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#1a
Executed anti-fascists remembered  
JTA Brief, August 13, 2007

A memorial was held for 13 Jewish anti-fascists executed by a Soviet military firing squad 55 years ago.

Sunday’s commemoration of the members of the Jewish Anti-Fascist Committee was held at the Donskoe 
Cemetery in Moscow, where they are buried.

Communist leader Joseph Stalin, fearing that the members of the committee were agents of the "world 
Jewish plot," ordered the killing by the Supreme Court's Military Collegium firing squad on Aug. 12, 1952. 
Only a few years earlier Stalin had called the committee a "leading group of Soviet Yiddish-language 
culture."

At the memorial, a former member of the Supreme Court's Military Collegium, now a member of Russian 
Jewish Congress, Grigiry Kroshner, apologized for his predecessors' decision. He called it "a black spot on 
the court's history."

Arseny Roginsky, a member of the human rights group Memorial, said xenophobia was on the rise in 
Russia. He called for erecting monuments to the victims of communist terror and said schoolbooks should 
include chapters on Soviet terror and ethnic cleansing.

#1b
Birobidzhan Yiddish program starts   
JTA Brief, August, 14, 2007 

A three-week Yiddish program began this week in the Russian Far East.

The summer program in Birobidzhan that started Monday has drawn instructors and participants from 
around the world. It was created by Yiddish studies professor Boris Kotlerman of Bar-Ilan University in Israel 
at the behest of the Birobidzhan Far Eastern State Academy for Humanities and Social Studies.

Classes are taking place at a new center in the academy’s department of foreign languages, which has an 
active Yiddish language program where virtually all the teachers and students are non-Jews.

The academy is also establishing a new research institute for the study of Yiddish language and culture. Its 
rector recently visited Bar-Ilan University to discuss an exchange program.

Birobidzhan is the capital of the Jewish Autonomous Republic, created in 1934 by former Soviet dictator 
Joseph Stalin as an alternative Jewish homeland. Yiddish is still the region’s second official language after 
Russian, although it is spoken only by a handful of the 4,000 remaining Jews.

In its heyday in the 1930s, the region was home to 50,000 Jews from Russia, Europe and the United States. 
Stalinist purges decimated their ranks, and by 1949 the grand experiment was over.

#1c
Ghetto victims get Jewish reburial  
JTA Brief, August 16, 2007 

The remains of 150 victims of the Kharkov ghetto were given a traditional Jewish burial.
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The remains were discovered last year in this western Ukrainian city when construction of a new apartment 
complex began at the site of the former ghetto. Construction was halted after local Jews protested, and a 
sample dig turned up the human remains along with what appeared to be a siddur, or prayerbook.

On Wednesday, the remains of the 150 victims were moved to Drobitzky Yar, a ravine on the city’s outskirts 
where Nazis murdered more than 15,000 Jews in December 1941 and January 1942. Foreign diplomats,
local officials, Holocaust survivors and members of the Jewish community attended the ceremony.

Larisa Volovik, director of the Kharkov Holocaust Museum, told JTA she obtained classified archival records 
from 1943 verifying that the site proposed for the apartment complex was used to bury hundreds of Jews 
killed in the ghetto.

A memorial zone was dedicated at the site in 1992, containing several Holocaust markers including a Wall 
of Sorrow and a plaque honoring the Righteous Among the Nations.

"We agreed to remove the remains to Drobitzky Yar and accepted a plan for a new memorial about 100 
meters away from the existing Holocaust markers," Volovik said.

She and other Jewish leaders believe many more Jews were murdered on the site of the former ghetto.

"I believe that over 600 burial places are there," Moshe Moskowitz, chief rabbi of the Kharkov region, told 
JTA. "That is why I asked the mayor of Kharkov to allow representatives of our Jewish community to be 
present during further excavations."

#1d
Letter decries anti-Semitic books in Minsk  
JTA Brief, August 16, 2007

A Simon Wiesenthal Center official in an open letter to the president of Belarus decried the sale of anti-
Semitic literature near a World War II memorial in Minsk.

Shimon Samuels, the center's director for international relations, in his Aug. 13 letter to Belarussian 
President Alexander Lukashenko wrote that following a tour of the Minsk Museum of the Great Patriotic 
War, which "vividly describes the mass murder of Jews and Belorussians by the Nazis and their 
collaborators," he expressed "horror" at discovering not far from the museum a distribution center "for the 
most offensive anti-Semitic books."

Samuels said that alongside church objects, books such as "The Mystery of the Zion Protocols: A 
Conspiracy Against Russia" and "Myths and Truths about Pogroms" were being sold at a shop called 
Pravoslavnaya Kniga, or the Orthodox Initiative, blocks from the memorial.

 Samuels called on Lukashenko "to officially condemn anti-Semitism and these publications in particular, 
while also ensuring that the Orthodox Initiative be disciplined and withdraw all such materials definitively."

In 2004, at the urging of a Jewish rights organization, Belarus launched an official investigation of the 
Orthodox Initiative. It was found not guilty of disseminating hate materials.

#1e
Did convicted Bolshevik plan to blow up JCCs?  
JTA Brief, August 17, 2007

A former member of the far-right National Bolshevik Party was sentenced to four years in prison by a 
Russian court.
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According to testimony from another National Bolshevik who is cooperating with the prosecution, 
Vyacheslav Rusakov planned to blow up Jewish community centers and the local headquarters of the 
federal security service, according to the daily newspaper Kommersant.

Rusakov was arrested along with accomplices in 2004 by police who reportedly found several artillery shells 
in their possession. Rusakov confessed to weapons possession and the preparation of explosives but 
prosecutors later dropped charges of terrorism against him.

Some human rights activists have questioned the series of cases against National Bolsheviks recently 
opened by the government in light of the group's prominence in opposition protests.

#2
Don't rule out Putin's initiative 
By Henry A. Kissinger 
International Herald Tribune, August 9, 2007 

The debate about missile defense, nearly 50 years old, has been reignited by the plan to deploy elements of 
the American missile defense in the Czech Republic and Poland. Familiar Cold War arguments have re-
emerged as Russia challenges the necessity of the deployment and asserts that it is really designed to 
overcome Russian strategic forces rather than Iranian threats as the Bush administration claims.

But in addition to invective, the Kremlin also has a put forward a bold initiative for creating an 
unprecedented NATO-Russian collaboration in resisting an Iranian nuclear missile threat.

In the United States, the concept of missile defense has had a rough passage. A missile defense system 
proposed by President Richard Nixon in 1969 was strangled by Congress. In order to preserve its nucleus, 
the Nixon administration, in 1972, negotiated the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, which froze existing missile 
defenses on both sides in parallel with an agreement that achieved the first restraints on the Soviet 
offensive missile buildup.

In the following decades, the international environment changed dramatically and forced a reconsideration 
of the earlier decisions: First, the collapse of the Soviet Union eliminated for the foreseeable future the 
conceptual basis for the doctrine that sought deterrence through the mutual capacity for annihilation; 
second, technical progress made missile defense a much more realistic prospect; third, the proliferation of 
nuclear weapons and missile technology has generated unprecedented dangers of accidental and rogue 
state launches.

Involved as well was a moral issue. How could any president explain, after even the most limited nuclear 
attack, why, in possession of a plausible technology to mitigate its consequences or to avoid them 
altogether, he chose to leave the population unprotected?

These considerations convinced the Bush administration to withdraw from the ABM treaty in 2002 and to 
begin the construction of a global missile defense system aimed at overcoming limited attacks, especially 
from rogue states. Deployment has started in Alaska, and some existing radar stations elsewhere are being 
integrated into the system. The prospective deployment of a radar site in the Czech Republic and a small 
number of interceptors in Poland would be the first new installations outside the United States explicitly 
designed for missile defense.

Russia, which accepted the withdrawal from the ABM treaty in 2002 with little, if any, controversy, has 
reacted in a neuralgic manner to the Polish and Czech deployment. This should not be a surprise. Moscow 
has always shown great interest in missile defense.
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The current American-Russian dialogue repeats a traditional pattern. But its implications go well beyond 
strategic considerations. Implicit in President Vladimir Putin's conduct since his critical Munich speech is a 
deep resentment over the advance of the NATO military establishment toward Russia's frontiers in 
disregard of what Moscow regards as assurances that this would not happen - especially with respect to 
advanced military technology.

The U.S. argument that the deployment is designed to deal with attacks from Iran is dismissed on the 
ground that an Iranian missile capability to reach the United States is probably 10 years or more away. 
Therefore the deployment, in Russian eyes, must by its very nature involve a deeper design aimed at 
Russian interests. Moscow's tactics reflect its rhetoric. It has launched an intense diplomatic campaign to 
pressure NATO and the U.S. to revoke the missile defense deployment in Central Europe. It has withdrawn 
assurances that none of Russia's missiles will be aimed at NATO territory.

But there are straws in the wind that imply a more constructive attitude. Putin has made an intriguing 
proposal of potentially profound, long-range significance: to link Russia's existing missile tracking radar 
installations in Azerbaijan or those planned for Southern Russia to the American and NATO defense missile 
system against Iran. While the proposal is unacceptable as put forward, it contains a vision of how to 
implement parallel strategic interests that might set a precedent for overcoming other global challenges.

Russia and the United States face an emerging world order whose threats as well as prospects transcend 
what any national state, no matter how powerful, can deal with by itself. Proliferation of weapons of mass 
destruction, radical jihadism, the environment, a global economy all impose the need for cooperative 
approaches. At the level of the presidents and foreign ministers, this seems to be understood, and relations 
are friendly and characterized by serious cooperative efforts. Yet in the public dimension, something 
approaching Cold War attitudes is re-emerging.

This trend must not be permitted to take hold. The United States and Russia are no longer in a competition 
for global leadership. The military deployments of the two sides are no longer aimed at each other because 
each faces other, greater perils.

Many Americans understand that many global problems can best - perhaps only - be solved by American-
Russian cooperation. By the same token, Russian leaders cannot fail to know that their country has nothing 
to gain from a global contest with the United States.

Each side, of course, also has national interests that are not necessarily congruent. America needs to show 
greater sensitivity to Russian complexities. Moscow must understand that its point about being taken for 
granted has been made and that threats are not the way to achieve a sense of common purpose.

The immediate challenge is to deal with the missile defense issue. For America, the NATO alliance has 
been the bedrock of its move from isolation to international engagement. It therefore should not be asked to 
bargain away an enterprise agreed to by the Czech Republic and Poland to underline their ties to America 
and that U.S. leaders consider important for American security.

But what America can and should do is to limit the proposed deployment to its stated objective of 
overcoming rogue state threats and find ways to define specific steps that separate the antimissile 
deployment in Central Europe from a strategy for a hypothetical and highly implausible war against Russia.

Beyond this vestige of traditional arms control looms the prospect of a new approach to international order. 
Putin's initiative to link NATO and Russian warning systems could be - or could be made - an historic 
initiative in dealing jointly with issues that threaten all countries simultaneously. It is one of those schemes 
easy to disparage on technical grounds but, perhaps like Reagan's Star Wars vision, is a harbinger of a 
future posing entirely new creative opportunities. It permits one to imagine a genuinely global approach to 
the specter of nuclear proliferation, which has heretofore been treated largely through national policies. And 
such an approach could become a forerunner for other issues of comparable dimension.
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Of course, it is quite possible - perhaps even likely - that the Kremlin proposal is largely a tactical maneuver: 
to "expose" non-existent American designs against Russian strategic forces; to split NATO by exploring 
Russian proposals in the NATO-Russian Council; and to make the new proposal conditional on abandoning 
the planned U.S. deployment in Poland and the Czech Republic.

It would be a pity. For a successful negotiation - even a serious effort at one - would put the nonproliferation 
talks with Iran in a radically new framework and, in time, perhaps lead to a wider approach to other global 
challenges. The Russian proposal therefore deserves detailed exploration. How would such a system 
operate? How would the proposed system respond to its own warnings? How will other nations with 
comparable interests be brought into it?

If these questions can be answered positively - if, in other words, the countries involved link their strategies 
on the nonproliferation issue - a new framework for a host of other issues will come about. A debate started 
over the most destructive weapons will have culminated in sketching a road toward a more peaceful world.

#3
New Russian History Yes, a Lot of People Died, but . . . 
By Andrew E. Kramer 
New York Times, August 12, 2007 

STALIN has undergone a number of transformations of his historical image in Russia, interpretations that 
say as much about the country’s current leaders as about the dictator himself.

In the West, Stalin is remembered for the numbers of his victims, about 20 million, largely his own citizens, 
executed or allowed to die in famines or the gulag. They included a generation of peasant farmers in 
Ukraine, former Bolsheviks and other political figures who were purged in the show trials of the 1930s, 
Polish officers executed at Katyn Forest, and Russians who died in the slave labor economy. Stalin’s crimes 
have been tied to his personality, cruelty and paranoia as well as to the circumstances of Russian and 
Soviet history.

While not denying that Stalin committed the crimes, a new study guide in Russia for high school teachers 
views his cruelty through a particular, if familiar, lens. It portrays Stalin not as an extraordinary monster who 
came to power because of the unique evil of Communism, but as a strong ruler in a long line of autocrats 
going back to the czars. Russian history, in this view, at times demands tyranny to build a great nation.

The text reinforces this idea by comparing Stalin to Bismarck, who united Germany, and comparing Russia 
in the 1930s under the threat of Nazism to the United States after 9/11 in attitudes toward liberties.

The history guide ­ titled “A Modern History of Russia: 1945-2006” ­ was presented at a conference for high 
school teachers where President Vladimir V. Putin spoke; the author, Aleksandr Filippov, is a deputy 
director of a Kremlin-connected think tank. Excerpts from the guide follow. The text was translated by 
Nikolai Khalip and Michael Schwirtz in Moscow.

JUST LIKE BISMARCK AND PETER

As a result of the “Big Purge” of late 1930s, practically all members and candidates to become Politburo 
members elected after the 17th Party Congress suffered from reprisals to a certain degree....Postwar 
reprisals were quite similarly addressed... The number of victims of the Leningrad case reached about two 
thousand people. Many of them faced firing squads. Studies by Soviet and foreign historians confirmed that 
the ruling class was the priority victim of the repressions in 1930-1950.

...Stalin followed Peter the Great’s logic: demand the impossible from the people in order to get the 
maximum possible. ...The result of Stalin’s purges was a new class of managers capable of solving the task 
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of modernization in conditions of shortages of resources, loyal to the supreme power and immaculate from 
the point of view of executive discipline....

Thus, just like Chancellor Bismarck who united German lands into a single state by “iron and blood,” Stalin 
was reinforcing his state by cruelty and mercilessness. Strengthening the state, including its industrial and 
defensive might, he considered one of the main principles of his policy.

Indirect evidence of this can be found in the memoirs of his daughter Svetlana Alliluyeva. Every time he 
looked at her dress he always asked the same question, making a wry mouth: “Is this foreign-made?” and 
always cracked a smile when I answered, ‘No, it was made here, locally.”

A STRONG IF CRUEL LEADER

A chapter ends with a brief broadening of the interpretation that hints at ways to discuss Stalin’s personal 
flaws, and the fate of the millions of Soviet citizens who suffered and perished under his rule. But little detail 
is supplied on that last point, nor does the guide suggest how teachers might conduct more research on it.

...It is common knowledge that power corrupts. Absolute power corrupts absolutely. It is well known from 
Russian history how corrupting a long term in power is. Biographies of such outstanding rulers as Peter the 
First and Catherine the Second prove it ...

The leader’s closest associate, V. M. Molotov, admitted that at the beginning Stalin struggled with his cult, 
but later on he developed a liking for it: “He was very reserved in the first years, and then he put on airs.”

As to what people think of Stalin, we can judge by an opinion poll conducted in February 2006 by Public 
Opinion Fund:

If we speak as a whole of the role of Stalin in Russian history, was he positive or negative? Positive: 47 
percent; negative: 29 percent; did not answer: 24 percent.

Thus, there are grounds for controversial assessments of Stalin’s role. On the one hand, he is considered 
one of the most successful leaders of the U.S.S.R. During his leadership the territory of the country was 
expanded and reached the boundaries of the former Russian Empire (in some areas even surpassed it). A 
victory in one of the greatest wars was won; industrialization of the economy and cultural revolution were 
carried out successfully, resulting not only in the great number of educated people but also in creating the 
best educational system in the world. The U.S.S.R. joined the leading countries in the field of science; 
unemployment was practically defeated.

But there was a different side to Stalin’s rule. The successes ­ many Stalin opponents point it out ­ were 
achieved through cruel exploitation of the population. The country lived through several waves of major 
repressions during his rule. Stalin himself was the initiator and theoretician of such “aggravation of class 
struggle.” Entire social groups were eliminated: well-off peasantry, urban middle class, clergy and old 
intelligentsia. In addition, masses of people quite loyal to the authorities suffered from the severe laws.

ECHOES OF 9/11

The study guide pointedly refers to what it says are recent restrictions on American liberties undertaken to 
fight terrorism.

Political and historical studies show that when they come under similarly serious threats, even “soft” and 
“flexible” political systems, as a rule, turn more rigid and limit individual rights, as happened in the United 
States after September 11, 2001.
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#4
Zhitomer Again the Site of Violence Directed Against Jewish Community
Chabad.org, August 8, 2007 

Rabbi Nochum and Brocha Tamarin, co-directors of Chabad-Lubavitch of Small Communities of Ukraine, 
were physically attacked late Monday night just a short distance from the Chabad synagogue in Zhitomer.

The incident follows an attempted attack on Rabbi Shlomo Willhelm, co-director of Chabad-Lubavitch of 
Zhitomer and the city's chief rabbi, by an unidentified group of youth.

In a second incident before this latest attack, several unidentified perpetrators attempted to break in to the 
Jewish girls' dormitories in the city. While community staff prevented them from entering the building, the 
youth screamed anti-Semitic slogans and insults, and even tried to punch one of the girls.

The community has turned in the past to officials to take an aggressive stance to rid Zhitomer of anti-
Semitic violence.

While the search continues for the Tamarins' assailants, the community and local authorities are seeing the 
crimes as part of a greater picture of Ukrainian anti-Semitism.

#5
Beheading and Shooting by Russian Neo-Nazis on Video 
By C. J. Chivers
New York Times, August 15, 2007 

MOSCOW, Aug. 14 — The Russian authorities said Tuesday that they were investigating a video recording 
of what appeared to be the grisly execution of two bound and gagged young men, filmed in a forest beneath 
a large Nazi flag. At least one of the men was beheaded on camera as he lay in a shallow grave.

The video, which appeared Sunday on several Russian ultranationalist Web sites, circulated on the Internet 
with a note from a previously unknown organization calling itself the National-Socialist Party of Russia. The 
note announced that a “military vanguard” had begun an armed struggle against “black colonists and those 
who support them from the Russian government.”

It demanded the expulsion from Russia of all Asians and people from the Caucasus and the granting of 
independence to all of Russia’s internal republics in the Caucasus.

The note also called for the resignation of President Vladimir V. Putin and the establishment of a 
government formed by Dmitri G. Rumyantsev, the leader of the National-Socialist Society, a neo-Nazi 
group.

It further demanded the release of Maksim Martsinkevich, the leader of Format 18, another Russian neo-
Nazi group, who has been held since last month on charges of fomenting ethnic hatred and threatening 
violence.

It is not clear when or where the video was made.

But Aleksandr Verkhovsky, director of the SOVA Center, a private organization that examines hate crimes 
in Russia, said the video appeared to be real. Mark Tolchinsky, the acting spokesman for the Interior 
Ministry of Dagestan, a region in the Russian Caucasus, said investigators there had watched the video and 
also believed it to be authentic.
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Slightly less than three minutes long, the video begins with scenes of the countryside and the title 
“Operation of the National-Socialist Party of Russia to Arrest and Execute Two Colonists From Dagestan 
and Tajikistan.” For a date, it gives only 2007.

The video then shows two terrified dark-skinned men kneeling in the forest under a Nazi flag. Each speaks 
through a gag in accented Russian, saying only, “We were arrested by National-Socialists.” One has been 
bound with heavy tape, the other with rope.

One of their captors shouts, “Glory to Russia!” and then lunges forward and decapitates one of the men with 
what appears to be a large knife. Heavy metal music plays throughout.

Later, the second captive is shown kneeling, head lowered. The bolt of a gun is heard to slam closed. The 
prisoner is shot in the head and falls face down into a grave. The video ends with two men in camouflage 
uniforms and black masks giving the Nazi salute.

The graphic scenes drew heavy traffic on Russian-language Web sites and prompted intensive commentary 
on Internet discussion groups. Many viewers, including those who identified themselves as nationalists, 
expressed horror and denounced the acts.

Nationalist Russian politicians reacted similarly and said the video was meant to discredit them. “This video 
tarnishes our image most of all,” Yevgeny Valyayev, an assistant to Nikolai V. Kuryanovich, a nationalist 
member of the lower house of Parliament, said by telephone.

“It’s a provocation, it’s clear,” he added. “In the near future similar things will happen.”

A spokesman for the national prosecutor general confirmed that the federal Interior Ministry and the F.S.B., 
a successor agency to the Soviet K.G.B. secret police, were investigating, but he provided no further 
comment.

Irina Zubareva, a spokeswoman for the Interior Ministry, told RIA Novosti, the official Russian news agency, 
that the video originally had been posted from two foreign Internet domains. That claim could not be 
confirmed.

Format 18 did not reply to queries sent by e-mail. A court in Moscow on Monday ordered Mr. Martsinkevich, 
the group’s leader, to be held in pretrial confinement.

Mr. Martsinkevich, who uses the name Hatchet, burst in on a debate between two journalists on the state of 
democracy in Russia earlier this year with about 20 followers and shouted, “Sieg heil!” and “Slaughter the 
liberals!” while making Nazi salutes. Since his arrest, his supporters have labeled him a “prisoner of 
conscience.”

There was no immediate indication whether the video had been made by members of his group, his 
sympathizers or — as many ultranationalists on Web sites suggested — by people seeking to discredit him 
and the larger movement he has personified.

Mr. Verkhovsky, who studies hate crimes, said the party claiming to have made the video had never been 
heard of before and might be a very small number of people, as few as two or three. “Usually such things 
are not done by members of well-known organizations, but by marginal people, even marginal for such 
movements,” he said.

Videotaped beheadings and executions, a gruesome propaganda tool used by insurgents in Iraq, have a 
history in Russia that predates the Iraq war.

Chechen separatists have been accused of beheading captured Russian soldiers since the first Chechen 
war, which began in 1994, and recordings of such grisly acts have circulated in markets in the Caucasus for 
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years. Three British citizens and a New Zealander working for a British telecommunications company were 
abducted in Chechnya and beheaded in 1998 after being forced to confess on video to spying.

But Mr. Verkhovsky said the latest video was new ground for Russian ultranationalists and neo-Nazis, and 
perhaps a “symmetrical reaction to Chechnya.”

Michael Schwirtz contributed reporting.

#6
Best Jewish restaurant 
By Jesse Schwartz
Kyiv Post, Aug 15 2007

All deference to my people aside, I think it’s only fair to admit that Jewish food is not exactly celebrated for 
its nuance. As a child visiting my grandmother, I thought the cuisine of the Hebrews was seasoned only by 
salt, chicken fat and whatever flavor could be culled from carrots boiled for days. But the stereotype is 
certainly overblown. Perhaps the only benefit of being chased out of nearly every country we’ve ever tried to 
inhabit is the fact that we’ve picked up a few culinary tricks along the way, ending up with a gastronomy that 
spans regions as diverse as Spain, Persia and Uzbekistan. And if anyone’s ever tried to combat a cold with 
a bowl of matzo ball soup (known in New York as “Jewish penicillin”), then they know there’s a certain 
maternal warmth that permeates much of the food.

What’s more, there’s quite a bit of overlap between Ukrainian and Jewish cooking, Eastern Europe being a 
traditional homeland for Jews for hundreds of years (let’s save the arguments about who invented what for 
an editorial). And, indeed, Kyiv boasts several restaurants that cater to the Hebraic crowd, with varying 
levels of quality and adherence to the kosher laws of preparation. But where to go and what to get? We at 
the Post don our fanciest skullcap and curl up our side locks to find you the best Jewish fare in the capital.

King David, a large restaurant with a banquet-hall feel located just next to the main synagogue on 
Esplanadna, serves dishes from all across the Jewish world, with the walls of the main dining room paneled 
with massive photos of Jerusalem. While easily able to handle a full bar mitzvah reception, I was the only 
diner in the cavernous hall, like some kind of misanthropic millionaire able to buy everything but company. 
Opting for the very reasonably priced business lunch (Hr 55), I was treated to an appetizer, main dish, side 
and a drink. While the Yemenite soup was salty enough to make my grandmother happy, I’m not quite sure 
what the waitress meant by “spicy.” And there is only so high that chicken rolls and home-style potatoes can 
soar, but both were absolutely serviceable (and the shocking slivers of raw garlic hiding amongst the 
potatoes certainly woke me up). The mushroom sauce (an extra Hr 5) helped everything slide down easier, 
but its grey-brown color and gelatinous consistency didn’t exactly scream “eat me.” While the food wasn’t 
extraordinary, everything was fine—and Kind David can boast the only menu that’s actually kosher.

Haifa, the next restaurant on our list, used to have a kosher room, but they obviously decided to attract a 
slightly different crowd. I arrived to find signs declaring “Strip Bar” and “Girls Girls Girls” interwoven with the 
stars of David on the windows. My friend was already waiting for me inside. “Anytime you want to get 
Jewish food,” he generously offered, “feel free to give me a call.” So, where once had been a dining room 
serving food slaughtered according to the laws of the Old Testament, there was now a small stage—
complete with obligatory pole—with the tables and their diners arranged in a circle around. But lunch time, 
apparently, is not a popular hour for erotic entertainment, so there were no dancers to be found. What’s 
more, the food is no longer kosher (and please feel free to make as many dirty puns as you can think of). 
But it’s pretty good nonetheless, with produce so fresh it glows, and matzo served instead of bread (a word 
of warning, though: the “special shashlyk sauce” is really just ketchup). 

As far as I know, there are no strip teases at Tsimes, the winner of our challenge (though there is a 
laughably offensive dwarf-sized wooden Jew welcoming you through the threshold). The menu covers three 
continents and 5,000 years of cooking: Ashkenazi Diaspora such as myself will be warmed by the perennial 
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standard “kasha and varnyshkas” (Hr 18), a simple Eastern European peasant staple of buckwheat, fried 
onion, diced mushrooms and homemade bowtie pasta. The Sephardic couscous with lamb (Hr 75) clearly 
shows its North African roots: tender kernels of juicy flesh surrounded by a sea of fluffy yellow grains. For a 
taste closer to home, try a bowl of the Jewish take on borsht (Hr 25): your typical ruby beet broth but filled 
with duckling and prunes. And a Hipesh salad (Hr 35) was a refreshing melange of chicken, mushrooms 
and cubes of red-peppered white cheese. There’s even a charismatic violinist who churned out a set list 
stolen straight from Jewish vaudeville. So if you’re looking to fill yourself with the chosen people’s chosen 
food, go no further than Tsimes. 

Tsimes (10/5 Sahaydachnoho, 428-7579). Open daily from 11 a.m. till the last customer

#7
Kazakhstan's oil riches smooth troubled democracy waters 
By Antoine Labmbroschini 
AFP, August 16, 2007

ALMATY, Aug 16 2007 - Kazakhstan has a three-letter answer to its numerous critics: oil.

Never mind the country's image problem ahead of Saturday's parliamentary elections -- the long history of 
vote-rigging allegations, suspicions of human rights abuses, or even last year's raucous, slapstick 
mockumentary about a Kazakh journalist "Borat."

Billions of dollars' worth of oil and gas lie under the ex-Soviet republic's steppe and off its Caspian Sea 
coast. And that, as President Nursultan Nazarbayev has discovered, wins a lot of friends.

Positioned midway between Russia and China, the nation of 15 million has the highest proven oil reserves 
anywhere in the Caspian region and is regarded as one of the most important potential sources of new 
crude oil supplies to Asian and Western markets.

And while Kazakhstan's democratic credentials leave much to be desired, the country has impressed with 
its economic reforms, which have helped it achieve stellar GDP growth of around 10 percent a year.

Western governments are queuing up to do business with Nazarbayev.

"You can explain Western complacency about the respect for democratic norms and human rights with one 
expression: business first," said Dosym Satpayev, an analyst in Almaty.

The Kazakh president has also been canny in using his country's strategic location to triangulate between 
the West, China and Russia, Satpayev said. As a Western-friendly power close to both Afghanistan and 
Iran, Kazakhstan can't be ignored.

"Kazakhstan is the only large country in the region with whom you can truly talk," said one Western 
diplomat, dismissing its reclusive Central Asian neighbours Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan as diplomatic 
partners.

As a result, human rights organisations says, Kazakhstan gets a free ride on suspected abuses.

These include the murder of opposition figure Altynbek Sarsenbaiuly and the controversial trial that 
followed, as well as the "suicide" of another opponent, Zamanbek Nurkadilov, who was found dead in his 
home with three bullet wounds.

Typical of the kid-gloves approach was Washington's mild response to constitutional reforms this May that 
give Nazarbayev the right to run for office indefinitely -- something the opposition fears will lead to another 
regional "president for life."
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When US Vice-President Dick Cheney came to Kazakhstan in 2006 it was to express his "admiration" for 
his "friend" Nazarbayev, whom the US politician got to know years earlier as head of oil-services firm 
Haliburton.

Now Nazarbayev is aiming to extract an even greater concession from his allies: backing for Kazakhstan to 
take over the chairmanship of the Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), a 
prestigious international democracy watchdog.

Critics say this would undermine the whole system of democratic oversight in the region. But the risks of 
turning down Nazarbayev's drive appear equally daunting.

"A refusal will be taken as a humiliation and could push (Nazarbayev) in a bad direction, hardening his 
regime," Alikahn Baimenov, the only opposition deputy elected in the last round of parliamentary elections in 
2004.

The jury is still out on whether the West will grant Nazarbayev's wish, with London and Washington holding 
out against support in other European capitals.

Saturday's elections will give Nazarbeyev one more chance to show that he is a friend worth having, said 
Eduard Poletayev, an independent analyst.

"The elections could well prove to be the last exam, the last chance for securing the OSCE presidency," he 
said.

#8
Ukraine Officials Reverse Opposition Poll Candidates Decision 
AP, August 15, 2007

KIEV (AP)--Ukrainian election officials reversed their decision and registered candidates from the opposition 
party led by former prime minister Yulia Tymoshenko for next month's parliamentary election, an official said 
Wednesday.

The Central Election Commission voted 14-0 with one abstention to reverse its decision that found Bloc 
Yulia Tymoshenko's candidates ineligible for the Sept. 30 vote, commission spokesman Konstantin 
Khivrenko said. Tymoshenko's representatives could not be immediately reached for comment. In the 
original ruling, the commission said the candidates had failed to provide their exact street addresses. At the 
time, Tymoshenko called the commission decision politically motivated and hundreds of her supporters 
have been holding rallies outside its building.

A Kiev court ruled Tuesday that the election commission should review its decision.

Ukrainian politics has been riven by a power struggle between President Viktor Yushchenko, who has 
pledged to bring the former Soviet republic closer to the West, and Prime Minister Viktor Yanukovych, who 
is seen as more friendly to Russia. The two were bitter rivals in the 2004 presidential election. Yanukovych 
was initially declared the winner, but Yushchenko won a court-ordered revote after weeks of mass protests 
against electoral fraud, which became known as the Orange Revolution. Yanukovych staged a remarkable 
political comeback last year when his party received the most votes in parliamentary elections and formed 
the ruling coalition.

#9
Your father's Soviet Union
Editorial
Chicago Tribune August 17, 2007 
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In the former Soviet Union, psychiatrists invented definitions of mental illness so warped that they came to 
include people guilty of nothing more than pursuing truth and justice. Dissidents routinely were tossed into 
psychiatric hospitals and tormented with psychotropic drugs merely because they had publicly disagreed 
with the government. If you opposed communism, the reasoning went, you had to be insane.

Those and other outrageous practices were routine for decades. But with the Soviet collapse, there was a 
sense among psychiatrists and watchdog groups in Russia and elsewhere that Russian authorities had 
halted such flagrant abuse of medicine and psychiatry.

Unfortunately, that may be false. As Tribune foreign correspondent Alex Rodriguez reported last week, 
Russian authorities are backsliding into Soviet-style repression, using psychiatry to suppress political 
opponents. "We're returning to this Soviet scenario when psychiatric institutions are used as punitive 
instruments," said Yuri Savenko, president of the Independent Psychiatric Association of Russia. "I call this 
not even punitive psychiatry but police psychiatry, when the main aim is to protect the state rather than to 
treat sick people."

One chilling account: Earlier this summer, Larisa Arap, an activist with former chess champion Garry 
Kasparov's movement opposed to Russian President Vladimir Putin, co-wrote an article alleging abusive 
practices at local psychiatric clinics. When she visited a Murmansk clinic to pick up a routine medical 
certificate to renew a driver's license, a doctor called police and had her delivered to a local asylum. The 
apparent diagnosis: Opposing Putin. "One of the doctors asked whether I thought it was normal to write 
such things," Arap's daughter Taisiya said. "She said, 'It's not possible to write such things. It's forbidden.'" 
In other words, she must be crazy to write those things.

So now Arap languishes in a psychiatric facility, drugged and woozy.

That's a troubling throwback to Soviet days. The Soviets started to come clean and allegedly reform the 
system almost two decades ago. Officials acknowledged that psychiatry had been systematically used in 
the 1970s to suppress dissidents by declaring them mentally ill and committing them to asylums. It didn't 
take much to warrant such treatment.

The government outlawed tossing sane people into mental institutions in 1988. Control of special psychiatric 
hospitals was handed from the police to health authorities. In 1991, a panel of Soviet scientists and 
psychiatrists formally apologized for one infamous case of unjustly diagnosing and hospitalizing a dissident 
who spoke out against Communist Party corruption and a "personality cult" around then-leader Nikita 
Khrushchev.

The abuses today don't appear to be as widespread and systematic. But after so many years, why do they 
persist? One reason is that rule of law in Russia is still fragile. There are few checks and balances to 
prevent these kinds of things from happening. If a local psychiatrist or judge manages to commit someone 
for trumped-up reasons, there's no strong national authority willing to intervene. Courts officials are often 
corrupt and tend to do the bidding of local and regional authorities.

It's encouraging that some independent groups, such as Savenko's, are willing to stand up to authorities 
and expose abuse. What's needed now is the kind of unrelenting international scrutiny and pressure that 
forced reforms in the 1980s. That could come soon. Officials at the American Psychiatric Association say 
they're "very concerned" and are examining allegations of abuse, according Dr. Carolyn Robinowitz, 
president of the American Psychiatric Association. "If this correct, this is absolutely shameful and 
intolerable," she says.

If Soviet-style practices return, so must international scorn. Putin has striven over the past few years to 
"rebrand" Russia as a place that respects a certain amount of freedom of speech. It's not your father's 
Soviet Union, in other words. Except that, more and more, it is.



15

#10
Case of Spy vs. Vote Monitor in Kazakhstan? Some Clues Surface 
By C. J. Chivers 
New York Times, August 17, 2007 

MOSCOW, Aug. 16 - What appear to be internal documents detailing an exchange between Kazakhstan's 
intelligence service and President Nursultan A. Nazarbayev suggest that Kazakhstan conducted intelligence 
operations against international monitors during the presidential election in 2005, aimed at swaying the 
conclusions of the monitors' reports.

Kazakhstan, a former Soviet republic in Central Asia tightly controlled by Mr. Nazarbayev since achieving 
independence in 1991, has never held an election deemed free and fair by Western governments. Mr. 
Nazarbayev won re-election in 2005 with 91 percent of the vote in an election that international monitors 
said was flawed.

But parliamentary elections are scheduled for Saturday, and Kazakhstan has made clear its hopes for a 
positive assessment from international monitors as a step toward achieving its goal of assuming the rotating 
one-year chairmanship of the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe in 2009.

The bid could enhance Kazakhstan's credibility on the world stage and help offset allegations of widespread 
corruption, nepotism, government control of the media and violence against political opponents.

The documents, which have been circulating among diplomats since last month, raise new questions about 
election misconduct in the former Soviet world and suggest that the Kazakh intelligence service operated 
against observers from the same group its government one day hopes to lead.

A Kazakh diplomat in the United States called them a fake. Western diplomats who received them have 
reserved judgment and said they could become a point of contention when the European organization 
meets this month after its summer recess.

The documents include an operations summary under the letterhead of Nartay Dutbayev, former head of 
the National Security Committee, or K.N.B., Kazakhstan's successor to the K.G.B.

Mr. Dutbayev resigned in 2006 when five of his subordinates were accused of murdering a prominent 
opposition politician and two members of his staff. He has left public life.

Dated Dec. 21, 2005, and marked ''secret,'' the summary bearing his signature outlines ''a number of 
measures'' taken to ''have an influence on the informational and operational activities of the body of 
international observers from O.S.C.E./ O.D.I.H.R.''

The Office of Democratic Initiatives and Human Rights is the arm of the European group that monitors 
elections in former Soviet republics.

Its reports are influential. The United States often relies on them for its own assessment of a country's 
progress toward fair and transparent elections. They are widely cited by Western independent organizations 
and in news reports and by opposition movements throughout the former Soviet sphere.

The summary, addressed to the Kazakh president, described steps taken by the intelligence service to 
inhibit the observers' work and influence public opinion, including collecting pro-government and anti-
opposition material ''through operational measures'' and planting it in the news media.

''Comprehensive measures were taken to compromise the unconstructive disposition of foreign individuals 
in the eyes of the public,'' the letter said.
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The letter also alluded to efforts to divert the observers' attention when they were not at work. ''In order to 
prevent them from collecting biased materials, leisure activities were organized for observers, using 
operational resources,'' it stated.

The letter ultimately claimed that the intelligence service's activities had helped to divide the monitors into
rival groups. But it noted that the mission still labeled the election undemocratic.

A second document, a copy of a handwritten note under Mr. Nazarbayev's letterhead, disputed the 
mission's conclusion angrily. ''Double standards are used,'' it said.

The documents were sent this summer by someone with connections inside the Kazakh intelligence service 
to European diplomats, including those in the Office of Democratic Initiatives and Human Rights in Poland, 
according to a Western diplomat who received copies and declined to be identified, citing diplomatic 
protocol. Their authenticity could not be determined.

Christian Strohal, the head of the monitoring group, said any follow-up action would have to be taken by the 
missions and diplomats of the observers' parent organization in Vienna. Its next session is scheduled for 
Aug. 27.

''We have no means to substantiate the content of the letter,'' Mr. Strohal said in a written reply to an 
interview request. ''Such practices are not an everyday matter when it comes to our work.''

''It is up to the political authorities of the O.S.C.E. to decide if they wish to take this matter further,'' he 
added. ''As for the O.D.I.H.R., we will continue our observation activities, maintaining as always strict 
impartiality of all our observers.''

He declined to comment further. Mr. Nazarbayev's office declined a request for an interview, saying it would 
not discuss political or electoral matters before the vote on Saturday. But Talgat Kaliyev, the deputy chief of 
mission at the Kazakh Embassy in the United States, said the documents were forged.

''It is a fake,'' he said, even before seeing them. ''These are not the methods of the K.N.B.''

The K.N.B. did not reply to a written request for an interview. Its media relations office did not answer its 
telephones for several hours during the workday on Thursday. Mr. Dutbayev could not be reached.

Many of the autocratic governments in the former Soviet Union, shaken from 2003 to 2005 by popular 
uprisings after rigged votes in Georgia, Ukraine and Kyrgyzstan, have asserted that the European 
observers incited unrest, and the governments have taken measures to minimize the reports' influence.

The measures include commissioning or supporting parallel observer missions that reach pro-government 
conclusions, ignoring the independent reports on state-controlled television and hiring Western public 
relations firms to organize pre-election news media campaigns.

Kazakhstan this year also recruited people through its embassy in Washington to join the European group's 
ranks of temporary monitors, a tactic its critics say is meant to dilute the mission's reports and create 
dissension in its ranks.

Mr. Kaliyev disputed that characterization and said Kazakhstan was trying to help the observer mission ''find 
as many people as possible.''

Mr. Nazarbayev's party is widely expected to win a majority of the 98 seats in the lower house of Parliament 
that will be decided by popular vote. A party official boasted this week that it would win every seat.


