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#la
Babi Yar documentary hits Ukrainian TV
JTA Brief, February 13, 2007

A documentary about the Nazi massacre of tens thousands of Jews at Babi Yar will air on Ukrainian
National TV. “Spell Your Name,” a 90-minute film about the 1941 tragedy in Kiev, will air Thursday in prime
time.

It was co-produced by Steven Spielberg and Viktor Pinchuk, a Jewish Ukrainian business magnate.

Following the documentary’s premiere in a Kiev theater last October, the producers promised to help
Ukraine develop a new school textbook on Holocaust history that will be based on testimonies gathered by
Spielberg’s Shoah Foundation.

The textbook is expected to become available to Ukrainian schools in September.

#1b
Ex-convict promises anti-Semitic attacks
JTA Brief, February 15, 2007

On his release from prison, a Ukrainian man threatened to carry out more anti-Semitic attacks. Georgy
Dobryansky, who entered a Kiev synagogue last year with a large knife and threatened to kill the country’s
chief rabbi, just completed a yearlong prison term, according to a report on antisemitizmu.net.

Dobryansky was not charged with a hate crime despite claiming that Jews are “committing genocide”
against the Ukrainian people and telling his interrogators that if released he plans to kill Jews.

Earlier this week he allegedly took the occasion of his release to phone a violent threat to Evreysky
Obozrevatel, a Ukrainian Jewish newspaper.

Vadim Rabinovich, head of the All-Ukrainian Jewish Congress, was quoted as saying that if Dobryansky
commits a hate crime, “responsibility will rest upon those who set him free.”

The group appealed to the Internal Affairs Ministry for assistance.

#1c
Ukraine may turn Jewish cemetery into memorial
JTA Brief, February 16, 2007

Odessa may meet the demands of local Holocaust survivors to turn a former Jewish cemetery into a
memorial. The Ukrainian Black Sea port’s City Council will decide the matter in coming weeks.

Roman Borodavko, head of the council’s cultural affairs department, was quoted by a city news agency as
saying that the department “has all necessary documents to give the status of a memorial to the former
Jewish cemetery.”

According to Semyon Golvard, architect of the project, two memorials would be built on the site: one to the
victims of anti-Jewish pogroms of 1905 and another to victims of the Holocaust.

The project was initiated by Odessa’s regional association of Jewish former prisoners of concentration
camps and ghettos.



#2
5 Russian Teens Get Prison for Slaying
AP, February 9, 2007

MOSCOW -- A Russian court on Friday sentenced five teenagers to prison terms for beating a Jewish man,
dragging him to a cemetery and fatally stabbing him with metal cemetery cross, a court official said.

The Yekaterinburg Regional Court convicted the five of murder motivated by ethnic hatred, sentencing four
of them to terms ranging from 5-7 years and one other to 10 years in a prison colony, court secretary
Yekaterina Maslennikova said.

Prosecutors said the five, ranging in age from 12 to 17, were drunk on Oct. 1, 2005, when they encountered
a 21-year-old Jewish man and attacked him. After the man fell to the ground, the group took a metal cross
from a grave headstone and stabbed him.

Russia has seen a marked rise in xenophobia and racism in recent years, with a series of attacks on dark-
skinned residents, foreigners and Jews. Last year, 53 people were killed and another 460 injured in
apparent hate crimes, according to the Sova human rights center.

Rights groups say authorities do little to combat the crimes.

Yekaterinburg is about 900 miles east of Moscow.

#3

Putin Says U.S. Is Undermining Global Stability
By Thom Shanker and Mark Landler

New York Times, February 11, 2007

MUNICH, Feb. 10 — President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia accused the United States on Saturday of
provoking a new nuclear arms race by developing ballistic missile defenses, undermining international
institutions and making the Middle East more unstable through its clumsy handling of the Iraq war.

In an address to an international security conference, Mr. Putin dropped all diplomatic gloss to recite a long
list of complaints about American domination of global affairs, including many of the themes that have
strained relations between the Kremlin and the United States during his seven-year administration.

Among them were the expansion of NATO into the Baltics and the perception in Russia that the West has
supported groups that have toppled other governments in Moscow’s former sphere of influence.

“The process of NATO expansion has nothing to do with modernization of the alliance,” Mr. Putin said. “We
have the right to ask, ‘Against whom is this expansion directed?’”

He said the United States had turned the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe, which sends
monitors to elections in the former Soviet sphere, “into a vulgar instrument of ensuring the foreign policy
interests of one country.”

The comments were the sternest yet from Mr. Putin, who has long bristled over criticism from the United
States and its European allies as he and his cadre of former Soviet intelligence officials have consolidated
their hold on Russia’s government, energy reserves and arms-manufacturing and trading complexes.



Rubble from the Berlin Wall was “hauled away as souvenirs” to countries that praise openness and personal
freedom, he said, but “now there are attempts to impose new dividing lines and rules, maybe virtual, but still
dividing our mutual continent.”

The world, he said, is now unipolar: “One single center of power. One single center of force. One single
center of decision making. This is the world of one master, one sovereign.”

With the German chancellor, Angela Merkel, the American defense secretary, Robert M. Gates, and a
Congressional delegation sitting stone-faced, Mr. Putin warned that the power amassed by any nation that
assumes this ultimate global role “destroys it from within.

“It has nothing in common with democracy, of course,” he added. “Today we are witnessing an almost
uncontained hyper use of force in international relations — military force.”

“Primarily the United States has overstepped its national borders, and in every area,” said Mr. Putin, who
increasingly has tried to re-establish Russia’s once broad Soviet-era influence, using Russia’s natural
resources as leverage and defending nations at odds with the United States, including Iran.

American military actions, which he termed “unilateral” and “illegitimate,” also “have not been able to resolve
any matters at all,” and, he said, have created only more instability and danger.

“They bring us to the abyss of one conflict after another,” he said. “Political solutions are becoming
impossible.”

The comments irritated some European leaders and prompted sharp criticism from the Americans in
attendance. Senator John McCain, the Arizona Republican widely expected to make a bid for the White
House, made a rebuttal that began, “In today’s multipolar world, there is no place for needless
confrontation.” He said that the United States won the cold war in partnership with powerful nations of
Western Europe, and that “there are power centers on every continent today.”

Mr. McCain then hit back at Mr. Putin more directly. “Will Russia’s autocratic turn become more
pronounced, its foreign policy more opposed to the principles of the Western democracies and its energy
policy used as a tool of intimidation?” he asked. “Moscow must understand that it cannot enjoy a genuine
partnership with the West so long as its actions, at home and abroad, conflict fundamentally with the core
values of the Euro-Atlantic democracies.”

In Washington, Gordon D. Johndroe, a White House spokesman, said in a statement: “We are surprised
and disappointed with President Putin’s comments. His accusations are wrong. We expect to continue
cooperation with Russia in areas important to the international community such as counterterrorism and
reducing the spread and threat of weapons of mass destruction.”

Russia has also faced criticism from the United States and other Western countries that believe it has used
energy reserves and transport pipelines to reward friendly countries and to punish those seeking to distance
themselves from Kremlin control. Some analysts saw the tone of the speech as evidence of how much oil
and mineral revenues have strengthened Mr. Putin.

The occasion of the speech was the 43rd Munich Conference on Security Policy — an event begun deep in
the cold war, when Germany was divided and hundreds of thousands of American troops were stationed in
Western Europe as a bulwark against Warsaw Pact forces.

Mr. Putin began with an apology for the tough talk to come. But during a lively question and answer period
full of challenges and rebukes, the Russian president indicated that he relished provoking the international
audience of legislators, government leaders, political analysts and human rights advocates.



“I love it,” Mr. Putin said as he reviewed a long list of questions. He has long enjoyed high and durable
public approval ratings at home, in part for standing up to the West and for pursuing an assertive foreign
policy with former Soviet states.

He did offer at least two significant and conciliatory statements to the United States.

President Bush “is a decent man, and one can do business with him,” he said. From their meetings and
discussions, Mr. Putin said, he has heard the American president say, “| assume Russia and the United
States will never be enemies, and | agree.”

And while Mr. Putin denied that Russia had assisted the Iranian military with significant arms transfers, he
also criticized the government in Tehran for not cooperating more with the United Nations nuclear watchdog
agency or responding to questions about its nuclear program.

Other American lawmakers offered measured criticism afterward. “He’s done more to bring Europe and the
U.S. together than any single event in the last several years,” said Senator Lindsey Graham, Republican of
South Carolina.

Senator Joseph I. Lieberman, an independent from Connecticut, described the speech as “confrontational,”
saying, “some of the rhetoric takes us back to the cold war.”

Iran’s top nuclear official, Ali Larijani, listened impassively from the back of the room. His attendance had
become a sideshow in itself. After accepting an invitation to speak Sunday, he canceled, citing health
reasons, after a tense meeting with the International Atomic Energy Agency in Vienna that concluded with a
decision to freeze technical cooperation projects.

Mr. Putin joked that he worried the United States was “hiding extra warheads under the pillow” despite its
treaties with Moscow to reduce strategic nuclear stockpiles. And he indicated obliquely that the new
Russian ballistic missile, known as the Topol-M, was being developed at least in part in response to
American efforts to field missile defenses.

He expressed alarm that an effective antimissile shield over the United States would upset a system of
mutual fear that kept the nuclear peace throughout the cold war. “That means the balance will be upset,
completely upset,” he said.

Addressing tensions between Europe and Russia over energy exports, Mr. Putin said 26 percent of Russian
oil was extracted by foreign companies. While Russia is open to outside investment, he said, it has found its
businessmen blocked from deals abroad.

The Kremlin has been criticized for attempting to impose registration and taxation laws that could restrict the
work of foreign nongovernmental organizations with offices in Russia to aid democratization.

But Mr. Putin said his concerns about the work grew from the fact that they “are used as channels for
funding, and those funds are provided by governments of other countries.” That flow of foreign money to
assist opposition Russian political organizations, he said, is “hidden from our society.

“What is democratic about this?” he asked. “This is not about democracy. This is about one country
influencing another.”

Mrs. Merkel, in her opening speech, struck a far more diplomatic tone than Mr. Putin, though she alluded to
the tensions between Europe and Russia over energy shipments and the independence of Kosovo.

Addressing herself to Mr. Putin, who was sitting in the front row, Mrs. Merkel said, “In my talks with you, |
have sensed that Russia is going to be a reliable and predictable partner.” But she added, “We need to
speak frankly with each other.”



Mrs. Merkel had previously criticized in sharp terms Russia’s recent shutdown of oil shipments to Belarus,
which followed a dispute over natural gas prices. She is pressing Russia to sign a charter with the European
Union on energy, which Moscow has resisted.

Mrs. Merkel alluded to another potential confrontation between Europe and Russia. The United Nations is
weighing a proposal that would put Kosovo on the path to independence from Serbia, which Russia
opposes because it fears that such a move could upset its own turbulent relations with ethnic groups in the
Caucasus. Russia has crushed one separatist-minded people within its own borders, in Chechnya, but
supports two breakaway regions in Georgia: Abkhazia and South Ossetia.

“We’re going to come to the stage where we have to decide: does Serbia, does Kosovo want to move in the
European direction?” Mrs. Merkel asked. “If that’s the route they choose, both will have to make
compromises.”

C. J. Chivers contributed reporting from Moscow.

#4

Gates Counters Putin’'s Words on U.S. Power
By Thom Shanker

New York Times, February 11, 2007

MUNICH, Feb. 11 — Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates, disputing a lengthy critique of American power by
President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia, said Sunday at a European security conference here, “One cold war
was quite enough.”

Government leaders, legislators and military officials gathered here continued speculating on Mr. Putin’s
motivation for delivering his long list of complaints on Saturday about American domination of global affairs,
but Mr. Gates chose words of velvet, not steel, in offering Washington’s fullest response. As Mr. Putin had,
he invoked the cold war more than once.

“As an old cold warrior, one of yesterday’s speeches almost filled me with nostalgia for a less complex
time,” he said. “Almost.”

Mr. Gates, a former director of the Central Intelligence Agency called back to government service from
academia to serve as defense secretary, told attendees of the 43rd Munich Conference on Security Policy
that both he and Mr. Putin spent most of their careers in their governments’ spy agencies.

“And, | guess, old spies have a habit of blunt speaking,” Mr. Gates said. “However, | have been to re-
education camp — spending four and half years as a university president and dealing with faculty.” His
remark drew laughs and applause.

His sharpest response to Mr. Putin was gently couched. “Russia is a partner in endeavors,” Mr. Gates said.
“But we wonder, too, about some Russian policies that seem to work against international stability, such as
its arms transfers and its temptation to use energy resources for political coercion.”

Throughout the rebuttal, and in a longer discourse on how America’s European allies must help rebuild
Afghanistan and remain engaged in the fight against terrorism, Mr. Gates mentioned Mr. Putin only once by
name. That came when said he had accepted an invitation from Mr. Putin to visit Moscow.

On Saturday, Russia’s defense minister, Sergei B. lvanov, a Putin confidant, denied that Mr. Putin’s speech
had been confrontational. “We are not interested in imposing our opinion on anybody,” Mr. lvanov said. But



he cautioned that his government would not support international actions taken without consultation with
Russia, nor those taken without its consent, and certainly none that are “imposed on Russia.”

The speech by Mr. Gates was delivered under the long shadow of his predecessor, Donald H. Rumsfeld,
who both charmed and offended European audiences during his tenure as defense secretary, which
included several speeches to this conference.

Mr. Gates cast himself as a geopolitical realist and drew a knowing laugh when he focused on Mr. Putin’s
assertion that the United States and its allies were dividing Europe.

“All of these characterizations belong in the past,” Mr. Gates said. “The free world versus those behind the
Iron Curtain. North versus South. East versus West, and | am told that some have even spoken in terms of
‘Old Europe’ versus ‘new.’”

The last was a reference to a characterization Mr. Rumsfeld made in January 2003 to contrast Germany
and France, which objected to the United States plan to invade Iraq, with neighboring supporters, not all of
which are NATO members.

Reviewing NATO’s success in standing up to the Soviet threat, “it seems clear that totalitarianism was
defeated as much by ideas the West championed then and now as by ICBMs, tanks and warships that the
West deployed,” Mr. Gates said. The alliance’s most effective weapon, he said, was a “shared belief in
political and economic freedom, religious toleration, human rights, representative government, and the rule
of law.”

“These values kept our side united, and inspired those on the other side,” he added.

Shifting to current threats and challenges, he called on NATO members to support a comprehensive
strategy to stabilize Afghanistan, “combining a muscular military effort with effective support for governance,
economic development, and counternarcotics.”

He also urged NATO allies to increase their military spending to meet the benchmark of 2 percent of gross
domestic product set by the alliance; only 6 of NATO’s 26 members fulfill that standard.

Mr. Gates briefly turned to the war in Iraq, to echo President Bush'’s insistence that the United States and its
partners there must prevail. If chaos tears Iraq apart, Mr. Gates warned, “every member of this alliance will
feel the consequences” of regional turmoil and terrorism.

He acknowledged the damage done to America’s global standing by its conduct in the campaign against
terrorism, particularly in holding detainees without due process at the United States naval base in Cuba.

“There is no question in my mind that Guantanamo and some of the abuses that have taken place in Iraq
have negatively impacted the reputation of the United States,” Mr. Gates said. “It is also true, though, that
there are real terrorists at Guantanamo.”

Repeating comments from a number of American officials, Mr. Gates said most members of the Bush
administration would like to close the detention center, and he pledged that tribunals for detainees would be
conducted in a legitimate and transparent manner.
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Riddled with domestic troubles, Israel hosts Presidents Conference
By Dina Kraft

JTA, February 11, 2007

JERUSALEM, Feb. 11 (JTA) -- The mood in Israel was grim as the Conference of Presidents of Major
American Jewish Organizations held its annual gathering. Participants met last week with top officials who
boasted of a robust nation, but Israelis on the street wondered how so many things could seemingly go
wrong at once -- government scandals, the bitter aftermath of last summer's war in Lebanon, mayhem in
Gaza and the threat of a potentially nuclear Iran.

"Are we happy to see the corruption? Absolutely not. Are we going to see pure ethics? Never," Mel Parness
of Bnai Zion Foundation said. "But that does not mean the Israeli system should not be changed to get a
higher caliber of person to get involved in politics."

Israelis have been grappling in recent weeks with a possible indictment of their president on rape and
harassment charges, a justice minister found guilty of kissing a soldier against her will and a series of
corruption scandals that reach the prime minister's bureau.

Meanwhile, the army's chief of staff resigned after learning a large portion of blame in Israel's failure to
decisively win the war against Hezbollah last summer would be placed on his shoulders. Headlines followed
the scandals and shakeups as well as the work of the investigating committee into the war as it met with its
final witnesses.

Bernice Balter, executive director of the Women's League for Conservative Judaism, suggested Israel could
correct at least some of its woes by having a representational form of government.

"It's built wrong to get the right results," she said of the Israeli system in which lawmakers are elected by
their parties, not a constituency. "There is no accountability for the population that voted for you."

Leaders of Jewish organizations attending the gathering said their work back in the United States had not
been affected by the issues currently gripping Israelis.

In part it is because American Jews are largely disconnected from the domestic qualms of the Israeli public,
said Lesley Israel of the NCSJ, which advocates on behalf of Jews in the former Soviet Union.

"I don't think most American Jews know ... for most Jews it is still about the Promised Land of Milk and
Honey," she said.

It's worrisome that the participants were not asking harder questions of the leaders with whom they were
meeting, past Presidents Conference Chairman Seymour Reich said.

"No one is focusing on the demoralization in Israel or the disfiguration of the system," he said. "It's
troubling."

The coordinating body representing 52 national Jewish organizations met with Prime Minister Ehud Olmert,
Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni, Defense Minister Amir Peretz and opposition leader Benjamin Netanyahu,
among others.

They all spoke of the threat posed by Iran and the importance of preventing the country from achieving
nuclear power.

Citing issues such as Iran, Presidents Conference Executive Vice Chairman Malcolm Hoenlein said
domestic Israeli politics should not necessarily distract the participants from the war on terror, threats to



Israel from Hezbollah and Hamas, and what he called a growing movement to delegitimize Israel's right to
exist.

Hoenlein cited concern regarding increasing references in the United States to a Jewish lobby and undue
influence in what he said is an attempt to intimidate Jews and in turn decrease support for Israel.

The strong support Israel has in the United States, which is one of the goals of the organization, should not
be taken for granted, he said.

The conference also met with the families of the three Israeli soldiers captured last year -- Gilad Shalit, who
was taken by Palestinian gunmen in a cross-border raid in June, and Ehud Goldwasser and Eldad Regev,
who were captured by Hezbollah in July.

Conference organizers pledged to keep the soldiers' plight on the top of agenda both in the United States
and internationally.

"We cannot let the governments of the world forget this issue," Hoenlein said.

#6

Kasparov's Gambit

By Fred Hiatt

Washington Post, February 12, 2007

If any ordinary person predicted trouble ahead for the cocky and seemingly untouchable KGB-regime of
Russian President Vladimir Putin, you might say he ought to have his head examined.

But if the head happened to contain one of the most formidable brains of our era, you might at least listen to
the argument. Garry Kasparov, legendary world chess champion and now a leader of Russia's political
dissidents, possesses such a brain. And having peered two or three or 10 moves into the future, Kasparov
says that Putin's petro-Kremlin autocracy may be more brittle than it seems as it approaches a promised
presidential succession next year.

Putin, who traveled to Munich this weekend to alternately bash and condescend to the West, certainly
doesn't seem to worry, and why should he? German prime ministers jump onto his payroll as they leave
office. Foreign oil executives thank him obsequiously as he pockets their fields. Political opponents abroad
turn up poisoned, neighboring countries are bullied, and Putin pays no price. He sells weapons to Iran, and
U.S. officials are grateful that he's not doing worse.

At home, meanwhile, he has systematically neutered anyone and anything that might challenge him: the
press, big business, parliament, political parties, governors, mayors, civic organizations. Kasparov, who has
helped gather the remnants of opposition from across the ideological spectrum into an umbrella group
called Other Russia, admits it's an uneven match.

The regime raided Other Russia's office in December and confiscated all the books and documents it could
find. When the group tried to stage a rally, 600 people were detained on their way to Moscow, and the few
thousand demonstrators who made it were surrounded by police in far greater numbers. Noting how stolen
elections became the focus for popular uprisings in Ukraine and elsewhere, Putin changed election law to
make it almost impossible for an opposition candidate to qualify for a spot on the ballot.

"If we have to evaluate our chances today -- slim to none," Kasparov says, noting how the absence of

political space constricts any strategizing. "If you're at risk of being mated in one or two, you can't think
about pawn structure for the long term."
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And yet Kasparov -- fast-talking, exuberant, indignant one moment and laughing sardonically the next --
clearly relishes the fight. He was, after all, the youngest world champion ever, who famously took on the
darling of the Soviet chess establishment and prevailed, and then took on the world chess establishment,
and then IBM's Deep Blue -- and remained, through ups and downs, the world's No. 1-ranked player for
longer than anyone else in history.

"He may not be a politician," says a senior U.S. official who knows him, "but he's proved to be a masterful
dissident opposition organizer, and unfortunately that's what Russia needs right now." Kasparov, 43, has
"passion, toughness, fearlessness and a good organizational head, both operational and conceptual.”

And Kasparov believes that not all the challenges are on the opposition's side. As Putin contemplates
retirement, he needs a successor strong enough to preserve the regime but not so strong as to challenge
whatever wealth or power Putin intends to take with him, Kasparov says.

Beneath Putin a half-dozen would-be heirs battle each other in a "lawless jungle," and "they know that the
winner in the battle will eat the others alive." Many Russians feel left out of the oil boom that has brought
skyscrapers and Ferraris to Moscow. And the regime's repression of Other Russia reflects an anxiety
unsurprising in rulers who have stifled most channels of free expression and complaint.

"If we succeed in uniting behind a candidate and that candidate is not registered, it could lead people to
rally," Kasparov says. "And 50,000 might be enough for the regime to collapse because of its paranoia."

Ultimately the regime's vulnerability lies in its basic nature, Kasparov suggests. In the system Putin has
created, Kasparov sees elements of feudalism ("local bosses loyal to the top man in exchange for rights to
loot the region"), Mussolini-style corporate fascism and old-style KGB brutality. But in the end, "this is not
the geopolitical monster of Soviet times. This is all about money. The government is business. It's about
Gazprom, it's about Rosneft."

Coincidentally, when | asked Turkey's visiting foreign minister last week about energy politics and relations
with Russia, he said, "Putin himself is an expert in this. He studied very well. He is like the CEO of an
energy company."

"Putin leads a ruling elite that has very different dreams than in Soviet times," Kasparov says. "They're all
thinking about their great life in the Cote d'Azur."

How they may behave if they see their faction losing out, and their wealth in danger, is not easy to predict.
Which is, in the end, as far out on a limb as the chess master will climb: "You can probably count on an
interesting year ahead of us," he says. Then he prepares to fly home and make it more so.

#7

Mobilize now, save the world

By Natan Sharansky

Jerusalem Post, February 11, 2007

Just over three years ago, at the first-ever global forum on anti-Semitism organized by the State of Israel,
the essential task was to define the beast - the new anti-Semitism. Since then, as the fourth such global
gathering meets this week, efforts to incorporate the "three-D" distinction between legitimate criticism of
Israel and the new anti-Semitism - demonization, double standards and delegitimization - have become part
of international documents and discourse.
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These and other accomplishments, as important as they are, have been dwarfed by the quantum leap anti-
Semitism itself has taken. It has leapfrogged from isolated attacks against Jews to incitement to genocide -
the actual elimination of the Jewish state.

This shift has come in the form of a pincer movement. On one side, we have the Iranian regime, which is
denying the Holocaust and calling for Israel to be "wiped off the map" while racing to develop the physical
means of doing so. On the other side, we have what is, in effect, international silence in response, coupled
with growing willingness to discuss Israel's existence as a mistake, an anachronism, or a provocation.

We must recognize the fact that though sympathy for Iran's expressed goal of Israel's destruction is hardly
mainstream, the idea of a world without Israel is more acceptable in polite company, the media and
academia today than Hitler's expressed goal of a Europe without Jews was in 1939.

Given this situation, it should be clear that we are beyond the stage of definitions. The Jewish world now
must mobilize at a level no less than during the struggles to establish the State of Israel and to free Soviet
Jewry. It is this latter struggle that presents the most potent model for action today.

Though both sides of the genocidal pincer are in quite advanced stages of development, the Jewish world
remains mired in pre-mobilization debates reminiscent of the early stages of the Soviet Jewry struggle in the
1960s. This may be hard to recall in light of the subsequent success, but back then a debate raged among
Jews over whether a campaign to free Soviet Jewry was "too parochial," and whether being out front risked
making it too much of a "Jewish issue."

BEFORE THESE internal debates were resolved the Soviet Jewry effort could not be regarded as a
movement, capable of attracting allies and moving governments. Nor were such debates easily, or ever
fully, put to rest.

As late as 1987, when the by then mature and powerful movement organized the largest-ever Soviet Jewry
rally on Washington's mall to coincide with Mikhail GorbacheV's visit, some Jewish leaders wondered if the
community could be mobilized, and if such a rally would be counterproductive. They warned that only a few
thousand souls would brave the winter weather, and that the Jewish community would be considered
"warmongers" who were spoiling the recent warming of US-Soviet relations.

In actuality, over 250,000 people came to a rally that was pivotal in opening the floodgates, not just to
10,000 or 20,000 Jews, which seemed like a dream at the time, but to a million Jews who came to Israel
over the following decade.

Since it has been a while, a reminder is in order of what full mobilization looks like.

First, as Shlomo Avineri has recently proposed, Iranian officials should get the Soviet treatment. Just as no
Soviet official, including sport and cultural delegations, could travel without being accosted by protests and
hostile questions, so it should be with anyone representing the Iranian regime. As in the Soviet case, such
protests will not themselves change Iranian behavior, but they are critical to creating a climate that will
influence the policies of Western governments.

Second, an inventory of the governments and companies that provide Iran with refined oil, huge trade deals,
and even military and nuclear assistance should be taken and public pressure be put on them to end their
complicity with a regime that is racing to genocide.

Third, the pension funds of US states should be divested from all companies that trade with or invest in Iran.
This divestment campaign must be pursued without apologies or hesitation.
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Fourth, every country that is party to the Genocide Convention should be called upon to fulfill its obligation
under that treaty and seek an indictment of President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad on the charge of incitement to
genocide, which is a "punishable offense" under Article Il of that treaty.

Fifth, human rights groups, such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch, which are heavily
nourished by Jewish values, passion

and funding, must stop squeezing both sides of the genocidal pincer. These groups must be challenged, on
the one hand, to press for enforcement of the Genocide Treaty, to stand up for human rights in Iran, and to
oppose and expose Iranian support for terrorism. On the other, they must stop perverting the sacred cause
of human rights into a cudgel in Iran's hands against Israel. This happened just months ago when, during
the Lebanon war, such groups all but ignored Hizbullah's terrorism from behind human shields and called
Israel's self-defense a "war crime."

JUST AS the two sides of the pincer themselves are connected, so too must be the efforts to combat them.
All the above steps concern the Iranian side of the pincer. But combating the other side, the denial of
Israel's right to exist, is no less critical - and more difficult, since at times they necessitate confronting, not a
rogue regime, but our own cherished institutions. On this front:

First, universities that provide chairs for professors who campaign against Israel's right to exist should be
boycotted. In a number of countries, denying the Holocaust is a criminal act. In the current context, denying
Israel's right to exist lays the groundwork for a second holocaust even more directly than does denying
history. Therefore, the promulgation of such an ideology should be fought even by societies that justifiably
revere freedom of speech.

This may seem a hopelessly difficult task, but it is not. After 9/11, one woman, a student, took on Harvard
University, which was ready to accept a $10 million "gift" from a Saudi sheikh. Harvard backed down,
showing that moral clarity, unapologetically and passionately expressed, can change seemingly
unassailable ideas.

We must stand for a basic principle: If denying the Holocaust can land a professor in jail, denying Israel
should not land him tenure.

Second, support for Israel must be demonstrated. Two decades after the massive Soviet Jewry rally of
1987, we need to return to the Mall on Israel's Independence Day in May with two messages: Support Israel
and Stop Iran. It is late, but not too late, to overcome those fears of being "too parochial" that the Soviet
Jewry movement succeeded in dispelling more than 30 years ago.

The fight to support Israel and stop Iran now is, if anything, less "parochial" than the Soviet Jewry
movement was then. Then, the Jewish world took on a global superpower, the Soviet Union, and confronted
the reigning American foreign policy paradigm - detente - with a very different one: linkage of trade to
human rights.

Then, we successfully argued that the freedom to emigrate was not just a Jewish concern, but a universal
one, and we were more right than we knew. The Jackson-Vanik amendment and the Helsinki Accords were
critical factors in triggering the internal collapse of the Soviet empire. This collapse not only freed millions of
Jews, but all the peoples behind the Iron Curtain, and ended a half-century-old superpower stalemate that
threatened the entire planet.

NOW THE WORLD stands at a no less fateful watershed. The world's most dangerous rogue regime is on
the verge of obtaining the ultimate weapons of terror. Already, Iran's confidence that it will not be stopped

has led to one war, last summer's war in Lebanon started by Hizbullah. Already, Iran is fueling conflicts in

Iraq, Afghanistan, Lebanon and Gaza - and all this before the regime enjoys its own full, declared nuclear

umbrella.
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The moment before mobilization is always a lonely one, in which it seems that the obstacles to making a
cause universal are insurmountable. Yet, as in the case of the Soviet Jewry movement, we are not alone.
We are surrounded by potential allies who may not themselves know they are ready to join us until we
create a movement for them to join.

Our leadership will give others the opportunity to act. If the Jewish world does not lead the way, who will? It
is as true now as it was then; if we build it, they will come.

A decade after the wave of democracy that came with the fall of the Soviet Union, an Iranian-led wave of
terror is rising that will not stop until it is stopped. Ultimately, we overcame our fear of parochialism to stand
up for Soviet Jewry, and left the world a much better place for it. Now we must do the same to prevent a
second holocaust, and in the process save the world.

The writer is chairman of the Institute for Strategic Studies at the Shalem Center.

#8

Sharansky: A Diaspora minister is vital to fight anti-Semitism
By Amiram Barkat,

Haaretz, February 5, 2007

Anti-Semitism and delegitimization of the State of Israel in the West will worsen should the Prime Minister's
Office close its Diaspora affairs division, former minister Natan Sharansky warned yesterday.

Haaretz reported Friday that the last PMO staffers involved in the campaign against anti-Semitism and in
maintaining Israel's connection with foreign Jewish communities, had received their pink slips. This follows
more than a year in which no cabinet minister has held the Diaspora affairs portfolio.

The PMO stated in response that Prime Minister Ehud Olmert will soon appoint a minister who will be
responsible for this portfolio. Sharansky, who served as Diaspora affairs minister from 2003 through 2005
under prime minister Ariel Sharon, believes that the fact that no one was acting in that capacity substantially
damaged Israel's standing during the recent Lebanon war.

In an interview with Haaretz, Sharansky stated: "Anti-Semitism and radical anti-Israel sentiment are
indistinguishable today.

"During the recent war, prominent Jewish figures like Professors Alan Dershowitz and Irwin Cotler wanted to
respond to charges against Israel, but had no one to turn to in the cabinet. That front was entirely neglected
during the war."

Anti-Semitism campaign nixed

Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni recently decided that the campaign against anti-Semitism would be handled by
the Foreign Ministry. The ministry says its activity in this area has recently been expanded and a special
division was created to handle matters including Holocaust commemoration.

After a two-year hiatus, the Global Forum Against Anti-Semitism will meet next week at ministry offices in
Jerusalem.

Sharansky praised the idea of convening all the central Jewish organization involved in the matter, but
believes the Foreign Ministry cannot effectively replace a minister dedicated to Diaspora affairs.
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"Officials, no matter how talented, do not have the skills to create policy coordinated among all the entities
and organizations involved. That can only be done by a minister backed directly by the prime minister,"
Sharansky argued.

#9

Russian for Chutzpah

By Bret Stephens

Wall Street Journal, February 13, 2007

Bret Stephens is a member of The Wall Street Journal's editorial board

The nearest equivalent the Russian language has for the word chutzpah is naglost. In you, Vladimir Putin,
the Russian nation has found the embodiment of naglost.

Naglost: During the question-and-answer session following your speech on Saturday to the 43rd Munich
Conference on Security Policy, you were asked about the Oct. 7 murder (your birthday, Mr. President) of
muckraking journalist Anna Politkovskaya. You never quite got around to uttering her name. But you did

helpfully point out that in the past 18 months "the largest number of journalists were killed in Irag.”

True. But Moscow is not a war zone. And next to Russia Iraq has a reasonably free press. Thirteen
journalists have been murdered contract-style since you took office, according to the Committee to Protect
Journalists. In not one of these cases has a suspect been convicted. Politkovskaya herself complained of
"the weekly summons to the prosecutor general's office to sign statements about practically every article |
write (the first question being, 'How and where did you obtain this information?')." Former Soviet President
Mikhail Gorbachev described her murder as "a blow to the entire democratic, independent press." You
chose to eulogize her by noting her influence "was minimal."

naglost: Your speech in Munich contained a curious broadside against the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe, which you denounced for "imposing a regime that determines how these states
should live and develop."

That may not have been the most eye-catching of your comments, but it was the most revealing. Among its
other benign functions, the OSCE bureaucracy monitors elections among its 56 members. That never
raised an eyebrow until the OSCE raised a red flag over the Ukrainian election of November 2004, which
had been rigged in favor of your preferred candidate, Viktor Yanukovych. The OSCE's verdict was crucial to
having the results overturned and a new election called. You've never forgiven it. Since then, the OSCE's
election-monitoring office has come under a relentless barrage of criticism from your foreign ministry and
from other former Soviet republics with questionable democratic credentials, all with the view to putting the
monitors under your political control.

naglost: So now you tell the Munich conferees that "no one feels safe" in the face of America's military,
economic, cultural, political, legal and educational assertiveness. That's one way to look at it.

Then again, some four million Georgians didn't feel especially safe when unaccounted explosions -- reliably
attributed to your security services -- disrupted fuel supplies to Thilisi in the dead of last winter. Nor did
hundreds of thousands of Georgians living in Russia feel safe after you imposed trade, travel and even
postal bans on the country last fall, following Tbilisi's expulsion of four of your spies. As to your question
about NATO's enlargement -- "we have the right to ask: against whom is this expansion intended?" -- the
answer, of course, is you. You don't bully the Baltic states the way you do Georgia, Ukraine and even
Belarus because the former are members of the European Union and have an American security guarantee
at their back.
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naglost: Speaking of feeling unsafe, a recent item in the Daily Telegraph reports that a Russian court in the
southern city of Novorossiysk condemned nine members of the ethnic minorities-rights group Froda for
having an "unsanctioned" tea with two German students. "We were told that, under the new law [on NGOs],
any meeting of two or more people with the purpose of discussing publicly important issues had to be
sanctioned by the local administration three days in advance," Froda director Tamara Karastelyova told the
Telegraph. New legislation also requires NGOs to receive official clearance for any planned events months
in advance.

At Munich, you airily dismissed any suggestion that Russian NGOs operate under repressive conditions by
claiming your registration requirements are "not that different from registration systems in other countries."
Just what other countries did you have in mind?

Naglost: "In the energy sector Russia intends to create uniform market principles and transparent conditions
for all," you said on Saturday. "It is obvious that energy prices must be determined by the market instead of
being the subject of political speculation, economic pressure or blackmail."

Perhaps you define the words "market principles," "transparent" and "blackmail" differently in Russia than
we do in the West. In December, the Russian government offered transparently phony environmental
reasons -- "unauthorized tree felling" -- to force Royal Dutch Shell to relinquish control of its $20 billion
Sakhalin-2 oil-and-gas project. In January, state-owned Gazprom used the threat of supply disruptions to
gain control over Belarus's gas-pipeline network. This month, state prosecutors filed new charges against
former Yukos CEO Mikhail Khodorkovsky that will keep him in a Siberian gulag past the 2008 elections.
Could you tell us just what might be in store for March?

naglost: You savaged the U.S. for "an almost uncontained hyper-use of force" in international relations and
a "greater and greater disdain for the basic principles of international law."

That's funny, because when it comes to the hyper-use of force it's hard to top what your men did in
Chechnya. "During 'Satchistkas' [clean-up operations], | killed all men," one returning Russian soldier told
the American journalist Maura Reynolds. "l did not feel the least bit sorry for them. They deserved it. | didn't
listen when they begged for their lives or when their wives cried and begged to have mercy on their
husbands." There are many other testimonials like this.

And then there is the unsolved killing of Alexander Litvinenko, British subject. Not much of a mystery
anymore as to where that polonium trail leads: Scotland Yard has found traces of it everywhere Moscow
businessman Andrei Logovoi went in London. So why do you refuse British authorities a chance to question
him?

A man who knows you and your friends well observes that the world has seen monarchies, dictatorships,
military juntas and democracies, but "we have it only in science fiction stories of a secret service coming to
power." Until now. Its defining characteristic: naglost.
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#10

Russian umbrella group seeks unity after compromise on representation
By Lev Krichevsky

JTA, February 14, 2007

MOSCOW (JTA) — Russia’s oldest religious umbrella group has narrowly avoided a split in its ranks.
Activists from the provinces fought back against a proposed leadership change in the Congress of Jewish
Religious Organizations and Communities of Russia, or KEROOR, proposed by the organization’s Moscow-
based officials. While the change ultimately went through, provincial activists did receive more
representation in the group’s main decision-making body.

Many in KEROOR believe the compromises reached in a recent three-day conference will help unify the
group and boost it financially.

KEROOR, which represents non-Chasidic Orthodox congregations in Russia and some Reform ones, has
been plagued in recent years by financial difficulties, vaguely formulated goals and reduced significance in a
community now dominated by a more powerful and affluent Chabad-led religious umbrella organization, the
Federation of Jewish Communities, or FEOR.

“This was the most democratic convention any Russian Jewish organization had in many years,” Rabbi
Pinchas Goldschmidt, a KEROOR leader, told JTA after the Jan. 28-30 conference at a retreat near
Moscow.

Provincial representatives, who say KEROOR'’s Moscow-based leadership often disregards their opinions,
backed businessman Anatoly Pinsky — who is from Moscow but has been receptive to the province’s
needs — when he rebuffed pressure to step down as executive vice president.

Pinsky ultimately agreed to step down until the group’s next convention — tentatively slated for April — but
the heated debate apparently reaped dividends: KEROOR’s new presidium was expanded to include 15
representatives from the provinces, out of 20 total; the previous presidium included only two people from
outside Moscow among its nine members.

The majority of KEROOR’s 69 member communities, who hail from 60 cities across Russia, and half of its
two dozen rabbis represent the provinces.

Meanwhile, in a compromise that was approved by most of the 60 or so people at the conference, Leopold
Kaimovsky, chief executive of the Moscow Choral Synagogue, was appointed as KEROOR'’s acting chief
executive until the next convention.

KEROOR also decided to rewrite its charter before the April meeting. Most delegates expect a new charter
to give provincial leaders more say in decision-making, make the organization more transparent and thus
more attractive to donors, and provide a clearer strategy.

Participants expressed cautious optimism about KEROOR’s future.
“After everything has been said and done, both Moscow and the regions have to work closer together, and
have to have transparency and equal representation on the bodies,” said Goldschmidt, head of KEROOR'’s

rabbinical court and chief rabbi of Moscow.

Despite the compromises, most participants did not rule out the continued possibility of a split in the
organization if Moscow and the regional congregations can’t reconcile their positions by April.

Under Russian law, religious congregations must belong to a central umbrella group. The country’s Jewish

community is currently served by three such umbrellas — FEOR, KEROOR and OROSIR, a union of
Reform Jewish congregations.
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In recent years, KEROOR has lost a few provincial communities to FEOR, which offered them better
funding. A FEOR spokesman said his group’s door is always open to new members.

New membership in FEOR “does not depend on the background of a congregation,” Boruch Gorin told JTA.
“This depends on how active the congregation is. If it's a real functioning congregation, there’s no question”
it can join FEOR.

Delegates at the KEROOR conference discussed topics ranging from outreach to unaffiliated Jews to
interfaith dialogue, but the issue that topped the agenda was the proposed replacement of Pinsky.

The initiative came from KEROOR'’s president and main donor, Russian-Israeli billionaire philanthropist
Arkady Gaydamak. According to some participants, Gaydamak told the convention that “he did not see”
Pinsky in his current position anymore and wanted the delegates to elect a new leader.

But Pinsky, 43, fought against his dismissal, and his resistance served as a wake-up call for delegates from
the provinces.

Lyudmila Zakharova, one of the delegates, called what was happening in KEROOR a “crisis.”

“Until this convention, regional communities served as a crowd that was supposed to rubber-stamp any
decision made by Moscow,” said Zakharova, a leader of the Tkhiya Jewish Orthodox congregation in the
central Russian city of Ryazan.

Zakharova and many other delegates who backed Pinsky demanded a clear explanation of the proposed
reshuffling in KEROOR, and she was apprehensive that a new executive would be as attentive to the
interests of the provinces as Pinsky had been over years.

Through many trips to the provinces, Pinsky forged good relations with KEROOR’s local member
congregations.

“He respected our opinion and always listened to us,” said Zakharova, one of the most vocal
representatives of the provinces at the conference.

Most delegates representing provincial communities rallied behind Pinsky when they saw him resisting
attempts to fire him.

Their unity was cemented in a meeting last week that Pinsky organized for regional KEROOR leaders in a
separate location near Moscow, just hours before the opening of the main conference. Some Pinsky critics
described that meeting as an attempt to split the group, while those who back him say it was an open
discussion about the organization’s future.

In the main conference, a standoff between the group’s Moscow-based leaders and Pinsky, backed by the
majority of the provincial delegates, could have sparked a mass defection if the matter had been put to a
direct vote.

But the heated discussion resulted in a compromise that some said was the only way for the Moscow
leaders to save face and maintain the group’s unity.

“The communities in the provinces have changed; they clamor for more attention, while KEROOR has
remained the same,” Pinsky said.
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#11

Once influential Russian umbrella taking back seat to Chabad group
By Lev Krichevsky

JTA, February 12, 2007

MOSCOW, Feb. 12 (JTA) -- Founded in 1993 as Russia's first post-Soviet Jewish religious umbrella group,
KEROOR in recent years has lost most of its influence and members to the Chabad-led Federation of
Jewish Communities, or FEOR. KEROOR, an acronym for the Congress of Jewish Religious Organizations
and Communities of Russia, once was the only umbrella group for Jewish congregations in Russia and
included all denominations -- Orthodox, Chabad and Reform, known here as Progressive or Modern
Judaism.

In 1996, the growing Chabad Lubavitch organization for all intents and purposes split from KEROOR and
created FEOR, led by Italian-born Rabbi Berel Lazar. FEOR is backed by Israeli diamond mogul Lev Leviev
and favored by the Kremlin administration.

After years of bitter competition between the two groups, few in the community doubt that KEROOR --
which now unites non-Chasidic Orthodox congregations -- has lost the battlefield to its more affluent and
politically connected rival.

As one KEROOR official put it to JTA, to compare the groups is like comparing "a gas station with British
Petroleum."

For several years, Chabad and non-Chabad rabbis sat together on the board of the Russian Jewish
Congress, a foundation formed in 1996 by media mogul Vladimir Goussinsky that quickly became the main
voice and chief address in the country's Jewish community.

Four years later, KEROOR and FEOR started their struggle over community representation and political
influence, a process triggered by the Kremlin, which forced Goussinsky to emigrate from Russia. It paved
the way for FEOR to elect Lazar to the post of Russia's chief rabbi, a post also held by Rabbi Adolf
Shayevich of KEROOR.

Shayevich refused to step down and is still regarded as chief rabbi by the 69 member congregations in
KEROOR.

Since FEOR, mainly funded by Leviev and helped by federal authorities, became the main umbrella group
in Russia, KEROOR has been plagued by its association with Goussinsky. KEROOR has found it difficult to
raise funds domestically and attract a major donor from abroad that could come close to Leviev's support to
FEOR.

Optimism rose two years ago when the Soviet-born Israeli billionaire Arkady Gaydamak, a generous donor
to FEOR, became KEROOR's president and main backer. In an interview with JTA shortly after being
elected KEROOR president in spring 2005, Gaydamak said that under his leadership the organization's
budget would rise from $1 million to $5 million a year.

That promise has not fully materialized. Gaydamak and other KEROOR donors have spent large sums on
the reconstruction of the group's most prized property and visible symbol, the Moscow Choral Synagogue.
The synagogue held high-profile celebrations last year to mark its 100th anniversary.

But KEROOR's operational budget, which supports its religious and community programs, still stands at

about $1 million, sources within the organization indicated. The group has not made its budgetary figures
public.
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Insufficient funding to local congregations -- most of which receive a few hundred dollars a month from
KEROOR in Moscow -- caused discontent among some local congregational leaders who had expected
increased support under Gaydamak.

For its part, FEOR is believed to spend more than $60 million on its work in the former Soviet Union. No
separate figure for its Russian budget has been made public.

Observers familiar with the situation said Gaydamak joined KEROOR because he became dissatisfied with
his role in FEOR, where he was secondary to Leviev. Gaydamak denies this assessment, saying he joined
KEROOR because he saw great potential in the organization.

KEROOR says it has organizations in nearly 60 cities across Russia, but only 10 member congregations
have synagogue buildings. Others conduct services in Jewish charity centers or use rented space.

Chabad employs 152 rabbis permanently living in Russia with their families. KEROOR supports two dozen
rabbis, with only 10 working in the provinces.

KEROOR activists in the provinces say they value the group as an alternative to Lubavitch, whose reading
of Jewish tradition some find difficult to accept. Others believe the group -- although an Orthodox
organization -- represents a more liberal approach to Judaism that better suits their congregants, most of
whom are not observant.

Many have a strong sympathy for Shayevich, who unlike most key figures in Chabad in Russia is a native
Russian speaker and stands as a symbol of Russian Judaism.

But those dissatisfied with KEROOR's limited role in the community said the group's ambitions have never
been properly formulated and are mainly centered on the Choral Synagogue and Shayevich. There are
indications that following his 70th birthday this year, Shayevich may retire.

Without Shayevich, the future of KEROOR appears to be even more questionable, given the absence of
leaders of his stature among non-Chasidic Orthodox rabbis in Russia.

#12

Putin Pushes Back

By Thomas L. Friedman

New York Times, February 14, 2007

Foreign policy experts are still trying to parse Vladimir Putin's weekend blast against America, which he
described as a brutish country that "has overstepped its national borders, in every area." But rather than
asking what exactly motivated Mr. Putin to lash out at the U.S. in this way, the question we should be asking
is: why do remarks like these play so well in Russia today?

I've just returned from Moscow and | can tell you what analysts there told me, what even Russian liberals
reminded me of: NATO expansion. We need to stop kidding ourselves. After the end of the cold war and the
dissolution of the Warsaw Pact in 1991, the Bush | and Clinton administrations decided to build a new
security alliance -- an expanded NATO -- and told Russia it could not be a member.

And let's not forget that the Russia we told to stay out in the cold was the Russia of Boris Yeltsin and his
liberal reformist colleagues. They warned us at the time that this would undercut them. But the Clinton folks
told us: "Don't worry, Russia is weak; Yeltsin will swallow hard and accept NATO expansion. There will be
no cost."
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So, Hungary, Poland and the Czech Republic were invited to join NATO in 1997, and Bulgaria, Estonia,
Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia followed in 2002. Lately, there has been talk of Ukraine
and Georgia also joining.

| believe that one reason Mr. Putin, a former K.G.B. officer and cold warrior, was able to come to power
after Mr. Yeltsin was partly due to the negative vibes of NATO expansion. We told Russia: Swallow your
pride, it's a new world. We get to have spheres of influence and you don't -- and ours will go right up to your
front door.

But now that high oil and gas prices have made Russia powerful again -- the gasman of Europe -- Mr. Putin
is shoving Russia's resurgent pride right back in our face. In effect, he is saying to America: "Oh, you talkin'
to me? You thought you could tell me that the cold war was over and that NATO expansion was not directed
at Russia -- but we couldn't be members anyway. Did you really think we were going to believe that? Well,
now I'm talkin' to you. Get out of my face."

Mr. Putin was only slightly more diplomatic in his Munich remarks, where he said: "The process of NATO
expansion has nothing to do with modernization of the alliance. We have the right to ask, 'Against whom is
this expansion directed?' " We all know the answer: it's directed against Russia. O.K., fine, we were ready
to enrage Russia to expand NATO, but what have we gotten out of it? The Czech Navy?

For those of us who opposed NATO expansion, the point was simple: there is no major geopolitical issue,
especially one like Iran, that we can resolve without Russia's help. So why not behave in a way that
maximizes Russia's willingness to work with us and strengthens its democrats, rather than expanding NATO
to countries that can't help us and are not threatened anymore by Russia, and whose democracies are
better secured by joining the European Union?

| got an earful on this from Russians. "NATO expansion was not necessary," Vladimir Ryzhkov, one of the
last liberal Duma members who is ready to openly criticize the Putin government, said to me. "In the current
world, Russia is not a military danger for any neighbor. It was the wrong concept. You need another
architecture."

Aleksei Pushkov, who has a foreign policy news show on Russian TV, said: "NATO expansion was a
message to Russia that you are on your own. Russians were unhappy. We said: 'The cold war is over, so
what is this? They are moving a military alliance toward Russia's border.'

"At the time of NATO expansion, | was running around the world saying one thing: 'Don't do it, or, if you do,
stop with the Baltic states because you are losing Russia,' " Mr. Pushkov added. "And the answer | got was
fantastic: 'What can Russia do? What measures can you take?' | said, "We can't take any measures. You
are losing an ally.' Because there is a deep tectonic shift in the Russian psyche that says, 'These guys are
about exploiting Russia's weakness. They don't want it as an ally, but as a junior partner that will be like a
little dog doing whatever they say.'"

I'm not here to defend an iron-fisted autocrat like Mr. Putin. But history is prologue. The fact is, we helped to
create a mood in Russia hospitable to a conservative cold warrior like Mr. Putin by forcing NATO on a
liberal democrat like Mr. Yeltsin. It was a bad decision and one that keeps on giving. Just when we need to
be getting Russia's help, we're getting its revenge.
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#13

Dictator's aide sworn in as new Turkmen president
By Anton Lomov

AFP, February 14, 2007

ASHGABAT, Feb 14 2007-Regime loyalist Gurbanguly Berdymukhammedov was sworn in as
Turkmenistan's new president at a grand ceremony on Wednesday amid hopes for reform in this resource-
rich Central Asian nation.

Berdymukhammedov, a former health minister who was appointed interim president after the death of
dictator Saparmurat Niyazov in December, was declared the winner of a controversial weekend presidential
election.

"Gurbanguly Berdymukhammedov received 89.23 percent of the votes," the head of Turkmenistan's
electoral commission, Murad Karryev, told a meeting of the country's highest legislative body, the People's
Council.

"The people have confided their destiny in you," Karryev told Berdymukhammedov, who then embraced the
Turkmen flag and took an oath on the country's constitution.

The presidential election on Sunday was the first in the country's history to feature multiple candidates but
the vote was criticised by Western diplomats and exiled opposition leaders as rigged.

Ahead of the election, ordinary Turkmens voiced hopes for an easing of the strict authoritarian rules set by
Niyazov, including restrictions on international travel and limited access to the Internet.

The five other candidates in the election were mostly little-known officials who were thought to have no real
chance of winning and all the candidates were members of the country's only authorised political party.

Amaniaz Atazhikov, a deputy regional governor, came second with 3.23 percent of the ballots cast by
almost 99 percent of the country's two million registered voters. Other candidates scored less than three
percent.

Jesus Lopez-Mendel, an expert sent by the Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) to
attend the elections was earlier quoted by Spain's ABC daily as saying the vote had been "a farce."

The assembly on Wednesday was attended by more than 2,500 local officials and clan leaders from
Turkmenistan's five provinces, many dressed in traditional Turkmen costumes and some also wearing
sheepskin hats.

International leaders including Afghan President Hamid Karzai, Russian Prime Minister Mikhail Fradkov and
Turkish Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan were also in attendance.

Major global powers have watched closely for signs of change in the country following the death of Niyazov
because of the country's vast natural gas reserves and its strategic location next to Afghanistan.

"Power can no longer function as it did under Niyazov. Berdymukhammedov is a primus inter pares, he will
have to work with others. Power will be more collegial," a Western diplomat said earlier.

At the ceremony, an executive from French construction giant Bouygues, which has several major contracts
in Turkmenistan, said of Berdymukhammedov: "He's open, educated and in any case he's the only one who
can do the job."

In his victory speech, Berdymukhammedov vowed to respect gas export contracts signed with Russia and
said he would build new universities and maternity hospitals across Turkmenistan.
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He also said he would follow the policies of Niyazov, who clamped down on political dissent and established
an elaborate personality cult during his 21 years of hardline rule in this mostly desert state.

Berdymukhammedov, a dentist by training, rose through government ranks even as Niyazov jailed and
exiled top officials and he was distinguished mainly for his slavish loyalty to Niyazov.

Turkmenistan has the 12th largest known gas reserves in the world, according to an estimate by energy
major BP, and has been eyed by Western powers as a major potential energy provider.

Russia relies heavily on discounted Turkmen gas imports to meet its export obligations to western Europe
and energy-hungry China has also announced plans to build a pipeline from Turkmenistan.

Among the international dignitaries attending the lavish inauguration ceremony on Wednesday was Alexei
Miller, the CEO of Russia's state-controlled gas giant Gazprom.

#14
Hopes Slim for Democratic Change in Turkmenistan
RFE/RL, February 15, 2007

(Prague, Czech Republic--February 15, 2007) Minor improvements in socioeconomic conditions may take
place following the just-completed presidential elections in Turkmenistan, but it is not realistic to hope for
any significant changes at the moment, according to two experts on Turkmen politics who spoke at a
briefing this week at RFE/RL headquarters in Prague.

Elsa Vidal, the Paris-based head of the European and post-Soviet countries desk for Reporters Without
Borders, called newly-elected Turkmen president Gurbanguly Berdymukhammedov a "representative of the
late President Niyazov's regime" who cannot be expected to take a "real democratic stand" unless he finds
himself facing "big pressure from the international community". Berdymukhammedov, a former health
minister under Niyazov, ran against five other candidates in the first multi-candidate presidential election
ever held in Turkmenistan. Vidal noted that "Russia is very interested in Turkmenistan," because of its
enormous natural gas reserves and is mainly seeking to ensure its stability, therefore "it won't be the
country that will promote a real change in the regime".

RFE/RL Kazakh Service Director Merkhat Sharipzhan said that Niyazov managed to leave behind a country
in which "military structures and [the] secret service" are in power. "In this situation, any attempt to introduce
any democratic changes would mean end of their rule," Sharipzhan said.

Both Vidal and Sharipzhan agreed that some change will take place in Turkmenistan, but it will not be
significant. Sharipzhan said that he expects the new leadership will try to establish contacts with
neighboring countries with which Niyazov's Turkmenistan had no relations.

Vidal pointed out the climate of fear that marked Turkmenistan under Niyazov's rule, where even the most
loyal of his ministers could end up in jail and where "no one would consider the risk of thinking freely".
Sharipzhan said that, during Niyazov's 12-year reign in power, at least 131 ministers or deputy ministers
"were sacked, jailed or expelled from the country... the fear is still there, people are afraid".

On the multiple candidacies allowed by the Turkmen government during this presidential election,

Sharipzhan noted that, in his own native Kazakhstan, there is always more than one candidate running in
presidential elections, "but Nazarbayev always wins," calling it "an attempt to show to the international
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community that 'we are democratic". According to Sharipzhan, the Turkmen voters will vote for "the person
the government wants them to vote for."

RFE/RL Turkmen Service director Oguljamal Yazliyeva noted that "all six presidential candidates were
nominated by the only party that is allowed [in Turkmenistan] -- the Democratic Party of Turkmenistan -- and
all of them were nominated and registered by the People's Council [Turkmenistan's legislature]... All of the
candidates were required to hold public office and have resided in Turkmenistan for at least the last 15
years -- which made it impossible for the opposition and exile community to nominate their candidates for
the presidency."

Vidal told briefing attendees that "a lot of lobbying needs to be done" in order to promote real change and
democratization in Turkmenistan, adding "it cannot come only from nongovernmental organizations -- it has
to be done at the inter-governmental level."

#15

Cold War Tactics

Editorial

Kyiv Post, February 14, 2007

Russia is becoming an increasingly daunting, authoritarian and secluded country.

The country’s vast reserves of valuable natural resources have ensured more than enough inflows of
foreign cash needed to keep the government running; its tycoons are well fed; and the lion’s share of the
population seems sufficiently satisfied to rule out any massive uprisings.

But Russian leaders calling the shots in the Kremlin long ago earned themselves a reputation as bullies with
regards to how they formulate policy toward their country’s neighbors. In recent year, the country has
utilized its energy riches as a geopolitical tool, triggering fears far outside former Soviet turf. Europe, for
example, is largely dependent on Russian fuel supplies and should be concerned that sharp price hikes felt
in Western aligned former Soviet states could spread further west, affecting its own consumers.

Russia has taken several noticeable steps recently, which are, at the symbolic level, even more reminiscent
of Cold War days.

Leaders in Moscow recently imposed strict barriers on their labor market for foreigners. The move is being
touted as a way to control large migrations of workers from Asia and the Caucus region, but Westerners are
also affected.

The Kremlin’s growing isolationist policy hasn’t’ stopped there.
Moscow last week declared high-profile Ukrainian politician Petro Poroshenko as persona non grata,
barring his entrance onto Russian territory. When he arrived at the airport in St. Petersburg, Poroshenko

was told he had been banned from the country.

Poroshenko is a tycoon who played a big role in backing Ukrainian President Viktor Yushchenko, who
defeated the Moscow backed candidate, Viktor Yanukovych, in the Ukraine’s last presidential elections.

The Orange Revolution was a tremendous defeat and embarrassment for Russian President Vladimir Putin.

In the years following the Orange Revolution, Moscow adopted a careful approach to relations with Ukraine,
whose leadership was composed of Western-leaning leaders. Yet since last summer’s remarkable return of
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Yanukovych to the prime minister’s post, Moscow seems to have regained a lot of confidence and has
surgically taken moves to apply pressure on Orange political sentiment.

Poroshenko controls a vast business empire that produces everything from chocolate to automobiles. His
confectionary business already has a presence in Russia. He and another Ukrainian tycoon recently
announced plans to build an auto factory in Russia. By barring Poroshenko from Russia, Moscow sent a
clear signal to Ukraine’s business elite. Don’t expect that we will let you expand your business empires onto
Russian terrain.

Russian Foreign Ministry officials said the move was a retaliatory measure. They clearly referred to
Ukraine’s banning, over the last year or so, of several Russian politicians and individuals who have openly
expressed their anti-Ukrainian sentiment and questioned Ukraine’s right to exist as a nation. Some of the
individuals barred from Ukraine have refused to recognize the Crimean peninsula as Ukrainian territory.

To the logical mind, Ukraine had due cause to ban these individuals. And while he supported the pro-
Western candidate in 2004, Poroshenko has never openly expressed anti-Russian views. There was no
reason to single him out, other than his close ties to the pro-Western President Yushchenko.

This is obviously targeted political pressure on Moscow’s part. It is also reminiscent of Cold War pressure
tactics. Rumors are spreading that other Ukrainian leaders have been blacklisted by Russia. Russia’s
demands that Ukraine lift restrictions on their citizens who have openly questioned Ukraine’s sovereignty
and flirted with the spreading of ethnic hatred have no foundation.

In essence, Russia is demanding Ukraine retreat completely, while leaving itself a door open for a swift
advance of its own interests onto Ukrainian territory.

A deadlock should be avoided in order to prevent further escalation of this conflict, which is not the most
important of issues between both countries. But Ukraine should not surrender to Russian interests, making
it clear that if Russian leaders that have questioned Ukraine’s right to exist repeat their past rhetoric, they
will once again be barred from the country.

Use of such heavy-handed tactics is becoming increasingly worrisome. Ukraine could back down now,
renewing the right of these individuals to visit Ukraine, but should waste no time in barring them again
should they continue spreading fear mongering and misplaced nationalism.

And perhaps most importantly, Russians should demand more from their leadership, lest they feel
complacent about becoming more and more secluded from the rest of the world.

#16

Putin and Progress

By Padma Desai

Wall Street Journal, February 16, 2007

Whatever the West's grave misgivings about Vladimir Putin, they are not widely shared by the Russian
people, who consistently give their president 70% approval ratings in opinion polls. Even former Presidents
Gorbachev and Yeltsin, much admired in the U.S., have given a nod of approval to Mr. Putin's "strategic"
direction, even though they express reservations about his moves to consolidate federal authority.

Nonetheless, there are two pertinent issues to face. First, would any Russian president succeeding Mr.

Putin act differently in foreign policy? Second, is Russia regressing irretrievably into authoritarianism, or is
she likely to embrace Western democratic norms despite the zigzags?
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The Kremlin's pursuit of national interests in foreign policy, whether we like it or not, reflects a broad
agreement among Russians. Indeed, on a whole range of issues ranging from NATO's eastward expansion
to Mr. Putin's hardball tactics with the independent states in Russia's neighborhood, the majority of
Russians support his decisions. Even Russia's leading reformers regard the neighborhood as Russia's area
of interest.

Former Prime Minister Mikhail Kasyanov, who successfully carried out a series of reforms during his 2000-
2004 tenure, insists that Russians "have special interests and responsibilities" in their immediate
neighborhood. "We have a long history of shared problems and common tradition, although the former
Soviet republics are now independent states," Mr. Kasyanov told me in a December 2004 interview.

Anatoly Chubais, the legendary privatizer of Russian industry, was even more explicit in his
pronouncements, suggesting that Russia should become a "liberal empire." In an interview on Vremya TV,
he added, "We must be frank and straightforward and assume this mission of leadership, not just as a
slogan but as a Russian state policy. | believe this mission of leadership means that Russia is obliged to
support in every way the expansion of its business outside Russia."

In short, unlike Europe and Japan, which share U.S. concerns despite occasional differences, Russia
always will have geopolitical interests in its immediate neighborhood, extending its decision-making
periphery as far as the Middle East and China. This does not imply that the West should uncritically accept
specific decisions in pursuit of these interests, such as the expulsion of Georgians from Russia. But even if
Russians were to subscribe to liberal Western values as President Bush desires, their future leaders still
might choose to define their interests independently. Moscow would continue to engage the U.S. leadership
in win-lose dialogues over Russia's determined foreign policy.

But never mind the likelihood that a liberal, democratic Russia might change its foreign-policy style: What
are the prospects of such a Russia emerging in the first place? If it's correct to say that a prospering middle
class -- dare one call it a bourgeoisie? -- inevitably leads to the rise of democracy, then Russia fits the bill
admirably. The transformative changes in Russia, a remarkable development since Mr. Gorbachev's
glasnost, are phenomenal. Russians are acquiring private housing, automobiles and fixed and mobile
telephones at a dizzying speed. The overall poverty rate has declined from around 35% in the mid-1990s to
about 10% today, and 70% of college-age youngsters receive a higher education.

There has been much angst over Russian muscle-flexing on the pricing and supply of oil and gas. However
ham-handed, Moscow has simply used its bargaining power to extract better economic terms in situations of
bilateral monopoly. Gazprom, the Russian gas supplier, has sought maximum possible terms from its
European customers before they switch to alternative energy sources. At the same time, Ukraine and
Belarus have bargained with Gazprom over transit charges because Russian gas must pass en route to
Europe via pipelines located in their territories.

Russian industry and energy sectors will increasingly adopt market-economy rules and practices as they
learn to interact and integrate with Western business. Recognizing this, German Chancellor Angela Merkel
signed with Mr. Putin a 2006 agreement in which Wintershall, the energy unit of German chemical giant
BASF, and Gazprom exchanged equivalent stakes in early 2006. More contracts are proliferating with
French and Italian partners. Russia's giant power company is poised to raise $10 billion in the next two
years and to invite Western companies to supply power generating units, technology and management
know-how. Gazprom, according to some reports, is set to raise $75 billion in the next decade for financing a
variety of projects. Will American businesses be sidelined from lucrative contracts and a liberalizing, market-
oriented mission in a fast growing and diversifying Russian economy?

"There is a definite consensus among Russian society and the elite that Russia needs a market economy,"
Yegor Gaidar, Mr. Yeltsin's young reforming prime minister told me in October 2004. "By contrast, our
struggle to form a robust, functioning democracy has not brought decisive results. . . . | do not think that the
educated, urban populations in large countries such as Russia can put up with undemocratic regimes for
long."
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#17

Russia's Course: Still Uncertain

By David Ignatius

Washington Post, February 16, 2007

MOSCOW -- Think of the new Russia as a highway: People used to drive on the left side of the road; now,
officially, they are supposed to drive on the right, but the change has been uncomfortable (especially for the
authorities). So the country straddles the middle -- which is understandable, but also dangerous.

That's a paradox of Vladimir Putin's Russia that | have encountered in nearly every conversation here this
week. Russian officials insist they don't want to go back to communism, and why would they? Moscow
glitters like a Christmas package, with more neon per square mile than any city | know. But behind
Moscow's dazzling lights, the remnants of the old police state remain -- and many order-loving Russians
seem glad of it.

The energy boom has helped Russians forget about the nagging problem of where they're heading
politically. "There is a lack of clarity about our final destination," says one prominent Russian businessman.
"Are we building China? The United States? Sweden? What is it? The situation now cannot continue. We
are sitting between two chairs."

Russia is wary of full, American-style democracy, argues Konstantin Kosachyov, the chairman of the foreign
affairs committee in the lower house of the Russian parliament. "To my mind, democracy is not a goal in
itself, it is an instrument. It is the best instrument, but it should be used very cautiously. It's like the
jackhammers that miners use. It increases productivity, but if you give this instrument to a child, it will
destroy the child."

Kosachyov explains that Russians have bad memories of the wide-open democracy of the 1990s, and most
Russians | spoke with confirmed that view. It was a crazy time, when people's savings were wiped out,
gangsters battled in the streets, and the country was governed by what Russians saw as an alcoholic
president and his thieving cronies. "Democracy came to us without us being ready to use it in a constructive
way, and it destroyed us," says Kosachyov. "That's why Putin acts in a cautious way. He does not want to
repeat the experience of the 1990s."

The Russian political puzzle now centers on the question of who will succeed Putin when his second term
ends in 2008. The Russian president is very popular, and he would almost certainly be reelected if he ran
for a third term, but he insists he will abide by the new constitution's two-term limit. So who is the crown
prince? Moscow was buzzing this week about whether Putin favored First Deputy Prime Minister Dmitry
Medvedev or Deputy Prime Minister and Defense Minister Sergei Ivanov. Medvedev appeared to be the
front-runner -- until Putin announced late Thursday that he was promoting Ivanov to equal status as first
deputy prime minister, with new economic responsibilities.

The succession circus, in truth, reinforces the awkwardness of Russia's not-quite-democratic system.
Analysts count the minutes allocated to Medvedev and Ivanov on state-controlled television. It's like
Kremlin-watching in the old days, when observers tried to handicap power struggles by noting where
officials stood on the podium during parades in Red Square. The reality is that power resides with Putin and
his small inner circle of presidential assistants.

| had a chance to peek into Putin's inner circle this week when | met with his chief economic adviser, Igor
Shuvalov. His office is a Soviet-era palace that once housed the head of the Communist Party, but
Shuvalov is very much of the new era: He's just 40, speaks English fluently and is as sharply dressed as
any London investment banker.

A key to Russia's future, argues Shuvalov, is Putin's decision to seek membership in the World Trade

Organization. He says some Kremlin advisers opposed WTO accession, but Putin decided it was the best
way to guarantee Russia's continued economic modernization. When | ask about corruption in the new
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Russia, Shuvalov doesn't deny the problem. "We need to be persistent and patient," he says. "If we are
persistent, then slowly it will change."

High oil prices have encouraged a consumer boom, but they are a mixed blessing. The giant state-
controlled gas and oil companies, Gazprom and Rosneft, overwhelm the rest of the economy and dominate
Russian politics -- with several of Putin's closest advisers holding energy directorships. Energy politics and
democratic politics don't mix easily.

"Don't give up on us. Treat us as a normal democratic country," says Mikhail Kasyanov, who was prime
minister during Putin's first three years but is now a critic of the government. Certainly, Western pressure
can help preserve democracy here. But in the end, it's the Russians who will have to decide which side of
the road they're driving on.

#18

Will Russia Bet on Its People or Its Oil Wells?
By Thomas L. Friedman

New York Times, February 16, 2007

In a high-rise building with a view of Lenin's Tomb, the U.S. aerospace giant Boeing is designing key parts
of its new 787 Dreamliner, using hundreds of Russian aerospace engineers. Yes, President Putin may be

talking cold-war tough, but down the street from the Kremlin, America's crown jewel industrial company is

using Russia's crown jewel brainpower to design its next crown jewel jetliner.

Boeing's Moscow Design Center, which employs 1,400 Russian engineers (earning less than their U.S.
counterparts) on various projects, symbolizes Russia's unique potential: Russia is that rare country that not
only has a treasure trove of natural resources -- oil, gas and mines -- but also has a treasure trove of human
talent: engineers, mathematicians and other valuable minds.

Most nations with highly developed human talent -- like Singapore or Taiwan -- have few natural resources,
and those that are rich in natural resources -- Venezuela or Sudan -- tend not to develop their people's
talents. The exceptions, like Norway, which is rich in both human and natural resources, usually built their
democratic institutions before they got rich on oil, so the money was well spent.

The meta-question with Russia today is this: Will it become more like Norway, a democracy enriched by oil,
or more like Venezuela, a democracy subverted by 0il? Is the Boeing center Russia's future or its
exception?

You see signs of both trends. On the positive side, Russia has been smarter than most petro-states. It has
set up a rainy day fund and tucked away $100 billion from its oil and gas windfall. Direct foreign investment
in Russia hit $30 billion last year, according to The Economist, and not all of it goes to the oil and gas sector
anymore.

And then there's Boeing. Its impressive Moscow center operates two shifts of engineers: 7 a.m. until 3 p.m.,
and 3 p.m. until 11 p.m. -- which is during the workday in the United States. A Russian Boeing engineer
might be designing part of the 787's nose during his day, and then initials and stores his work in the
computer. A U.S. Boeing engineer, working on an identical computer, then picks it up during her day and
engineers it some more. With regular teleconferences, it's as if they are in one virtual 24-hour office.

"There is no paper at all," said Sergei Korolev, the deputy head of Boeing Moscow. "We do the

presentations electronically and have online sessions with Wichita and Seattle, and everyone looks at the
same part and talks about it. Our center is the reason people are not emigrating."
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But Russia has a unique legacy in aerospace from Soviet days, so the educational centers and talent were
in place for Boeing to tap. What Russia still glaringly lacks is an ecosystem of secure property rights,
venture capitalists and homegrown innovators, and universities and business schools churning out idea-
entrepreneurs. "Made in Russia" will never be a global brand as long as research spending by Russian
companies remains among the lowest in the world.

The Moscow Times recently reported that only two Russian colleges -- Moscow State and St. Petersburg
State -- are listed among the world's top 500 universities. When you walk down the streets in Bangalore,
India's high-tech capital, it feels as if there's a computer school or English-language school on every street.
You walk in Moscow, and it feels as if there is a new shoe store or beauty salon on every street.

A former top aide to President Putin remarked to me that Russia had a huge interest in building a
postindustrial knowledge economy, not an energy-intensive industrial one, so it can export most of its oil
and gas, not consume them at home. But that would take a big investment in education, which is not being
done.

Noting that Russia today spends far less of its G.D.P. on higher education than Europe or America, Sergei
Guriyev, rector of Russia's New Economic School, wrote in The Moscow Times, "Russians simply are not
prepared to pay the taxes that would be necessary to finance science and education at Soviet-era levels,
and no incentives have been created to attract more private funding."

So here's my prediction: You tell me the price of oil, and I'll tell you what kind of Russia you'll have. If the
price stays at $60 a barrel, it's going to be more like Venezuela, because its leaders will have plenty of
money to indulge their worst instincts, with too few checks and balances. If the price falls to $30, it will be
more like Norway. If the price falls to $15 a barrel, it could become more like America -- with just enough
money to provide a social safety net for its older generation, but with too little money to avoid developing the
leaders and institutions to nurture the brainpower of its younger generation.

#19

Silence of America Cutting the VOA's presence in Mr. Putin's neighborhood
Editorial

Washington Post, February 16, 2007

FOR DECADES, the Voice of America and its sister broadcasting organizations offered a remarkably
balanced alternative to state-controlled media all over the world, buoying dissident movements and
undermining anti-American dictatorships for a relatively small investment. Soviet citizens even learned how
to reconfigure their radios to break through the jamming signals their government used to interrupt VOA and
British Broadcasting Corp. programming.

Now, with Russian President Vladimir Putin bullying his neighbors, manipulating the Russian media and
throwing increasingly audacious anti-American tantrums, one would think U.S. policymakers would have the
sense at least to maintain relatively modest VOA operations in and around the Russian Federation. Yet
President Bush's recently released 2008 budget proposal does just the opposite, cutting VOA programming
for a range of post-Soviet states to finance programming expansion in other areas of the world.

The White House's proposed reprioritization of VOA broadcasting moves money out of operations aimed at
the large and largely Muslim country of Uzbekistan. Broadcasting into neighboring Kazakhstan is also being
cut. The citizens of both countries live under illiberal regimes, and Uzbekistan's brutal dictatorship is of the
sort that incubates religious fundamentalism and anti-Americanism. Voice of America's half-hour of radio
and half-hour of television programming in Uzbek, says a VOA staff member, provide about the only direct
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contact Uzbeks have with the United States and the only unvarnished news in the region. Meanwhile, the
highly controlled Russian media beam their often misleading programming in with ease.

Mr. Bush's budget also proposes reductions in Ukrainian-language VOA programming to serve a country
struggling to Westernize in the shadow of Mr. Putin's increasingly lawless regime. Mr. Bush should be eager
to encourage democratic forces in Ukraine, as well as in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, not further limit their
sources of information about the United States. The price of such programs is so low that federal financial
constraints are hardly an excuse to kill them; a relatively tiny increase in the VOA's budget would make a
world of difference.

#20

Torah scrolls confiscated from Ukrainian community
By Vladimir Matveyev

JTA, February 16, 2007

KIEV (JTA) -- As their Torah scrolls were packed into black plastic garbage bags and carried out of the
Jewish school, the students and adults continued to pray, many with tears in their eyes. The scrolls
originally belonged to the Jewish community of Zhitomir in central Ukraine, but were acquired by the local
state archives through communist and Nazi looting. Since then, in the absence of a restitution law, the
archives had lent the scrolls to the community -- but on shaky terms.

On Feb. 14, the community was forced to return 10 scrolls it had received more than two years ago.
Representatives of the archives carried them out of the Ohr Avner Jewish Day School, leaving the
community without any scrolls.

"This was like the medieval times, this was like a nightmare," said Oleg Rostovtsev, a spokesman for the
Federation of Jewish Communities of Ukraine, the country's leading Jewish umbrella group.

The seizure was the result of a controversy that was triggered a few months ago when the officials at the
Zhitomir Regional State Archives demanded the return of the scrolls, citing concern over their safety.

In 2004, the archives handed over 17 out of 290 Torah scrolls in its possession to be used by the local
Jewish community run by Chabad.

The scrolls had been the property of the many synagogues and private Jewish households in Zhitomir, and
were confiscated by communist authorities during anti-religious campaigns or seized by the Nazis during
the occupation of Ukraine in World War I1.

For two-and-a-half years, the scrolls were kept in a specially designated room at the Ohr Avner school.
Without a restitution law, many Jewish communities in the post-Soviet Ukraine were allowed to temporarily
use Torah scrolls confiscated by the Bolsheviks, while most of the scrolls remain the property of state-run
museums and archives.

Such loans do not always satisfy the Jewish community.

The Zhitomir community had previously expressed its concern that in the absence of a proper restitution
act, they could not repair the borrowed scrolls in accordance with Jewish law.

In addition, representatives of the community had to submit a petition every three months that would allow
them to keep the scrolls.
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In October, representatives of the archives checked the scrolls kept in the Zhitomir school and demanded
their return, claiming that at least seven of the scrolls may have been damaged while in the community's
possession.

Archive Deputy Director Natalia Shimchenko told JTA that the archive's curators had established that the
"number of units" registered with the archives "did not correspond with those in the community safe."

Local Jewish leaders deny the accusations of improper care or alterations and said the scrolls -- some of
them fragmented -- were improperly catalogued in the archives.

But the community chose not to argue, and last month returned the seven scrolls in question to the
archives.

The archives then refused to prolong the loan agreement on the remaining 10 scrolls and confiscated them
Wednesday despite protests from the Jewish community and the local governor.

"We are law-abiding citizens of Ukraine and we have not violated any laws," community leader Vladimir
Rozengurten said, adding that allegations of improper care and damage were "slander.”

"The statements that we have damaged the scrolls are outrageous," Zhitomir Chief Rabbi Shlomo Wilhelm
said. "This is a groundless accusation, and we still have no results of the examination" of the scrolls.

But community leaders said they had to back off, apprehensive of possible use of force by representatives
of the archives.

"I'm sure we are not saying goodbye for a long time to the Torah scrolls," Rozengurten said.

He and other community leaders are hoping that legislation will be adopted in Ukraine dictating the return of
the scrolls that were confiscated by the Bolsheviks and the Nazis.

#21

In an area rife with anti-Semitism, a vow to protect Shoah memorial
By Vladimir Matveyev

JTA, February 16, 2007

ROVNO, Ukraine (JTA) -- Jewish leaders who for years have called on local officials to prevent vandalism
at the site of a Holocaust-era massacre near this northwestern Ukrainian city finally have some hope.
Rovno's newly appointed administration has promised to stop ongoing vandalism at Sosonki, just outside
Rovno, where 17,500 Jews were slaughtered in a pine grove and buried in a mass grave over two days in
November 1941.

Anatoly Zhukovsky, vice governor of Rovno since Viktor Matchuk was appointed as regional governor last
November, told JTA that the vandalism in Sosonki "is a tragedy of all Ukrainian people" and that the new
administration would protect the memorial.

"This spring we are going to repair the memorial together with the Jewish community," he said.

Local leaders who met with Matchuk last November were reassured he would take serious action against
the vandalism, which has included unearthing remains and scattering corpses around the site.
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"After this meeting the pits were paved with asphalt, a turnstile was put at the entrance to the memorial and
a mobile police squad regularly patrols the territory," said Gennady Fraerman, a Jewish leader in Rovno and
director of the local Jewish charity center Hesed Osher, which is funded by the American Jewish Joint
Distribution Committee.

That's a far cry from the attitude taken by the former regional government.

"Our former regional officials didn't like Jews and did nothing to stop vandalism," said Fraerman, referring to
the previous regional governor, Vasily Chervoniy, who was a member of the nationalist Ukrainian People's
Party. "Now we have found mutual understanding with the new governor."

But local Jewish activists say anti-Semitism remains an issue in the area.

After Ukrainian independence in 1992, Rovno was the only region in Ukraine where the far-right, ultra-
nationalist party UNA-UNSO, whose paramilitary groups are akin to neo-Nazis, was officially registered.

"About 30 to 40 percent of the locals today share Chervoniy's anti-Semitic views," said Yakov Grifko, head
of the Israeli Cultural Center in Rovno.

A leader of the local Jewish youth club said the situation is even worse among young people.

"Many young people here share anti-Semitic views," said Natalia Bertash, noting that anti-Semitic
vandalism in Rovno is not limited to the Sosonki pine grove.

"Last Chanukah windows were shattered in our synagogue," she said, and some young people on the street
often "poke fun at a rabbi in traditional clothing."

Some 600 to 700 Jews live in Rovno, out of a population of 250,000. Jewish leaders believe the Sosonki
vandals were digging up the mass grave looking for gold: tooth crowns, wedding rings and other valuables
that some locals believe Jews had on them when the Nazis and local collaborators marched them to a
forest more than 60 years ago.

Rovno became the center of Nazi-occupied Ukraine, or Reichskommissariat Ukraine, an entity created by
the occupiers. A total of 98,000 Jews were murdered during the 1941-42 Nazi occupation in the Rovno
region. Before the war, Jews had comprised half the population of Rovno.

Local experts believe masses of locals helped the Nazis in carrying out the executions.

"The level of collaboration was high, and local citizens mostly were neutral or supported the Nazis," said
Valentina Danilicheva, a researcher with the Rovno Museum of Local Lore.

In 1967 a Soviet memorial sign was unveiled in Sosonki, but it was only when Ukraine gained
independence that the Holocaust memorial complex was built.

The memorial explicitly mentioned Jewish victims, not only the unidentified "peaceful Soviet citizens," as
was a common practice under communism. It incorporated the actual mass grave, an obelisk and 68
tombstones with victims' names written in Yiddish.

Jewish activists who visited the site long noted vandalism at the mass grave, but only last year did local
Jews see human bones dug out of the grave and scattered near the memorial.

Fraerman said vandalism was reported as early as 1995, but until 2006 no remains were found unearthed.

He told JTA that last year he found several fresh holes and, much to his horror, some 40 fragments of
corpses "scattered all over the site."
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Vandals had dug a tunnel under the memorial's footpaths to gain access to the remains. But the paths
began to cave in, making the damage to the memorial visible.

Last November, before the anniversary of the Sosonki massacre, local Jews took the unearthed remains
and gave them a traditional Jewish burial at the site.

The troubles with the site were not limited to vandalism. In 2005, the Jewish community protested against
an attempt to build a camping area just 90 yards from the site of the massacre.

And Jewish leaders were alarmed last year by a city council initiative to turn the memorial zone into a city
land reserve, which would have allowed the council to make unilateral decisions about the area's future.

"This was a further attempt to sell the memorial site," Fraerman said.

Some Jews charged that Chervoniy failed to answer repeated calls to protect the memorial because of ill
feelings toward Jews. Now, however, there's optimism.

"Now we have someone to speak to," Shneur Shneersohn, the rabbi of Rovno, told JTA. "Governor
Matchuk visited our Chanukah festival and gave gifts to our children."

The Jewish community has organized a campaign to raise funds toward the renovation. They hope it can be
finished by Victory Day, May 9.

"Every member of the Jewish community makes a monthly contribution of one hryvnia" -- about 20 cents --
"but this is not enough," Fraerman said.

#22

Putin, Promoting an Ally, Fuels Speculation Over Successor
By Steven Lee Myers

New York Times, February 16, 2007

MOSCOW, Feb. 15 — President Vladimir V. Putin on Thursday added intrigue to the unsettled but widely
debated question of who might succeed him as Russia’s leader in 2008 when he promoted his minister of
defense in an unexpected cabinet tinkering.

Sergei B. Ivanov, a former K.G.B. officer who became the first civilian to lead the country’s military in 2001,
will now serve as a first deputy prime minister, giving him expanded duties. He will have the same rank in
government and title as another closely watched contender, Dmitri A. Medvedev.

The two men, who are friends and close aides from Mr. Putin’s hometown, St. Petersburg, have emerged
as the leading candidates to replace Mr. Putin when he completes a second and — by law — final term
after presidential elections scheduled for March 2008.

The move, which went largely unexplained like most of Mr. Putin’s actions, is certain to intensify speculation
over which of the two might have the upper hand for Mr. Putin’s endorsement. That would be a virtual
guarantee of election, given his popularity and the centralized control of politics here.

Since Mr. Putin’s last significant cabinet reshuffling in November 2005, Mr. Medvedev had nominally been

Mr. lvanov’s superior in the government. Mr. Medvedev also serves as chairman of the Russian energy
giant, Gazprom.
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“I think it is the formulation of the two candidates for the presidency of the Russian Federation in 2008,” said
Sergei A. Markov, director of the Institute of Political Studies, who works closely with the Kremlin.

Mr. Putin also moved to settle a struggle for control of Chechnya, the southern republic where Russian
forces have largely crushed a separatist movement in two wars since 1994. Appearing on television later
Thursday night, Mr. Putin accepted the resignation of Chechnya’s president, Alu D. Alkhanov, and
appointed him a deputy justice minister.

With Mr. Alkhanov’s departure, Ramzan Kadyrov, the republic’s prime minister and a man whose fighters
have been broadly accused of rampant human rights violations, becomes the acting president. Mr. Kadyrov
and Mr. Alkhanov have quarreled openly in recent weeks, prompting so many rumors of intrigue and
betrayals that Mr. Alkhanov had declared that he had no intention of leaving office.

Mr. Kadyrov is the son of Mr. Alkhanov’s predecessor, Akhmad Kadyrov, who was assassinated by rebels
in 2004. The younger Mr. Kadyrov turned 30 last year, reaching the minimum age for the republic’s
presidency, and was widely assumed to be waiting in the wings for the top post.

Tanya Lokshina, a prominent rights campaigner who travels to the region frequently, said Mr. Alkhanov’s
removal cemented Mr. Kadyrov’s control over Chechnya’s affairs, underscoring the Kremlin’s disregard for
complaints about Mr. Kadyrov’s tactics. “There’s not even a nominal president who was protesting what
Kadyrov is doing,” she said, calling him a feudal leader. “That’s what Alkhanov was doing.”

On the national level, Mr. Putin has not signaled that he has a preferred candidate to replace him, as Boris
N. Yeltsin tipped Mr. Putin to be his successor shortly after appointing him prime minister in August 1999.
Four months later, on New Year’s Eve, Mr. Yeltsin resigned and made Mr. Putin acting president.

Mr. Putin announced the changes in televised meetings, the first with his ministers and later with leaders of
the Ministry of Defense. Mr. Medvedev was absent from at least the televised portions of the meetings, and
Mr. Putin did not mention him.

The president said he was expanding Mr. Ivanov’s duties to include “a part of the civil sector of the
economy,” as well as the military industries that have undergone a significant consolidation under Mr. Putin.
“I hope that what positive has been done in the military-industrial complex will extend to the civil sector, as
well,” he said.

Mr. Medvedev, 41, has overseen economic and social issues, a portfolio he will now have to share with Mr.
Ivanov.

“Ivanov is an equal of Putin,” said Olga V. Kryshtanovskaya, a sociologist who studies Russia’s leaders,
calling him “successor No. 1.” “He is no less clever. lvanov should show himself as a strong figure, capable
of making firm decisions. But of course, he could not just work on defense. He had to operate wider. This is
the next step.”

Mr. Markov, by contrast, said the undeclared race remained wide open, though he said the move could help
Mr. Ivanov by distancing him from the military, which, despite an aggressive effort to rearm and rebuild,
remains scarred by accusations of corruption and a brutal system of hazing young draftees.

Mr. Ivanov, 54, faced unusual public criticism last year after a particularly egregious hazing episode that left
a private maimed. The appointment, Mr. Markov said, “liberated him from the not quite convenient theme of
the Russian military.”

Mr. Ivanov’s replacement as defense minister is Anatoly E. Serdyukov, a former army officer and furniture

manufacturer who has served as a tax inspector since Mr. Putin became president in 2000. Since July
2004, he has served as the head of the Federal Tax Service, an agency that has streamlined itself
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significantly but that remains a feared bureaucracy, one that critics say has been used selectively to punish
opponents.

At a news conference this month, Mr. Putin faced repeated questions about his successor, but refused to
answer them directly.

“Everyone who should be is already working in his proper place,” he said, apparently not hinting at the
shuffle announced Thursday. “And what we should do is not to make a fuss about future elections but, as |
have said, provide the citizens with an opportunity to make a free and democratic choice.”

Andrew Kramer contributed reporting.

#23
Russia May Quit 1987 Arms Reduction Treaty
AP, February 15, 2007

MOSCOW -- A top Russian general said Thursday that Moscow may unilaterally drop out of a key Soviet-
era arms reduction treaty with the United States that banned medium-range nuclear missiles, Russian news
agencies reported.

Gen. Yuri Baluyevsky, chief of the military's General Staff, said Russia could pull out of the Intermediate-
Range Nuclear Forces Treaty, negotiated between Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev and President Reagan
in 1987.

The decision would depend, he said, on whether the U.S. completed plans to deploy components of a
missile defense systems in Poland and the Czech Republic - plans that have drawn sharp criticism from
President Vladimir Putin.

"We shall see what our American partners do," Baluyevsky was quoted by Interfax, ITAR-Tass and RIA
Novosti as saying. "Their actions to deploy missile defense sites in Europe are inexplicable."

Putin has said he does not trust U.S. claims that the planned European missile defense system was
intended to counter threats from Iran, and warned that Russia would take retaliatory measures.

At a security conference in Munich on Saturday, Putin said the arms reduction treaty was outdated, and
that many nations had since developed their own medium-range missiles eliminated by Russia and the
United States.

The statement was part of a speech in which he blasted U.S. policy in unusually blunt terms and said that
Moscow views NATQ's expansion to its borders as a threat.

Relations between Washington and Moscow have been strained by Russia's opposition to what Putin
called an "overly aggressive American foreign policy." Moscow has been particularly critical of the U.S.
intervention in Iraq.

The U.S., meanwhile, is concerned about what it sees as the erosion of political freedoms in Russia, and by

Moscow's alleged use of its vast oil and natural gas reserves to reward friends and punish foes in some of
its former Soviet satellite states.
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The 1987 treaty was hailed at the time as a breakthrough that helped ease East-West tensions and end the
Cold War. Under its provisions, the Soviet Union eliminated 1,850 missiles with ranges of between 300 to
3,400 miles. The United States destroyed about 850 of its missiles.

Both nations still maintain huge arsenals of nuclear weapons ready for use on short notice. According to the
Web site of the Nuclear Information Project, the U.S. has 5,735 deployed nuclear weapons and Russia has
5,830.

Baluyevsky said the treaty allows both Russia and the United States to walk away from it at any time.
Following on Putin's remarks, he said the deployment of medium-range missiles by many other nations
provided a strong argument for leaving the treaty.

Yuri Solomonov, the head of Moscow-based missile manufacturer that designed and built the latest Topol-M

intercontinental ballistic missiles, said it was ready to resume the production of medium-range missiles if
such a decision was made by the Kremlin, the ITAR-Tass news agency reported.
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