev's new position in government ensured he
would get more news coverage, the almost universally friendly treatment he has received on Russian
television has been striking.

Among 2,064 news stories on Medvedev in 2006, there was not a single negative report on the news
broadcasts of six television channels, including the three major national stations, according to a survey by
Medialogia, an analytical group in Moscow. There were 17 negative reports on Ivanov, most of them
centered on a brutal hazing incident in the military to which he was slow to respond, according to
Medialogia.

Other potential candidates are not treated so kindly. In the same period, there was not a single positive
report on Mikhail Kasyanov, a former prime minister and Putin critic who has said he may seek the
presidency. Of the 40 stories in which Kasyanov was the main subject, 60 percent were negative and the
balance neutral, according to Medialogia statistics.

The Kremlin declined a request to allow a Washington Post reporter to accompany Medvedev on a typical
daily event; he is normally covered by a small pool of reporters.

Assigned as a frontman for the government's spending priorities -- generous social programs to revamp
health care, education and housing and reverse a population decline -- Medvedev has been transformed
into Santa Claus in the public mind, according to Vyacheslav Nikonov, a political analyst with close ties to
the Kremlin.

"He has good PR, doing good, practical things for the country," Nikonov said. "Every image is deliberately
cultivated, but that is not different than what goes on at the White House."

Last week was typical. Three of the national channels, ORT, RTR and NTV, ran expansive reports
Wednesday night on a meeting chaired by Medvedev in which he talked about raising the birthrate and
other projects. Medvedev held up a certificate that will guarantee cash payments to women who have a
second child, and his remarks were spliced with images of cooing babies in maternity wards.

No critic of the management of the so-called National Projects was quoted on any of those news reports.
"The National Projects are an imitation of activity," Ivan Melnikov, deputy chairman of the Communist Party,
said in parliament last month. "Upbeat TV pictures that we see practically every day have nothing to do with
the real state of things."

"He is being built up, and he is changing himself," said Igor Bunin, head of the Center for Political

Technologies in Moscow, referring to Medvedev. "The first task was to get people to recognize him. . . . The
next task was to associate him with most pleasant things from the state. He cuts all the ribbons now.
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"At the beginning, he was soft, like a teddy bear, but now he seems much stronger. Like Putin, he can
summon up some thunder and lightning when he criticizes incompetent officials."

Bunin added, "There may be no final decision, but he is candidate number one, with Ivanov in reserve."

#15

The Oil-Addicted Ayatollahs

By Thomas L. Friedman

New York Times, February 2, 2007

There may be only one thing dumber than getting addicted to consuming oil as a country — and that is
getting addicted to selling it. Because getting addicted to selling oil can make your country really stupid, and
if the price of oil suddenly drops, it can make your people really revolutionary. That’s the real story of the
rise and fall of the Soviet Union — it overdosed on oil — and it could end up being the real story of Iran, if
we’re smart.

It is hard to come to Moscow and not notice what the last five years of high oil prices have done for middle-
class consumption here. Five years ago, it took me 35 minutes to drive from the Kremlin to Moscow’s
airport. On Monday, it took me two and half hours. There was one long traffic jam from central Moscow to
the airport, because a city built for 30,000 cars, which 10 years ago had 300,000 cars, today has three
million cars and a ring of new suburbs.

How Russia deals with its oil and gas windfall is going to be a huge issue. But today I'd like to focus on how
the Soviet Union was Kkilled, in part, by its addiction to oil, and on how we might get leverage with Iran,
based on its own addiction.

Economists have long studied this phenomenon, but | got focused on it here in Moscow after chatting with
Vladimir Mau, the president of Russia’s Academy of National Economy. | mentioned to him that surely the
Soviet Union died because oil fell to $10 a barrel shortly after Mikhail Gorbachev took office, not because of
anything Ronald Reagan did. Actually, Professor Mau said, it was “high oil prices” that killed the Soviet
Union. The sharp rise in oil prices in the 1970s deluded the Kremlin into overextending subsidies at home
and invading Afghanistan abroad — and then the collapse in prices in the '80s helped bring down the
overextended empire.

Here’s the story: The inefficient Soviet economy survived in its early decades, Professor Mau explained,
thanks to cheap agriculture, from peasants forced into collective farms, and cheap prison labor, used to
erect state industries. Beginning in the 1960s, however, even these cheap inputs weren’t enough, and the
Kremlin had to start importing, rather than exporting, grain. Things could have come unstuck then. But the
1973 Arab oil embargo and the sharp upsurge in oil prices — Russia was the world’s second-largest
producer after Saudi Arabia — gave the Soviet Union a 15-year lease on life from a third source of cheap
resources: “oil and gas,” Professor Mau said.

The oil windfall gave the Brezhnev government “money to buy the support of different interest groups, like
the agrarians, import some goods and buy off the military-industrial complex,” Professor Mau said. “The
share of oil in total exports went from 10-to-15 percent to 40 percent.” This made the Soviet Union only
more sclerotic. “The more oil you have, the less policy you need,” he noted.

In the 1970s, Russia exported oil and gas and “used this money to import food, consumer goods and
machines for extracting oil and gas,” Professor Mau said. By the early 1980s, though, oil prices had started
to sink — thanks in part to conservation efforts by the U.S. “One alternative for the Soviets was to decrease
consumption, but the Kremlin couldn’t do that — it had been buying off all these constituencies,” Professor
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Mau explained. So “it started borrowing from abroad, using the money mostly for consumption and
subsidies, to maintain popularity and stability.” Oil prices and production kept falling as Mr. Gorbachev tried
reforming communism, but by then it was too late.

The parallel with Iran, Professor Mau said, is that the shah used Iran’s oil windfall after 1973 to push major
modernization onto a still traditional Iranian society. The social backlash produced the ayatollahs of 1979.
The ayatollahs used Iran’s oil windfall to lock themselves into power.

In 2005, Bloomberg.com reported, Iran’s government earned $44.6 billion from oil and spent $25 billion on
subsidies — for housing, jobs, food and 34-cents-a-gallon gasoline — to buy off interest groups. Iran’s
current populist president has further increased the goods and services being subsidized.

So if oil prices fall sharply again, Iran’s regime will have to take away many benefits from many Iranians, as
the Soviets had to do. For a regime already unpopular with many of its people, that could cause all kinds of
problems and give rise to an Ayatollah Gorbachev. We know how that ends. “Just look at the history of the
Soviet Union,” Professor Mau said.

In short, the best tool we have for curbing Iran’s influence is not containment or engagement, but getting the

price of oil down in the long term with conservation and an alternative-energy strategy. Let’s exploit Iran’s oil
addiction by ending ours.

#16
Israeli ambassador donates blood on Ashura
Today.Az, February 2, 2007

Israeli Ambassador to Azerbaijan Arthur Lenk donated blood on the day of Ashura in Blood Transfusion
Institute.

Ambassador told the APA that it is the first time he participates in such an action in Azerbaijan.

"I had donated blood in Israel before. A lot of people donate blood for reserve in hospitals in Israel. | did the
same," he said.

The diplomat said he decided to donate blood after getting information about the blood donation action.

"Bestowing charity on the day of Ashura is a good method," he said.
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