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WASHINGTON, D.C. June 8, 2007

TO: NCSJ Leadership and Interested Parties 

FROM: Edward B. Robin, Chairman
Lesley Israel, NCSJ President
Mark B. Levin, NCSJ Executive Director

In Brief:  Lowering the Rhetoric, But Not the Commitment

Presidents George Bush and Vladimir Putin met yesterday during the G-8 meetings in Germany, primarily to 
discuss the placement of a new missile defense system in Europe.  It was also an opportunity for the two leaders 
to end the war of words between Russia and the U.S. that has been taking place over the last several months.

It appears on the surface that the meeting was successful on both counts.  The leaders praised one another and 
described the meeting as substantive.  Mr. Putin offered an alternative proposal on the missile defense system 
and said that he no longer expected Russia to move offensive systems along their European border.  And the 
harsh statements about the United States made by the Russian leader were replaced by good natured bantering 
with President Bush.  

Mr. Bush reiterated his desire that the United States and Russia work together on the missile defense issue and 
that he looked forward to seeing Mr. Putin again in a few weeks in Kennebunkport, Maine. However, there 
remain areas of conflict between the U.S. and Russia that cannot be solved by lowering the rhetoric alone—
including democratization.  Over the last few weeks it was important for the United States government to raise its 
concern about the development of democratic values and ideals in Russia.  It was not surprising that the Russian 
government disagreed with this assessment.  What was surprising to many in the U.S. was the type of reaction 
from the Russian government.  Hopefully, during their meetings in early July, Presidents Bush and Putin will 
resolve the missile defense issue and then be able to discuss the other areas of contention between the two 
governments-- in a less fractious manner.  

Also, this week, the OSCE Conference on Combating Discrimination and Promoting Mutual Respect and 
Understanding is taking place in Bucharest, Romania.  This meeting is a follow-up to the 2005 OSCE Conference 
on Anti-Semitism and Other Forms of Intolerance.  NCSJ Director of Community Services Lesley Weiss joined a 
number of her colleagues from the American Jewish community at the conference, where they pushed for more 
concrete steps in fighting the rise in global anti-Semitism.  At the Conference, Lesley presented an intervention 
piece (at http://www.ncsj.org/AuxPages/060707OSCE.pdf); she and B’nai B’rith International Executive Vice 
President Daniel Mariaschin will make a presentation about the Conference at next Tuesday’s NCSJ Board 
of Governors meeting.

We have included several articles in this week’s update about the G-8 meetings and the OSCE Conference.     

Regards,

Mark Levin
Executive Director
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#1
Bush to Seek a Bit of Unity With Putin 
By Sheryl Gay Stolberg and David E. Sanger
New York Times, June 5, 2007 

PRAGUE, June 4 — At a moment of rising tensions between Washington and Moscow, President Bush and 
President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia appear likely to use a meeting in Germany this week to focus on the 
one area where they appear to share a common interest: slowing Iran’s ability to produce nuclear fuel.

On virtually everything else — independence for Kosovo, missile defense and a sharp turn toward 
authoritarianism in Russia — Mr. Bush’s aides say they expect to have little leverage over Mr. Putin. Over 
the weekend, the Russian president threatened to once again point missiles at European targets if the 
United States went through with its plan to build a missile defense system in Poland and the Czech 
Republic.

“If part of the strategic nuclear potential of the United States finds itself in Europe and, according to our 
military experts, threatens us, then we will have to take corresponding retaliatory steps,” Mr. Putin said, 
according to a Kremlin transcript of an interview with journalists from Group of 8 countries that took place on 
Friday. “What are these steps? Of course, we will have to have new targets in Europe.”

Asked about the cold war era of hair-trigger confrontation, Mr. Putin said, “We are, of course, returning to 
those times.”

In fact, with Mr. Bush headed here to speak at a democracy conference, the countries’ relations are at their 
lowest point since the end of the cold war, and with fears that the deteriorating relationship could rapidly 
worsen. Even an invitation to the Bush family compound at Kennebunkport, Me., next month appeared to do 
little to temper Mr. Putin’s public remarks.

The White House national security adviser, Stephen J. Hadley, called Mr. Putin’s remarks “not helpful,” a 
phrase he has used many times in recent weeks in response to remarks from Russia’s leadership.



4

Last month, Mr. Putin issued a thinly veiled comparison of the foreign policy of the United States and the 
Third Reich, warning of “new threats” that amount to the “same contempt for human life and the same 
claims of exceptionality and diktat in the world.”

Meanwhile, the deputy assistant secretary of state for European and Eurasian affairs, David Kramer, 
delivered a blistering assessment of the Kremlin last week, accusing it of bullying its neighbors and 
silencing political protest at home.

The question at the meeting of the Group of 8 industrialized nations in Heiligendamm, Germany, and the 
visit to Kennebunkport will be whether the two leaders can get past the verbal sparring to engage in genuine 
cooperation — and if they cannot, what the United States can do about it.

Similar questions were raised a year ago, as the two men prepared to meet at the last meeting of the Group 
of 8, on Mr. Putin’s home turf in St. Petersburg, Russia.

“It’s a long way from ‘I looked in his eyes and saw his soul,’ ” one member of the American national security 
staff said, referring to Mr. Bush’s assessment of Mr. Putin the first time they met, in June 2001. As they 
stood side by side, Mr. Bush said then, “More than a decade after the cold war ended, it is time to move 
beyond suspicion and towards straight talk.”

“I think there must have been peals of delirious laughter echoing around the ornate chambers of the Kremlin 
when the invitation to go to Kennebunkport arrived,” said Zbigniew Brzezinski, who was national security 
adviser to President Carter. “Putin has been spitting at the United States for the last year, and what is the 
reaction? An invitation to a family gathering.”

Some experts say the Kennebunkport invitation was meant to defuse any potential blowups during the 
Heiligendamm meeting by enabling the two leaders to put off their substantive talks until July. Others say 
that whenever they expect fireworks between Mr. Bush and Mr. Putin, the pair disappoint. Still, there are no 
guarantees.

“You can’t be sure,” said Stephen Sestanovich, a Russia expert at the Council on Foreign Relations. “Putin 
is on a tear. Day after day he is ramping up the rhetoric. He is in kind of a snarling frame of mind and it may 
be that he will pick a fight at the G-8, but that hasn’t been his habit. The G-8 mode is good fellowship and 
good manners.”

But that has not been the mood this past year. Mr. Putin made his biggest statement at a speech at a 
European defense forum, an indictment of American practices that brought a mild and humor-filled rebuttal 
from Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates.

“There were a lot of negative parts to the Putin speech, a lot of harsh words,” said Brent Scowcroft, who 
was national security adviser to Mr. Bush’s father and an early architect of the transition to the new 
relationship with Russia. “But it’s important to read the whole speech, especially the last part on nuclear 
issues, where Putin listed a lot of areas for cooperation.”

Indeed, both Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice and Mr. Hadley, the national security adviser, have 
pointed in recent days to Russian cooperation on limiting Iran’s nuclear ambitions. Ms. Rice, speaking last 
week in Potsdam, Germany, described the American-Russian relationship as one of “cooperation and 
competition, of friendship and friction.”

But the limits of that cooperation have yet to be tested, because the United States has not yet tried to get 
mandatory sanctions in many parts of Iran’s financial network, as a penalty for Tehran’s continuing efforts to 
enrich uranium. As to the friction, Mr. Hadley seemed to throw up his hands at efforts to persuade Russia to 
accept the American missile defense plan.

“I cannot tell you, for the life of me, why they say no,” he said.
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Clearly, the harsh words do not make things any easier, and the administration has been trying to tamp 
things down. Mr. Hadley said senior American officials raised Mr. Putin’s “Third Reich” reference directly 
with their Russian counterparts, “and they told us that they were not making any comparison between the 
United States and the Third Reich.”

Critics of the administration, including Mr. Brzezinski, say the decline in American-Russian relations is a 
byproduct of Mr. Bush’s heavy emphasis on building a personal relationship with Mr. Putin, instead of a 
strategic one.

Mr. Sestanovich, the Russia expert, said that Mr. Bush had hoped he could overcome the countries’ long-
standing tensions, but that this became more difficult as Mr. Putin evolved from a leader who seemed like “a 
determined modernizer” into “an anti-Western autocrat.”

This will be Mr. Putin’s last G-8 meeting, and it will be Mr. Bush’s next to last. As to whether relations can 
improve, either between the men or their countries, Mr. Sestanovich responded, “Look to 2009.”

Sheryl Gay Stolberg reported from Prague, and David E. Sanger from Washington. Steven Lee Myers 
contributed reporting from Moscow.

#2
Russian Diplomacy
Editorial 
Wall Street Journal, June 5, 2007 

Anti-globalization hooligans weren't alone in throwing rocks ahead of tomorrow's G-8 summit in Germany. 
Vladimir Putin hurled the biggest, albeit rhetorical, stone.

If America deploys antimissile defenses on the Continent, as planned, "we will have to get new targets in 
Europe," Mr. Putin told reporters from G-8 countries, including this newspaper. "Which weapons will be 
used . . . ballistic missiles, cruise missiles or some completely new systems -- that's a technical matter." So 
the Russian President decided to threaten the very heads of state he will sit down with this week. What will 
he say when he sees them: Angela, old pal, just a little Soviet bluster for old time's sake!

In addition to issuing this nuclear threat, Mr. Putin made light of his crackdown on democracy at home as 
well as last November's poisoning death of Kremlin critic Alexander Litvinenko in London. "I am an absolute 
and pure democrat," he said, we presume ironically. Britain's request to extradite a former KGB agent to be 
tried in London for the Litvinenko murder is "just stupidity."

The original G-7 countries are straining to divine the motivations behind Moscow's recently ratcheted-up 
nationalist bluster. Maybe Mr. Putin wants to shore up the Kremlin's hold on Russia less than a year before 
handpicking his successor. Or maybe he wants to intimidate the outside world into staying out of what he 
deems to be Russia's internal affairs. Or perhaps he wants to split the Europeans and carve out space for 
Russia in the old Soviet sphere of influence. Or . . .

Better than try to read Mr. Putin's mind, the U.S. and its allies ought to make clear what's on theirs. The 
radar and 10 silos slated for construction in the Czech Republic and Poland are intended to protect against 
Iranian missiles and pose no threat to Russia. The defensive system is critical to our security. President 
Bush can do the winning side in the Cold War a big favor by not mincing words in Heiligendamm this week 
and at his get-together with Mr. Putin in Kennebunkport, Maine, next month.

The Europeans can help by joining the U.S. in a united front by also speaking clearly. As members of the 
EU and NATO, both the Czech Republic and Poland now make their own choices, no matter how much that 
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irks their erstwhile masters in Moscow. New leaders in Germany and France, previously ruled by Putin 
apologists, have for a change been standing up to the Kremlin bully. We hope they keep it up this week.

#3
Hardline in US and Russia exploit policy drift 
By Guy Dinmorein 
Financial Times, June 6, 2007 

Hardliners in Washington and Moscow are seeking to capitalise on a drift in US- Russia policy and the 
looming lame duck status of their presidents amid the current deterioration in US-Russian relations, 
according to analysts in Washington.

Insiders said that at last year's G8 summit, George W. Bush in effect put Russia on the back-burner and has 
spoken with Vladimir Putin relatively little since then. Weaker at home after the Republican losses in the 
2006 midterm Congressional elections, and with his world standing diminished, Mr Bush has also been 
absorbed by Iraq.

On the European front, efforts to forge a common stance on the two critical issues of independence for 
Kosovo and missile defence have been insufficient.

The Kremlin has noted Mr Bush's lack of leverage and does not believe it will pay a price for its sharper 
rhetoric, said analysts familiar with the administration's thinking on the issue.

One episode seen as symptomatic of the US policy vacuum was Mr Bush's meeting on March 27 with 
Vladimir Chamanov, a Russian general who - apparently unknown to White House staff - has been accused 
of involvement in human rights abuses in Chechnya.

More serious was a tense exchange in Moscow between Mr Putin and Condoleezza Rice, secretary of 
state, over the US push for Kosovo's independence and Mr Putin's retaliatory threat to recognise the 
breakaway territory of Abkhazia in Georgia.

Analysts say this policy drift has made it easier for powerful figures such as Dick Cheney, vice-president, to 
guide a tougher approach.

"I see a harder line from both places," said Dimitri Simes, president of Washington's Nixon Center think-
tank. Mr Simes detects a growing school of thought in Moscowthat would see a frustrated Russia turning to 
China and Iran.

"I've never seen such an atmosphere of security fears and anger in Moscow," he said.

Mr Simes also noted a "hardline" speech on Russia given last week by David Kramer, a State Department 
official.

Mr Simes said the departure of Thomas Graham as senior Russia director in the National Security Council 
in February had led to a lack of "realistic thinking" in policy. "There is no alternative voice in the 
administration now," Mr Simes said, describing the more dominant role played by "hawks" Daniel Fried and 
Mr Kramer in the State Department.

Mr Putin's loss of support among the US business community has also undermined US realists, in contrast 
with US policy on China where a strong pro-business lobby empowers engagement.

But Glen Howard, president of the Jamestown Foundation, a security think-tank, said US policy was not 
hardening. "It is just the opposite. Russia's policy is hardening and Putin is miscalculating. If anybody plans 
to rupture this relationship it will be Putin."
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Professor Peter Reddaway, a Russia historian, linked Moscow's current stance to the forthcoming end of Mr 
Putin's second term in 2008. "When it's not clear what will happen [after Mr Putin leaves office], it's a good 
opportunity for hardline elements to press for the outcome they want," he added.

Dmitri Trenin, deputy director of the Carnegie Moscow Center, says the two presidents maintain "remnants 
of a rapport" but that overall the Bush administration has tended to neglect Russia by focusing on issues 
such as terrorism and non-proliferation, rather than on relations with world powers.

#4
Message for Mr. Putin 
Western leaders should tell him that a return to Soviet-style diplomacy won't help Russia
Editorial 
Washington Post, June 6, 2007 

IN THE PAST few days, the anti-Western rhetoric of Russian President Vladimir Putin, which had been 
rising in pitch for several months, has reached Soviet levels of shrillness. He accused the United States of 
"imperialism" and "diktat" and threatened to target Europe with new Russian weapons. In an interview with 
foreign journalists, he cynically mocked Western democracy, saying that U.S. "torture, homelessness, [and] 
Guantanamo" and Europe's "harsh treatment of demonstrators" have left him as the only "absolute and pure 
democrat" in the world.

If the Cold War were still on, Western leaders would probably find it relatively easy to rebuff such barbs at 
today's summit of industrialized democracies in northern Germany. But this is a different era, and Mr. Putin 
himself will attend the summit, a member of a club -- the Group of Eight -- in which he clearly doesn't 
belong. His presence should remind the other seven members of how much has gone wrong in Moscow 
since they decided in 1998 to offer Russia membership in the hope that it was evolving into a liberal 
democracy. It should also give them the opportunity to make clear to Mr. Putin that his belligerence will not 
return his country to great-power status.

It's hard to know the real objective of Mr. Putin's bombast. In recent days the Kremlin's tone has become so 
blatantly propagandistic that some observers believe it is driven entirely by domestic politics. Mr. Putin is 
due to step down as president in nine months; though he has engineered the political system to "elect" 
whomever he chooses, his impending departure seems to have touched off power struggles in the corrupt 
clique around him, as well as waves of paranoia about domestic and foreign opponents.

Mr. Putin may be hoping, however, to create rifts between European governments and the United States, or 
between Western Europe and former members of the Soviet bloc that have joined NATO and the European 
Union. That would explain his insistence that the Bush administration's plan to locate a small missile 
defense system in Poland and the Czech Republic poses a critical threat to Russia, despite overwhelming 
evidence to the contrary. If so, the effort is beginning to backfire, as Mr. Putin himself seemed to 
acknowledge in his latest interview. Oddly, he suggested that the U.S. initiative had been launched 
precisely to provoke Russia's reaction and thus unite the West against Moscow.

The dilemma for the West is that Mr. Putin continues to be cooperative on a handful of crucial issues, 
including the effort to stop Iran's nuclear program. That's why President Bush still insists on calling the 
Russian president "Vladimir" and has invited him to the Bush family compound in Kennebunkport next 
month. Pragmatic engagement makes sense so long as it continues to get results. Two crucial tests will be 
Russia's posture on a new U.N. sanctions resolution against Iran and a Security Council vote on 
independence for Kosovo.

But the West cannot afford to respond to Mr. Putin's bluster with appeasement. The missile defense 
initiative should proceed or not on its own merits (some legitimate questions have been raised by NATO 
members and Congress); outreach by NATO and the European Union to neighbors suffering from Russian 
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bullying should be accelerated, not stopped. Support for independent civil society and human rights groups 
in Russia should be increased -- not cut, as in the administration's budget proposal for next year. Mr. Putin 
should get the clear message that repression at home and Soviet-style diplomacy abroad will make his 
country less rather than more influential in the 21st-century world.

#5
Putin Surprises Bush With Plan on Missile Shield 
By Sheryl Gay Stolberg 
New York Times, June 8, 2007 

ROSTOCK, Germany, June 7 — After months of angrily rejecting a White House plan for missile defense in 
Europe, President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia surprised President Bush on Thursday with an offer to build a 
joint system in the former Soviet Republic of Azerbaijan.

The proposed system, designed to guard against a missile attack from Iran, poses serious diplomatic and 
technical challenges, experts said. But the fact that it was suggested by Mr. Putin, and not immediately 
rejected by Mr. Bush, indicated a desire on both sides to cool the hostile exchanges that in recent months 
had driven relations to a low point in the post-cold-war era.

The offer came during a much anticipated private meeting between the presidents at a gathering of leaders 
of wealthy democracies. Mr. Bush said that Mr. Putin had put forth “some interesting suggestions,” and that 
the two agreed to form a working group of military and diplomatic experts to examine how they could 
cooperate on missile defense, an issue that has long divided Russia and the United States.

“This will be a serious set of strategic discussions,” Mr. Bush said, standing by Mr. Putin’s side outside the 
Kempinski Grand Hotel, the luxury resort in the Baltic Sea town of Heiligendamm where the leaders 
gathered for the Group of 8 meeting. “This is a serious issue and we want to make sure that we all 
understand each other’s positions very clearly.”

For Mr. Putin, the offer seemed to accomplish two goals: giving the appearance of willingness to 
compromise on missile defense while calming jitters over his recent threat to again aim missiles at Europe. 
“This will make it impossible — unnecessary — for us to place our offensive complexes along the borders 
with Europe,” he said, speaking through an interpreter.

The unexpected proposal came on a day marked by compromise over climate change and more clashes 
between protesters and the police at the meeting. The United States agreed to “seriously consider” a 
European plan to cut greenhouse gas emissions in half by 2050, thus averting a potential clash between Mr. 
Bush and the meeting’s host, Chancellor Angela Merkel of Germany.

But the climate change news paled in comparison to the startling developments on missile defense. With 
tensions between Washington and Moscow rising over Mr. Bush’s plan, a senior White House official said 
Thursday that Mr. Putin indicated before the meeting that he wanted to raise an idea directly with the 
president. But Mr. Bush was not aware of the details.

Experts say that Mr. Putin’s proposal faces a number of daunting, and possibly insurmountable, hurdles. 
Russia leases but does not own the radar station in Azerbaijan, and it is an early warning system, not the X-
band radar that is used to guide antimissile interceptors, and which the Bush administration wants to build in 
the Czech Republic.

Trust between the nations is also an issue. The plan would require the kind of intense cooperation in which 
only the closest allies could engage. With the two sides already embroiled in disputes over the future of 
Kosovo, the state of democratic institutions in Russia and how to deal with Iran’s nuclear program, some 
experts raised questions about whether Mr. Putin was serious — and, if he was, whether the White House 
would ever accept the offer.
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“For that kind of cooperation, to be treated seriously by the United States and NATO, they would have to 
have more trust than people really do now toward the Russian military,” said Stephen Sestanovich, an 
expert on Russia at the Council on Foreign Relations. “The question is, can you one day have the Russians 
acting in such a way as to advertise their lack of trust in the United States, and the next day insist that the 
United States trust them?”

Still, Thursday’s announcement at Heiligendamm, a few miles west of Rostock, was a far cry from what 
some had expected from the two presidents, given Mr. Putin’s recent harsh statements.

In recent weeks, the Russian president has made a veiled comparison between the United States and the 
Third Reich, complained of “diktat and imperialism,” and, most recently, threatened to once more aim 
Russian missiles at Europe if Mr. Bush went through with his missile defense plan.

Earlier this week in Prague, Mr. Bush chided Mr. Putin for backsliding on democratic reforms — an issue 
that Stephen J. Hadley, the national security adviser, said did not come up at Thursday’s meeting.

But on Thursday the two men stood shoulder to shoulder, laughing and smiling as they recounted for 
reporters what Mr. Bush described as “a very constructive dialogue.”

“I told Vladimir we’re looking forward to having him up to my folks’ place in Maine,” the president said, 
referring to an invitation he has extended for the Russian leader to visit the Bush family compound in 
Kennebunkport for further talks in the beginning of July.

Mr. Putin, for his part, praised the president for a “spirit of openness.”

When they were done, Mr. Bush extended his right hand for Mr. Putin, who took it, and then clasped his left 
hand over the entire handshake.

Under Mr. Bush’s proposal, the United States would build a network of radar defenses in the Czech 
Republic and missile interceptors in Poland, as a way to defend against possible attacks from what Mr. 
Bush calls “rogue nations,” particularly Iran. Mr. Putin regards the plan as a threat to Russia’s security, and 
is especially concerned about the interceptors in Poland.

Officials from both sides said Thursday that Mr. Putin had not dropped his opposition to the Poland part of 
the plan, even as he put forth an alternative, for the United States to use the radar station in the town of 
Gabala in northeast Azerbaijan.

Russia uses the station under a lease agreement with Azerbaijan. Mr. Putin said he had spoken on 
Wednesday to Azerbaijan’s president, Ilham Aliyev, who he said “stressed he will be only glad to contribute 
to the cause of global security and stability.” Azeri officials were not available for comment on Thursday 
evening.

The idea that the United States and Russia might share data from early warning satellites is not entirely 
new. It has been kicked around in the Russian news media recently, and Mr. Hadley said the proposal “has 
some elements we have heard before,” but Mr. Putin presented it in a far more detailed and specific way.

“I thought this was a master stroke on his part,” said Andrew Kuchins, director of the Russia Eurasia 
program at the Center for Strategic and International Studies in Washington. “The core question is whether 
he is inclined to seriously cooperate with us, which I think he is, or is he just trying to put a monkey wrench 
in the works?”

By proposing that the United States and Russia jointly use what Mr. Putin called “the Russian radar at 
Gabala in Azerbaijan,” the Russian president at once offered Mr. Bush a way to alleviate the Kremlin’s 
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worries about the intentions and possible consequences of missile defense in Europe, and presented his 
American counterpart with a fresh diplomatic challenge.

One of the Kremlin’s objections to the notion of a missile defense system in Europe is that it could, in 
theory, intercept a missile launched from Iran as it flew through Russian airspace. Russian officials have 
pointed out that this would mean two military missiles colliding over Russia, and that the debris from any 
explosion could endanger Russian people and property. Mr. Putin said that locating the system in 
Azerbaijan could alleviate this risk, and that interceptors could be fired from Aegis cruisers, rather than from 
Poland.

American officials reacted cautiously to the offer, though after weeks of trying to tamp down the language 
coming out of the Kremlin, they said they viewed it as a step in the right direction.

“I think it’s really too soon to say where this heads,” Mr. Hadley said, adding: “I think also President Putin 
wanted to de-escalate the tensions a little bit on this issue. And I think it was a useful thing that he did.”

Just last week, Mr. Hadley had practically thrown up his hands on the prospect of Russian cooperation on 
the missile defense issue, saying Democratic and Republican administrations had been trying for 17 years 
to secure such cooperation, and “I cannot tell you, for the life of me, why they say no.”

A spokesman for Mr. Putin, Dmitri Peskov, told reporters after the meeting that the Russian president had 
decided to make the offer because “dialogue is better than mutual silence.” He added, “This offer shows 
once again that President Putin is ready to find consensus and he’s ready to find solutions, not by 
confronting, not by threatening anyone — well, he’s never done that, actually — but by working together.”

Thom Shanker contributed reporting from Washington, and C. J. Chivers from Moscow.

#6
Renewed anti-Semitism is a global problem 
Op-Ed By 
Gregg J. Rickman 
The Washington Times, June 8, 2007

 Anti-Semitism, one of the world's oldest hatreds, has resurged with a vengeance. Around the globe, Jews 
are being assaulted, some even murdered. Synagogues are being attacked. Jewish gravestones are being 
desecrated by the hundreds. Even the historical fact of the Holocaust is being questioned. The threat today 
is not existential. There is no room for complacency.     

The increase in anti-Semitism is all the more disturbing because it is occurring not only in authoritarian 
societies where governments fan the flames of hatred to distract publics from their governments' 
shortcomings. Anti-Semitism also is on the rise in fully democratic countries where governments and civil 
society have admirable records of promoting tolerance and actively combating anti-Semitism.     

According to the Community Security Trust in London, last year in the United Kingdom anti-Semitic 
incidents, defined as any malicious act aimed at Jewish people, organizations or property, rose 31 percent 
from 2005; the total number of incidents for 2006 was more than any other year since 1984, when statistics 
were first collected. In France, according to the European Jewish Congress, there were over 112 anti-
Semitic attacks, a 45 percent increase from 2005. In all these cases, the governments are taking steps to 
combat the problem, yet more needs to be done.     

Here in the United States, there was a reported 12 percent decline in anti-Semitic incidents in 2006. Even 
so, in just the last year there were attacks on synagogues in Chicago, Tarzana, Calif. and in North Miami 
Beach, Fla. In Seattle, Pamela Waechter was murdered and five others were shot in an attack at the Jewish 
Federation last July by a gunman incensed at Israel's war with Hezbollah.     
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Another category of concern, however, is the situation in Iran, where anti-Semitism and Holocaust denial 
are state policy. The Iranian government held a Holocaust-denial conference in December; an Iranian 
newspaper offered cash prizes for the best cartoon mocking the Holocaust and Iranian President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad has repeatedly threatened to "wipe Israel off of the map." Thisweek in Bucharest, Romania, 
delegations from countries across North America, Europe and Eurasia will gather for a high-level 
conference of the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe, also known as the Helsinki human-
rights process, to develop strategies for combating this growing problem and other forms of religious and
ethnic intolerance.     

The U.S. delegation to the Bucharest Conference will be led by Republican Reps. Eric Cantor of Virginia 
and Chris Smith of New Jersey and will include representatives from America's Jewish, Christian and 
Muslim communities. The Bucharest Conference must focus on concrete solutions. Governments and 
community leaders must speak out in condemnation of hatemongers and promote tolerant values by word 
and example.     

Educating future generations will counter the influence of deceitful, hate-filled, anti-Semitic propaganda. A 
greater exposure to tolerance and understanding could prevent many hateful acts, such as the one that 
occurred in Odessa, Ukraine in February 2007. When they were arrested, the drunken teenagers who 
systematically sprayed swastikas on 302 gravestones in Odessa said that they "wanted to see how the 
system would react." Fortunately, Ukrainian authorities reacted quickly. And, setting an important example, 
the nation has banned the sale of the notorious and long-discredited Protocols of the Elders of Zion from the 
grounds of the Ukrainian Parliament.    

Countries must more effectively implement hate-crime legislation and take robust law-enforcement 
measures. For example, last fall Argentine special prosecutors issued a comprehensive report on the 
investigation of the 1994 Argentine-Israeli Mutual Association (AMIA) bombing which alleged that the attack 
was planned and financed by the government of Iran and carried out with the operational assistance of 
Hezbollah and local Iranian diplomats. We support the Argentine government's efforts to bring to justice the 
perpetrators of this attack which killed 85 and injured more than 150.     

It will be vitally important to identify new programs to combat anti-Semitism that originate not from the 
Jewish community, but from outside of it. More non-Jewish voices need to be heard. Anti-Semitism must be 
understood not solely as a Jewish issue but as a fundamental human-rights issue and treated as such.     

In sum, we need to establish a practical framework for sustained legal, educational, cultural, political and 
diplomatic efforts to combat anti-Semitism and other forms of intolerance.     

More than 60 years after the Holocaust, the international community needs to confront the ugly reality that 
anti-Semitism is a current event. It is our hope that the Bucharest Conference will prove to be a turning 
point. It is high time to consign anti-Semitism to the history books.          

Gregg J. Rickman is the State Department's special envoy to monitor and combat anti-Semitism and a 
member of the U.S. delegation to the Bucharest Conference.

#7
Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict: Time-Out Until 2009 
By Fariz Ismailzade 
Central Asia-Caucasus Institute Analyst, May 30, 2007 

As Armenia’s parliamentary elections were held, a period dating back to late 2005 ended without the much-
expected achievements in the peace process in the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh. 
Both Presidents continue to remain hostage to their nationalistic crowds at home, which refuse to accept 
any serious concessions. The public is unprepared for the compromises that will be actualized in 2009, 
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when the peace process is likely to pick up speed after presidential elections are held in both countries. 
Unless work with public opinion is undertaken, both countries’ leadership risk becoming increasingly 
dependent on their domestic audience, thus further reducing the likelihood of a peaceful settlement.

BACKGROUND: Despite great hopes put on the year 2006 both by the international community and local 
analysts, direct talks between the Azerbaijani and Armenian Presidents did not produce a major 
breakthrough in the negotiation process over the resolution of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. In the 
beginning of the year, the co-chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group, responsible for seeking a peaceful 
resolution to the conflict, stated that 2006 would be a “window of opportunity” for the settlement of the 
conflict since neither conflicting countries nor major regional powers had domestic elections scheduled, thus 
allowing the leadership of these countries to focus on the conflict. This period effectively ended with the 
Armenian parliamentary elections, which spark a long election cycle including presidential elections in both 
Armenia and Azerbaijan, as well as Russia and the United States, and parliamentary elections in both 
Turkey and Russia.

Presidents Ilham Aliyev and Robert Kocharyan met three times both tete-a-tete and in the presence of the 
Minsk group co-chairs. Some progress was achieved: in the words of Azerbaijani Foreign Minister Elmar 
Mammadyarov, “only one of the nine points on the negotiation table remains unresolved.” Azerbaijani 
President Ilham Aliyev also expressed a rather high degree of optimism, saying following his latest meeting 
with President Kocharyan in Minsk that “we are approaching the last stage of talks.”

Yet many people in both countries continue to believe that the peace talks have no promising future and 
that the recent statements by politicians on both sides are only aimed at deceiving the public and prolonging 
the status quo. Indeed, thirteen years have passed since the cease-fire was established in the conflict zone 
and peace talks started, yet no agreement between the warring sides has been achieved. Sporadic boosts 
in optimistic comments from both sides did not see any real-life effects, and in fact led to increased 
frustration among the public.

Although both OSCE officials and representatives of the Armenian and Azerbaijani governments have 
pledged to continue the peace talks throughout 2007 and showed a never-ending sense of optimism for the 
resolution of the conflict, it is clear that the deadlock will continue at least till 2009. Indeed, Armenian 
President Kocharyan stated openly that the recently held elections in Armenia would put a freeze on the 
negotiation process, a statement that seems to have been to the point. The election cycles in regional 
powers and the U.S. ensures that the external focus on the conflict is likely to be limited. Indeed, domestic 
and regional elections look set to preoccupy the minds of politicians in all countries and leave very small 
room for maneuvers and compromises on the issue of Nagorno-Karabakh.

IMPLICATIONS: For many local political experts, the two coming years are considered a likely waste of 
time. Patience is running out and most of the surveys conducted in Azerbaijan show that the public is 
increasingly favoring a military resolution to the conflict. Thus, the prolongation of the peace talks until 2009 
will only further increase these trends and strengthen the general mood of distrust and skepticism in the 
peace process.

But these two years are also a time of opportunity, opportunity for the Armenian and Azerbaijani 
governments to engage in a real dialogue with civil society, scale back the “scapegoating” of the other side, 
minimize the enemy-making propaganda machine and prepare their societies for the painful, but much 
needed concessions that will be key to achieving a long-lasting compromise.

Over the past decade, one of the major obstacles to the peace process and the eventual solution of the 
conflict was the high level of nationalism and patriotism among the public on both sides, the low level of 
knowledge of the positions and feelings of the other side, the near lack of public diplomacy and contacts 
between ordinary citizens, NGOs and media, the lack of media coverage of the other side’s story, as well as 
the establishment and development of an enemy image through stereotypes in the media. This, in turn, led 
to public distrust of the other side, feelings of victimization, hatred and unwillingness to make compromises 
and build peace with the “evil enemy”.
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Both Presidents, although realizing this obstacle, have so far been unable to deal with the problem and offer 
the other side a compromise that would be likely to be accepted at home. In many ways, they have 
sacrificed the peace deal for the sake of their internal power and stability. They appear to know that any 
concession that they make on the negotiation table will be utilized by the domestic opposition to mobilize a 
nationalistically driven but otherwise politically passive public. This could seriously destabilize the situation 
inside their countries.

The Azerbaijani government has thus been forced to follow the suit of the nationalistic public and play the 
nationalistic card as well. Contacts with Armenian NGOs and media were strongly discouraged, and 
economic ties were prohibited until “occupied lands are freed.” This, in turn, created a vicious circle, 
because the absence of public diplomacy has augmented distrust between the two sides and thus hindered 
the achievement of the breakthrough in the peace process.

CONCLUSIONS: For these obstacles to be mitigated, a serious change of tactics is needed on the part of 
both governments and the international community during the next two years, in order to prepare the public 
for a possible peace deal in 2009. These changes would include the active encouragement by both 
governments of direct citizen-to-citizen contacts, which could help break public distrust and enemy 
stereotypes. NGO contacts, media exchanges and TV or Radio programs are important components of 
such efforts, as are educational conferences and seminars between the youth of both countries.

Only an intensive, planned and comprehensive set of activities could lead to changing the “cold war” 
attitude between the peoples on both sides of the border. It will be much easier for these nations to accept 
painful compromises if the current mutual hatred is mitigated and replaced by understanding and tolerance.

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict is one of the bloodiest and most complicated ethnic conflicts in the post-
Soviet space. It has become even more complicated in the last 15 years as the media in both countries 
strengthened stereotypical enemy images, while public diplomacy has not been allowed to break these 
stereotypes. This problem seriously hinders the peace process as both Presidents, fearing the domestic 
instability, do not want to make concessions and reach painful, but necessary compromise. Only changing 
this situation and engaging the public into the contacts with the other side could lower this sense of 
nationalism and reduce this very important barrier to the peace process.

#8
Azerbaijan:  Building Bridges For President Aliyev's Re-Election? 
By Mina Muradova and Khazri Bakinsky: 
Eurasianet, May 30, 2007

 An ambitious infrastructure upgrade campaign has taken Azerbaijan by storm in recent months, but some 
economists point to the 2008 presidential vote as the prime reason for the state-funded building boom and 
question the projects’ transparency.

Infrastructure projects will account for a staggering 87 percent of this year’s government investment 
programs, recently revised to total $2.2 billion (1.9 billion manats), according to Oktai Ahverdiyev, chief of 
the Cabinet of Ministers’ finance department.

Under this plan, by the end of 2007, Azerbaijan will have five new airports – some in the remotest parts of 
the country. Aside from existing international airports in the western town of Ganja, Azerbaijan’s second 
largest metropolitan area, and the exclave of Nakhchivan (bordering Armenia and Iran), an international 
airport is planned for the southern town of Lenkoran, close to the Iranian border. Airports in Sheki, a popular 
tourist destination in northern Azerbaijan, and Zaqatala, a small nearby town, will handle smaller planes. 
The cost for these facilities has not been made public.
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Extensive highway and bridge projects are also in the works. In 2007, the government plans to spend $500 
million on the construction and repair of highways – a figure that is 80 percent higher than 2006 
expenditures, APA news agency reported, citing the Ministry of Transportation. Ten new bridges and 18 
underpasses are planned for Baku to lessen the city’s growing traffic congestion. In addition, repairs will be 
carried out on 40 bridges between Baku and the Russian border, and a new highway will be built from the 
Azerbaijani capital to the Iranian border.

At an opening ceremony for one of Baku’s new bridges in March, President Aliyev declared that the bridge 
building shows Azerbaijan’s economic muscle. “It means that we are becoming strong,” media outlets 
reported him as stating. The 200 million manat ($232 million) allocated for the bridges and underpasses “will 
not be to make a profit,” he elaborated, stressing that “[a]ll of this is done for the people’s welfare.”

Senior government official Ahverdiyev has stated that “poverty reduction” will also be included in the 
campaign. Planned expenditures will target improvement of “the water supply, sanitation systems, 
education [system] and healthcare,” Aheverdiyev told Trend news agency recently.

Some questions, however, surround the details.

"Azerbaijan’s infrastructure needs to improve, but first it should be seriously studied to define priority 
highways and bridges [for work], which of them can really eliminate problems with traffic jams,” argued 
economist Azer Mehtiyev, deputy chairman of Baku’s non-governmental Center for Economic Research. 
Money for these improvements has so far been allocated without such a hit list, he added.

That leaves particular questions about the viability of the five new airports, observed Zohrab Ismaylov, head 
of the non-governmental Center for Market Economy Assistance in Baku. "I am not sure that airports in 
Zaqatala or Lenkoran can give a profit even in the mid-term future," Ismaylov said. Zaqatala has a 
population of around 26,000 people, according to official statistics. Lenkoran’s population stands at under 
50,000. Both towns are in non-industrial areas with no emphasis on exports.

Both Mekhtiyev and Ismaylov, however, contend that the large-scale investment projects have as much to 
do with the 2008 presidential elections as they do with infrastructure improvements.

Decisions about the infrastructure projects “come suddenly during [Aliyev’s] trips to the regions and in 
meetings with residents,” observed the Center for Economic Research’s Mehtiyev. “There is no clear… 
policy."

Mehtiyev holds that the construction projects will be used to let Aliyev show that he has met a 2003 
presidential campaign promise to create 600,000 new jobs by 2008. At an April 13 speech to government 
ministers, Aliyev reported that 535,000 jobs – the majority allegedly permanent and outside of Baku – have 
been set up during his time in office.

Public tenders for the projects have also not been held, a fact that has spurred concerns that money for the 
projects, derived from Azerbaijan’s sizeable oil income, is being misappropriated. Mehtiyev charges that 
companies “close to high-level officials” act as project contractors; Ismaylov of the Center for Market 
Economy Assistance claims that a recent 371 million manat (about $369 million) increase in state 
investments was approved by parliamentarians without detailed information about the funds’ intended use.

"From the point of view of efficiency and of transparency in spending oil revenues, the construction industry 
is not the best sphere," Ismaylov stressed. Many construction companies are unregistered and operate 
wtihout paying taxes, he noted.

One pro-opposition political analyst agreed. “[Information about] implementation of these projects is closed 
to the public,” charged Rasim Musabekov. “It is out of public control and gives the government an 
opportunity to misappropriate oil revenues.”
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Government officials could not be reached for commentary.

But for President Aliyev, what matters is that signs of change are beginning to appear.

“New business have opened, roads are paved, neighborhoods improved and modernized,” the Azerbaijani 
leader told reporters in April. “The main goal is to reduce the gap [in living standards] between urban and 
rural population centers. And we can achieve this.”

#9a
Latvian publisher not guilty of incitement 
JTA Brief, June 3, 2007 

The publisher of an anti-Semitic and anti-Russian newspaper in Latvia was found not guilty of interethnic 
incitement by a Riga court.

Aivars Garda, the publisher of DDD, a newspaper that has frequently referred to Jews as "kikes," was tried 
under Latvia's anti-incitement statutes. He and two employees faced fines if convicted, but none were found 
guilty, the Baltic News Agency reported.

Garda is also the chairman of the far-right Latvian National Front. Past efforts to try him under the statutes 
have failed. The statutes reportedly have been applied successfully only twice in the country's history, and 
never against a publisher of racist or anti-Semitic material.

#9b
Kiev hate kiosks removed 
JTA Brief, June 4, 2007 

The mayor of Kiev ordered the removal of kiosks in the Ukrainian capital that sell anti-Semitic literature.

Leonid Chernovetsky said last week that his city was going to remove the "illegally installed kiosks" selling 
anti-Zionist and anti-Semitic pamphlets and periodicals published by MAUP, a private Kiev university with a 
history of anti-Semitism.

MAUP's bookstall, not far from the Babi Yar ravine where tens of thousands of Jews were murdered by the 
Nazis, was removed May 30 over the protests of MAUP's representatives, the school's Web site reported 
last Friday.

MAUP publishes a wide spectrum of anti-Zionist, anti-Israeli and anti-Semitic articles and books by 
Ukrainian and foreign authors.

Jewish leaders in Ukraine have long criticized Ukrainian authorities for not doing enough to curtail anti-
Semitic propaganda at the university.

#9c
OSCE advisers are mostly Jewish 
JTA Brief, June 5, 2007

Most of the advisers to the U.S. delegation to a European conference on tolerance represent Jewish 
groups.
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Six out of nine advisers traveling with the official delegation to Bucharest this week for the Organization for 
Security and Cooperation in Europe Conference on Combating Discrimination and Promoting Mutual 
Respect and Understanding.

The delegation, which was named last Friday by the State Department, is headed by Rep. Eric Cantor (R-
Va.).

Its members include Rabbi Andrew Baker, the director of international affairs for the American Jewish 
Committee; Stacy Burdett, the Anti-Defamation League's associate director of government and national 
affairs; Daniel Mariaschin, the executive vice-president of B'nai B'rith International; Mark Weitzman of the 
Simon Wiesenthal Center's Task Force against Hate and Terrorism; Lesley Weiss, the director of 
community services for NCSJ: Advocates on Behalf of Jews in Russia, Ukraine, the Baltic States and 
Eurasia; and Radu Ionid, an expert on the Holocaust in Romania at the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum.

Additionally, the U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom, the Institute of Religion and Public 
Policy and the Becket Fund for Religious Freedom are sending delegates. This year's OSCE conference 
follows up on its 2005 Conference on Anti-Semitism and Other Forms of Intolerance.

#9d
Putin donating to future Jewish museum 
JTA Brief, June 5, 2007

Vladimir Putin said he would donate one month's salary to the future Moscow Jewish Museum-Museum of 
Tolerance.  The Russian president made the promise in a meeting Tuesday with Berel Lazar, one of 
Russia's two chief rabbis.

Lazar is the leader of the Chabad-dominated Federation of Jewish Communities, the group that is creating 
Russia's first Jewish museum. No opening date for the museum has been announced.

#9e
Synagogue arsonists charged with hooliganism
JTA Brief, June 6, 2007

Four suspects in the firebombing of a Siberian synagogue will not be charged with hate crimes.  The 
suspects, all men in their early 20s including two university students, were charged with hooliganism for a 
February 2004 attack on a wooden shul in Chelyabinsk, according to a May 22 report in the local 
Chelyabinski Rabochi newspaper.

Police justified their decision by citing an absence of anti-Semitic graffiti painted on or nearby the shul, 
which was attacked with Molotov cocktails. As such, they maintain there was no clear cause for trying them 
under Russia's hate crimes statute, which carries much sharper penalties.

Although anti-Semitic attacks fall under the statute's provision barring "incitement of national, racial or 
religious enmity,"•  they are rarely prosecuted as hate crimes, especially in the provinces.

#9f
Kasparov warns against pigeonholing Jews 
JTA Brief, June 7, 2007

Former Russian chess champion Garry Kasparov said Jews should not be portrayed as Kremlin supporters 
or detractors.
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In an impassioned speech Tuesday to a conference on security and democracy in Prague, Kasparov, one 
of Russian President Vladimir Putin’s chief critics, called Russia a "police state masquerading as a 
democracy."

Asked whether Russian Jews were sufficiently outspoken about Putin allegedly reducing democratic 
reforms, Kasparov told JTA, "Do you mean Jews or their leaders? Lazar, he is of course Kremlin," he said, 
referring to one of Russia's chief rabbis, Berel Lazar, a Chabad leader who was described by critics in a 
recent Wall Street Journal article as someone who supported Putin in return for favorable treatment for 
Chabad.

"But Jews should not be characterized as one way or the other," Kasparov said. "There are some that are 
against Kremlin policies, and there are supporters. However, do not separate Jews from Russians or you 
can start breaking down the whole society, and that makes no sense."

Kasparov, whose father is Jewish, leads the United Civil Front, a non-governmental organization that stages 
protests against the erosion of democracy and human rights in Russia. His speech was delivered to a 
conference organized by the Adelson Institute for Strategic Studies at the Shalem Center in Israel.

#9g
Anti-Semitism conference opens in Bucharest 
JTA Brief, June 8, 2007

Elie Wiesel kicked off a meeting in Bucharest to discuss anti-Semitism and other forms of intolerance.

"Anti-Semitism is the oldest form of hatred in history and is the only one of the serious illnesses of the 20th 
century which has survived and is still around, with communism and Nazism mostly gone now," said Wiesel, 
a Holocaust survivor and Nobel peace laureate, in a videotaped speech to the Organization for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe.

More than 600 participants from the OSCE's 56 participating states and 11 partners are attending the 
Conference on Combating Discrimination and Promoting Mutual Respect and Understanding that began 
Thursday.

The two-day event, which focused both on anti-Jewish and more general hate crimes, is a follow-up to a 
2005 OSCE conference on anti-Semitism in Spain.

Andrew Baker, director of international Jewish affairs for the American Jewish Committee, said a hot topic 
was the recent vote by Britain's largest university teachers' union to consider a boycott of Israeli academics 
institutions.

Baker said he and other delegates were trying to make sure the conference declaration included language 
condemning new forms and manifestations of anti-Semitism that are being seen today, "which is a clear 
reference to specific anti-Israel activities."

So far, he said, the draft declaration is too broad and does not mention the specific and unique nature of 
anti-Semitism.

On the positive side, the OSCE special representative against anti-Semitism, Gert Weisskirchen, wrote a 
letter to the governments of all OSCE countries urging them to follow Great Britain’s lead by holding a 
special parliamentary session investigating anti-Semitism.
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#10
School in Ukraine resists alleged Chabad takeover
By Vladimir Matveyev 
JTA, June 3, 2007

A pluralistic Jewish school in Ukraine fended off what its sponsors say were attempts by Chabad to take 
over one of the oldest Jewish day schools in the former Soviet Union.

Last week the Jerusalem-based Schechter Institute of Jewish Studies, affiliated with the Masorti, or 
Conservative movement that supports School No.41 in Chernovsty, accused Chabad representatives of 
attempting "to take control" of the 15-year-old school "in order to transform it into an ultra-Orthodox 
institution."

A representative of the Schechter Institute told JTA this week that a takeover at the movement's sole school 
in the former Soviet Union had been averted.

"Because of the parents and the teachers who were not willing to accept the situation, the school will remain 
pluralistic," said Eitan Cooper, vice president of the Schechter Institute.

The institute is supporting the school through Midreshet Yerushalayim, an educational and Jewish-
enrichment group within the Masorti network.

Cooper said "there was a lot of letter writing and protesting" in the local Jewish community when the 
Chabad plans became known. He said the protests helped convince city officials to preserve the status quo.

In early May, Rabbi Menachem Mendel Glitzenstein, the Chabad emissary in Chernovtsy, sent a letter to 
the city's education department proposing to turn School No. 41 into "a private school and kindergarten," 
said Lyudmila Sirko, the department's deputy head.

In a May 21 press release, the Schechter Institute accused Glitzenstein of offering "Chernovtsy municipal 
authorities $160,000 per year for the school."

That amount is several times the school's present $35,000 annual budget, most of which is provided by the 
municipality.

When Glitzenstein's initiative was public, many teachers, students and their parents sent letters of protest to 
Ukraine's Ministry of Education and to the mayor of Chernovtsy. The letters said, in essence, that the 
proposal was an attempt to "force" fervently Orthodox Jewish education upon students at School No.41.

Glitzenstein told JTA that his group never tried to take over the school. His goal, he said, was to start a 
good Jewish day school in Chernovtsy and not to hurt the Conservative-supported school, which he claims 
teaches mainly non-Jews.

"Today this school is in fact secular," Glitzenstein said. "I would like to collect all Jewish children at one 
Jewish school" that will offer them a "high level of education."

The head of the Or Avner school network, the educational arm of Chabad in the former Soviet Union that 
comprises 75 Jewish day schools, also told JTA that his organization never actually intended to take over 
the Conservative school.

"Our representative in Chernovtsy approached the local authorities requesting the opening of a Jewish 
school in the city," David Mondshine, the Moscow-based director of the Or Avner Foundation, wrote to JTA 
on Tuesday. "This does not concern a school that would replace the existing school, but rather an additional 
school."
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Funding from the Or Avner Foundation, which is headed by Israeli billionaire and philanthropist Lev Leviev, 
enables many of the Chabad schools to operate without charging tuition.

But leaders of the small Conservative movement in Ukraine dispute Mondshine's claim.

"I'm shocked by this attempt to take over our pluralistic school and to deprive our children of their right to an 
alternative" to Orthodoxy, said Diana Gold, one of the leaders of the Conservative movement in Ukraine and 
a graduate of School No. 41.

The Chernovtsy school operates as a secular public school with Jewish ethnic and cultural components. It 
teaches Hebrew, Jewish history and culture, as well as Jewish traditions and literature. The Jewish 
curriculum is prepared by Midreshet Yerushalayim in Jerusalem.

The Conservative movement does not have any synagogues in the former Soviet Union, focusing instead 
on Jewish educational activities. In addition to the Chernovtsy school, it runs a number of Sunday schools 
and student groups, the Armon Educational and Cultural Center in Kiev, a Ramah summer camp and family 
camp, teacher training seminars and family educational programs.

Movement leaders estimate that about 1,000 Ukrainian Jews take part in these activities.

The Chernovtsy school has 308 students from first to 11th grade. About two-thirds of them are Jews 
according to the Israeli Law of Return, meaning they must have at least one Jewish grandparent, said 
principal Lyudviga Tzurkan.

Some parents said they were unhappy at the thought of joining Chabad's network because they feared 
Chabad would exclude students who are not halachically Jewish, meaning those with non-Jewish mothers.

"I have a negative attitude to this idea because Chabad would discriminate against students," said Svetlana 
Rafalson, whose daughter Nikita is a seventh-grader at the school.

Lyudmila Rudan, the grandmother of sixth-grader Alexander Titov, said she valued the "equal approach to 
halachic and non-halachic students in our school."

Mondshine confirmed that "the policies of the Or Avner schools is indeed to accept only children who are 
Jewish according to halacha, but Or Avner as a foundation supports every Jewish school that requests 
assistance in strengthening its Jewish studies." 

Responding to the protests by parents and teachers, city officials said they saw no reason for the school to 
change.

"This school has good teachers and teaches both Jews and non-Jews," said Sirko of the city's education 
department. "I can't find any reasons for such a reorganization."

#11
Vilnius shul duel heats up
By Michael J. Jordan 
JTA, June 5, 2007 

VILNIUS, Lithuania (JTA) -- Here in the former home of the Vilna Gaon, the historic center of the anti-
Chasidic Litvak movement, two rabbis have been battling for three years for control of the city's lone 
synagogue.
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Now one of them -- Rabbi Sholom Ber Krinsky, a Chabad-Lubavitcher who arrived in 1994 to serve as the 
community's rabbi -- not only has lost control of the synagogue but is literally scrambling to keep a roof over 
his and his family's head.

Krinsky may soon become the only Chabad emissary among the more than 200 in the former Soviet Union 
to be evicted from his Chabad House premises for non-payment of rent. Krinsky once owned the property 
but was forced to sell to satisfy his debts.

"The owner was fairly patient," said a U.S. official familiar with the situation. "Even if Rabbi Krinsky comes 
up with the necessary funding, I don't think the owner is interested. It's too late."

This is the latest twist in the power struggle between those in the Vilnius Jewish community who support 
Krinsky and backers of Rabbi Chaim Burshtein, a Litvak rabbi who came to the community in 2004 and 
shares its traditions and customs.

At stake in the power struggle is which side will benefit from the long-awaited restitution of Jewish 
communal property, which in Lithuania eventually will include at least 200 buildings and an estimated $60 
million in compensation for property that cannot be returned.

The proceeds could become the lifeblood for local Jewish institutions that now only dream of weaning 
themselves from their dependence on foreign donors.

Krinsky's eviction is expected in June -- the same month the Lithuanian government is expected to 
introduce to parliament a revised restitution law. The new law will broaden the definition of "religious" 
communal property to more appropriately cover what had been owned by Jewish communities.

The pending eviction and restitution issues are not unrelated.

Krinsky, while acknowledging that he "has made mistakes along the way," insists that "no one had a 
problem with us until restitution came along. Give us what we objectively deserve: fair representation in the 
restitution equation and a fair share of whatever monies are given out."

Krinsky blames his troubles on the anti-Chabad bias of local and international Jewish groups that he says 
are trying to shut him out of the restitution process. In particular he faults the American Jewish Joint 
Distribution Committee, which operates social and welfare services in virtually all the same areas of the 
former Soviet Union as Chabad.

Andres Spokoiny, the JDC's Paris-based country director for Lithuania, dismissed Krinsky's allegation "as 
nonsense," noting his agency's "excellent cooperation with Chabad all over the world."

Krinsky's critics, in turn, accuse him of trying to dominate the restitution process as well as Lithuanian 
religious life.

"What Rabbi Krinsky wants is to be at the front of restitution instead of being a part of it," said Simonas 
Alperavicius, chairman of the Jewish Community of Lithuania. "But he cannot be more equal than others."

Vilnius, or Vilna, as it was known to world Jewry before World War II, boasted 100 synagogues plus related 
institutions, virtually all of them controlled by the Litvak community. The Chasidic presence was minor by 
comparison.

Lithuania's quarter-million Jews were nearly wiped out in the Holocaust. They were further crippled by 
Soviet repression, including state seizure and nationalization of their religious and communal institutions. 
Only the Taharot Ha-Kodesh Synagogue in Vilnius remained open.
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After the collapse of the Soviet Union, the U.S. government made the return of Jewish property a 
precondition for admission to NATO and other Western institutions. Lithuania joined the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization and the European Union in 2004.

Soon after Lithuanian independence, the re-emerging Jewish community in Vilnius began looking for a 
rabbi.

Sholom Ber Krinsky answered the call, arriving in 1994. He is a nephew of Rabbi Yehuda Krinsky, a key 
leader of Chabad-Lubavitch's international operations who was secretary to the Lubavitcher Rebbe, 
Menachem Mendel Schneerson, for 40 years.

Some speculate that Chabad headquarters did not send Krinsky as an official emissary, but Chabad 
spokesman Rabbi Zalman Shmotkin said that is untrue.

Krinsky said he was invited by the local community, which Alperavicius and others confirm. But they also 
suggest that invitations can be rescinded.

By all accounts, Krinsky has worked exhaustively to rebuild Jewish life. He opened a day school, runs a 
soup kitchen, teaches classes and organizes activities throughout the countryside.

Jewish activists acknowledge his efforts, but challenge almost every success Krinsky claims, from how 
many people show up at his events to the quality of his soup kitchen and day school.

Meanwhile, local leaders continued to look for a rabbi, a Litvak like them. They found Burshtein, a St. 
Petersburg native and former refusenik who estimates that he was detained by the KGB some 40 times 
before immigrating to Israel.

Burshtein was elected chief rabbi by leaders of the country's religious Jewish communities. His installation 
at the synagogue sparked an eruption, beginning with fisticuffs in the shul between pro-Krinsky and pro-
Burshtein factions during Shavuot services in 2004. The fracas was covered extensively by the local and 
foreign media.

Burshtein later reportedly was roughed up by Krinsky supporters. Krinsky and his followers were barred 
from the synagogue; they countered by holding vigils in the courtyard for months.

The community took Krinsky to court, the rabbi retreated to his Chabad center and the synagogue was 
closed for more than a year.

It reopened in August 2005, and morning and evening services are now held daily -- without Krinsky, who 
presides over his own services in a first-floor room at the Chabad center that after two years he still 
describes as "temporary."

 Krinsky has hinted that the fight isn't over.

"Our community here is every Jew," he told JTA, "and this community absolutely doesn't need two 
synagogues."

Krinsky, who is described by foes as "very charming, very sophisticated" as well as "very extreme, very 
unstable," seems to be operating with little support from Chabad.

While Shmotkin says there is no talk at Chabad headquarters of replacing him, the Moscow-based 
Federation of Jewish Communities, an umbrella for Chabad-affiliated efforts across the former Soviet Union, 
isn't going to bat for him publicly.
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The federation's Web site lists Krinsky and his activities as its recognized community in Lithuania. But asked 
whether he supported Krinsky, Rabbi Avraham Berkowitz, the federation's executive director, responded, 
"We only partner with him in supporting his day school."

Californa-based Chabad Rabbi Dovid Eliezrie was more forthcoming, saying Krinsky "has had some 
financial challenges and made some poor decisions along the way, but if you look at him in his totality, it's 
astonishing how much one man has been able to accomplish."

Eliezrie added that if everyone involved "came together at a table, we probably could resolve this problem."

Krinsky says he is pinning his hopes on restitution. The Vilnius Jewish community offered him a seat at the 
negotiating table, but he insisted on three. He is now outside the process.

The plan is that once a restitution law is passed, neither the properties nor the cash will be apportioned. 
Jewish religious, cultural, educational and welfare organizations will have to apply to a foundation, 
proposing projects and making their case for support.

Krinsky will have to compete with the others.

"I've said repeatedly that I think Chabad would merit support, just as other institutions would," said Rabbi 
Andrew Baker of the American Jewish Committee, who leads the international team negotiating restitution 
with the Lithuanian government. "However, I don't think that's what Rabbi Krinsky is speaking of. He 
believes he's the only bona fide religious Jewish organization in Lithuania."

Krinsky has tried to circumvent the process. Several months ago he approached the Lithuanian Ministry of 
Health requesting the return of a former communal property. But he was rebuffed.

As a U.S. citizen, he approached the U.S. Embassy in Vilnius for help in obtaining a state-owned music 
academy in the desirable Old Town. According to the U.S. official familiar with the situation, the embassy 
sent a letter to the government supporting Krinsky, but also asked Krinsky and local leaders to bury the 
hatchet.

"We've seen a lot of quotes in the press where some people from the government or on its periphery have 
said the Jewish community can't even agree on restitution, so how can we make an agreement," the official 
said. "We've told them we don't want that as an excuse to not go forward."

In April, Krinsky met with local Jewish leaders. Afterward they sent him a letter outlining conditions for 
breaking the stalemate. Among them: Krinsky must publicly acknowledge the community's ownership of the 
synagogue and its choice of chief rabbi; cease referring to himself as "chief rabbi"; and submit to "a sound, 
open and transparent financial management."

Krinsky told JTA that he plans to respond to the letter soon.

Meanwhile, the threatened eviction nears for Krinsky, his wife and the seven of his eight children, aged 1 to 
10, who live with him. And community leaders worry that more trouble lies ahead.

"If he accepts the conditions in our letter, then for sure peace is possible," said Simonas Gurevicius, 
executive director of the Jewish Community of Lithuania. "But if someone doesn't want peace with you, how 
can you find it?"

#12
Mass grave from WWII found in Ukraine
Remains of thousands of Jews killed by Nazis found near concentration camp site
AP, June 5, 2007
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KIEV, Ukraine (AP) A mass grave holding the remains of thousands of Jews killed by the Nazis has been 
found in southern Ukraine near the site of what was once a concentration camp, a Jewish community 
representative said today.

The grave was found by chance last month when workers were laying gas pipelines in the village of 
Gvozdavka-1, near Odessa, said Roman Shvartsman, a spokesman for the regional Jewish community. He 
said that Nazis established a concentration camp near the village in November 1941 killed about 5,000 
Jews at or near the site.

"Several thousand Jews executed by the Nazis lie there," Shvartsman told The Associated Press.

Ukraine's Jewish population was devastated during the Holocaust. Babi Yar, a ravine outside the capital 
Kiev where the Nazis slaughtered some 34,000 Jews over two days in September 1941, is a powerful 
symbol of the tragedy.

Efraim Zuroff, director of the Israel office of the Simon Wiesenthal Center, said he did not recall Gvozdavka-
1 specifically, but was not shocked by the findings.

"I'm not surprised that even in these days there are discoveries such as these, it underscores the enormous 
scope of the plans of annihilation of the Nazis and their collaborators in eastern Europe," he said. "This is 
an area that Jews were not deported from to concentration camps but rather murdered on the spot."

"The scope is enormous, the number of places where murders were carried out is very large and that is why 
even now at this point, so late after the events, graves are still being discovered," he added.

"Ukraine was an enormous killing field, hundreds of thousands of Jews were murdered and the entire region 
is literally filled with hundreds of mass graves all over, a testament to the enormous scope of the Nazis 
implementation of the final solution." 

#13
Human Rights Group Cites Euro Anti-Semitism  
Report indicts governments for putting their ‘heads in the sand.’  
By James D. Besser 
The Jewish Week, June 8, 2007

International human rights groups, routinely lambasted for singling Israel out for criticism, are slowly waking 
up to another human rights crisis: the rising tide of anti-Semitism in Europe.

Last week Human Rights First (HRF), formerly the Lawyers Committee for Human Rights, released what it 
called the “first comprehensive annual overview of hate crimes by a human rights group.” Companion 
reports covered “anti-Semitic, homophobic and Islamophobic hate crimes,” according to the organization.

One conclusion mirrors what Jewish groups have been saying for a long time: much of the new anti-
Semitism in Europe is connected to anti-Israel politics.

And most governments don’t seem to care. The report is a “stunning indictment of most European 
governments that have put their heads in the sand,” said Paul LeGendre, interim director of HRF’s program 
on fighting discrimination.

According to the report, “anti-Semitic hate crimes occur at a much greater frequency than in the 1990s” 
across Europe.
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While France experienced an overall drop in hate crimes in 2006, anti-Semitic threats and acts increased by 
6.6 percent; in the United Kingdom, anti-Semitic incidents “rose dramatically in 2006, with the highest 
annual toll since the collection of statistics started in 1984.”

Personal assaults, the group reported, increased by 37 percent over 2005 levels. “A surge in anti-Semitic
incidents that coincided with the conflict between Israel and Hezbollah in Lebanon was reported in July and 
August,” the group reported.

And European anti-Semitism is getting more violent; even where the actual number of incidents has 
declined, “the proportion of incidents involving personal attacks on Jews has risen precipitously when 
compared to attacks on property.”

Michael Posner, the president of HRF, said the group felt the survey was necessary to “help make up for a 
data deficit; governments are not doing enough, and our view is that we are going to set up a baseline 
through these reports and start to point out what is a very serious problem.”

Posner said the report was issued to coincide with this week’s Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe (OSCE) follow-up meetings on European anti-Semitism.

A number of Jewish leaders attended the session in Bucharest, Romania, including representatives of the 
Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations, B’nai B’rith International and the Anti-
Defamation League.

Posner said his group is concerned that anti-Semitism, anti-Islamic sentiment and hate crimes against gays 
and lesbians are generally treated as “atomized” by the individual communities.

“We view this as a broader human rights issue,” he said. “These issues need to be considered in one 
setting, through one perspective.”

Anti-Semitism, the HRF officials agreed, is increasingly linked to anti-Israel politics. Michael McClintock, 
senior adviser to HRF, cited a growing “fusion” in Europe between traditional anti-Semitism, neo-Nazism 
and political opposition to Israel.

McClintock referred to Iran’s Holocaust denial conference last year, which was “picked up by extreme 
nationalist Russian groups … the Russian groups are recycling the Protocols of the Elders of Zion and other 
19th-century anti-Semitic texts, and using it at the same time in the context of the issue of Israel. So there’s 
a fusion there.”

In Western Europe, too, traditional neo-Nazis are “latching on to the new anti-Semitism,” he said.

Posner stressed that “our view is that criticism of Israel, even vociferous criticism, is not anti-Semitism, per 
se; it’s when it crosses the line to become denigrating to Jews or the Jewish people that it becomes anti-
Semitism.”

But he issued a strong warning about the growing convergence between anti-Israel activism and traditional 
modes of anti-Semitism, which he called a “lethal cocktail for an expansion of anti-Semitism throughout the 
region.”

The HRF officials also linked the anti-Semitic surge to a rising tide of anti-immigrant sentiment across 
Europe and to “continuing fears about terrorism.”

The HRF report mirrored studies by Jewish groups such as the Anti-Defamation League. But ADL’s national 
director, Abraham Foxman, welcomed the survey, saying that it adds to the body of data linking old-
fashioned anti-Semitism to an increasingly extreme anti-Israel political movement.
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And he said the report by Human Rights First may signal a desire by major human rights groups to start 
addressing their longstanding bias against Israel.

“This may be a way for them to re-establish their credibility after being so focused on alleged Israeli 
abuses,” he said.

#14
Fears of major budget cuts have FSU Jewish school heads sweating  
By Lev Krichevsky 
JTA, June 7, 2007 

MOSCOW (JTA) -- A feared $1 million slash in the Jewish Agency for Israel's budget for Jewish schools in 
the former Soviet Union would seriously impact non-Orthodox educational options, local leaders are saying.

According to sources in Jerusalem and Moscow, the Jewish Agency will decide later this month whether to 
cut 40 percent of its annual $2.5 million in support for 45 Jewish schools in the former Soviet Union.

While 30 of those schools are Orthodox and have other income sources, the 15 schools operated by World 
ORT -- the only ones that provide a pluralistic Jewish education -- will be severely affected. Some would 
have to close or become non-Jewish public schools, sources said.

"If this happens, it will seriously affect the whole system of Jewish education" in the region, said Avi Ganon, 
World ORT's representative in Russia, Belarus and Central Asia.

Jewish Agency spokesman Michael Yankelowitz neither denied nor confirmed the budget cuts, but he told 
JTA that the issue will be discussed during the agency's board meeting June 24-28 in Jerusalem.

"Until this time no decisions are made," Yankelowitz said by telephone from Jerusalem.

The head of the largest Jewish educational network in the former Soviet Union told JTA he had heard "only 
rumors" about possible budget cuts.

"We have not received any official update about such a cutback," said David Mondshine of the Chabad-
affiliated Or Avner foundation.

But sources familiar with the situation said that budgetary changes are likely to be adopted at the Jerusalem 
board meeting, given the agency's financial difficulties.

At risk is funding for the Heftziba program, created in 2003 by the Jewish Agency and Israel's Ministry of 
Education to support 45 Jewish day schools in the former Soviet Union.

The agency and ministry each provide half of Heftziba's annual $5 million budget, with the money going to 
15 schools in each of three large networks: ORT, Or Avner and Shma Israel, a loose grouping of schools 
funded by the Reichman Foundation in Canada. Or Avner and Shma Israel schools provide Orthodox 
education; ORT schools are pluralistic, and focus on technological and computer training.

Heftziba funds pay the salaries of Israeli teachers in many of the schools, as well as provide school buses, 
meals and financial incentives for teachers.

Education ministry officials told Jewish leaders in the region earlier this year that the ministry's share of the 
funding would not change. But a $1 million cutback by the Jewish Agency could have immediate 
consequences. Some schools would find it extremely difficult to continue providing free services, such as 
transportation, or even Jewish studies classes, local officials said.
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Mondshine said that Heftziba funds only 15 of the 75 Or Avner Jewish day schools. While he considers that 
support "very important" practically and symbolically, he points out that it " is not critical to the schools' 
existence, but to the strengthening of Judaism and Hebrew studies."

It is the ORT schools that likely would suffer the most. While no Jewish school in the former Soviet Union 
charges tuition, the two Orthodox networks are believed to have better funding than the ORT schools.

Ganon said that if the budget cuts are approved, ORT would have to withdraw its support from six of the 15 
schools it operates in Russia, Ukraine, Belarus and Moldova. The schools in Samara, St. Petersburg, Kiev, 
Odessa, Zaporozhye and Kishinev may be turned into regular public schools as early as September.

The principal of the ORT-supported Public School No.42 in Samara, a city of 1.45 million in central Russia, 
said Heftziba allocations to her 480-student school have decreased by a third over the past four years.

"This is the first year we don't have a teacher from Israel," Svetlana Kostareva told JTA.

Previously the school supported one Israeli emissary each year who taught Hebrew or Jewish history.

"We feel we are cut off from Israel," Kostareva said. "I can't even imagine what is going to happen if the 
budget is cut even more."

Yuri Kinkov, principal of the ORT Lyceum in Kiev, Ukraine, said his school also has struggled financially in 
the past few years. He finds it increasingly difficult to remain competitive.

"No Jewish parent sends his kid to a Jewish school because it has classes on the history of the Jewish 
people," Kinkov said. "They come here to get quality education. And quality education takes teachers who 
should be compensated accordingly."

If the budget cuts happen, Ganon said that "in a year there will be almost no pluralistic Jewish day schools 
left in the former Soviet Union." Many Jewish parents in the region show little interest in the Orthodox 
Jewish education other day schools provide, he said.

ORT "will be doing our best to raise funds" for its schools if the Jewish Agency cuts its budget, Ganon said, 
but "without the help of international Jewish organizations and local Jewish businessmen, in the next year or 
two there will be only five non-religious Jewish day schools left."

Ganon does not know what will happen to students enrolled in the endangered ORT schools. There are 
other Jewish day schools in those cities, but most are Or Avner schools that only accept children with 
Jewish mothers, according to Mondshine. ORT and the few other pluralistic schools in the region accept 
students who are Jewish according to the Israeli Law of Return, meaning they have at least one Jewish 
grandparent.


