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TO: NCSJ Leadership and Interested Parties 

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

In Brief:

Dear Friends,

For our community, this is a time of reflection and introspection. Once again, Jews throughout the 
former Soviet Union will enjoy the same freedoms to observe the High Holidays as they have in 
recent years. Unlike when the Soviet Union existed, today’s 15 successor states recognize 
Judaism as an official religion. We know, of course, that religious freedom has not been extended 
to every religious group, but the Jewish community is fortunate that after so many decades of 
communist oppression, they are able to worship freely. We have included in this week’s update the 
Executive Summary of the recently-released 2007 State Department Report on International 
Religious Freedom, which reflects this positive trend.

We must remember however that even though Judaism is an official religion this has not eliminated 
anti-Semitism. We continue to confront vandalism and physical attacks against Jews and Jewish 
institutions, and delays in the restitution of Jewish communal property continue to persist. As we 
start the New Year, NCSJ and its partners in the FSU, Israel and the U.S. will continue to fight 
against anti-Semitism, xenophobia and ultra-nationalism, and to ensure the security and well-being 
of these communities. We appreciate your ongoing support and involvement in the coming year.

On behalf of the NCSJ Leadership and staff, we wish you Gmar Chatimah Tovah, and a peaceful 
and healthy New Year.

Sincerely,

        
 Edward B. Robin Lesley Israel Mark B. Levin
 Chairman President Executive Director
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#1
International Religious Freedom Report 2007 - Executive Summary
Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor
U.S. Department of State, September 14, 2007
(for full report, see www.state.gov/g/drl/rls/irf/2007)

Russia
The practice of religion was generally free for a significant majority of the population, and conditions 
improved for some minority religious groups while remaining largely the same for most of the population. 
However, some federal and local authorities have taken actions that raise concerns about the Russian 
Government's consistency and vigilance in protecting religious freedom. In addition some local and regional 
authorities have relied on provisions of the complex 1997 Law on Religion and a 2006 law governing NGOs 
to restrict several minority religious groups. A 2004 court decision banning Jehovah's Witnesses in Moscow 
continued to have significant negative ramifications for the activities of Jehovah's Witnesses in some 
regions during the reporting period. A 2007 St. Petersburg Court decision suspended and ordered closed a 
Scientology Center for noncompliance with inspection and auditing requirements under the new NGO law. 
Over the past year, three European Court of Human Rights rulings held that the Russian Government 
violated its international obligations in cases involving the registration of the Salvation Army, Jehovah's 
Witnesses, and the Church of Scientology. There were indications that the security services, including the 
Federal Security Service (FSB), increasingly treated the leadership of some minority religious groups as 
security threats. Popular attitudes toward traditionally Muslim ethnic groups are negative in many regions, 
and there are manifestations of anti-Semitism as well as hostility toward Roman Catholics and other non-
Orthodox Christian denominations. Some observant Muslims claimed harassment because of their faith. 
Instances of religiously motivated violence continued, although it often was difficult to determine whether 
xenophobic, religious, or ethnic prejudices were the primary motivation behind violent attacks. Some 
Russian Orthodox Church clergy have stated publicly their opposition to any expansion of the presence of 
Roman Catholics, Protestants, and other non-Orthodox denominations. Instances of problems in securing 
entry visas for clergy decreased. The Russian president and Government reacted quickly in condemning a 
January 2006 attack on a Moscow synagogue.

Turkmenistan
There was no improvement in the status of respect for religious freedom by the Government during the 
period covered by this report, and the Government's treatment of unregistered groups worsened. Following 
a sharp decrease in harassment of both registered and unregistered groups in late 2006, mistreatment of 
some registered and many unregistered religious minority group members resumed in February 2007, in a 
manner similar to that observed in previous reporting periods. During the reporting period there were no 
indications the Government planned to rescind or modify previous policies regarding religious freedom. All 
groups must register in order to gain legal status; unregistered religious activity remained illegal and 
punishable by administrative fines. The Government threatened members of minority religious groups with 
fines, loss of employment and housing, and imprisonment because of their beliefs. There were also reports 
of raids on worship services.

Uzbekistan
On November 14, 2006, the Secretary of State designated Uzbekistan as a CPC under the International 
Religious Freedom Act for particularly severe violations of religious freedom. Uzbekistan's restrictive religion 
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law, which makes it difficult or impossible for many religious groups to obtain legal status, resulted in raids 
and arrests of religious leaders. There were continuing credible allegations that devout Muslims were 
arrested on suspicion of membership in extremist groups; some of these were simply conservative Muslims 
whose beliefs or teachings differed from those of state-sanctioned clerics. Following the CPC designation, 
the Ambassador at Large for International Religious Freedom has held a series of meetings with officials of 
the Government of Uzbekistan, both in Uzbekistan and in Washington, aimed at forging improvements in 
religious freedom. Other U.S. officials have also participated in this process to seek important 
improvements.

The status of religious freedom remained restricted, with a particular worsening for some Pentecostal and 
other Christian groups during the period of this report. A number of minority religious groups, including 
congregations of some Christian denominations, continued to operate without registration, because they 
had not satisfied the strict legal requirements for registration. The Government permits the operation of what 
it considers mainstream religions, including approved Muslim groups, Jewish groups, the Russian Orthodox 
Church, and various other Christian denominations, such as Roman Catholics, Lutherans, and Baptists. The 
Government continued its campaign against unauthorized Islamic groups suspected of extremist sentiments 
or activities, arresting numerous alleged members of these groups and sentencing them to lengthy jail 
terms. Many of these were suspected members of Hizb ut-Tahrir (HT), a banned extremist Islamic political 
movement, the banned Islamic group Akromiya (Akromiylar), or unspecified ''Wahhab'' groups. The 
Government generally did not interfere with worshipers attending sanctioned mosques and granted 
approvals for new Islamic print, audio, and video materials. A small number of ''underground" mosques 
operated under the close scrutiny of religious authorities and the security services. There was increased 
harassment and intimidation during the reporting period of certain Protestant and Jehovah’s Witness groups 
in particular.

#2a
European rallies fighting anti-Semitism  
JTA Brief, September 16, 2007

Student-organized events against anti-Semitism and racism will be held simultaneously in three European 
capitals.

"Tents Against Racism" – on Tuesday in Paris, Warsaw and Kiev -- will provide activities for thousands of 
young people. The programs are aimed at acquainting European youth with Jewish culture, heritage and 
history, as well as the threat of anti-Semitism. Daytime sessions are geared toward high school and 
university students, with evening events open to the general public.

Programs include Muslim-Jewish reconciliation meetings and a klezmer concert in Paris; an interfaith 
dialogue in Warsaw between Poland's chief rabbi and a senior Roman Catholic official; and kosher food-
tasting and daylong lectures in Kiev.

"It saddens me that hatred has not yet been uprooted totally from Europe," said Moshe Kantor, the 
president of the European Jewish Congress, one of the sponsoring organizations. "At the same time, I am 
heartened by this remarkable educational initiative spearheaded by hundreds of dynamic young Jewish 
leaders throughout Europe."

Along with the European Jewish Congress, other sponsors are the Council of Europe's Directorate of Youth 
and Sport, the World Jewish Congress Future Generations Division, B’nai B’rith International-European 
Union Affairs Office, the European Union of Jewish Students and the Conference of European Rabbis.



4

#2b
Rabinovich re-elected to lead Ukrainian Jewry  
JTA Brief, September 19, 2007

Vadim Rabinovich was re-elected president of the Congress of Jews of Ukraine.

Some 1,800 delegates gathered in Kiev for the 2007 congress gave the charismatic oligarch a new five-year 
term leading the umbrella organization for the All-Ukranian Jewish Congress and the Congress of Jewish 
Communities of Ukraine.

The re-election of Rabinovich, a controversial media mogul who by some estimates owns up to a quarter of 
Ukraine’s newspapers and the Arsenal Kiev football club, came as little surprise.

Rabinovich has donated millions of dollars of his considerable fortune to Jewish causes in Ukraine. During 
the Congress he spoke of plans for a yeshiva to be built on the grounds of the Babi Yar massacre site in 
Kiev.

He remains a lightning rod for controversy in the Ukraine and abroad; he was declared persona non grata 
by the U.S. government in 1995. As with many oligarchs it is unclear how Rabinovich made his fortune. He 
has been accused of selling weapons to unsavory regimes, among them the Taliban in Afghanistan.

#3
Putin congratulates Russia’s Jews on Rosh Hashanah
Itar-Tass, September 12, 2007

MOSCOW, September 12 (Itar-Tass) - Russian President Vladimir Putin has congratulated Russia’s Jews 
on Rosh Hashanah, the Jewish New Year.

“For the followers of Judaism this holiday symbolises purification of soul, moral and religious perfection. 
During these days people sum up the results, make plans for the future and forgive each other,” the 
presidential press service said on Wednesday with reference to Putin’s congratulatory message.

“Russia’s Jews have always been known for toleration and peaceableness, careful attitude to traditions of 
good neighbourliness and mutual understanding,” the president said.

“I am confident that you will keep imperishable moral values in the future and will make a decent 
contribution to the development of the inter-confessional dialogue and to stronger accord and cooperation 
between people,” he said.

Rosh Hashanah lasts two days and commemorates the creation of the world. It is also a judgement day, 
when Jews believe that God balances their good and bad deeds of the last year and decides what the next 
year will bring to them.

#4
Putin Shuffles Cabinet, Raising Intrigue and an Insider 
By C. J. Chivers
New York Times September 13, 2007 

MOSCOW, Sept. 12-President Vladimir V. Putin accepted the resignation of Russia's prime minister on 
Wednesday and nominated Viktor A. Zubkov, the low-profile chief of a financial crimes agency, to assume 
the post.
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The moves signaled the beginning of an internal Kremlin rearrangement ahead of parliamentary elections in 
the late fall and Mr. Putin's expected transfer of presidential power next year. But an aura of mystery filled 
the day. Kremlin watchers and diplomats said they were perplexed by what Mr. Putin's pick meant for the 
pressing question of who might succeed him if he steps down next spring at the end of his second term, as 
he has said repeatedly that he will, and as is required under Russia's Constitution.

The instant rise to prominence of the unheralded Mr. Zubkov, a confidant of Mr. Putin, added a new element 
of suspense for the two Russian officials long regarded as the principal presidential contenders: Sergei B. 
Ivanov and Dmitry A. Medvedev, both first deputy prime ministers.

Neither of the men was elevated by the shifts, nor was one pushed aside.

But what motivated Mr. Putin to elevate Mr. Zubkov was puzzled over in political circles. Did he want to 
create a new competitor in the race to succeed him? Or, more pragmatically, was he trying to rebalance 
rival factions inside the Kremlin's inner sanctum while appointing a faithful bureaucrat to manage the 
government as it enters back-to-back elections?

Some diplomats and political analysts said they thought Mr. Putin may simply have found an able prime 
minister who could help assure a smooth transition to an unannounced successor. Others said he may have 
settled on a compromise candidate who would give him more time to decide who ultimately will be his 
replacement.

In principle, Russia holds elections by popular vote, including those for president. In practice, though, the 
ballots are carefully managed by the Kremlin, and are won handily by sanctioned candidates who receive 
support from the government and state-controlled news media.

Political commentators and the Kremlin's own spokesman have said a public endorsement from Mr. Putin, 
who has had durably high public approval ratings in Russia, will be a prerequisite for a candidate to win the 
presidency next year. But in Wednesday's reshuffling, Mr. Putin did not send out any signals about whom 
he might support.

Instead, there was stagecraft that introduced a new name to the top of Russia's government. And while Mr. 
Putin, in televised remarks, made clear that the shifts were related to the elections, he spoke elliptically 
about what they would ultimately mean.

''We all together have to think about how to build the structure of power and management so that they 
would better correspond to the pre-election period and prepare the country for the period after the March 
presidential election,'' he said.

The prime minister, Mikhail Y. Fradkov, offered his resignation on national television, using the scripted 
format to say that Mr. Putin could now build ''a power structure in light of the upcoming political events.''

That part of the day's events, at least, was no surprise. Mr. Fradkov, a technocrat who had managed 
government affairs for more than three years without showing ambition for higher office, had been expected 
to step aside to make way for a presidential contender this fall.

Mr. Fradkov had also quarreled publicly with other ministers, who had been regarded by some experts here 
as an unwelcome sign in a government that seeks to show unity as elections draw near. The Wednesday 
edition of the daily business newspaper Vedomosti had said that his resignation was imminent, and that Mr. 
Ivanov would probably succeed him.

But a series of finely timed moves followed the resignation that surprised analysts, diplomats and even 
political commentators who have close Kremlin connections.
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Mr. Putin gave Mr. Fradkov a prestigious government award and directed him to remain at his post until a 
successor was confirmed. He then promptly nominated Mr. Zubkov.

Under the Constitution, the Duma, Russia's lower house of Parliament, has one week to consider the 
choice. Parliament is firmly under Mr. Putin's control, and Boris Gryzlov, the Duma's speaker, expressed 
support for Mr. Zubkov within 20 minutes of his nomination.

Mr. Gryzlov said a date for debate on the appointment would be set Thursday. A senior legislator from the 
Duma's United Russia faction, a party unequivocally loyal to Mr. Putin, quickly announced that Mr. Zubkov 
could be confirmed as soon as Friday.

While Mr. Putin is barred from seeking re-election, speculation has swirled through much of his term about 
whether -- and how -- he would step down, and who might replace him.

Whether Mr. Zubkov had been nominated to serve strictly as a prime minister, like Mr. Fradkov, or was now 
a presidential contender himself, was an open question. There were signs, however, that at least Mr. Ivanov 
remained confident.

In the evening, he appeared before reporters, looking upbeat and at ease. ''I think the Duma will review 
favorably the candidacy of Zubkov,'' he said.

Mr. Medvedev made no public appearances or statements.

Mr. Zubkov, 65, is relatively unknown; a survey of political experts in 2006 of Russia's 100 most influential 
politicians, conducted by the Center for Public Opinion Research, ranked him 84th.

But he is a longtime associate of Mr. Putin's, and has roots in the same political circles in St. Petersburg 
that Mr. Putin and many of his confidants share.

In 1992 and 1993, he was Mr. Putin's deputy at the External Relations Committee of the St. Petersburg 
mayor's office, and since 1993 he has worked as a supervisor of tax inspectors and financial crimes, first in 
St. Petersburg and since 2001 in Mr. Putin's federal government.

It was not clear whether his resume fully matched those of the officials in Mr. Putin's inner circle, which is 
dominated by former officers of the K.G.B.

Mr. Zubkov made no public announcement on Wednesday.

Konstantin V. Remchukov, the editor of the Nezavisimaya Gazeta here and a former adviser to the minister 
of economy, said Mr. Zubkov probably was not a presidential successor. Rather, he said, he was a man 
who had Mr. Putin's confidence to help solidify the government and who would follow his instructions 
precisely during the months preceding the expected succession.

Mr. Remchukov said he met with Mr. Putin in August, in Sochi, with other Russian newspaper editors. Mr. 
Remchukov said that he told the president that the country needed more business competition, and that the 
role of the anti-monopoly agency should be strengthened.

Mr. Putin responded, he said, by saying: ''Let us look at Zubkov's ministry. I am surprised that at this age, a 
man could organize this service so well, and he didn't need a higher rank.''

That was on Aug. 24. Mr. Remchukov interpreted this to mean that Mr. Putin had already decided to appoint 
Mr. Zubkov, or at least was considering it, by that date.

Mr. Remchukov said the nomination could also be seen as a sign that Mr. Putin had not yet chosen his 
replacement, or wanted to keep his selection unknown. ''His intention is always to surprise,'' he said.
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Andrew E. Kramer, Serge Schmemann and Michael Schwirtz contributed reporting.

#5
Hillel moves to campus, private sector in former Soviet Union 
By Igor Serebryany 
JTA, September 13, 2007

STRELNA, Russia (JTA) -- The hip-hop music was the same, as were the Israeli flags, the “boker tov” 
wake-up call and the close-knit, friendly atmosphere born of years spent together in Jewish summer camps.

But a recent Hillel leadership conference in this northern suburb of St. Petersburg differed from similar 
gatherings in North America in subtle and not-so-subtle ways.

There were few yarmulkes or other obvious signs of Jewish observance among the 200 young Jews from 
more than 20 Russian and Ukrainian cities who attended the four-day conference and training session, or 
its sister conference taking place concurrently in Kiev.

Also, many of the participants were in their mid- to late 20s, typical in a region where Hillel is not an on-
campus organization but a city-centered Jewish youth club that draws teenagers as well as young married 
couples.

The dual conferences in late August and early September came nine months into Hillel’s new partnership in 
the former Soviet Union with the Jewish Agency for Israel and the American Jewish Joint Distribution 
Committee.

It also heralded a new phase of Hillel activity in the region, notably an aggressive move onto college 
campuses and the privatization of some key operations.

Avraham Infeld, president of the Chais Family Foundation and president emeritus of Hillel, told JTA that 
Russian society has changed tremendously even in the past five years.

“The Jewish world, too, has been changing swiftly,” he said. “Every year, more and more Jewish 
educational centers open their doors in every corner of this huge country. After 13 years in the former 
Soviet Union, Hillel is now moving from an organization of students to an organization for students.”

Aaron Goldberg, associate vice president of Hillel’s international division, said the “club” model was 
constructed when Hillel started working in the former Soviet Union and young Jews were eager for any 
connection to their Jewish roots.

“Today the situation is much more complex,” Goldberg said. “There are so many more opportunities for 
young Jews, and we need new models for engaging them. The club model is not working anymore. We 
need to come up with new programs that will work in this very competitive environment.”

Those new programs might include Hillel-sponsored book clubs or music festivals, Goldberg suggested, run 
in local theaters or university student centers. The important thing is that they be open to the public, Jewish 
and non-Jewish, “whoever wants to go,” he said.

An interesting twist is that many of the projects will be commercial. For example, in early October a Cafe 
Hillel will open in Odessa, Ukraine, as a business venture operated by a young Jewish returnee from Israel.

This represents something quite new for Hillel, Goldberg said. The Hillel at the University of California, Los 
Angeles has a privately run cafe in its building, and similar setups exist in Uruguay, but the projects being 
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developed for the former Soviet Union will operate outside Hillel buildings, situated in the greater community 
rather than within a Jewish-affiliated space.

“It’s a new concept,” Goldberg explained. “But what’s more important is the mind-set that we have to think 
differently about how to reach Jewish students in this new reality.”

Dmitry Maryasis, Moscow’s Hillel director, has developed 15 business plans for future Hillel projects in the 
Russian capital, including a Cafe Hillel like Odessa’s and a youth-run Internet radio. Each would be a 
commercial venture with Hillel partnership.

Maryasis envisions recent Hillel alumni sitting on newly created boards to oversee the commercial projects.

Now he’s out looking for investors -- not something a Hillel director usually does.

“We have been searching for Jewish businessmen who could contribute to these projects,” he said. “I don’t 
rule out approaching billionaire Arkady Gaidamak, well known for his interest in media start-ups.”

One of Moscow Hillel’s projects -- a “Jewish Fashion House” that capitalizes on Russian Jews’ interest in
fashion -- has received a small grant from the JDC, Maryasis said.

Leia Berlin, Hillel’s newly appointed director for Russia, sees her priority for the coming year to continue 
expanding the organization’s field of operation and its partnership with the Jewish Agency and the JDC. She 
has set an ambitious goal of increasing Hillel’s regular base of participants by 20 percent annually.

“By next September we must reshape Hillel from its current closed-club model, where people gather in our 
premises, to a chain of open-space events,” she said. “And we are working hand in hand with the Jewish 
Agency in attracting young people to our events. That is a main condition set by our sponsors.”

Goldberg said the five cities where the Jewish Agency and the JDC have turned over their youth activities to 
Hillel for an 18-month pilot program are Moscow, Novosibirsk, Samara, Yekaterinburg and Kazan. Each of 
those Jewish communities has slightly different demographics, and the lessons learned in each will be 
applied to the rest of the region when the partnership expands late in 2008.

In Novosibirsk, for example, Hillel is experimenting with working on a college campus.

“That experience will be very valuable as we move to other cities where we want to work on campus,” 
Goldberg said.

This can only help Hillel activists like 25-year-old Eva Langweiler from Izhevsk, a town of 300,000 in the 
Udmurt republic. She and her fellow activists have run into problems trying to advertise Hillel activities on 
campus.

“I can’t say the rectors and deans oppose us handing out leaflets or putting up posters in the university 
buildings, but there is some misunderstanding from the non-Jewish students,” she said. “They suspect we 
are trying to get their friends involved in sectarianism. That’s why we usually invite students to Hillel by 
'bush telegraph,' " meaning by word of mouth.

Some participants at the Strelna convention sounded a somber tone about the commitment of young Jews. 
Alexandra, a graduate of a Moscow institute of higher learning who preferred not to give her last name, 
said: “This is my fourth time at a Hillel event.

“I love the joy, the ruach,” Alexandra said, using the Hebrew word for spirit. “But outside Hillel I see many 
young people who connect to their Jewish roots culturally rather than spiritually.”



9

“It’s the same way some teens call themselves Goths or Trekkies or whatever," she said. It’s way easier just 
to wear a kipa or a Magen David than to observe the daily requirements Judaism imposes. These young 
people want to have fun, not burden themselves, and their approach to Judaism is no exception.”

JTA correspondent Sue Fishkoff in California contributed to this report.

#6
One Year Later, RFE/RL Turkmen Correspondent's Death Still Unexplained
RFE/RL, September 14, 2007

(Prague, Czech Republic--September 14, 2007) Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty this week marks the first 
anniversary of the unexplained death in prison of Ogulsapar Muradova, human rights activist and 
Turkmenistan correspondent for RFE/RL's Turkmen language broadcasts.         RFE/RL President Jeffrey 
Gedmin said: "Colleagues remember Ogulsapar as a dedicated journalist, deeply caring human being and 
devoted mother of three children. We will continue to keep her memory alive through our broadcasting, 
carrying on her work of bringing the truth to Turkmen citizens." First and foremost, he said the family and 
friends of Ogulsapar Muradova would like to know the truth about her death.         

One year later, the circumstances and facts of Muradova's death remain shrouded in mystery--the place, 
even the day she died is not known. No one has been charged or brought to account for the death of the 
58-year old Muradova. Her family was not permitted to see her after a mock trial in August 2006 and was 
not told where she was imprisoned. Her daughters were taken suddenly to the Ashgabat city morgue 
September 14, 2006 and asked to take custody of the body, which they said had a visible head wound.         

RFE/RL's Turkmen Service is remembering Muradova in special programming today focusing on her 
commitment to human rights and changes in Turkmen society in the year since Muradova's death. An article 
in English by Turkmen Service Director Oguljamal Yazliyeva can be found on RFE/RL's website, at 
http://www.rferl.org/featuresarticle/2007/09/6f566206-fb7a-4c77-88c1-43e844412f68.html.         

According to Freedom House, Turkmenistan's media environment is "one of the most repressive in the 
world," while the Committee to Protect Journalists named it one of the "10 Most Censored Countries" in 
2006.         

RFE/RL's Turkmen Service broadcasts six hours of programming a day to Turkmenistan, produced in 
Prague and transmitted to listeners via shortwave, medium wave and satellite broadcasts. Turkmen Service 
programming is also available via the Internet, at http://www.rferl.org; English-language news about events 
in Turkmenistan can be found on the RFE/RL website, at 
http://www.rferl.org/featuresarchive/country/turkmenistan.html

#7
Russia's campaign season marked by growing nationalism 
By Paul Abelsky 
JTA, September 17, 2007

MOSCOW (JTA) -- A trail of racist killings has heightened ethnic tensions as Russia gears up for the fall 
political season.

In the latest twist, a grisly video circulating on the Web showed the beheading of two men -- one from 
Tajikistan, one from the Caucasus -- bound and gagged in the woods against the backdrop of a red 
swastika banner.
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Russia’s parliamentary election is set for Dec. 2, three months before the March presidential election. The 
Russian constitution bars President Vladimir Putin from running for a consecutive third term, and his 
expected departure has unleashed much speculation about a likely successor.

Fueling that speculation was Putin's naming of a little-known government official to become Russia's new 
prime minister. Viktor Zubkov, a financial regulator, was named on Sept. 12 just hours after Putin dissolved 
the government of long-serving Prime Minister Mikhail Fradkov in an effort, he said, to better prepare the 
country for after the elections. Zubkov was confirmed by the parliament two days later.

Zubkov, a loyal technocrat, said he may run for president next year. Some observers considered his 
appointment as a signal that Putin intended to retain control after he leaves the presidency, while others did 
not see Zubkov as Putin's successor but rather as a caretaker prime minister.

If the past year of ethnic flare-ups is any indication, the use and abuse of nationalist rhetoric will shadow the 
campaign. The subject of xenophobia has become increasingly politicized, with the authorities seemingly 
more interested in co-opting the nationalist vote than developing effective means to handle the problem.

The steady rise in racially motivated violence in Russia, and the electorate’s hardening attitude toward labor 
migrants and ostracized ethnic groups, has created an environment where the backing, or at least tacit 
toleration, of chauvinistic sentiments at the highest governmental level is no longer beyond the political pale.

“Expressions of prejudice will undoubtedly be played up in the course of the campaign,” said Alexander 
Verkhovsky, a sociologist and the director of the SOVA Center for Information and Analysis in Moscow, 
which monitors extremism and hate crimes. “There is a great incentive for politicians to do that, and the 
figures who joined Just Russia from the disbanded Rodina party have already shown great willingness to 
indulge in this.”

The Just Russia party was created over the past year with the Kremlin’s implicit sanction in an effort to 
create a “social-democratic” alternative to the pro-Kremlin United Russia party, which enjoys a two-thirds 
majority in the parliament.

Formed last October from three previous groups -- Party of Life, Party of Pensioners and the nationalist 
Rodina (Motherland) Party -- Just Russia combines loyalty to Putin and “patriotic” rhetoric with a more overt 
socialist orientation than United Russia.

Some of the more extremist members of Rodina were relegated to secondary roles in the new party. Others 
left, including Rodina’s charismatic former leader Dmitry Rogozin. But the party’s parliamentary faction is 
still home to deputies known for nationalistic and openly anti-Semitic appeals, including the signers of last 
year’s infamous “Letter of the 500” that urged a ban on all Jewish organizations in Russia.

Several of the splinter groups created in Rodina’s wake, such as Rogozin’s Great Russia, were denied 
registration and not admitted to the parliamentary campaign. There is talk of creating yet another party, 
Patriots of Russia, a proposed umbrella organization for various nationalist groups left adrift in the run-up to 
the elections.

Other mainstream forces are also dabbling in nationalist rhetoric, including Putin’s own United Russia. Two 
years ago it instituted a new national holiday, the Day of People’s Unity on Nov. 4, which has become the 
occasion for rowdy rightist rallies. The most well-known was last fall’s “Russian March,” where 
ultranationalist groups gathered openly in the streets of Moscow carrying anti-Semitic and anti-minority 
signs.

Putin himself defended the economic interests of Russia’s so-called “native,” i.e. ethnically Russian, 
population, at a government meeting last year, which led to a crackdown on outdoor markets peopled by 
vendors from the Caucasus and Central Asia.
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The country's rising nationalism is reflected in a number of “anti-extremist” laws passed in July, which 
prosecutors have used against competing parties and public organizations. The legislation was revised to 
include bans on “slandering an official” and fomenting “social hatred.”

“The very notion of extremism has widened so much this year that it’s almost certain to be continually 
manipulated and used for ulterior motives,” Verkhovsky said.

Some political observers believe, however, that the nationalist rhetoric may be more moderate than 
expected during the parliamentary campaign, as the electoral outcome in the Duma ballot is pretty much a 
foregone conclusion.

“The electoral proceedings are being tightly coordinated by the Kremlin, and it’s already clear which parties 
will advance to the Duma,” said Leonid Stonov, international director of the United Council for Soviet 
Jewry’s Bureau on Human Rights and Rule of Law in the former Soviet Union.

“It may not even be necessary to deploy this nationalist card, although some politicians will still go ahead 
just to boost their rating,” he said in a telephone interview from Highland Park, Ill.

Fifteen parties are registered officially in Russia, but only four have a realistic chance for seats in the Duma. 
The latest survey by the All-Russian Center for the Study of Public Opinion shows United Russia ahead with 
57 percent, trailed by the Communist Party at 18 percent and Just Russia with 14 percent.

Vladimir Zhirinovsky’s Liberal-Democratic Party, balancing loyalty to the Kremlin with a more incendiary 
public campaign, is expected to take 10 percent.

The situation of minorities continues to worry experts.

“We have seen increasingly repressive policies toward illegal residents,” said Lidiya Grafova, a prominent 
human rights campaigner and head of the Migration news agency.

The SOVA Center estimates that more than 60,000 people belong to violent, ultrarightist groups. And while 
prejudice may not shape the electoral outcome this fall, the government’s lack of action on revamping 
immigration policy will have drastic long-term repercussions.

“I don’t believe any party will have anything positive to say about immigration, and people like Rogozin, if 
admitted to take part in the campaign, will start a drumbeat of negativity,” she said. “The genie of 
xenophobia has been set free. There may be an understanding inside the Kremlin of the need for a 
meaningful dialogue on the issue, but the authorities are likely to keep silent.”

SOVA’s most recent data showed that racially motivated attacks rose by nearly 25 percent this year, with 
350 episodes and 38 deaths reported in 2007.

Although hate crimes mostly target migrant workers and ethnic minorities, the Jewish community has 
repeatedly been victimized, from the neo-Nazi stabbing attack at Moscow’s Choral Synagogue in January 
2006 to the murder of a yeshiva student in St. Petersburg in May.

An opinion survey by the Levada Center in July showed that most Russians attribute the rise in nationalism 
to “poor living conditions,” 31 percent, and a “provocative attitude on the part of national minorities,” 30 
percent. Fifty percent believe some form of violent ethnic conflict is possible in Russia.

A later Levada poll showed, however, that 85 percent of the respondents “rarely” or “almost never” feel 
hostility toward other groups and 82 percent practically never experienced it themselves.

For all the glum assessments of the situation, outright expressions of racial intolerance remain a relatively 
marginal phenomenon in public life.
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The SOVA Center’s Verkhovsky notes that particular groups are almost never singled out by politicians, 
with the exception of gypsies and “non-native” migrants in general.

Anti-Semitism also remains more of a latent, albeit widely shared, prejudice but rarely a part of political 
discourse. It is tolerated, however: A number of current Duma deputies, mostly members of the disbanded 
Rodina faction, have made inflammatory statements without apparent repercussions to their political 
careers.

“Anti-Semitism often takes on more stealthy forms, for example as anti-Zionism, and no one has been held 
accountable for the more reprehensible acts,” Stonov said.

#8
A Russian 'Election'; Two days after he was plucked from obscurity, a crony of Vladimir Putin is 
elected prime minister.
Editorial 
Washington Post, September 15, 2007 

VLADIMIR PUTIN'S Russian "democracy" put on a remarkable show this week. On Wednesday, Mr. Putin 
accepted the abrupt resignation of the prime minister and announced the nomination of an obscure 
bureaucrat and personal pal, Viktor Zubkov, whom most Russians had never heard of. Yesterday, the 
parliament duly voted Mr. Zubkov into office by a count of 381 to 47 after a discussion of less than two 
hours. As an Associated Press reporter described it, "Lawmakers praised Zubkov, posed easy questions 
and gladly accepted his responses in rote exchanges" reminiscent "of Soviet-era Communist Party 
meetings."

Outside the chamber, Russian and Western Kremlinologists feverishly debated the meaning of the event, 
which comes six months before Mr. Putin's term-limited mandate as president expires. Was Mr. Putin 
preparing to install Mr. Zubkov as a puppet successor? Ensuring continuity in government while he decides 
on another nominee? Laying the groundwork to remain in power himself? All agreed that only the great ruler 
himself knew the answer to their questions.

Which, of course, is precisely the point: Mr. Putin's exercise demonstrated that he is free to impose any 
diktat on Russians, at any time of his choosing, unconstrained by a genuine opposition, free media or civil 
society. If he likes, he can hand over the presidency to one of the relatively seasoned politicians in his 
government -- deputy prime ministers Sergei Ivanov or Dmitri Medvedev. Or he can pick someone like Mr. 
Zubkov, who has been one of his cronies since his days in the St. Petersburg municipal government 15 
years ago. State-controlled television and the re-empowered state security agencies will ensure that, 
competent or corrupt, charismatic or colorless, Mr. Putin's choice is "elected" next March.

Mr. Putin made his move a day after Russian media triumphantly reported what they said was the country's 
testing of the most powerful nonnuclear bomb in history. Last month the president proudly announced that 
Russian long-range bombers had resumed continuous patrols for the first time since the end of the Cold 
War. Mr. Putin once said the collapse of the Soviet Union was "the greatest geopolitical catastrophe" of the 
20th century. Step by step, he is bringing back the politics and the priorities of that state.

#9
Does This Mystery Matter? 
By Anne Applebaum 
Washington Post, September 18, 2007 

Russian President Vladimir Putin sacked his prime minister last week and replaced him with one Viktor 
Zubkov, an obscure official never before mentioned as a potential leader. Wondering why? Here are a few 
of the rumors in circulation:
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Because Zubkov is completely unimportant, Putin intends to make him the next president of Russia, a 
possibility that Zubkov has not denied: After all, the presidential election is not until March 2008, leaving 
plenty of time for the Kremlin-controlled media to introduce Zubkov to the Russian public. (Putin's motive? 
Zubkov can keep the Kremlin office chair warm so that Putin can return in 2012. The Russian constitution 
prohibits a third consecutive presidential term but not, apparently, a nonconsecutive third term.)

Because Zubkov is actually extremely important-- he is, in the words of Russia expert Anders Aslund, the 
"spider in the web" who knows the financial secrets of Putin's inner circle -- he will remain prime minister 
while Putin, possibly following declaration of a national military emergency, remains in office. (The 
evidence? The otherwise inexplicable Russian celebrations of the 125th anniversary of the birth of Franklin 
Roosevelt, the American president who stayed on for a third and then fourth presidential term because of a 
national military emergency.)

Because Zubkov doesn't matter either way, Putin has pushed him to prominence while trying to make up his 
mind about who the real candidate should be. (The alternatives? There are dozens, including former 
defense minister Sergei Ivanov, who apparently tells all and sundry that he has it in the bag already.)

Still others hold that Zubkov arrived in Moscow by flying saucer and regularly communicates with little green 
men (just kidding). But the bottom line is that no one really knows why Zubkov was appointed, except for 
Putin himself. And he isn't telling.

All of which goes a long way toward confirming something I've maintained for some time: that the identity of 
the next president of Russia doesn't actually matter. Though a lot of analytical effort has already been 
wasted on careful preelectoral scrutiny of the potential candidates, their views, alleged pragmatism or 
alleged chauvinism are much less important than the nature of the coming presidential selection process.

If Zubkov (or someone else) becomes president after an orchestrated media campaign, falsified elections 
and Putin's constant presence in the background, then we'll know that the winner of the election really is a 
placeholder. If Zubkov (or someone else) manages to garner some genuine support among voters and 
within the Kremlin, then we'll know to take his views seriously. If Putin remains president -- well, we'll know 
what that means, too. Already, the fact that no one outside the Kremlin's inner sanctum has any idea what 
the succession will look like is a bad sign. It's hard to talk about the rule of law in a country where power 
changes hands in such a thoroughly arbitrary manner.

By the same token, the nature of the presidential campaign will also reveal much more about the state of 
contemporary Russian political thinking than the biography of the winner. We will learn, for example, 
whether the Kremlin intends to go on paying lip service to democracy or if it intends soon to abandon the 
charade altogether. The frequency with which rules are broken; the language used about the Kremlin-
ordained candidate and his opponents; the number of times said opponents are allowed to appear on 
television -- all of this will explain more about Russia's future political orientation than any analysis of the 
candidate's political beliefs, let alone his taste in after-dinner drinks.

This last point is important because it's a mistake that has been made before. In the bad old days, a new 
Soviet general secretary's preference for whiskey over vodka was invariably taken as a sign that he was 
more "pro-Western" than his predecessors. More recently, the current American president seemed to read 
much into the fact that his Russian counterpart wore a cross around his neck during their first meeting --
one of the factors that led President Bush to look into Putin's eyes and infamously find him "straightforward 
and trustworthy."

Zubkov may turn out to be trustworthy, or he may turn out to be unreliable. He may be important; he may be 
unimportant. He may or may not become president. But if he does, I hope his American counterpart won't 
try to be his best friend right away. Whether the next president is called Zubkov, Ivanov or Putin, he'll still be 
the product of a political system that remains mystifyingly opaque, and we shouldn't forget it.
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#10
Vladimir Putin: Sure of His Power on the Verge of Leaving Office                
By Serge Schmemann 
New York Times, September 19, 2007 

Vladimir Putin enters the hall preceded, as usual, by Koni, his glossy black Labrador, and a swarm of 
acolytes and cameramen. He greets every member of a delegation of foreign Russia-watchers personally, 
with a firm handshake and a direct gaze.

The Russian president is at the top of his game, and he knows it. He is powerful, popular and the master of 
a country that he has led from bankruptcy and despair to wealth and power in the space of less than eight 
years.

Two days earlier, he had regally replaced one obscure prime minister with another, setting Kremlin-
watchers in Russia and abroad scrambling for clues as to what this might mean for the presidential election, 
now only six months off, and for his own future.

He and his government maintain the myth that a real race is under way: there are five viable candidates 
already, including the new prime minister, Viktor Zubkov, Mr. Putin tells the visitors. But nobody really 
doubts that the next president will be Mr. Putin’s pick.

Nor does Mr. Putin leave any doubt that he will remain on the scene. “Naturally, this is a factor the next 
president will have to contend with,” he says, adding, seemingly unaware of the contradiction, “I will do 
everything to ensure his independence and effectiveness. I worked all these years to make Russia strong. 
Russia cannot be strong with a weak president.”

But how will Mr. Putin retain power in a system in which he himself has gathered all the levers of power in 
the presidency? Is he so secure in his popularity that he can continue to rule from behind the scenes, like 
Deng Xiaoping did in China, or is he really worried that his successor might turn Russia in some other 
direction? Is Mr. Zubkov, 66, an apparatchik who had been dealing with financial crimes, really a candidate?

While Moscow churns with these questions, Putin heads off for a day among the people in the Belgorod 
countryside, questioning them about their lives and patting their cows, all duly transmitted across the 
Russian expanse by loyal television networks. A strong president is above the political fray.

Now, back at the president’s Black Sea residence here, one of many such lavish compounds Russia’s 
leaders inherited from the Soviet elite, Putin sits down in a cavernous hall with the foreign group, organized 
by RIA Novosti, the official Russian news agency. He spends the next three hours rattling off facts, figures 
and lessons.

He is very good at this, as good as Bill Clinton was, and he clearly enjoys it, even throwing out the 
occasional joke. Asked about nepotism, he recalls a Soviet-era anecdote: “Can the son of a general 
become a general? Yes. Can he become a marshal? No, the marshal has his own sons.”

The implication is clear: those quaint days are behind us. He does not disown the Soviet Union, for which 
he served as a K.G.B. agent, but the Russia he repeatedly invokes is a great, powerful, divinely ordained 
state that stretches back a thousand years. He is there to restore its glory, its power, its faith and, above all, 
its proper place in the world.

And that is the unifying context of his presidency: Russia will be great and strong. It explains the repeated 
contradictions in the world view he expounds: Russia must have a multiparty democracy, but it cannot exist 
without a strong president. The economy is free, but the state must control its wealth. He is prepared to 
cooperate with the West, but readily switches to confrontation.
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He bristles at criticism of Russian democracy, which he sees purely as a Western ploy: “If you need 
something from Russia, you need to talk about the substance, not to approach it from another angle. If you 
need to resolve Kosovo, talk about Kosovo. If you need to resolve the nuclear issue with Iran, talk of Iran. 
Not democracy in Russia.”

There are distinct echoes of the Soviet Union in this blend of bluster, insecurity and pride. But Mr. Putin’s 
Russia is definitely a new hybrid. There’s no threat of a new cold war, no ideology of world domination. The 
president enjoys a level of popularity and legitimacy Soviet leaders never had. However authoritarian Mr. 
Putin’s rule might be, argues Grigory Yavlinsky, an opposition politician who is highly critical of the 
president, his rise is a logical consequence of the brutal disappointment of the Russians after the collapse 
of Communism — hyperinflation, political wars, cronyism and the financial crisis of the 1990s, humiliations 
inflicted by the West.

Now, Russians have a combination of personal freedoms and prosperity they’ve never had before. They 
can travel abroad and surf the Internet; their culture is booming; they can make money.

Politics? There’s a problem there, but in new Russia, with its glittering stores and fast pace, who cares?

This is Mr. Putin’s Russia. No matter that the oil boom is in great part responsible for his successes; he has 
brought a measure of stability and pride where his predecessor, Boris Yeltsin, the “democrats” and the West 
all failed. He will not be preached to. He will not be pushed around on Iran or Kosovo. He will be treated 
with respect. So look for more of Mr. Putin. In what guise, we will soon learn. With what goal and style, there 
is no doubt.

#11
The Board Members of Russia, Inc. 
By Garry Kasparov
Wall Street Journal, September 20, 2007 

Mr. Kasparov, former world chess champion, is a contributing editor to The Wall Street Journal and 
chairman of the United Civil Front of Russia, a pro-democracy opposition organization. His book "How Life 
Imitates Chess" (Bloomsbury) comes out in October.

It has been both amusing and disturbing to watch the Western media chase its tail after the appointment of 
Viktor Zubkov to the post of Russian prime minister.

Amusing because these are the same experts and pundits who wrote countless articles discussing whether 
the next prime minister, and potential successor to President Vladimir Putin, would be Sergei Ivanov or 
Dmitry Medvedev. The world press fell for this KGB sleight of hand like children before a birthday-party 
magician.

As close to Mr. Putin as those two inconsequential cronies were, they have been supplanted by someone 
even closer. The only thing that matters in a mafia structure like the one Mr. Putin oversees is loyalty. 
Criminologists, not Kremlinologists, are required to understand the Putin administration.

As the March 2008 presidential election nears, Mr. Putin is surrounding himself with an ever-tighter inner 
circle. In February 2005, in these pages, I wrote that Mr. Putin could, like a modern Caligula, appoint his 
horse to the cabinet if he so desired. He opened the stable door by bringing in Messrs. Medvedev and 
Ivanov, and the sudden appearance of Mr. Zubkov is much more horse than dark horse.

It is infuriating that even now the so-called Russia experts are analyzing Mr. Zubkov's statements -- as if 
they are relevant to what is really going on in Russia. The media has been operating under an entirely false 
rationale. There are no public politics in Russia under the Putin regime. Indeed, democratic politics are dead 
in Russia and Mr. Zubkov represents the flowers on the grave. There is no pressure from the public so there 
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is no need to manipulate, convince or appease the electorate. The coming elections are sure to be a 
charade and the media is under tight control. Who cares about Mr. Zubkov's political biography?

What is important, as ever, is business. Mr. Zubkov is a senior member of the St. Petersburg "Ozero," or 
Lake, the joint-ownership group of a small real-estate project whose members are today in charge of the 
most lucrative state-generated businesses in Russia and of channeling their revenues into private accounts. 
Former St. Petersburg gasoline mogul Vladimir Smirnov controls the nuclear tech deals with Iran, Gennady 
Timchenko is the largest "independent" oil trader in Russia, and Mikhail Kovalchuk has recently been put at 
the head of a $5 billion government-backed nanotechnology project.

Now an Olympic Corporation with a budget of $12 billion has been set up for the Sochi Winter Olympic 
Games of 2014. The parliament is considering giving this entity the power to expropriate property without a 
court order. The list could go on. This is Mr. Putin's famiglia, and they no longer have to worry about their 
public image.

The Russian government is increasingly irrelevant to Mr. Putin and his chosen few. The state apparatus has 
been subverted to serve a corporate apparatus that operates above the law and behind the scenes. The 
Putin regime has steadily channeled funds into state-controlled corporations that serve the ruling clique. It is 
a super-oligarchy that has largely superseded the state.

Money is what matters, not the cabinet sideshow on television.

The Russian budget has already been approved for the next three years, locking in the continued 
"privatization" of the state. Mr. Putin doesn't need a third term as president when he can continue in his true 
role as capo di tutti capi.

As journalist Yulia Latynina recently noted in Novaya Gazeta, we have a two-party system in Russia: the Oil 
Party and the Gas Party. Gazprom and Rosneft now have their own security forces, further allowing them to 
operate independently of whatever administration exists in the Kremlin next year. The ruling factions will 
continue to fight with each other and protect their own. The various departments of this multilevel criminal 
organization -- judiciary, defense ministry, etc. -- will also continue their internal battles for funds.

In blunt remarks to the foreign press last weekend in Sochi, Russia, Mr. Putin made this remarkable 
statement: "We will participate in any debate with our partners, but, if they want us to do something, they 
must be specific. If they want us to resolve Kosovo, let's talk Kosovo. If they are worried about nuclear 
programs in Iran, let's talk about Iran, rather than talking about democracy in Russia."

This is an open invitation to foreign leaders to do business with a "sovereign managed democracy" in 
Russia. It says, "Let's make a deal and stop wasting time with the principles of individual rights and 
democracy upon which your nations are based."

Could it be made any clearer? Yes, actually. Mr. Putin went on to say the West should drop its "foolish 
Atlantic solidarity" in order to make progress with Russia.

All the masks have been removed and the curtain has been raised. The Putin Democracy Show is over. 

#12
Reform activists in Russia short on solutions
By Matt Siegel
JTA, September 20, 2007

MOSCOW -- When the World Union for Progressive Judaism asked Leonid Bimbat, then in his final year at 
Leo Baeck College in London, to return to his native Russia as a rabbi, his considerable excitement was 
tempered by a sense of trepidation.
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"I have a metaphor for the Progressive movement in Russia," he told JTA. “It’s like going up on a down 
escalator. For every two steps you stay in the same place, and if you stand still you go down."

The motivation that drove Bimbat to move from his native Yekaterinburg in central Russia to Moscow, as 
well as the unease about the likelihood of success, appeared prominently here during the recent annual 
WUPJ Conference for the Former Soviet Union.

The WUPJ’s message was clear -- we’re not Chabad and we’re proud of it -- and attendees brought 
considerable enthusiasm to the four-day conference held earlier this month.

But the prevailing attitude of the gathering, which featured lectures on such topics as Jewish demography 
and trends in contemporary Judaism, was optimism tempered by despair about just how to channel it.

The corridors of the conference -- held in a Soviet-era student’s dormitory -- were buzzing with dozens of 
participants from Russia, Belarus and Ukraine. Many, numerous jokes to the contrary, were of college age 
and younger.

Part Limmud and part pep rally, the conference was designed primarily to unite Progressives and raise their 
spirits.

"I think it’s a good idea to bring everyone together at least once a year," said Bimbat, "so they can see we’re 
a big movement."

Progressives are spread across the vast regions of the FSU, living amid the myriad Jewish organizations 
competing for their membership.

OROSIR, the union’s Russian branch, trails several Jewish organizations in the former Soviet Union in 
membership and influence. They include the Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia, the CIS -- a 
Chabad umbrella organization -- and the Orthodox Congress of Jewish Religious Communities and 
Organizations of Russia, or KEROOR.

Its 17 communities lag far behind the nearly 200 run by the politically connected federation, whose chief 
rabbi, Berel Lazar, has close ties with Russian President Vladimir Putin.

But this year saw the purchase of a new Progressive synagogue in St. Petersburg, the first one since the 
collapse of communism 17 years ago.

The conference also featured a discussion on property acquisitions in Kiev and Minsk. But talk of a Moscow 
Progressive synagogue, which is seen as vital in establishing a visual presence in the Russian capital, was 
conspicuously absent.

Perhaps that was due to a general acknowledgment that the St. Petersburg shul was something of an 
anomaly, resulting more from the time spent by the recently departed Rabbi Michael Farbman working at 
the West London synagogue that donated most of the money than any larger strategy.

Why the movement is experiencing such woes was an underlying theme of the conference, which was held 
in the suburb of Zelenograd, just outside Moscow.

The common view, as presented by Yakov Basin, an OROSIR representative in Belarus, is that 
Progressives are losing the war of information against the better-funded Orthodox movements.

“The major task for Reformist Jews is to attract assimilated Jews,” he said, “because unassimilated Jews 
don’t need to be attracted.”
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Thus the plan offered at the conference was to focus on the larger cities -- Moscow, St. Petersburg, Kiev 
and Minsk, for now -- building large synagogues and community centers to provide a model that will bring in 
more Jews who may be unfamiliar with the movement.

“This is our goal: to buy buildings, to make a big community and people should see some kind of example 
as a model,” said the movement's chief rabbi of Russia, Alexander Lyskovoi. “We don’t have models even, 
we have small communities.”

Just how the WUPJ, whose yearly FSU operations budget is $2.5 million, will be able to accomplish these 
lofty goals seems to be more a matter of faith than any guiding operational principle. After all, $2.5 million 
wouldn’t pay off even half the cost of buying a synagogue in Moscow’s meteorically expensive real estate 
market.

Lyskovoi spoke to JTA of the difficulty in raising funds from local donors and the increasing emphasis on 
foreign investment like the partnership that led to the St. Petersburg shul.

He placed the onus for fund raising with the WUPJ leadership, which presented a positive funding picture. 
Todd Warnick, its chief financial officer, told JTA that the group's operational budget for the FSU has more 
than doubled in the past four years. Still, the group is realistic in addressing the difficulties it faces here.

Warnick says the product ultimately is the key to surmounting the differences between WUPJ and Chabad 
with its vastly superior funds.

“Look, we’re never going to be able to compete with Chabad in fund raising,” he said. “Where we can 
compete with Chabad is in the realm of ideas and ideology.”

(Moscow correspondent Igor Serebryany contributed to this report.)

#13
Oligarchs Loom Over Ukraine Election
By Roman Olearchyk and Stefan Wagstyl
Financial Times, September 21, 2007

At the recent convention of Ukraine's Regions party, the man at the centre of attention was not Viktor 
Yanukovich, prime minister and party leader, but Rinat Akhmetov, the country's richest man.

Sitting in the front row, two seats from Mr Yanukovich, he attracted the biggest crowds of journalists, 
politicians and cameramen. Meanwhile, Yulia Tymoshenko, the leader of the rival Bloc Yulia Tymoshenko, 
has been seen on the campaign trail riding in a helicopter with Kostyantin Zhevago, an iron ore billionaire.

And even President Viktor Yushchenko, who has often decried the political influence of Ukraine's oligarchs, 
has allowed himself to get close to leading businessmen, who have donated money to Yushchenko-backed 
charities.

With all parties campaigning hard for the September 30 parliamentary elections, politicians are taking all the 
support they can. And some - though not all - of the country's business oligarchs are ready to lend a hand.

But it is a delicate relationship. Mr Yushchenko has warned openly that the oligarchs are once again 
interfering in politics and gaining "the taste of power".

His remarks will strike a chord with those voters who believe businessmen have too big a say in politics. But 
his comments will be dismissed as electioneering by others, who claim the oligarchs' influence is 
exaggerated.
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The oligarchs were formidable political players before the 2004 Orange Revolution, but they were generally 
obedient to ex-president Leonid Kuchma, currying favour to expand their businesses, often through 
privatisation deals.

When Mr Yushchenko came to power, supported by the firebrand Ms Tymoshenko, some businessmen 
feared the new leaders would seek to reverse a decade of privatisation.

But those concerns waned after Mr Yushchenko and Ms Tymoshenko fell out in 2005 and the privatisation 
review ended with the cancellation of just one big deal - the Kryvorizhstal steel mill.

The president then said he wanted to move on and work with business. That message was reinforced once 
Mr Yanukovich, the president's arch-rival, returned to power as prime minister last year.

With the economy booming, the oligarchs recovered their poise - and enjoyed unprecedented increases in 
profits and asset values. Meanwhile, the political reforms that followed the Orange Revolution devolved 
power from the president to parliament - giving MPs, many of them millionaire business people, greater 
access to power.

With Mr Yushchenko and Mr Yanukovich at loggerheads, and both battling Ms Tymoshenko, the principal 
opposition leader, post-Orange Revolution politics has offered many openings for oligarchs. Mr Yushchenko 
called the elections early mainly because he was concerned about corruption in parliament.

The business oligarchs have broadly accepted the president's plans to balance Ukraine's longstanding ties 
with Russia with closer ties to the European Union. And with Europe becoming Ukraine's main trading 
partner in recent years, they have increasingly supported Kiev's EU-oriented policy.

"[They] understand the need to put their suit s on before entering world markets and the need to clean up 
their act, push reforms in the country and in their companies," says Kost Bondarenko, a political analyst.

Another analyst, Andriy Yermolaev, sees a divide between pro-Yanukovich businessmen, led by Mr 
Akhmetov, whose companies are based in east Ukrainian heavy industry, and those oligarchs supporting 
the president and Ms Tymoshenko, who tend to have more diversified financial and trading interests, such 
as Igor Kolomoisky, head of the Privat banking-based group.

The Yushchenko/Tymoshenko supporters favour rapid economic reform and liberalisation. The pro-
Yanukovich businessmen are more conservative. "The rivalry between these two groups is quite damaging 
and ruthless," says Mr Yermolaev.

Mr Yushchenko is particularly worried about Mr Akhmetov, who stands out among oligarchs as the richest 
and most overt in his political involvement. An MP for the Regions party, the largest in parliament, he has 
long backed Mr Yanukovich and worked with him in managing rich, Russian-speaking eastern Ukraine.

The party recently infuriated the president by pushing for a referendum calling for official status for the 
Russian language and challenging Mr Yushchenko's hopes of closer ties to Nato.

Ms Tymoshenko claims Mr Akhmetov profits from his loyalty to Mr Yanukovich, citing his recent acquisition 
of a stake in a big state-controlled power generator, Dniproenergo. Mr Akhmetov has denied that he 
benefited from preferential treatment.

Mr Kolomoisky and Mr Akhmetov did not respond to requests for comment about their political interests. 
Among several other business leaders, only Serhiy Taruta, co-owner of the leading steel producer ISD 
Group, agreed to answer questions about politics.

The business elite was generally "seeking to be apolitical, as playing in politics can unearth serious risks" 
for long-term business relations and reputations, he said.
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That may be true for Mr Taruta, but clearly not for some of his big rivals.

The Oligarchs

[1] Rinat Akhmetov, aged 41. Controls assets in steel, coal, energy, banking, hotels, telecoms, television 
and soccer. Estimated worth: $15.6bn (£7.7bn, Euro11.1bn). Backed Viktor Yanukovich in the 2004 
presidential elections.

A dedicated member of the premier's Regions party and, since March 2006, an MP, but has some discreet 
links with Viktor Yushchenko too. He backs the president's EU membership bid but opposes his plans for 
speedy Nato accession. Backs making Russian official language.

[2] Viktor Pinchuk, aged 46. Controls assets in steel pipe production, railway wheels, media and banking. 
Estimated worth: $7bn. Son-in-law to former Ukrainian president Leonid Kuchma. Backed Mr Yanukovich in 
2004 elections. Ex-MP, stepped down after the Orange Revolution.

Some close associates from his past have recently joined Mr Yanukovich's Regions party as parliamentary 
candidates. Supports EU membership aspirations. Has not been vocal on Mr Yushchenko's Nato plans or 
the Russian language issue.

[3] Igor Kolomoisky, aged 44. Controls assets in banking, ore mining, steel, energy, ferro alloys, 
hydrocarbons and media. Estimated worth: $3.5bn. Main co-owner of Ukraine's Privat business group with 
Gennady Bogolyubov, aged 45.

Privat holds assets outside Ukraine, including factories in Russia, Romania, Poland and the US. Neither has 
served in parliament or government but according to analysts, both have backed various political parties. 
Neither has publicly expressed personal views on the EU, Nato or Russian language.

[4] Sergey Taruta, aged 62. Assets in steel, machine building, hotels, gas production. Estimated worth: 
$2.3bn. Co-owns Ukraine's industrial ISD Group along with Vitali Gayduk, an ex-government official.

Like Mr Akhmetov's empire, this group started in the industrial Donbass. ISD has invested outside Ukraine, 
including in steel mills in Hungary, Poland and the US. The group appears to try avoid intervening in politics 
but is viewed as pro-Yushchenko, even though it has not publicly support an EU membership bid.

[5] Kostyantin Zhevago, aged 32. Assets in ore mining, banking, truck manufacturing, hydrocarbons and 
real estate. Estimated worth: $2bn. Has served as legislator, switching between parties since the late 
1990s. Currently member of Yulia Tymoshenko's bloc. Supports EU integration, but has not expressed 
views on Nato or language.

[6] Dmitry Firtash, aged 42. Assets in gas and electricity trading, chemicals, media and real estate. 
Estimated worth: $1.4bn. Not publicly active in politics since an unsuccessful bid for parliament in 2002. 
Viewed as a backer of various parties and political projects.

Has strong relations in Moscow as a partner of Russia's Gazprom in Swiss-registered gas trader 
RosUkrEnergo. Has not expressed his views on EU membership, Nato or the Russian language issue.

Source: Estimated wealth calculated by Kiev-based investment bank Dragon Capital and published by 
Ukraine's Korrespondent magazine in a 2007 listing of the country's wealthiest people.


