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In Brief: Days of Remembrance

This week as | sat under the great dome of the United States Capitol, listening to the National Commemoration of the
Days of Remembrance of the Holocaust, | thought of the welcoming safety my own mother, a survivor of Auschwitz,
received in America, and the moving memorial to the Jewish victims of Europe’s Holocaust that sits among the nation’s
other National monuments. | thought, too, of the very different treatment these memories received in the Soviet Union,
and its successor states.

During the Soviet era, Jews were routinely classified as generic victims of fascism, with scarce recognition of the
specific target of Hitler's genocide. Even following the break-up of the Soviet Union, most countries of the region were
slow to recognize the Jewish character of the Holocaust, much less to commemorate it with official monuments or
ceremonies.

Gradually, haltingly, a new day has arrived. For example, at the Babi Yar massacre site in Ukraine, a Jewish memorial
now supplements the original Soviet memorial to all victims of the war, and an international Holocaust commemoration
was held there this past September. The government of Lithuania commemorates an annual Holocaust
Remembrance Day with state-organized conferences and ceremonies. Other countries in the region hold similar
events.

We have included several more accounts of new Holocaust remembrance in this week’s update. These stories remind
us of the tremendous changes that continue to take place in the lives of Jews in the countries of the former Soviet
Union, and alert us as well to the continuing threats to these communities, as new found freedoms are often
accompanied with fresh outbreaks of old-style anti-Semitism.

Jews in the former Soviet Union face new opportunities and renewed dangers, and NCSJ stands with them.
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Remarks By The President At The United States Holocaust Memorial Museum
U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum

April 18, 2007

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you all. Please be seated. Thank you all very much. | appreciate your
hospitality, Mr. Chairman. Thank you very much for the fine job you're doing. | am honored to have just
taken a tour of this important museum with Sara Bloomfield, who arguably is one of the best museum
directors in the country -- (applause) -- particularly if you can put up with the board of directors that I've
named. (Laughter.)

| thank you all for serving. | appreciate you taking on this important assignment. My friends on the board
will tell you that I hold the Holocaust Museum dear to my heart. You will hear me express my appreciation
for the work that is being done here, and | mean it sincerely.

| thank very much Elie Wiesel for joining us. He is a -- he's a big figure in the life of the world, as he should
be. He speaks with moral clarity. And | can't thank you enough for being a leader of talking about what is
right. And I'm honored to be in your presence. (Applause.)



| am traveling with some members of my administration, starting with the Secretary of State, Condoleezza
Rice. Thank you for being here. (Applause.) Presidential Special Envoy to Sudan, Andrew Natsios.
(Applause.) And the newly-minted, or newly sworn in U.N. Ambassador Zal Khalilzad. Mr. Ambassador,
thanks for coming. (Applause.)

| want to thank the members of Congress who have joined us, appreciate you taking time. | thank the
members of the diplomatic community who have joined us. I'm honored that you are here. | thank the
survivors of the Holocaust who have graced us with your presence. (Applause.)

We meet at a time of sorrow for our nation. Our flags fly at half-mast in memory of 32 souls whose lives
were taken at Virginia Tech on Monday morning. That day we saw horror, but we also saw acts of quiet
courage. We saw this courage in a teacher named Liviu Librescu. With the gunman set to enter his class,
this brave professor blocked the door with his body while his students fled to safety. On the Day of
Remembrance, this Holocaust survivor gave his own life so that others might live. And this morning we
honor his memory, and we take strength from his example.

This is a place devoted to memory. Inside this building are etched the words of the Prophet Isaiah: "You
are my witness." As part of this witness, these walls show how one of the world's most advanced nations
embraced a policy aimed at the annihilation of the Jewish people. These walls help restore the humanity of
the millions who were loaded into trains and murdered by men who considered themselves cultured. And
these walls remind us that the Holocaust was not inevitable -- it was allowed to gather strength and force
only because of the world's weakness and appeasement in the face of evil.

Today we call what happened "genocide." But when the Holocaust started, this word did not yet exist. In a
1941 radio address, Churchill spoke of the horrors the Nazis were visiting on innocent civilians in Russia.
He said, "We are in the presence of a crime without a name." It is an apt description of the evil that followed
the swastika. Mankind had long experience with savagery and slaughter before. Yet in places such as
Auschwitz and Dachau and Buchenwald, the world saw something new and terrible: the state-sanctioned
extermination of a people -- carried out with a chilling industrial efficiency of a so-called modern nation.

Some may be tempted to ask: Why have a museum dedicated to such a dark subject? The men and
women who built this museum will tell you: Because evil is not just a chapter in history -- it is a reality in the
human heart. So this museum serves as a living reminder of what happens when good and decent people
avert their eyes from hatred and murder. It honors those who died by serving as the conscience for those
who live. And it reminds us that the words "never again" do not refer to the past -- they refer to the future.

You who are survivors know why the Holocaust must be taught to every generation. You who lost your
families to the gas chambers of Europe watch as Jewish cemeteries and synagogues across that continent
are defaced and defiled. You who bear the tattoos of death camps hear the leader of Iran declare that the
Holocaust is a "myth." You who have found refuge in a Jewish homeland know that tyrants and terrorists
have vowed to wipe it from the map. And you who have survived evil know that the only way to defeat it is
to look it in the face, and not back down.

It is evil we are now seeing in Sudan -- and we're not going to back down. For 22 years, Sudan was
plagued by a civil war between the north and south that claimed more than 2 million lives. That war came to
an end in January 2005, when Sudan's government and rebels in the south signed a comprehensive peace
agreement that the United States helped to broker. Under this historic accord, Sudan established a
Government of National Unity that includes a First Vice President and other cabinet members from the
country's south. It also established a government for Southern Sudan that the United States is providing
with aid and other assistance.

Unfortunately, just as peace was coming to the south, another conflict broke out in the west -- where rebel
groups in Darfur attacked government outposts. To fight this rebellion, the government in Khartoum
unleashed a horse-mounted militia called the Janjaweed, which carried out systematic assaults against
innocent civilians.



The human toll has been staggering. More than 200,000 people have died from the conflict -- or from the
malnutrition and disease that have spread in its wake. And more than 2 million people have been forced
from their homes and villages into camps both inside and outside their country.

Ending the violence in Darfur requires better security for the people of Darfur; it requires progress toward
political reconciliation. Today, more than 7,000 African Union troops have been deployed to Darfur and
they serve courageously. But the problem is the area they patrol is the size of Texas -- 7,000 people is not
enough to provide the security the people of Darfur need. Ultimately the violence will continue until Sudan's
government and the rebel groups reach a political settlement that includes traditional community leaders,
representatives of civil society, and African and Arab tribes in the region.

This museum cannot stop the violence. But through your good work, you're making it impossible for the
world to turn a blind eye. Earlier | saw an exhibit that puts faces on the millions of men, women, and
children who have been killed or driven into the desert. | also saw an interesting new venture that you've
arranged with Google Earth. As a result of this partnership, millions of Internet users around the world will
be able to zoom in and see satellite images of the burnt-out villages and mosques and schools. No one
who sees these pictures can doubt that genocide is the only word for what is happening in Darfur -- and that
we have a moral obligation to stop it.

The United States is helping to lead this effort. Last May, | announced an agreement for Darfur that we
helped broker between the Sudanese government and the largest rebel group. It's a positive agreement. It
gave us some sense of optimism that we could help stop the genocide. Under this agreement, Sudan's
government promised to disarm the Janjaweed and punish all those who violate the cease-fire. The main
rebel group agreed to withdraw into specified areas.

In August, the United Nations followed up this agreement with a new Security Council resolution. This
resolution authorized the U.N. Mission in Sudan to extend its forces to Darfur -- and to transform the
existing AU forces into a larger, better equipped U.N. peacekeeping mission. The U.N. recognized there
were not enough forces in Darfur to bring security and peace.

In November, the United Nations, the African Union, the EU, the Arab League, the government of Sudan,
the United States, and 12 other nations reached another important agreement at a meeting in Addis Ababa.
This agreement strengthened the terms of the cease-fire; it re-energized the political process and called for
a joint U.N.-AU peacekeeping force to go into action, a force that would be nearly three times the size of the
existing AU force.

These are all good agreements. They represent a clear plan to end the conflict. And if implemented, they
would allow the people of Darfur to return home to their villages safely, and begin to rebuild their lives in
peace.

Unfortunately, these agreements have been routinely violated. Sudan's government has moved arms to
Darfur, conducted bombing raids on villages, they've used military vehicles and aircraft that are painted
white -- which makes them look like those deployed by humanitarian agencies and peacekeeping forces.

Many rebel groups have also pursued violence instead of peace. The groups who have not signed onto last
May's peace accord have splintered, and they're roaming the Darfur countryside pillaging and stealing at
will. They have killed civilians, they've plundered vehicles and plundered supplies from international aid
workers, they've added to the lawlessness. The government in Khartoum has been unable to control the
problem -- and they made it even worse last fall with a failed military campaign designed to crush the
groups.

While there is now a temporary lull in the fighting between the government and militias and rebel groups,
millions of displaced people remain highly vulnerable to attack. The increased lawlessness and instability
has made it difficult for aid workers to deliver relief to those who need it -- some organizations have been



forced to evacuate their staff for safety reasons. Once again, the consequences are being borne by
defenseless men, women and children. That is the story being told here at the Holocaust Museum, and |
appreciate what you're doing.

The brutal treatment of innocent civilians in Darfur is unacceptable -- it is unacceptable to me, it is
unacceptable to Americans, it's unacceptable to the United Nations -- at least, that's what they've said. This
status quo must not continue.

Just this week, Sudan's government reached an agreement with the United Nations to allow 3,000 U.N.
troops and their equipment into the country to support the AU force. The world has heard these promises
from Sudan before. President Bashir's record has been to promise cooperation while finding new ways to
subvert and obstruct the U.N.’s efforts to bring peace to his country. The time for promises is over --
President Bashir must act.

The Secretary General of the United Nations, Ban Ki-moon, is now in discussions with President Bashir to
get the government of Sudan to meet all its commitments. President Bashir should take the last chance by
responding to the Secretary General's efforts -- and to meet the just demands of the international
community. He must follow through on the deployment of the U.N. support forces. He must allow the
deployment of the full, joint U.N.-African Union peacekeeping force -- and take every necessary step to
facilitate its deployment. He must end support for the Janjaweed, he must reach out to the rebel leaders,
and allow humanitarian aid to reach the people of Darfur. And he must stop his pattern of obstruction once
and for all.

| have made a decision to allow the Secretary General more time to pursue his diplomacy. However, if
President Bashir does not fulfill the steps | outlined above in a short period of time, my administration will
take the following steps:

First, the Department of the Treasury will tighten U.S. economic sanctions on Sudan. This new effort will
allow the United States to enforce more aggressively existing sanctions against Sudan's government, by
blocking any of its dollar transactions within the U.S. financial system. As part of this effort, the Treasury
Department will add 29 companies owned or controlled by the government of Sudan to its list of Specially
Designated Nationals. This designation will bar these companies from the U.S. financial system -- and
make it a crime for U.S. -- American companies and individuals to willfully do business with them.

Second, we will also target sanctions against individuals responsible for the violence. These sanctions will
isolate designated individuals by cutting them off from the U.S. financial system, preventing them from doing
business with any American citizen or company, and calling the world's attention to their crimes.

Third, | will direct the Secretary of State to prepare a new United Nations Security Council resolution. This
resolution will apply new sanctions against the government of Sudan -- and against individuals found to be
violating human rights or obstructing the peace process. It will impose an expanded embargo on arms
sales to the government of Sudan. It will prohibit Sudan's government from conducting any offensive
military flights over Darfur. It will strengthen our ability to monitor and report any violations. And in the next
days, we will begin consulting with other Security Council members on the terms of such a resolution.

If Sudan's obstruction continues despite these measures, we will also consider other options. Last week, |
sent Deputy Secretary of State Negroponte to the region. He informed Sudan's government and rebel
groups that our patience is limited, that we care deeply about the human condition in Darfur, that it matters
to the United States that people are suffering. | have spoken in the past about the need to end Sudan's use
of military aircraft to attack innocent civilians. We're also are looking at what steps the international
community could take to deny Sudan's government the ability to fly its military aircraft over Darfur. And if
we do not begin to see signs of good faith and commitments, we will hear calls for even sterner measures.

The situation doesn't have to come to that. | urge the United Nations Security Council and the African
Union and all members of the international community to stand behind the Addis Ababa framework and



reject efforts to obstruct its implementation. The world needs to act. If President Bashir does not meet his
obligations to the United States of America, we'll act. (Applause.)

As we continue to pressure the government of Sudan to meet its commitments, we will continue our
engagement in support of the people of Darfur. My administration is increasing support for the Transitional
Darfur Regional Authority -- it's an interim authority designed to help the people of Darfur improve local
government and build foundations for a healthy economy. We are increasing support for Sudan's First Vice
President and the United Nations and African Union special envoys, who are working to bring the rebel
groups together and get them to sign on to the peace process.

We're continuing our humanitarian assistance to the people of Darfur. Since 2005, the United States has
devoted more than $2 billion to humanitarian relief and development -- and | thank the American people for
their generosity. We'll continue to bring relief to the people of Darfur. We'll continue to insist that rebel
groups and the Sudanese government allow international workers to deliver this relief to the people who
depend on it.

All of the people in this room and people in this country have a vital role to play. Everyone ought to raise
their voice. We ought to continue to demand that the genocide in Sudan be stopped.

During my tour of the Darfur exhibits this morning, | was shown a photo of a one-year-old girl who had been
shot as her mother fled the Janjaweed. Although the mother had tried to protect her baby, it was to no
avail. When the photo was taken, an observer nearby began to shout: "This is what they do! This is what
happens here! Now you know! Now you see!"

Thanks to the efforts of people in this room, the world knows and the world sees. And now the world must
act.

Thank you.
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Holocaust: past or future?
By Marianna Belenkaya
RIA Novosti, April 16, 2007

MOSCOW. (RIA Novosti political commentator Marianna Belenkaya) - Can the Holocaust happen again, in
Russia or anywhere else in the world? This question was in the focus of the recent Marathon of Memaory,
dedicated to the six million Jewish victims of Nazism and Resistance heroes, held in Moscow.

In Israel and in Jewish communities round the world the Holocaust Martyrs' and Heroes' Remembrance Day
is commemorated annually on the anniversary of the 1943 Warsaw Ghetto Rebellion. This day was
established as a national holiday by the Knesset (the Israeli parliament). In Moscow, the memorial events
started on Sunday April 15, when students of 11 Moscow schools visited the memorial museum of
Holocaust Victims and Jewish Historical Legacy at the Synagogue on the Poklonnaya Hill. The students met
with former Ghetto prisoners and Righteous Gentiles - people who risked their lives to save Jews during
World War Il.

A memorial meeting followed in the evening, organized by the Holocaust Foundation with the assistance of
the Israeli Embassy, the Moscow government, the International Union of Public Organizations of Jews -
Former Prisoners of Nazism (MSEBUF) and other major Jewish associations of Russia. The event will end
on April 16, also on the Poklonnaya Hill, with another memorial meeting held by the Russian Jewish
Congress. We must preserve the memory of the victims and prevent history from repeating itself: these
words sounded as a keynote at all of the Moscow events.



Still, many of the speakers admitted that a new holocaust is possible today. Russia's Chief Rabbi Berl Lazar
and Israel's Immigrant Absorption Minister Ze'ev Boim, who was in Moscow for the event, both said the
Iranian president's policy is fraught with a new Holocaust. Boim even likened him to Adolf Hitler, and the
current events in Iran to developments in Germany in the 1930s.

Boris Nemtsov, one of the leaders of Russia's Union of Right Forces, said that for the Russian people signs
of Nazism in their own country should be more worrying than the situation in Iran. He said that the Young
Guard, a youth movement guided by United Russia, the ruling party, is seriously considering adopting the
slogan "Russia for Russians." Nemtsov said that they planned to take it over from the radical nationalist
movements in order to win in the elections. So far, this idea has only been discussed informally, but who
knows what the repercussions will be if it is implemented?

The footage videotaped by human rights activists during meetings and rallies held in Moscow by nationalist
and chauvinist associations, and shown at the memorial meeting, speaks for itself. It looks like a horrible
follow-up to Nazi Germany documentaries. One can imagine what effect these videos had on the former
Ghetto prisoners and WW |l veterans present at the meeting.

MSEBUF president Yefim Gologorsky, a former Ghetto prisoner, said he was alarmed by the results of a
recent live public opinion poll conducted by Ekho Moskvy radio, Russia's largest private news-based station.
Around 30% of the audience supported the idea of expelling hon-Russians from Russia. A similar
percentage of voters initially supported Nazism in Germany, Gologorsky reminded.

According to human rights activists, xenophobic slogans like "Russia for Russians" are frequently employed
in local election campaigns in many Russian regions; mainly marginal parties use them so far, which is
encouraging.

Political passions are running high, predictably sending shockwaves through society. Alexander Brod, who
heads the Moscow Human Rights Bureau, told a news conference at RIA Novosti earlier this month that 13
people have been killed and 50 injured in the 49 nationalistic attacks on non-Russians registered in the first
guarter of 2007. To compare, 22 such attacks with one person killed and 36 injured occurred in the same
period in 2005.

At the same news conference, sociologists presented results of the surveys they had conducted at Moscow
schools in 2005 and 2006. Director of the Center for Educational Sociology Vladimir Sobkin said the share
of teenagers indifferent to migration issues has plummeted since 2002. Negative attitudes to migrants from
the CIS and other countries have grown among schoolchildren. A Russian Academy of Sciences Sociology
Institute's study presented by Dr Vladimir Shapiro suggests that teenagers seem tolerant when discussing
general attitudes (for example, "a person cannot be judged by his or her ethnicity.") However, this judgment
is immediately reversed when it comes to specific situations. In this sense, Russian teenagers differ greatly
from their counterparts from other ethnic groups. For example, 59% of Russian schoolchildren think the
number of people from certain ethnic groups living in Russia needs to be restricted, while 46% say those
groups should not be allowed to occupy government positions. Overall, every 4th or 5th Russian teenager
supports popular Nazi ideas like ethnic cleansing.

In this environment, preserving the memory of the Holocaust is increasingly important. There is more to it
than mourning the tragedy that befell the Jews over 60 years ago; it can happen to any ethnic minority in
today's Russia.
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FSU Shoah Names Sought

By Walter Ruby

The Jewish Week, April 6, 2007

An estimated two and a half million Jews were killed in the republics of the former Soviet Union during the
Holocaust, over 40 percent of the total. Yet Yad Vashem, Israel’s Holocaust Remembrance Museum,
presently has less than half a million of their names in its database.

That's why the museum has launched the Shoah Victims Names Recovery Project in the FSU. In late
March, Boris Maftsir, manager of the project, held a series of meetings in the Russian-speaking Jewish
communities of New York and Chicago to solicit evidence of lost loved ones to Yad Vashem.

“Many people who lost loved ones in the Holocaust are unaware that there is presently no record anywhere
of the existence of those people,” says Maftsir who expects to reach out to American-born Jews as well.
“Many American Jews, whose families may have left the Pale of Settlement decades before the Holocaust,
may nevertheless have evidence of relatives later murdered by the Nazis on the territory of the FSU.”

A Page of Testimony for each lost relative is available at www.yadvashem.org. Maftsir launched the Names
Recovery Project last year in Ukraine and Belarus, where he has signed up scores of local Jews as
volunteers in the recovery of names of Holocaust victims. The project has already been pressed into high
gear in the Russian-speaking community in Israel as well.

Maftsir is a native of Latvia, who was jailed by the Soviet regime in the late 1960s for 'Zionist activity,' but
was allowed to leave for Israel in 1971. A documentary filmmaker who is known for his films on the late
mayor of Jerusalem, Teddy Kollek, and on Gesher, a Russian-speaking theater in Haifa, Maftsir also served
as director general of the Ministry of Absorption and head of the Jewish Agency’s operations in Russia.

Maftsir said more names of Holocaust victims killed in the FSU have been lost than those of others in
Europe because “mass liquidations began immediately upon the entrance of German forces into the Soviet
Union in June 1941, and were quick and massive. The Germans didn’t preserve the names of their victims;
only the number killed. The Soviet Army eventually drove the Germans out, but the Soviet government did
not acknowledge that the Nazis had undertaken a special campaign to murder Jews and did nothing to
document the names of the victims.” After the collapse of Soviet power in the 1990’s, such an effort was
possible, but complicated by the exodus of nearly three-quarters of Soviet Jews from the FSU.

Maftsir is working with Jewish genealogical Internet forums, survivors’ organizations and landsmanscharft
societies. In Israel volunteers are going door to door in housing projects heavily inhabited by Russian-
speaking immigrants and are working closely with organizations of World War |l veterans from the Soviet
Army.

Yad Vashem has already collected and documented 30,000 new names of former Soviet Holocaust victims
since the project began six months ago.



#4

Two Protests, One Sign of Hope

By Anne Applebaum

The Washington Post, April 17, 2007

And now, alert readers, it is time for a test: Here are two demonstrations, representing two political
movements, that took place recently in two neighboring countries. For which country should fans of
"democratization" cheer loudest?

Example No. 1: This demonstration took place in Moscow on Saturday. More precisely, it took place in
Pushkin Square, legendary site of Soviet-era dissident protests. Some 2,000 to 3,000 people came to show
their opposition to the Kremlin -- and they were greeted by some 9,000 club-wielding riot police officers.
About 200 people were arrested, including Garry Kasparov, the former world chess champion who was
described in the Russian Web site Pravda.ru as "a political pawn who has sold his soul to the traitors who
plot Russia's demise." Later, Kasparov was charged with "shouting anti-government slogans in the
presence of a large group of people."

Example No. 2: This demonstration began in Kiev some days ago and continues. More precisely, it is taking
place in the Maidan, also called Independence Square, the legendary site of the Orange Revolution protests
of 2004. The organizers are the anti-Orange, pro-Russian "Party of the Provinces." Their goal is to prevent
Ukrainian President Viktor Yushchenko from calling new elections. At their zenith last week, the protests
attracted between 35,000 and 70,000 people, depending on whose estimate you prefer. They were not
attacked by riot police. No one has been arrested.

Now, there are some inherent difficulties in judging the merits of these demonstrations, particularly if you

are looking, as we Americans love to do, for good guys and bad guys. For it is true that the Russian
demonstrators are, in their own words, fighting for freedom of speech, the press and association; that they
oppose President Vladimir Putin's increasing authoritarianism; and that they deplore his virtual elimination of
political opposition. It is true that there are worldly, well-connected, well-known English-speakers in their
ranks. It is also true that they enjoy very little popular support, in part because the Russian media portray
them, as the newspaper Izvestia did, as a tiny group of malcontents, probably paid from abroad, who
deliberately provoked a fight with the peaceful authorities.

The Kiev demonstrators, by contrast, oppose the Westernization of their country, dislike the idea of Ukraine
growing closer to NATO and the European Union, and generally wish for a return to the days when their
country was a client state of Russia. Most of their supporters are provincial, not so well connected and
probably don't speak English. There are no world chess champions among them. Nevertheless, they do
enjoy an important measure of popular support: Although it does seem that their demonstration isn't nearly
as much fun as the Orange Revolution was -- one observer described the demonstrators as "silent, poorly-
dressed throngs of mostly younger men shuffling along Hrushevsky Street under blue flags" -- their leader,
Viktor Yanukovych, is in fact the elected prime minister of his country, and they did vote for him in
democratic elections.

It's a tough choice, | know: Intuitively, one wants to see brighter prospects for democracy in Russia. The
Russian opposition is brave, its cause is admirable, and its members and methods are familiar.
Unfortunately, the opposition's protest is not evidence of democratization in Russia but rather of its
absence. The truth is that the Russian authorities have, through censorship, intimidation and even murder,
largely eliminated genuine political debate in their country. As the police reaction to Saturday's
demonstration in Moscow well illustrates, even the tiny number of people who want to maintain some kind of
public presence outside the mainstream must now be prepared to encounter violence.

By contrast, Ukraine, though frequently condemned as a disorganized political basket case, does slowly
seem to be transforming itself into a country where people can at least choose from two clear political
options, after a more-or-less open debate. President Yushchenko's decision to call for new elections is
indeed controversial. However, it is being examined by the Ukrainian Constitutional Court, and all sides
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have agreed to abide by the court's conclusions. Prime Minister Yanukovych's call for demonstrations in
Independence Square was a stunt. However, the stunt was legal, nonviolent and one that he has every right
to try.

To put it crudely, overly simply and in language everyone can understand: Ukraine, for all of its multiple
faults, is a free country in which anti-democratic forces can demonstrate. Russia remains an authoritarian
country in which democratic forces are beaten up and arrested.

Myself, | wish the Russians luck -- but at the moment, I'm cheering loudest for Ukraine.

#5

Pushkin Square Crackdown

Why is Vladimir Putin so afraid of a few thousand dissenters?
Editorial

The Washington Post, April 17, 2007

IN THE DAYS of Mikhail Gorbachev and glasnost, Pushkin Square in central Moscow was the site of
historic rallies protesting repressive Soviet rule. On Saturday, international chess champion turned
opposition leader Garry Kasparov sat in a Russian lockup after trying, unsuccessfully, to march on the
historic square. Joining him in jail were 200 other dissenters. The next day, authorities picked up an
organizer of a rally in St. Petersburg before she could even join her compatriots, 120 of whom were also
arrested. Their crimes? Attending an unauthorized protest, violating traffic laws or -- the most farcical --
making "anti-constitutional" statements.

Other Russia, an umbrella organization of the country's disparate anti-Kremlin opposition groups, has been
organizing such demonstrations in cities across Russia over the past few weeks, despite government efforts
to stop them. Last weekend's protests were to be the most prominent yet, occurring in the country's two
largest cities. In the end, about 2,000 people showed up in Moscow on Saturday -- to be greeted by 9,000
police and Interior Ministry officers. Another 3,000 attended Sunday's demonstration in St. Petersburg. In
both cities, Russian authorities beat groups of protesters with clubs.

Ostensibly, President Vladimir Putin remains popular in Russia. He has presided over impressive economic
growth. So why is he so frightened, so unwilling to allow a few thousand opponents to peaceably assemble
in central Moscow? The answer ironically may lie in his success at choking off freedoms in his country. The
media have been muzzled, and many local elections have been eliminated; the normal mechanisms for
people to express their desires and complaints in a healthy society are gone. As a result, to gauge public
sentiment Mr. Putin is left with little but the reports of his old colleagues in the former KGB, and that may
encourage a tendency toward paranoia.

U.S. and European leaders have responded with varying degrees of indignation to the disturbing images of
truncheon-wielding police thrashing unarmed students. White House spokeswoman Dana Perino called the
Russian authorities' reaction "heavy-handed" and "unacceptable,” while a State Department spokesman
said, "It raises a question about whether or not those opposition parties, those opposition figures are able to
freely and peacefully express their opinions in the context of contested elections." Unfortunately, it does not
raise that question; it provides a sad and obvious answer.
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#6

Exile Is Rebuked for Urging Ouster of Putin
By Alan Cowell

New York Times, April 14, 2007

LONDON, April 13 — Boris A. Berezovsky, a self-exiled Russian tycoon, earned sharp rebukes from
London and Moscow on Friday when he urged the forceful ouster of Vladimir V. Putin as president of
Russia and a new revolution there.

“We need to use force to change this regime, because this regime is anticonstitutional,” he said of Mr.
Putin’s government in an interview in the newspaper The Guardian on Friday. Asked if he was seeking to
foment revolution, he declared, “You are absolutely correct.”

The British Foreign Office, seeking to avoid friction with Russia, took umbrage at the comments, saying
through a spokesman that it “deplored anyone who uses their residence in the U.K. as a platform to call for
the violent overthrow of a sovereign government.”

Officials in Moscow responded swiftly, with both the Kremlin and the Foreign Ministry denouncing the
comments as unlawful and demanding again that Britain arrest and extradite Mr. Berezovsky.

The prosecutor general’s office in Moscow issued a statement on Friday, saying it had opened an
investigation under Article 278 of the country’s criminal code, which covers unconstitutional seizure of
power.

“These kinds of words are being treated as a violation of the law, not only in Russia, but in every civilized
country,” a Kremlin spokesman, Dmitri S. Peskov, said in a telephone interview. “After this statement, we
can expect more attention by the British authorities to revisit the question of his political asylum.”

British officials have long insisted that Mr. Berezovsky’s status can be determined only by a court, and the
courts have in the past upheld his refugee status.

But the British government’s refusal to act against Mr. Berezovsky has frequently angered the Kremlin,
which wants him returned to Russia to face fraud charges.

Mr. Berezovsky started a similar appeal for Mr. Putin’s overthrow in a radio interview in January 2006,
prompting a Russian investigation that appears to have ended without resolution or formal charges.

Separately, Russian prosecutors announced Friday that Mr. Berezovsky faced new charges relating to old
accusations that he misappropriated more than $8 million from Aeroflot, the state-controlled airline.

The exchange was part of a protracted and vituperative battle between Mr. Putin and Mr. Berezovsky, who
supported the Russian president’s victory in the 2000 elections before seeking exile in London when the two
men fell out.

Mr. Berezovsky sought to rephrase his comments, issuing a statement that he favored “direct action,” like
the popular protests that have shaken Ukraine, to force change in Russia, where recent antigovernment
street demonstrations have been outlawed or violently repressed by the authorities.

Russia is preparing for parliamentary and presidential elections scheduled in the next 11 months, and Mr.
Berezovsky’s remarks appeared intended to encourage opposition.

Opposition leaders were planning a series of protest marches over the weekend in Moscow and St.

Petersburg. The police have warned that they are ready to prevent unlawful gatherings, and the authorities
have authorized competing pro-government rallies on Saturday in Moscow.
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In his statement, Mr. Berezovsky accused Russia’s leaders of stifling democracy.

“Under the current regime, freedom of expression is not respected, the media is not free from government
control, political opponents are under threat and elections are neither free nor fair,” he said. “Under those
circumstances, elections are not a viable means of enduring democratic change in Russia. Therefore, | do
support using other methods to push for a change back towards democracy,” he said.

“However, | wish to make very clear that all of these methods would be bloodless with, perhaps, Georgia
and Ukraine’s recent popular demonstrations and action being good examples,” he continued.

“I do support direct action,” Mr. Berezovsky said. “| do not advocate or support violence.”

Steven Lee Myers contributed reporting from Moscow.

#7

Former Chess Champion Is Arrested at Protest March in Moscow
By Andrew E. Kramer and Michael Schwirtz

New York Times, April 15, 2007

MOSCOW, April 14 — Garry Kasparov, the former chess champion turned opposition politician in Russia,
was arrested with nearly 200 other protesters during a rally in Moscow on Saturday that ended in clashes
with riot troops.

The rally, the third so-called Dissenters’ March held by a loose antigovernment coalition known as Other
Russia, was noteworthy because authorities aggressively pursued the organizers, including President
Vladimir V. Putin’s former prime minister, Mikhail M. Kasyanov, whom the police jostled but did not arrest.
Mr. Kasparov was later fined and released.

The rally was principally supported by Mr. Kasyanov and Mr. Kasparov, who leads a group here called the
United Civil Front.

Essentially barred from access to television, members of Other Russia have embraced street protests as
the only platform to voice their opposition ahead of parliamentary elections in December and presidential
elections next March. Early this month, Mr. Kasyanov's and Mr. Kasparov's Web sites were blocked, though
it was unclear by whom.

The marches have become a test both of the determination of the opposition and the willingness of the
government to use force to prevent it from gaining traction in street politics in the big cities.

Other Russia was refused a permit to march in Moscow, but defied the ban, as it has in two previous
marches in St. Petersburg and the Volga River city of Nizhny Novgorod. Authorities said roughly 9,000
police officers and Interior Ministry troops, known as OMON, were deployed in Moscow on Saturday.

A Moscow police spokesman said 170 people were arrested; organizers said the number was much higher.
In addition to Mr. Kasparov, who was arrested while walking on Moscow's Tverskaya Street before arriving

at the event, the police detained Maria Gaidar, a daughter of a former prime minister, and llya Yashin, the
head of the youth wing of the Yabloko opposition party.
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“I'm arrested,” Mr. Kasparov, who resigned from professional chess but is still the world’s highest-ranked
player in the World Chess Federation, said in a telephone interview from inside a detention van. “It was an
act of banditry.”

During a break in a hearing at a central Moscow court on charges of shouting antigovernment slogans,
according to Reuters, Mr. Kasparov said: “Today the regime showed its true colors, its true face. | believe
this was a great victory for the opposition because people got through and the march happened.”

Eventually Mr. Kasparov was fined $38 and released. He said he would appeal the charges.

Mr. Kasyanov, the former prime minister, was surrounded by riot police officers as he approached the rally
on foot. “Everybody should ask themselves what is happening in our government,” Mr. Kasyanov said, as
the police closed in. “We respect the Constitution and demand the authorities do the same.”

The police grabbed Mr. Kasyanov's bodyguards, arresting them, and Mr. Kasyanov tumbled backward but
was caught by the crowd. “Officers, don't fulfill illegal orders,” Mr. Kasyanov shouted. “Officers, stop!”

In defiance of city authorities, demonstrators attempted to march from Pushkin Square, a prominent public
space, to Turgenev Square, about a mile away. Most of the several hundred who set off were arrested or
dispersed before arriving at their destination. Interior Ministry troops tried to block the way by setting up
cordons ahead of the marchers, in a cat and mouse chase through central Moscow.

#8

Kremlin's Fears Fuel Brutal Crackdown

Clash May Crush or Galvanize Putin Foes Ahead of Election; More Street Protests Planned
By Alan Cullison and Guy Chazan

Wall Street Journal April 16, 2007

MOSCOW -- Russia's brutal crackdown on protesters this weekend highlights a rising fear in the Kremlin
that it could lose control of its tightly managed political system when President Viadimir Putin steps down
next year. The question now, though, is whether police clubs have crushed the Kremlin's critics or
galvanized an opposition that has so far been splintered and ignored by the Russian public.

Thousands of riot police beat peaceful antigovernment demonstrators in Moscow and St. Petersburg over
the weekend, detaining opposition leaders for hours in the harshest official response to protests in Russia's
two biggest cities in years. The demonstrations, called by a loose coalition of groups ranging from pro-
Western liberals to communists, attracted a few thousand participants. The demonstrators defied official
bans on marches, clashing with riot police who came out in force to block their way.

The government's opponents are hoping the blunt use of force could stir sympathy among a Russian public
that has so far been indifferent to the consolidation of Kremlin power under Mr. Putin. Organizers are
promising more street protests in the coming months, in the run-up to elections next year when Mr. Putin
says he will submit to a constitutional requirement that he step down.

Police detained most of the organizers of an opposition rally in St. Petersburg yesterday, beating and
arresting more than 100 people as they left the event, opposition leaders said. On Saturday, 9,000 police
turned out in Moscow to hem in and then break up a protest of a few thousand protesters, many of whom
were beaten and 170 of whom were arrested. Two major squares in central Moscow were all but sealed off
by riot police, many brought in from nearby provinces.
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"This was a turning point," said Vladimir Ryzhkov, a lawmaker and critic of Mr. Putin whose Republican
Party of Russia was dissolved last month under new laws restricting political parties. "People will now feel
it's shameful not to support the opposition when police are beating innocent bystanders."

But state-run television barely covered the protests, focusing instead on a much larger state-supported
youth rally in support of Mr. Putin in Moscow. City officials insisted they were just enforcing the law,
ensuring demonstrators stayed in the areas where they had been granted permits to protest. Mr. Putin
enjoys 70%-plus approval ratings thanks largely to his tight control of the media and to the economic boom
he has presided over since he took office in 2000.

Mr. Putin, who was in St. Petersburg over the weekend to observe a kick-boxing tournament with matrtial-
arts movie star Jean-Claude Van Damme and Italian conservative leader Silvio Berlusconi, didn't comment
on the events. Mr. Berlusconi told Italian news agencies he thought reports of the opposition protests had
inflated the numbers of people involved, the Associated Press reported.

The crackdowns came as the Kremlin has voiced increased hostility toward criticism of its internal politics as
it prepares for next year's transition. Last week, both houses of Parliament and the foreign ministry reacted
angrily to an annual U.S. State Department report that criticized the Kremlin's undermining of democratic
institutions.

Kremlin officials argue the West is using nongovernment groups to foment rebellion within the former Soviet
Union. Moscow has also accused the West of harboring political opponents who are working to displace Mr.
Putin. Indeed, organizers of the weekend demonstrations say the police crackdown this weekend might
have been more severe because one of the Kremlin's chief opponents, fugitive oligarch Boris Berezovsky,
told a British newspaper last week he favored a forceful change of power in the Kremlin. Russia later said it
was asking Britain to review Mr. Berezovsky's status as a political refugee.

With Russia's media under firm government control and opposition parties shunted aside by prohibitive
regulations, Mr. Putin's anointed successor is virtually assured victory in the March elections. But with
Western-style street protest movements sweeping the former Soviet Union in recent years, Kremlin officials
have watched the approaching 2008 election with unease.

Since 2004, rigged elections in the former Soviet states of Georgia, Ukraine and Kyrgyzstan sparked
massive Western-style demonstrations that eventually toppled governments. Moscow has warned that it
wouldn't tolerate any similar demonstrations in Russia, and state-controlled media branded the protesters
who rallied over the weekend as radicals and Western-funded stooges.

"Russia is now a semiauthoritarian country," says Alexei Makarkin, an analyst at the Center for Political
Technologies, a Moscow political consultant. "That means it can suppress the opposition, but not destroy it.
And when it does crack down, it only helps them."

The demonstrations were organized by Other Russia, a loose coalition of opposition groups whose
platforms have little in common beyond a call for a more open political system. Garry Kasparov, the former
world chess champion who heads the group, said it had decided "the time had come" to hold
demonstrations in Moscow and St. Petersburg to ratchet up support for an open presidential contest.

In Moscow, protesters tried to rally at a central square but were stopped by thousands of helmeted riot
police. During a scuffle with police, Mr. Kasparov retreated to a café near the square where he was
arrested; he was later released. Protesters who tried to break through to the square were beaten and
dragged to police vans.

Mr. Kasparov said the police crackdown in St. Petersburg was more severe and that a number of protesters

suffered concussions and broken bones. Police chased down small groups of demonstrators, beating some
on the ground and hauling them into police buses.
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Mr. Kasparov, a contributing editor to the opinion pages of The Wall Street Journal, said the police reaction
to the protests marked "a hew dimension" because they beat protesters in full view of Western television
crews. The Kremlin, he said, cares little about Western reaction to its severity and is willing to risk being
politically isolated in order to hold power. "They have shown that the law is no longer relevant," he said. He
said there will be more rallies, but coalition leaders will first have to meet to "assess the damage and
analyze the situation.”

The rallies showed the Other Russia reaching a level of sophistication and maturity unseen at its inception
two years ago. The movement has broadened its appeal by adopting patriotic and left-wing slogans and
populist rhetoric. Whereas two years ago a few hundred people would turn up to its rallies, now they attract
several thousand.

Though the group hasn't yet agreed upon a presidential candidate, Mr. Kasparov said leaders hope to
hammer out a political platform by July. The group has benefited from the Kremlin's hollowing out of
Russia's democratic institutions. Politicians who once would have found a place in government are so
marginalized their only refuge is groups like the Other Russia. The arrival of prominent Kremlin critics such
as Mr. Ryzhkov and Andrei lllarionov, a former economic aide to Mr. Putin, have lent it a political gravitas.
One of its leaders, Mikhail Kasyanov, formerly served as Mr. Putin's prime minister.

#9

Dissent in Russia

Editorial

Wall Street Journal, April 16, 2007

Peaceful protest is not a right accorded the subjects of Vladimir Putin's Russia. The violent clashes between
riot police and pro-democracy demonstrators in Moscow and St. Petersburg over the weekend are business
as usual for the master of the Kremlin.

Several hundred protestors were arrested, including Garry Kasparov, who was taken into custody Saturday
on his way to the square where the Moscow rally was held. Mr. Kasparov, a former world chess champion,
has won new prominence in recent years as Russia's leading democratic activist. He is the moral force
behind an umbrella group of opposition groups known as the Other Russia, which organized the rallies.

Here is Mr. Kasparov's account of his arrest: "We were walking down the middle of the pedestrian walkway,
not holding any flags or even shouting," he said in a statement. "They cut us off on both sides and when we
stepped into a cafe the police pursued us and took us out. | say 'police," but they failed to identify
themselves or to give any reason for our arrest." After 10 hours in jail, he was fined and released. Mr.
Kasparov was lucky. Many other protestors were beaten.

Mr. Kasparov also serves as a contributing editor of this newspaper and has been writing on Russian
democracy for us since 1990. In his most recent article, published on March 30, he predicted the current
violence. Mr. Putin, he wrote, would crack down "on any sign of public of political opposition, no matter how
small, using overwhelming force." Mr. Putin cannot risk a Russian version of Ukraine's grassroots Orange
Revolution.

In advance of the weekend rallies, it didn't help the protestors' peaceful cause that exiled Russian tycoon
Boris Berezovsky gave an interview to a British newspaper saying he was plotting the violent overthrow of
the Putin government and was already bankrolling Kremlin insiders to plot a coup. "It isn't possible to
change this regime through democratic means," he told the Guardian. "There can be no change without
force, pressure." Mr. Kasparov says, "The Other Russia has nothing to do with Boris Berezovsky."
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In seeking a peaceful alternative, Mr. Kasparov and his coalition have their work cut out. The Other Russia's
coalition is small, diverse -- its members include nationalists and Bolsheviks as well as well-known
democrats -- and, it is fair to say, shaky. While it is united in wanting to oust Mr. Putin, it lacks a common
vision for a post-Putin Russia. The coalition's immediate aims are to broaden its support and agree on a
candidate for next March's presidential election. The constitution prohibits Mr. Putin from running for a third
term, though there is widespread speculation he will find a way to do so.

With little access to the state-controlled media, rallies such as this weekend's are the only way for the Other
Russia to draw attention to its democratic aims. For now, the outside world is the only opposition voice
heard loudly in the Kremlin -- and so long as Mr. Putin can trumpet Russia's membership among the G-8
democratic powers, it will be hard for Washington or other Western democracies to get his attention.

Mr. Putin's seven years in power have been marked by ever-greater state control of the media, and by a
steady erosion in the rule of law and democracy. Parliamentary elections will be held later this year and the
presidential vote is scheduled for next March. These campaigns are just getting under way, and the
question is whether the weekend violence is a harbinger of bloodier days to come.

#10

A cold war of words

Editorial

Financial Times, April 16, 2007

Anybody who feels nostalgic for the dying days of the cold war should enjoy the current row between
Russia and the United States over missile defence. Ancient arguments over "star wars" and the deployment
of American missiles in Europe are being reprised.

The US finally has a rudimentary missile defence system - the son of star wars - that it wants to deploy in
Europe. It says that the system is not aimed at Russia, but at the possibility of attacks from rogue states,

such as Iran. But, as in the 1980s, the Russians are crying foul and America's European allies are deeply
uneasy.

There is a new twist that adds an extra bitterness to the saga. The US wants to deploy its missile
interceptors on Polish and Czech soil - two countries that were firmly in the Soviet bloc in the 1980s. The
Russian government, which has never reconciled itself to the enlargement of Nato, is enraged.

The 26 Nato allies will this week -discuss the anti-missile system in the North Atlantic Council and then
debate it directly with the Russians at a Nato-Russia meeting. But it seems unlikely that the Russians will
emerge any more reconciled to a system that their defence minister has described as "an affront to all
Europeans".

Further harsh words from Moscow will make many Europeans nervous. There is already an open spliton the
issue within the German coalition government. And in the Czech Republic, just 31 per cent of the public are
in favour of participating in the scheme.

Even so, the Americans and their European allies should stand firm, for four reasons. First, finding some
sort of a response to the possibility of a nuclear Iran is increasingly urgent. Europeans, wary of talk of a
military strike on Iranian nuclear installations, should be particularly keen on other ways to deal with this
potential threat. It is true that the proposed American system is rudimentary and unproven. But you have to
start somewhere.
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Second, precisely because the -missile-defence system is at such a rudimentary stage, it would be useless
as a defence against an arsenal of missiles as sophisticated as Russia's. The Russians are right that it
might be developed and elaborated. But it is still hard to envision it ever posing a credible threat to Russia's
strategic position.

Third, the fact that Poland and the Czech Republic were once part of a Soviet empire does not give Russia
any right to demand a veto over their defence arrangements. On the contrary, it is important to underline the
fact that they are as free to make sovereign decisions as France or Britain.

Finally, while there is no reason for the US, the EU or Nato wilfully to antagonise Russia, they should also
avoid any suggestion that they can be intimidated into reversing foreign- policy decisions because of hostile
bluster from the Kremlin. The missile-defence plan should go forward.

#11

The Specter of the Cold War Continues to Haunt Europe

By Andrew C. Kuchins

Center for Strategic and International Studies, April 13, 2007

When | was in Santa Barbara last month for a conference on the Cold War, | was told that there is a
memorial plaque in the mountains not far from the Reagan ranch that celebrates the role of the Strategic
Defense Initiative (SDI) in bringing about the conclusion of the Cold War. The supposed role of SDI and the
military buildup in the 1980s is part of the mythology for those who attribute the lion’s share of the glory for
ending the Cold War to President Ronald Reagan. Of course, Reagan played an important role in helping
resolve the Cold War, but principally because he recognized early on that Mikhail Gorbachev was prepared
to take Soviet domestic and foreign policies in very different directions from his predecessors, not because
he encouraged spending billions of dollars to pursue a shield to make the United States invulnerable to a
Soviet nuclear strike.

The current histrionics over the potential deployment of missile interceptor systems in Poland and the
Czech Republic are reminiscent of the Soviet response to Reagan’s cherished SDI in 1983. After the defeat
of Nazi Germany in World War Il, reaching nuclear parity and thus virtual coequal status with the United
States in the late 1960s stood as one of the most heroic achievements of Soviet security policy in the
twentieth century and cemented the USSR as a superpower. SDI threatened to destroy that status by
deploying space-age technologies. Despite the technological infeasibility of SDI nearly a quarter of a
century ago, the threat of its deployment struck a raw nerve of vulnerability in Soviet security circles. Recall
that at Reykjavik in 1986 Gorbachev was ready to join the United States in eliminating Soviet nuclear
arsenals if Reagan would give up his dream of missile defense. But Reagan was not prepared to give that
up, and much to the relief of the U.S. military establishment, Reagan and Gorbachev, two romantic
dreamers, did not disarm themselves, and the Cold War dragged on for a few more years.

U.S. plans to deploy missile radars and interceptors in Poland and the Czech Republic combine two
longstanding Russian security bogeymen: ballistic missile defense and NATO expansion. President Vladimir
Putin’s chilly condemnation in Munich of U.S. missile defense plans in Europe rekindled talk of a “new Cold
War.” Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov added fuel to the fire when he told the Duma, in televised
remarks, that “this is an old approach.... This is how they [United States] acted in past times, during the
Cold War, when they scared everyone with the Soviet threat and persuaded everybody to group together in
a disciplined block.” Others in Moscow, including Chief of the General Staff Yuri Baluyevsky, have warned
that Russia may respond by withdrawing from the 1987 Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty
and targeting the proposed interceptor sites. In late February, Polish Prime Minister Jaroslaw Kaczyncki
unhelpfully argued that the deployment of the missile interceptors in Poland would help ensure that Poland
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did not fall under Russia’s influence for the next several decades. (Doesn't NATO membership ensure
that?)

In comparison with the U.S.-Soviet debate in the 1980s over missile defense, current fulminations seem
almost surreal. At least SDI, as improbable as it was, was mainly designed to neutralize the Soviet nuclear
threat. Deployments of radars and interceptors in Poland and the Czech Republic, if they in fact are
deployed, as debate continues over the advisability of such a step in both countries, present no threat to
Russian nuclear forces, and even leading Russian military figures have acknowledged this. It should be
obvious to all that the location of these deployments indicates that they are designed to counter missile
threats from the Middle East (read Iran) to the East Coast of the United States.

Given that Russian military and political leaders will most likely not feel compelled to defend Tehran'’s right
to threaten the United States with missile strikes, it is difficult to fathom the reasons for the current Russian
angst. If missile defense deployments are utilized to justify withdrawing from the 1987 INF Treaty, the first
U.S.-Soviet bilateral agreement between Reagan and Gorbachev to eliminate an entire class of weapons,
then the Bush and Putin administrations should discuss this directly. There are some voices in U.S. military
circles that would also like to see the demise of the INF Treaty in order to give U.S. military forces another
tool for combating terrorist groups. It has been reported that the NATO-Russia Council will discuss these
issues when it convenes in April. President Bush’s recent personal phone call to Vladimir Putin to discuss
the missile defense deployments was a step in the right direction. Dialogue is the wise course of action; we
need to talk to each other rather than yell at each other.

Even a generation after its conclusion, the Cold War specter continues to haunt Europe, with every
contretemps involving Russia and the West — be it over energy supplies, NATO expansion, regional
elections, Kosovo, etc. — evoking a hurricane of comments about “a new Cold War.” If | had a dollar for
every time in the last 15 years or so that | have been asked about the imminence of a “new Cold War,” |
would have retired long ago! The Cold War was a very specific and unique period in modern history in
which the Soviet Union and the West were structurally locked in a vise-like conflict that defined the
international system as one of bipolarity. Not only is the structure of international power very different today,
but it seems inconceivable that the Russian leadership would again choose to oppose the Americans and
Europeans as Moscow did for several generations. Perhaps it will take the departure from the scene of my
fellow baby boomers, who were raised in the psychologically dysfunctional Cold War environment, before
we stop reaching for the intellectually lazy conclusion that a new Cold War is upon us. In the meantime, call
the Ghostbusters, or better yet, take a drive in the gorgeous Santa Barbara mountains to celebrate the fact
that not only do we not live in a Cold War era, but also, one is not likely to occur anytime soon.

#12

Holocaust numbers spark row
By Dinah Spritzer

JTA, April 16, 2007

A dispute between Russia and Poland over whether some 1 million Holocaust victims from countries taken
over by the Soviet Union should be listed at Soviet citizens, is keeping an exhibit at Auschwitz's museum
closed.

PRAGUE (JTA) -- When does a three-year-old debate about the citizenship of Holocaust victims become an
emotional, historical and geopolitical quagmire garnering international media coverage?

When it involves the Auschwitz-Birkenau Memorial and Museum, perhaps the ultimate symbol of the
Holocaust, and Poland and Russia, which are proponents of conflicting World War Il narratives.
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Russia says some 1 million victims from countries taken over by the Soviet Union under the Stalin-Hitler

Pact were Soviet citizens, and demands that a Russian exhibit at the Auschwitz museum reflect this. The
Poland-based museum is keeping the exhibit closed as the two sides battle it out, a conflict that analysts
say mirrors a larger battle between the two countries.

The fracas began when an article this month in the Russian daily Kommersant stated that an exhibition on
Soviet victims had been shut down by the Auschwitz museum -- a closure that was "interpreted as a political
action in Russia."

In fact, the Russian government and the museum agreed to close the so-called Russian pavilion in 2003 for
renovation. What Kommersant got right is that Russian officials and historians want some 1 million
Holocaust victims counted as Soviet in the exhibition, and the museum objects.

As organized by Russian historians, the refurbished exhibit counts 3 million victims as Soviet. The dispute
has indefinitely delayed the pavilion's reopening.

Under their 1939-41 pact, Hitler and Stalin carved up Eastern Europe, with the Soviet Union taking over
eastern Poland, parts of Romania and the Baltic nations. The museum counts the victims of these countries
as belonging to their respective pre-Soviet national designations.

Following the Komersant article, Russians and Poles traded barbs.

"The memory of the victims of Auschwitz should not be caught up in historical and political speculation,"
Russia's Foreign Ministry said.

Wiladyslaw Bartoszewski, the Polish president of the International Auschwitz Council, announced zero
tolerance for "an exhibition which misrepresents history based on the criteria of the Stalinist period."

For weeks, the dispute has caught the attention of hundreds of bloggers and major newspapers, with
analysts casting the conflict as part of larger tensions between the two countries.

"Russia has awful relations with some countries. Poland is the worst," explained Bobo Lo, an analyst on
Russian affairs for the London-based Chatham House think tank.

Russia has been increasingly suspicious of its former Eastern bloc neighbors since they joined the
European Union and NATO. But Russian President Vladimir Putin's intense nationalism has been rivaled by
the populist positions of Poland's twin leaders, Prime Minister Jaroslav Kaczynski and President Lech
Kaczynski.

"The Auschwitz problem was absolutely typical," Lo said. "The Kremlin wants to make Poland look
unreasonable to other members in the European Union, particularly to Germany, and will seize on any
historical move and make a fuss over it."

Poland recently blocked negotiations between the European Union and Russia over the renewal of a 10-
year economic cooperation agreement due to displeasure with a Russian embargo of Polish meat. Poland
also is furious that a planned German-Russian gas pipeline will bypass Polish territory.

Meanwhile, the Poles may host part of a U.S. missile defense system, infuriating the Russians.
"Today Russia is trying to undermine Poland in the Russian media, they want to make Poland look
Russiaphobic. They cannot be just or rational about these relations," complained Piotr Maciej Kaczynski, an

analyst with the Warsaw-based Institute of Public Affairs. Kaczynski has no relation to the ruling Kaczynski
brothers.
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Russia's state-owned RIA Novosti news agency had another view of the Auschwitz Museum's objection to
the exhibit.

"Is it another political demarche by Poland, one of the many that have taken place recently, especially when
it comes to reconsidering history?" one of the agency's political commentators asked in an editorial.

But Auschwitz Museum Director Piotr Cywinski says the matter has been misrepresented, and possibly
exploited, by the media.

"There have been ongoing negotiations on the exhibition since 2004, and there is nothing new here," said
Cywinski, adding that he had friendly talks with the Russian ambassador to Poland in an effort to resolve
the disagreement.

"This is going to be a long discussion, with no quick solution," Cywinski said. "But it is not a political
discussion, it is a historical discussion. | can assure you we are independent, we have an international
council, no one is pressuring us."

Back in 1946, the museum's choice to create national pavilions under the Soviet era was indeed political,
since it allowed Communist authorities to almost completely omit any mention of Jews. That has long been
corrected.

But today many Russians feel that a different injustice is taking place and that their role in World War Il is
being suppressed by countries still angry about four decades of Soviet rule. Few Russian commentators
have failed to note that it was the Russians who liberated Auschwitz.

"Russia lost 27 million people in World War I1," Lo said. "They believe they made enormous sacrifices to
liberate Central and Eastern Europe."

Once again, as in Soviet times, the politicization of history threatens to overshadow the perspective of the
victims.

Shevach Weiss, a former Israeli ambassador to Poland, is originally from Borislav, which was part of
eastern Poland when Soviet troops marched in. He witnessed the event as a toddler in 1939.

"All Jews that came from the region of Galicia felt like Polish Jews. We were Polish, that's a fact. But we
were saved and liberated by Red Army, and | will not forget this fact,” Weiss said.

At least one U.S-based. historian who has written on the Holocaust says that the pursuit of a single version
the Holocaust is difficult because national identity plays such a crucial role in understanding what occurred.

"There is not one history of the Holocaust, there are national histories of it," said Christian Gerlach, an
assistant professor at the University of Pittsburgh and an expert on European history.

"Auschwitz as a symbol of the Holocaust has a quasi-religious meaning. For certain historians there is is
this sacral factor, that there should be one truth," he said.

Gerlach said that impeded sober discussion.

Asked if it would be a problem to have conflicting numbers displayed at the museum, he said, "What would
be bad about victims claimed by both sides? If their heritage is cherished by both sides, why not?"
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Israel expressed its concern over a seemingly anti-Semitic promotional video shown last week
during a Euroleague basketball game in Moscow

JTA Brief, April 17, 2007

Israel expressed its concern over a seemingly anti-Semitic promotional video shown last week during a
Euroleague basketball game in Moscow. The Jerusalem Post reported Monday that the video, depicting the
Russian team CSKA as a train running over a Chasidic-looking man, was shown during a game between
Maccabi Elite Tel Avivand CSKA.

A Foreign Ministry spokeswoman told the Post that "we view the incident very seriously,” but Maccabi
Chairman Shimon Mizrahi downplayed the incident, characterizing the video as an insensitive mistake but
not intentionally anti-Semitic.

Mark Sofer, the Foreign Ministry's deputy director-general for Euro-Asia, expressed Israel's concern during
a phone call with Russian Ambassador Piotr Stegniy, who promised to deal with the matter. A letter of
complaint was sent to CSKA management.

#14

"Right of Choice": Azerbaijan has proven to be an excellent partner in the U.S. - Azerbaijan security
cooperation

Jonathan Henick Interviewed by Iskender Guliyev

April 14, 2007

Jonathan Henick, the Public Affairs Officer at the United States Embassy to Azerbaijan. In addition to
serving as press officer, he also manages the Embassy's educational and cultural programs. He has worked
as a diplomat for 14 years, including in Tashkent, Lisbon, Istanbul, and Washington.

According to the Public Affairs Officer at the United States Embassy to Azerbaijan Jonathan Henick,
bilateral relations between the U.S. and Azerbaijan are excellent, perhaps better than they have ever been
before. The U.S. administration believes that Section 907 of the Freedom Support Act is an obstacle to
closer cooperation between our countries and should be fully repealed.

- Are you satisfied with the present level of cooperation between Azerbaijan and the U.S., particularly in the
non-oil sector?

- Bilateral relations between the U.S. and Azerbaijan are excellent, perhaps better than they have ever been
before. In addition to our cooperation on energy issues, we work closely together on security issues
(including counter-terrorism, military-to-military relations, and peacekeeping in Irag, Afghanistan, and
Kosovo) and also on democratic and economic reform. In terms of our cooperation on democracy, the U.S.
is determined to do what we can to support Azerbaijan's ambition of developing as a democratic, secular
state rooted in Euro-Atlantic institutions. We have a full range of programs here to support media freedom,
rule of law, human rights, political processes and institutions, and civil society.

- Is the Section 907 of the Freedom Support Act, which is not repealed since ever, an indicative for the U.S.
policy in respect to Azerbaijan, or is that a consequence of Armenian lobby's influence?

- The U.S. administration, in other words President Bush and his cabinet, believe that Section 907 of the
Freedom Support Act is an obstacle to closer cooperation between our countries and should be fully
repealed. That said, only the U.S. Congress can adopt and repeal such legislation. As a result of
discussions between the administration and the Congress, the President now has the authority to waive the
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provisions of Section 907 on an annual basis, something that he is determined to continue to do each year.
Consequently, this legislative provision is no longer a real obstacle to full cooperation between our
countries.

- How do you think, is it practical the settlement of the conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh with the help of
efforts of the Minsk Group of the OSCE? Isn't it time to change a format of the Minsk Group?

- The key issue here is to find a format for peaceful negotiations that can achieve a settlement of the conflict
over Nagorno-Karabakh. The current format was approved by Azerbaijan and Armenia and either country
can, of course, retract that approval. Personally, | think the format is fine and that a lasting, just settlement
can be achieved. There has been no obstacle to peaceful negotiations. The Co-Chairs have successfully
brought the Presidents and Foreign Ministers of both countries together for negotiations many, many times
in this format. In a very real sense it has been successful. There has been no major resumption of
hostilities. On the other hand, of course, we are all disappointed that a permanent settlement has yet to be
reached. But such negotiations are extremely difficult. If we change the format every time one side or the
other is unhappy, it would be difficult, perhaps impossible, to move the negotiations forward.

- How could you assess Azerbaijani diaspora's activity in the United States? How well are American
community informed about the history and realities of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict?

- | am not really in a position to speak about the Azerbaijani diaspora in the U.S. | know some of the
community in Washington, but have had no contact with Azerbaijanis in other cities. It is true that
Americans, in general, know very little about the Caucasus and the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict.

- How do you assess the perspectives of Azerbaijan's accession to NATO?

- Representatives of NATO have said that its doors are always open to new members. The question of
Azerbaijani membership in NATO is a question that will ultimately have to be decided by the Azerbaijani
government and people. Azerbaijan already participates in the Partnership for Peace program and is
working to implement its Individual Partnership Action Plan (IPAP). The United States strongly supports
these efforts and has a number of programs designed to help Azerbaijan achieve its IPAP objectives.

- Is it possible disposal of anti-ballistic missiles system in South Caucasus?

- The entire world faces a very real threat from rogue states that have developed or are seeking to develop
nuclear weapons. The United States has been engaged in a dialogue with friends and partners around the
world on how best to counter this threat. The ongoing negotiations with North Korea and the diplomatic
efforts to convince Iran are obviously part of that effort. In addition, we would like to deploy an anti-ballistic
missile system and we are already in negotiations with Poland and the Czech Republic to deploy assets
there. There has been some discussion of the possibility of a radar in the Caucasus, but this stems from a
technical analysis of possible locations. We have not made a political decision to deploy such a radar, nor
have we had any negotiations to do so. The important issue here is that such an anti-ballistic missile system
would be purely defensive in nature. The ten interceptors would not even have any warheads or explosives,
nor would they have any impact on Russia's vast nuclear capability. Such a system is no threat to any
country and we would welcome cooperation with Russia and other countries in this project.

- U.S. Policy in the Middle East, which aims to buildup a democracy in countries with Muslim population,
resulted in the death of ten thousands of civilians. Does this policy cost such amount of victims?

- The United States is a peace-loving country and war and conflict are always, always a last resort. The
conflicts in Afghanistan and Irag have unfortunately claimed innocent lives. We deeply regret that loss of
life. At the same time, we must not forget that the Taliban and Saddam Hussein were also guilty of
murdering large numbers of their own citizens, unlawful executions, torture, and gross violations of human
rights. Toppling those regimes has already given Afghans and Iragis more freedom than they have ever had
before. Much of the continuing instability and loss of life is caused by the remnants of those repressive
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regimes and terrorists who seek to take advantage of the situation to pursue their violent aims. The United
States and its partners, including Azerbaijan, want nothing more than to go home as soon as we can create
the stable conditions for the people of these countries to peacefully govern themselves.

- How do you assess the U.S.-Azerbaijan Security Cooperation in the Caucasus?

- We believe that we enjoy excellent security cooperation with Azerbaijan. Much of that cooperation, as |
have said earlier, is directed towards helping Azerbaijan implement its objectives under its IPAP plan with
NATO. In addition to helping to strengthen Azerbaijan's peacekeeping capabilities, we are also working to
enhance Azerbaijan's abilities to monitor and control its own borders. The Caucasus is a strategically
important region where terrorists, narcotics traffickers, and those seeking to spread weapons of mass
destruction technology are very active. Intercepting and countering such traffic is in the interests of the U.S.,
Azerbaijan, and the entire civilized world. To that end, we have provided equipment to help give Azerbaijani
authorities a complete picture of your sector of the Caspian Sea. We have worked with the Maritime Border
Service and Navy to strengthen their capability to detect and interdict traffickers. We have worked with
Customs and the Border Guard to enhance their capability of controlling your land borders. None of these
projects are directed against any of Azerbaijan's neighbors, but they have helped Azerbaijan play a
responsible role in the international struggle against terrorism, narcotics and human trafficking, and the
spread of weapons of mass destruction. Azerbaijan has proven to be an excellent partner in this critical
security cooperation.

Interviewed by Iskender Guliyev

#15

Berlin's Jews face split after dispute over Russian influx - Traditionalists' disquiet prompts
breakaway - Accusation of Stalinism levelled at newcomers

By Kate Connolly

Guardian, April 16, 2007

Berlin's Jewish community was on the verge of splitting last night, after a long-running disagreement
between its intellectual wing and newcomers from the former Soviet Union.

Albert Meyer, a former chairman of the community, has announced he is setting up a new group because
many members of the community are fed up with what he called "pseudo Bolsheviks who want to turn the
community into a Russian club”.

Mr Meyer, a lawyer, is backed by the historian Julius Schoeps and other intellectuals who accuse the
Russians of employing "Stalinist methods" to influence the development of the community and having no
interest in the Jewish faith.

Germany's Jewish community has grown in recent years with most newcomers coming from the former
Soviet Union after Berlin relaxed its immigration rules for them in a gesture of reconciliation after the
Holocaust. The influx has transformed the community, which has increased about tenfold from 1990 when it
had about 23,000 members.

Last year three rabbis were ordained in a Dresden synagogue for the first time in Germany since the
second world war.

But while many have welcomed the fact that Germany has the fastest growing Jewish community of any
country in the world, including Israel, within the community itself the influx has caused a growing rift.
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Tensions have risen in recent years between the established and often socially conservative German
Jewish community and the Russian immigrants, many of whom are secular. While the German Jews see
themselves as Jewish first and German second, many of the Russian immigrants see themselves as
Russian.

They often have little knowledge of the workings of the faith, sometimes not knowing what a rabbi is, and
many are poorly informed about the Holocaust.

"We are no longer prepared to accept that the current leadership wants to turn the old, deeply traditional
Berlin community into a Russian-speaking cultural club," Mr Meyer told the magazine Stern. "We will no
longer accept that a clique made of up egotistical, power-oriented people sometimes employ Stalinist
methods to drive away and freeze out all the others who stand for the German-Jewish tradition and the role
of the community as a religious community."

Gideon Joffe, the current chairman of the community, declined to comment on the developments.

Mr Schoeps said Russian immigrants were welcome, but they had to fit into the existing, German-speaking
community, which included learning the language. "German should be the accepted language," he said. "It
would be unthinkable in the US if Russian was suddenly to become the official language of the Jewish
community."

Mr Meyer said he was confident that hundreds of the community's longer-standing members would join his
group, having appealed to him to set it up. He said plans for a new synagogue were in the pipeline and he
had received promises of financial support.

More liberal members of the community have called for a deeper understanding of their Russian
counterparts. In the Soviet Union Jews, who often suffered discrimination, sometimes disguised their Jewish
identities and dropped their traditions. Following Germany's invitation to emigrate many fought to have their
Jewish identities recognised, while some non-Jews paid large sums to obtain fake papers identifying them
as Jewish.

Backstory

Before the second world war, Germany had a population of 600,000 Jews, about half of whom were
murdered in the Holocaust. About 12,000 remained in Germany. Immigration from Russia and former states
of the Soviet Union since 1990 on the invitation of the German government, has boosted the population to
about 200,000, of whom only 105,000 are officially recognised as Jews by the community, because the rest
do not practise their faith.

Following criticism from within the community that too many secular Jews were being allowed in, the
government recently tightened up its policy, introducing a "point system" to reduce the number of non-
religious Jews. Thanks to the revival, Berlin has 10 synagogues, as well as numerous kosher restaurants
and shops, Jewish community centres and schools. Of Germany's 120 communities only 20% have their
own rabbi, most of whom are over 70. Many congregations fly in rabbis from Jerusalem and elsewhere.
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Model Community In Russia Revolts Against Aid Agency
Joint Accused of Destroying Jewish Life It Helped Revive
By Nathaniel Popper

Forward, April 20, 2007

The tsarist capital of St. Petersburg has long been a model for the revival of Jewish life in Russia, but in
recent weeks a growing number of Jewish leaders there have come forward to say that the community is
being torn apart by the very American Jewish organization that helped build it up.

The organization under fire is the American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee, or Joint, which has
historically served as the main conduit for American Jewish charitable funds for international relief and
reconstruction. Now, in St. Petersburg, the Joint is being accused of overstepping its role as middleman by
exerting unwelcome control over Jewish life, with little input from local community leaders.

One such accusation came in a letter to American donors from Dmitriy Eliashevich, head of the local Jewish
university.

“The [Joint] position resembles the policy of ‘GOSPLAN’ and ‘OBKOM’ in the worst years of the Soviet
regime,” Eliashevich wrote, using bureaucratic terms from the era of communist planning, in a letter that
was distributed to officials of American Jewish charitable federations. “No discussions, no trust to
organizations, Jewish leaders permanently must prove that they are not thieves.”

Eliashevich’'s complaints — and his appeal to American fundraisers — have been echoed by many other
Jewish community leaders in St. Petersburg. They include the heads of the local Jewish community center,
the local Jewish social welfare agency, the Jewish day care program and even former employees of the
Joint.

The extent of the criticism comes as a shock, because the Joint has long been the major funder of Jewish
life in the former Soviet Union; indeed, it provided the bulk of funding for many of the organizations now
attacking it. Last year, the Joint sent $100 million to the former Soviet Union, the bulk of it from local Jewish
federations in America. Jewish leaders in the region have complained in the past about the Joint’s influence
and clout. The current din in St. Petersburg, however, amounts to a full-scale revolt in the very city that the
Joint has frequently held up as a model of its success.

Top officials at the Joint downplay the criticism and say it is mostly coming from local professionals who are
struggling with the fact that the Joint’s funding will not last forever. Steve Schwager, the Joint's executive
vice president, told the Forward that his organization is trying to wean Russian organizations off American
money and make them more transparent, and this has caused resentment.

“When you try and make these kinds of changes, lots of vested interests simply say, ‘No,” Schwager said.
“You have people who have been at this for a long time, and they believe they are owed money — and |
don’t believe anyone is owed money.”

Leaders in St. Petersburg balk at the description of the recent feud as a dustup over shifting strategic
objectives. Numerous agency directors say that they have been subjected to significant budget cuts with
little warning, despite the fact that the Joint’s own budget in the region has not been cut. Locals also
complain about a maze of bureaucratic rules imposed by Joint officials. One frequently criticized rule
requires Russian organizations to find three competitive bids and win the Joint’s approval for any
expenditure greater than $100.

“We had to increase staff, and the big part of working time is spent not on serving clients but on filling out
different reports and papers,” said Leonid Kolton, director of the Hesed welfare agency.
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Kolton and the other leaders say that while the Joint has subjected local organizations to relentless scrutiny,
it has shown little openness in its own operations in Russia. One of the most maligned moves was the firing
of an editor at a Jewish newspaper, Nekuda. Numerous officials in St. Petersburg charged that the editor
was fired because he wrote articles that were critical of the Joint. Schwager said he did not know anything
about the firing of the editor.

In addition to the criticism from inside Russia, the first voices from outside Russia have recently taken the
Joint to task. In New York, the longtime director of Russian programs at American Jewish World Service
told the Forward that the Joint’s strategy in the region amounted to a “tragedy.”

“They are supposed to be a transfer point for money, but they misuse that function horribly,” said Martin
Horowitz, whose own organization was an early funder of programs in the region.

There are signs that some American donors are beginning to circumvent the Joint. This year, for the first
time, the local UJA-Federation of New York gave grants directly to the Adain Lo childcare agency rather
than using the Joint as a conduit. The Charles and Lynn Schusterman Foundation is taking a similar route
with college programs in Russia. Both organizations said they are still committed to working with the Joint.

Varying explanations are given for why all these issues have come together with such force in the past few
months. There is the matter of the Joint’s changing strategy. But Kolton and other Russians have said that
the Joint has met the same fate as any vertically organized bureaucracy.

“The operation of [the Joint in the former Soviet Union] looks very similar to President [Vladimir] Putin’s
attempt to create a vertical of power, controlled by one person, that is very ineffective and will not work no
matter what,” Kolton said in an e-mail to the Forward.

Another often-cited reason for the tensions is the Joint’'s new Jewish community building in St. Petersburg.
The Yesod, as the structure is known, cost $13 million and opened last year. Local officials said that by
building the Yesod and offering programming in it, the Joint has put itself in competition with the very
organizations it has been tasked to fund.

“Before the Joint started their own program, we were considered a success,” said Eugenia Lvova, director
of Adain Lo, the nursery school agency. Lvova'’s programs had their Joint funding cut this year. “Now, all of
a sudden, once they start their own program, we are not considered a success.”

The situation has grown particularly sensitive as the Joint office in St. Petersburg has struggled to find
tenants for the Yesod. The building’s annual maintenance fees come to $1 million, no small sum in a city
where the previous Jewish center was run on an annual budget of close to $200,000.

That center, a sprawl of interconnected apartments in downtown St. Petersburg, was one of the first Jewish
institutions established in the city after the Soviet era, and it has been one of the biggest losers in the recent
battles with the Joint. According to Alexander Frenkel, the center’s director, the Joint cut its 2007
contribution to $10,000 from $90,000 and informed Frenkel of these cuts only a week before this year
began.

The tensions worsened in January, when the Joint released an audit accusing the Jewish community center
of failing to both achieve its programming goals and maintain proper governance. Schwager said that he
was particularly concerned with the fact that the center’s director appoints the board rather than having it
chosen independently.

The audit suggested that one way to solve the financial crisis was for the center to move into the Yesod.

Pending resolution of the dispute, the Joint has released only a small portion of the center’s funds. The
center had to cancel Purim programming and has had its telephone service cut off.
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Frenkel has dismissed the charges in the audit, calling them “cooked-up.” A review of the audit by a
Russian not-for-profit monitor, found that the Joint’s audit “does not correspond with reality.”

Frenkel said that the most galling part of the audit was its accusation that he had not spent his entire budget
in 2006. Frenkel said he was unable to spend it because the Joint never approved his expenditures.

“You will not imagine what we have to go through to get our grants,” Frenkel said.

The Jewish Community Federation of Cleveland has been drawn into these disputes because it has been
the largest single donor to St. Petersburg. The federation’s president, Stephen Hoffman, told the Forward
that he has been looking into the charges.

“I don’t think the management is irresponsible in any way,” Hoffman told the Forward. “We like the work
Frenkel has been doing, but we're open to discussion as to whether he deploys his time and resources in
the most efficient way.”

The center is not the only organization facing severe funding cuts. Lvova said that the Joint informed her in
January that it would slash its $100,000 contribution to her operations. She said that her agency has had to
lay off speech therapists and psychologists for kids with learning disabilities, among other cuts.

The story in St. Petersburg is not all gloom and doom these days. The local Reform congregation just
bought its own synagogue with funding from a London synagogue, the first one in the former Soviet Union
to do so. Schwager noted that the fighting has not put a significant dent in the services being offered to St.
Petersburg’s Jews.

But the mood is one of bitterness. Lvova and Frenkel were both among the earliest Jewish activists in St.
Petersburg, working at the grass-roots during the Soviet Union’s death throes. Frenkel said his current
headache is making him question his career choice.

“Now the Jewish community looks like a terrible place,” Frenkel said. “It's not an attractive place where
people want to be. Personally, | would prefer to change my life. | want to receive a stable salary — but | am
responsible. | created an institution. | feel responsible for it.”

#17

Crackdown on Russian protests evokes unhappy ghosts of past
By Lev Krichevsky

JTA, April 20, 2007

MOSCOW (JTA) — Russian authorities’ manhandling of peaceful anti-government protesters in Moscow
and St. Petersburg is being seen by many here as proof that the Kremlin is reverting to its authoritarian
ways.

But some say the protests also could herald the birth of a meaningful opposition movement after many
years in which President Vladimir Putin increasingly has centralized power.

"More and more people are beginning to understand what's happening in this country,” said Yevgenia

Albats, a leading Russian Jewish political analyst who attended the April 14 rally in Moscow. "A real political
struggle will be taking place in Russia in the coming year."
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Hundreds took to the streets of central Moscow on Saturday and St. Petersburg on Sunday for unauthorized
demonstrations, defying thousands of riot police.

At the head of the Moscow Dissenters' March was Garry Kasparov, a former chess champion who has
become a leader of the oppositi on United Civil Front group.

Kasparov, who is half Jewish, was detained minutes before Saturday's demonstration began at Pushkin
Square and was held for several hours. He was found guilty of holding an unauthorized rally and fined $40.

Authorities said they detained some 200 protesters in Moscow, but opposition leaders say as many as 600
people were arrested. Many were released quickly but were prevented from joining the demonstration.

An estimated 4,000 people took part in the Moscow rally, which was organized by The Other Russia, a
coalition of opposition groups co-led by Kasparov and former Prime Minister Mikhail Kasyanov.

Some 3,000 people turned out for the Dissenters' March in St. Petersburg, where police said they detained
120 people.

Protesters in Moscow chanted "Russia without Putin!" "Freedom!" and "Give the elections back to the
people!"

Violence erupted at both rallies as truncheon-swinging riot police — who outnumbered protesters 2 to 1 —
chased and beat demonstrators, including elderly people and journalists.

Albats says it is a sign that Russia is again becoming an authoritarian state that tightly restricts freedom of
expression.

"What is happening in Russia is the hardening of the regime," she said. "In coming months we'll see more
restrictions against mass media."

Albats and other liberals believe the way the protests were broken up offers another example of growing
government hostility toward peaceful dissent. But she said the rallies also heralded the birth of a real
political opposition in Russia, where the few opposition parties and groups effectively have been sidelined
during Putin's reign.

Jewish activist Motya Chlenov said he came away from the Moscow demonstration with the feeling that the
police actions made no sense.

"l don't understand why they had to do this," he said. "People who did not prese nt any threat to anyone
were treated as criminals. It all looked like a military operation."

A Moscow Jewish journalist who photographed the Moscow rally agreed.

"It was shocking," Pavel Push said. "The authorities broke up a rally of people, most of whom weren't
political activists."

Push said the protesters were "typical Russian middle class."
"Using force against these people was absolutely unnecessary," he said.

The same day that Moscow police beat pro-democracy protesters, a Russian ultranationalist rally was
allowed to go forward in the city without police interference.

Participants in the ultranationalist rally protested against immigrants and chanted anti-Semitic slogans while
"police just stood idle and touched nobody," Push said.
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Chlenov — the son of Mikhail Chlenov, a veteran Russian Jewish leader — said the events in Moscow
reminded him of a Jewish rally against anti-Semitism that his fa ther organized in 1987, and which was
banned by authorities. When the Chlenovs and a few others made it to the rally site, it was filled with about
1,000 police and almost no participants, most of whom had been stopped en route.

Some predicted that the authorities' heavy-handedness would backfire.
"Protests will not stop now," said Asya Fazulina, a Moscow Jewish student and an activist in the liberal

Yabloko party's youth section. "Out of a sense of justice, people will continue to take part in similar
protests."
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