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#1a
Ukrainian rabbi's house burned  
JTA Brief, October 8, 2007

Vandals set fire to the home of the chief rabbi of a Ukraine city.

The unknown vandals broke into the Chabad center of Uzhgorod on Oct. 5, during the holiday of Simchat 
Torah, and set fire to the home of Rabbi Menachem Mendel Taichman, the chief rabbi of Uzhgorod and the 
Transcarpathian region.

Rabbi Taichman, his wife and children were celebrating the holiday in the nearby city of Mukachevo. When 
they returned home Friday evening, they found the lock forced and their Uzhgorod home looted.

The intruders stole money, passports and some official records and documents.

Law enforcement agencies are investigating the case but no arrests have been reported.

Uzhgorod, a Ukrainian city located on the border with Slovakia, is home to an active Jewish community that 
is a member of the Federation of Jewish Communities of Ukraine.

#1b
Russian cemetery vandalized 
JTA Brief, October 8, 2007

At least 64 headstones were damaged in a Jewish cemetery in Russia.

The overturned and smashed headstones were discovered Monday morning in the Siberian city of 
Krasnoyarsk.

A police dog led police to a hostel located near the Jewish cemetery. Police are interrogating the hostel's 
residents and searching for witnesses.

The cemetery was vandalized in 1998 and 2001. Anti-Semitic slogans have been painted in recent years on 
the walls of a local synagogue.

Hooliganism and deliberate property damage are criminal offenses that call for up to two years in prison.
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#1c
Kantor visits historic Moscow synagogue 
JTA Brief, October 9, 2007

European Jewish Congress President Moshe Kantor led a delegation to Moscow's Choral Synagogue.

The visit was part of the ongoing EJC Executive meeting being held this week in Moscow. The gathering of 
European Jewish leaders and EJC board members is the first ever held in Russia.

“That we are meeting in Moscow this week is a great boost to the continuing revival of Jewish life in Russia 
and of the place that the Russian Jewish community, now the largest in Europe, is playing in European 
Jewish affairs,” said Kantor, who is Russian.

Kantor, who was elected president in June, chose to hold the meeting in Moscow to highlight the revival of 
Jewish life there since the collapse of the Soviet Union. He also said through his press secretary that he 
hopes to take advantage of the opportunity to speak with Russian government officials about important 
issues, including the Iranian nuclear threat.

The 19th century Choral Synagogue is the oldest in Moscow and was vital to maintaining Jewish life during 
even the harshest years of Soviet repression of religious life in Russia.

#1d
Kantor cites European dangers 
JTA Brief, October 10, 2007

Anti-Semitism is as big a threat to European Jewry as a nuclear Iran, Moshe Kantor said.

Following a meeting with Russian President Vladimir Putin on Wednesday, Kantor, the president of the 
European Jewish Congress, told JTA, “To my understanding, these two bombs are equally dangerous for 
Europe and for the Jewish street. Of course, just now the Iranian threat is not so much banalized as the 
threat of xenophobia and anti-Semitism, and I think that it is very much a pity. It’s proof of a very weak 
historical memory of the young generation.”

Russia, along with China, is seen as the largest impediment to passing meaningful sanctions against Iran in 
the United Nations Security Council. Kantor said such sanctions are meaningless.

“Sanctions can produce only talk about new sanctions," he said. "Sanctions without other means of 
convincing -- diplomatic, economical, expert attempts -- are not relevant.”

Kantor, who is Russian, was in Moscow this week leading the EJC's annual executive meeting. It marked 
the first time the event was held in Russia.

#2
Putin spurns Leviev, invites 'Gaydamak's rabbi' to Kremlin
By Lily Galili
Haaretz, October 10, 2007 

In a move that brought the feud between Russian tycoons Arkady Gaydamak and Lev Leviev to a new high, 
Russian President Vladimir Putin invited Rabbi Pinchas Goldschmidt, an associate of Gaydamak, and not 
Rabbi Berel Lazar, who is close to Leviev, to a meeting with representatives of the European Jewish 
Congress at the Kremlin on Wendesday.
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The feud pits Lazar's Chabad Association of Jewish Communities in Russia, which Leviev heads, against 
Goldschmidt's Russian Jewish Congress of which Gaydamak is president.

Until now, Lazar was the only rabbi close to the Russian president and no other local rabbi was ever invited 
to the Kremlin. Behind his back, Lazar was even called "Putin's rabbi."

However, the Jewish community in Russia believes that Lazar was passed over because he did not do a 
good enough job improving Russia's image in the eyes of the United States Congress and American Jewish 
communities, failing to portray Russia as a nation that is not anti-Semitic.

Jews in Russia also believe that Putin reached the conclusion that a rabbi who does not represent all the 
Chabad movements in Russia can not serve as the representative of the entire Jewish-Russian community. 
Because of this, Putin turned to Goldschmidt.

The sudden turn of events in Moscow may also have an effect on Israeli politics. In contrast to Lazar, 
Goldschmidt is a Lithuanian ultra-Orthodox rabbi and is very close to Rabbi Elyashiv, a powerful political 
figure in Jerusalem. Goldschmidt's improved standing in Russia could help Gaydamak in his plans to run for 
mayor of Jerusalem.

Putin slams Latvia, Estonia in meeting with Jewish leaders

Vladimir Putin railed against Estonia and Latvia Wednesday, accusing the former Soviet republics of 
condoning Nazism and the European Union of being indifferent.

Speaking at a Kremlin meeting with members of the European Jewish Congress, Putin also lashed out at 
Ukraine for allowing veterans of partisan groups that fought both the Nazis and the Soviet Army to hold war 
remembrances.

"We know that denying the Holocaust in several countries is prosecuted under the law in a series of 
countries, but at the same times, the actions of the Latvian and Estonian authorities openly indulge the 
heroization of the Nazis and their supporters. And these facts remain unnoticed by the European Union," 
Putin said.

Russia in recent years has repeatedly condemned the two Baltic states for allowing World War II veterans 
who fought on the side of the Nazis against the Soviet Union's Red Army to hold marches and 
commemorations. Estonia's decision to move a Soviet war monument from its site in the center of the 
capital, Tallinn sparked heated protests from Moscow.

Heading the European delegation was its recently elected president, Vyacheslav Kantor, a Russian metals 
tycoon who is a reportedly a close associate of Putin and who was once linked to jailed oil billionaire Mikhail 
Khodorkovsky.

Kantor warned of the danger of nuclear terrorism emerging from rogue countries like North Korea and Iran, 
and spoke out against banalizing the dangers of anti-Semitism.

Kantor also heads the Russian Jewish Congress, one of two major Jewish groups that often compete for 
influence in Russia - a country with a long history of official and unofficial anti-Semitism.

#3
Who has Putin's ear? Jewish meeting sparks intrigue
By Matt Siegel
JTA, October 12, 2007

MOSCOW (JTA) -- During the height of the Cold War, analysts trying to penetrate the thick veil of secrecy 
surrounding the Communist Party leadership would spend days poring over grainy photos, desperately 
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searching for significance in such seemingly trivial indicators as proximity to the party's general-secretary at 
parades and swirls in photographs that might indicate airbrushing.

The practice was called Kremlinology, and with the return of Soviet-style opacity to Vladimir Putin's Russia, 
it's once again in fashion with Russia wonks the world over.

Why then, should things be any different for the Jews?

This week's visit of the European Jewish Congress executive committee to Moscow, the first such meeting 
ever held in Russia, was pregnant with the type of symbolism that Kremlinologists dream about.

Since the height of the community's internecine warfare around the turn of the millennium, it has been 
assumed that the one Jew in Russia with a direct line to Putin was Berel Lazar, one of Russia's chief rabbis, 
who has presided over a flourishing of Jewish life in the former Soviet Union in recent years through his 
Chabad-affiliated Federation of Jewish Communities.

And while no one is suggesting that Lazar is on the way out, what the symbols do suggest is that EJC 
President Moshe Kantor's star -- and with it, his influence within the armored walls of the Kremlin -- may be 
on the rise.

Kantor, who was elected EJC president in June, denied any connection to Putin during his election 
campaign, amid cries from the opposition that he might be soft on Russia about Iran's nuclear program.

Russia is seen as one of the key impediments to meaningful sanctions against Iran in the U.N. Security 
Council. Putin will be traveling to Tehran next week to attend high level meetings with the Iranian 
government. Russia is currently building a nuclear reactor in Bashir.

On Wednesday, Putin held a very public meeting with the EJC in the Kremlin, followed by private talks with 
Kantor about Iran and xenophobia in Europe.

For a man who told JTA last June: "I have no relations with Mr. Putin," he found himself very quickly and 
very publicly at the side of the Russian president.

Kantor, a billionaire tycoon who counts on good relations with the Kremlin, has taken a strong stance on the 
threat of a nuclear Iran in the past. But he seemed to come away from the meeting with Putin with a more 
muted tone.

Anti-Semitism is as big a threat to European Jewry as a nuclear Iran, Kantor told JTA following his meeting 
with Putin. He said he raised the issue of Iran with the president.

“To my understanding, these two bombs are equally dangerous for Europe and for the Jewish street."

Kantor said sanctions against Iran are meaningless. "Sanctions can produce only talk about new sanctions," 
he said. "Sanctions without other means of convincing -- diplomatic, economical, expert attempts -- are not 
relevant.”

As for the Putin-Kantor meeting itself, the significance could be found as much in what doesn't appear as 
what does. In the case of this week's visit, the line that wasn't painted was Lazar's.

A federation spokesman told JTA that Lazar was in Pittsburgh, attending the wedding of his younger brother 
this week, but that he probably wouldn't have been invited to the Kremlin meeting had he been here.

Indeed, several observers said that it would have been odd if Lazar had been invited, as it was a gathering 
of European Jewish leadership, and not Russian.
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"It was a meeting of the European Jewish Congress, and I mean, Lazar is not a member of the European 
Jewish Congress," said Rabbi Yakov Bleich, a chief rabbi of Ukraine who was present at the meeting. "I 
think it would have been quite odd if Lazar would have been there."

Kantor, who lives in Geneva but still has substantial business interests in Russia, is also president of the 
RJC. The RJC, although not a community organization like the federation or KEROOR, has been largely 
marginalized during the struggle for power that led to the Chabad-led federation's domination.

Even if the significance of Lazar's absence at the Kremlin is overstated, the EJC's itinerary this week wasn't.

On Monday, instead of visiting the Federation's Marina Roscha synagogue, an enormous modern structure 
often shown to visiting delegations as an indicator of the rebirth and vitality of Jewish life here, the delegates 
went to Moscow's historic Choral Synagogue and met with the city's chief rabbi, Pinchas Goldschmidt, 
himself allied with the Congress of Jewish Religious Organizations and Communities of Russia (KEROOR).

Goldschmidt is a longtime rival of Lazar, and in 2005 was denied a visa to return to the country for what the 
Interior Ministry called "national security reasons." It was a move seen by many as orchestrated by Lazar, 
though Lazar has denied this.

While the itinerary was prepared by the EJC and not by the Kremlin, Kantor's preference for the Choral 
Synagogue could have significance if he does indeed have Putin's ear. Then again, it might not.

"There is a mythology that the only one Jew in the whole Russian federation who can meet with Mr. Putin is 
Rabbi Lazar. That is not true," said Evgeney Satanovskiy, the president of The Institute of Middle Eastern 
Studies in Moscow and a vice president of the Russian Jewish Congress.

A federation spokesman vigorously denied any rift between Putin and Lazar. Whether there's a rift or not, 
Lazar's failure to get the Jackson-Vanik amendment repealed by the U.S. Congress during an intensive 
lobbying trip last year certainly didn't help his standing with Putin, who seems to prize efficiency as highly as 
loyalty.

Removal of the Soviet-era law, designed to pressure the USSR into better treatment of its religious 
minorities, has been a major initiative of the Russian president, as he seeks to improve Russia's standing in 
the West.

Whether there is any real meaning in these signs at all is open to debate. What is certain is that community 
members here welcome Kantor's election and visit as an indicator of increasing pluralism within a 
community that has suffered greatly from it's internal battles.

"Of course it means that the time of Jewish conflict will finish and must finish in Russia," Satanovskiy said.

#4
U.S. Hopes for Democracy in Russia Fade
By Peter Baker
Washington Post, October 5, 2007

The secretaries of state and defense and a squadron of other U.S. officials head to Moscow next week for a 
series of top-level meetings. They will discuss missile defense, a conventional forces treaty and the next 
step in nuclear arms cuts.

Not on the official agenda -- the future of Russian democracy.

In watching Russia's slide toward authoritarianism, the Bush administration once considered the ultimate 
test to be whether President Vladimir Putin voluntarily gave up power in 2008 as promised. But this week 
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Putin shrugged off U.S. warnings and signaled that he plans to keep power by becoming prime minister, 
once again surprising an administration that has now all but abandoned hopes of influencing Russia's 
internal direction.

Some administration officials had assumed Putin would at least give up any formal leadership role out of a 
desire to avoid an international backlash. "We didn't really think through the possibility of him staying on in 
this kind of high-profile position," said a senior official, who like others spoke on condition of anonymity to 
discuss sensitive diplomatic issues.

Yet Putin's plans have only underscored the administration's emerging conclusion that it is powerless to 
prevent the Kremlin's retreat from democracy and reinforced a gloomy resignation about where Russia is 
headed. "What are we supposed to do?" asked another frustrated official. "One shouldn't exaggerate our 
ability to shape the future of Russian politics."

The prospect of Putin's remaining in charge in Moscow in whatever position after next year's Russian 
presidential election would cement one of the greatest U.S. foreign policy setbacks of the Bush era and 
could trigger a "Who lost Russia?" debate in the 2008 U.S. presidential campaign. Instead of the democratic 
ally Bush envisioned after the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks, Russia has become a challenge and an 
embarrassment for a president who made the spread of democracy a central mission of his administration.

"That was the red line -- the upcoming '08 election," said Andrew C. Kuchins, director of Russian studies at 
the Center for Strategic and International Studies and one of a group of Western scholars who just returned 
from a meeting with Putin in Moscow. "But I have a feeling the red line has either moved or it's evaporated. 
Whatever hope people had for democracy in Russia in the near term two or three years ago, that's really 
changed. And there's just nothing we can do about it."

The discouragement stems from a fundamental miscalculation of Putin's motives in backing the U.S. 
operations in Afghanistan after Sept. 11, according to current and past officials. "People read too much into 
the post-9/11 support," said Angela E. Stent, the Russia officer at the National Intelligence Council from 
2004 to 2006. "That support was there because the Taliban was also their enemy. And we mistook that for 
something else."

So Bush is recalibrating expectations for the relationship and has essentially stopped putting much pressure 
on Putin about democracy. The two had testy, closed-door discussions on Russian democracy in Chile in 
2004 and in Slovakia in 2005. Vice President Cheney delivered a blistering speech on the rollback of 
political freedoms in Russia in 2006. But in recent months, according to aides, the issue has come up only 
as a formality, if at all.

When Bush invited Putin to his family's compound in Kennebunkport, Maine, in July, the president made no 
public mention of democracy. Asked by a reporter how concerned he was about shrinking liberty in Russia, 
Bush talked instead about how much he trusts Putin. By the time they met again, on the sidelines of an 
Asian economic summit in Australia last month, the issue did not come up at all in their public comments.

After Putin this week effectively outlined his plan to remain in power, U.S. officials said, no special meetings 
were held within the administration to discuss what to do, no action memos were drafted with options. Bush 
did not call Putin to seek an explanation or publicly express concern, leaving it to spokesmen to say that 
"this is ultimately a matter for the people of Russia to decide," as White House press secretary Dana Perino 
put it.

Instead, during interagency meetings on Russia this week, the Bush team is focusing on areas where it 
hopes to make progress during next week's talks. At least half a dozen officials from the White House, 
Pentagon and State Department fly to Moscow early in the week to lay groundwork for an end-of-the-week 
summit between Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice and Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates and their 
Russian counterparts.
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The meetings are slated to address three issues: U.S. plans to build an anti-missile system in Eastern 
Europe, Russia's retaliatory decision to withdraw from the Conventional Armed Forces in Europe treaty and 
the future of nuclear arms control once the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty, or START, expires in 2009. 
Officials said that they expect Iran's nuclear program and proposed independence for Kosovo to come up 
on the sidelines.

The U.S. side is trying to arrange for Rice and Gates to meet with Putin, and aides said they might raise his 
political plans. But they conceded that it would not sway the Russians. "They're not going to be listening to 
us for a while, that's certainly true," said a senior official, who like the others asked not to be named. "But it 
doesn't mean you stop. We just have to be clear what we can achieve and what we cannot achieve."

In effect, it is a return to the more realpolitik "great power" policy toward Russia espoused by Rice in 1999 
during Bush's first presidential campaign rather than the more idealistic "ending tyranny" agenda articulated 
by Bush in his 2005 inaugural address.

"They have given up," said Lilia Shevtsova, an analyst at the Carnegie Moscow Center and author of 
"Russia -- Lost in Transition," a new book on the eras of Putin and Boris Yeltsin. "This is the failure of Bush 
politics. You cannot do anything because you cannot change policy at the end of the Bush era. You're 
totally helpless."

Putin's maneuvering also complicated the situation for the administration. Under the Russian constitution, 
Putin cannot run for a third consecutive term next year. But he said this week he would lead the slate of 
parliamentary candidates put forth by the pro-Kremlin United Russia and would consider becoming prime 
minister if the party wins and the next president is a "decent, effective and modern person." Given Putin's 
political dominance, United Russia seems certain to win December's parliamentary elections and his 
handpicked candidate seems certain to win the March presidential election.

Since Russia's president chooses the prime minister subject to parliamentary confirmation, Putin would be 
guaranteed the position if he wants it. What remains unclear is if his chosen president would formally 
transfer powers to the prime minister, simply serve as Putin's de facto puppet or actually resign at some 
point so Putin could ascend to the presidency again.

Because those scenarios would not necessarily violate the constitution, Putin could argue that he has done 
nothing wrong and lived up to his promise not to run for a third term, even though the bottom line would be a 
continued stranglehold on power. That is one reason that the Bush administration's public reaction this 
week was so muted. "I don't see what our hook would be to criticize it," one official said.

But the net result at the end of the Bush presidency seems likely to be a Russia that is anything but the 
democratic beacon once forecast by the West after the Soviet Union collapsed in 1991, much less the 
strong ally Bush thought he found after the Sept. 11 attacks.

"We need to have a reality check," said Stent, the former intelligence officer who heads the Center for 
Eurasian, Russian and East European Studies at Georgetown University and was among the scholars who 
met with Putin recently. "The analogy that's often used is to China. We obviously have a lot of differences 
with China, but we don't expect that Chinese society is going to change overnight to look like ours."

#5
Democracy, Soviet-style
Editorial
The Russian people are readier for democracy than Vladimir Putin will allow
The Economist, October 6-12, 2007

The timing was surely no accident. On October 1st newspapers in Moscow were idly speculating over who 
might be Ukraine's prime minister after yet another indecisive election. This was the moment when the 



9

Russian president, Vladimir Putin, chose to announce that he would head the pro-Kremlin United Russia 
party's list in the general election in December, adding that it was “entirely realistic” that he might become 
prime minister when his presidency ends in March.

This tale of two prime ministers speaks volumes for the state of democracy in the two neighbours that 
sprang from the former Soviet Union in 1991. Mr Putin's slide into autocracy since he became Russia's 
president in December 1999 is well documented, as are his background in and his zealous promotion of the 
Russian secret service. In nearly eight years in the Kremlin he has crushed opposition, stripped regional 
governments of their autonomy, reasserted state control of Russia's energy resources and eliminated most 
independent media.

Yet thanks to the stability that he has brought, and even more to oil-and-gas-fired growth, Mr Putin remains 
extremely popular with ordinary Russians. Indeed, the only real question among Moscow's chattering 
classes this year has been how he will retain his grip on power after next March, since the constitution sets 
a limit of two consecutive terms for a president. Now that question has been answered (see article). Wary of 
a crude constitutional change, and keen to avoid unflattering comparisons to the presidents-for-life of 
central Asian ex-Soviet republics, Mr Putin will find a placeman to stand for president (perhaps the man he 
just plucked out of obscurity to be his own prime minister, Viktor Zubkov). He himself will then take the post 
of prime minister, which he held briefly in 1999, probably with enhanced powers. After a decent interval, he 
could then return to the Kremlin as president.

Nowhere in these manoeuvrings is there a trace of democracy as understood and practised in the West: it is 
far more reminiscent of the old Soviet Union. Mr Putin's supporters maintain that Russians are not ready for 
liberal democracy, preferring their tradition of a benevolent dictator/tsar. They contrast the stability and 
prosperity of the Putin years with the chaos and poverty of the Yeltsin years. Some go further, echoing Mr 
Putin's view that, even if nobody wants to return to communism, the collapse of the Soviet Union was still 
the greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the late 20th century.

The Ukrainian model

Many Russians also point gleefully to the chaotic politics of Ukraine as just what they want to avoid. In fact 
Ukraine offers them a proud example. It is true that the country's politics has been messy since the “orange 
revolution” of late 2004 propelled Viktor Yushchenko into the presidency, ahead of Russia's preferred 
candidate, Viktor Yanukovich; that Ukraine's wealthy business clans have too much political influence; and 
that corruption is entrenched (as it is in Russia).

Yet the election on September 30th was still a thoroughly democratic and unpredictable affair, more 
honestly conducted than any before it. After some hard bargaining, it seems likely to produce a new orange 
coalition government (see article). There is no longer serious talk of the country breaking apart: all political 
parties want to move closer to Europe. Unlike Russia, Ukraine now has independent media, a real 
opposition and the prospect of a genuine presidential contest in 2009. It also has a fast-growing economy 
that is likely to get into the World Trade Organisation before Russia does.

What can the West do to promote the democratic cause in the post-Soviet space? The answer in Russia is: 
not much. Mr Putin is sensitive to outside criticism, but not enough to make him more democratic. Western 
economic leverage over Russia is limited. Indeed, the bigger risk is that the Russians' stranglehold on gas 
supplies to Europe is putting more leverage into their hands. Tellingly, the Russian energy giant, Gazprom, 
this week again threatened to cut supplies to Ukraine.

But the West could do more to foster and encourage fledgling democracies in places such as Ukraine and 
Georgia, through better trade access, more favourable visa arrangements and stronger support in the face 
of Russian bullying. The European Union would also do these countries a huge favour if it were willing to 
hold out the prospect, however distant, of their becoming members. This has worked wonders in central and 
eastern Europe, and in the Baltics­there is no reason why it should not do so in other bits of the former 
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Soviet Union. Above all, the successful establishment of working democracy in countries like Ukraine offers 
the best hope of one day luring Russia down the same road. 

#6
A Priest Methodically Reveals Ukrainian Jews’ Fate 
By Elaine Sciolino
New York Times, October 6, 2007

PARIS, Oct. 5 — His subjects were mostly children and teenagers at the time, terrified witnesses to mass 
slaughter. Some were forced to work at the bottom rung of the Nazi killing machine — as diggers of mass 
graves, cooks who fed Nazi soldiers and seamstresses who mended clothes stripped from the Jews before 
execution.

They live today in rural poverty, many without running water or heat, nearing the end of their lives. So 
Patrick Desbois has been quietly seeking them out, roaming the back roads and forgotten fields of Ukraine, 
hearing their stories and searching for the unmarked common graves. He knows that they are an 
unparalleled source to document the murder of the 1.5 million Jews of Ukraine, shot dead and buried 
throughout the country. 

He is neither a historian nor an archaeologist, but a French Roman Catholic priest. And his most powerful 
tools are his matter-of-fact style — and his clerical collar. 

The Nazis killed nearly 1.5 million Jews in Ukraine after their invasion of the Soviet Union in June 1941. But 
with few exceptions, most notably the 1941 slaughter of nearly 34,000 Jews in the Babi Yar ravine in Kiev, 
much of that history has gone untold. 

Knocking on doors, unannounced, Father Desbois, 52, seeks to unlock the memories of Ukrainian villagers 
the way he might take confessions one by one in church. 

“At first, sometimes, people don’t believe I’m a priest,” said Father Desbois in an interview this week. “I have 
to use simple words and listen to these horrors — without any judgment. I cannot react to the horrors that 
pour out. If I react, the stories will stop.”

Over four years, Father Desbois has videotaped more than 700 interviews with witnesses and bystanders 
and has identified more than 600 common graves of Jews, most of them previously unknown. He also has 
gathered material evidence of the execution of Jews from 1941 to 1944, the “Holocaust of bullets” as it is 
called. 

Often his subjects ask Father Desbois to stay for a meal and to pray, as if to somehow bless their acts of 
remembrance. He does not judge those who were assigned to carry out tasks for the Nazis, and Holocaust 
scholars say that is one reason he is so effective. 

“If a Jewish taker-of-testimony comes, what would people think — that this is someone coming to accuse,” 
said Paul Shapiro, director of the Center for Advanced Holocaust Studies at the United States Holocaust 
Memorial Museum in Washington. “When a priest comes, people open up. He brings to the subject a kind of 
legitimacy, a sense that it’s O.K. to talk about the past. There’s absolution through confession.” 

Unlike in Poland and Germany, where the Holocaust remains visible through the searing symbols of the 
extermination camps, the horror in Ukraine was hidden away, first by the Nazis, then by the Soviets. 

“There was nothing to see in Ukraine because people were shot to death with guns,” said Thomas Eymond-
Laritaz, president of the Victor Pinchuk Foundation, Ukraine’s largest philanthropic organization. “That’s why 
Father Desbois is so important.”
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The foundation helped underwrite a conference on the subject at the Sorbonne this week — the first to bring 
together Western and Ukrainian scholars — and has begun contributing funds to Father Desbois’s project. 

Some of the results of Father Desbois’s research — including video interviews, wartime documents, 
photographs of newly uncovered mass graves, rusty bullets and shell casings and personal possessions of 
the victims — are on display for the first time at an exhibit at the Memorial of the Shoah in the Marais district 
of Paris. 

The exhibit shows, for example, images of the 15 mass graves of several thousand Jews in a commune 
called Busk that Father Desbois and his team discovered and began excavating after interviewing several 
witnesses. Among hundreds of other items on display is a black-and-white photo from 1942 that shows a 
German police officer shooting naked Jewish women lying in a ravine in the Rivne region.

Traveling with a team that includes two interpreters, a photographer, a cameraman, a ballistics specialist, a 
mapping expert and a notetaker, Father Desbois records all the stories on video, sometimes holding the 
microphone himself, and asking questions in simple language and a flat tone. 

In Buchach in 2005, Regina Skora told Father Desbois that as a young girl she witnessed executions.

“Did the people know they were going to be killed?” Father Desbois asked her.

“Yes.” 

“How did they react?”

“They just walked, that’s all. If someone couldn’t walk, they told him to lie on the ground and shot him in the 
back of the neck.”

Vera Filonok said she was 16 when she watched from the porch of her mud hut in Konstantinovka in 1941 
as thousands of Jews were shot, thrown into a pit and set on fire. Those who were still alive writhed “like 
flies and worms,” she said.

There are stories of how the Nazis drummed on empty buckets to avoid having to listen to the screams of 
their victims, how Jewish women were made sex slaves of the Nazis and then executed. One witness said 
that as a 6-year-old he hid and watched as his best friend was shot to death. 

Other witnesses described how the Nazis were allowed only one bullet to the back per victim and that the 
Jews sometimes were buried alive. “One witness told of how the pit moved for three days, how it breathed,” 
Father Desbois recalled. 

Father Desbois became haunted by the history of the Nazis in Ukraine as a child growing up on the family 
farm in the Bresse region of eastern France. His paternal grandfather, who was deported to a prison camp 
for French soldiers in Rava-Ruska, on the Ukrainian side of the Polish border, told the family nothing about 
the experience. But he confessed to his relentlessly curious grandson, “For us it was bad, for ‘others’ it was 
worse.” 

There were other family links to the German occupation of France. One maternal cousin who carried letters 
for French resisters perished in a Nazi concentration camp. Father Desbois’s mother told him only recently 
that the family hid dozens of resisters on the farm.

After teaching mathematics as a French government employee in West Africa and working in Calcutta for 
three months with Mother Teresa, he joined the priesthood. His secular family was horrified.

He started as a parish priest, studying Judaism and learning Hebrew during a stint in Israel. He asked to 
work with Gypsies, ex-prisoners or Jews, and was appointed as a bridge to France’s Jewish community. 
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It was on a tour with a group in 2002 that, visiting Rava-Ruska, he asked the mayor where the Jews were 
buried. The mayor said he did not know.

“I knew that 10,000 Jews had been killed there, so it was impossible that he didn’t know,” Father Desbois 
recalled. 

The following year, a new mayor took the priest to a forest where about 100 villagers had gathered in a 
semicircle, waiting to tell their stories and to help uncover the graves buried beneath their feet.

He met other mayors and parish priests who helped find more witnesses. In 2004, Father Desbois created 
Yahad-In Unum, an organization devoted to Christian-Jewish understanding run from a tiny office in a 
working-class neighborhood in northeastern Paris, backed and largely financed by a Holocaust foundation 
in France and the Catholic Church. 

To verify witnesses’ testimony, Father Desbois relies heavily on a huge archive of Soviet-era documents 
housed in the Holocaust museum in Washington, as well as German trial archives. He registers an 
execution or a grave site only after obtaining three independent accounts from witnesses.

Only one-third of Ukrainian territory has been covered so far, and it will take several more years to finish the 
research. A notice at the exit of the Paris exhibit asks that any visitor with information about victims of Nazi 
atrocities in Ukraine leave a note or send an e-mail message. 

“People talk as if these things happened yesterday, as if 60 years didn’t exist,” Father Desbois said. “Some 
ask, ‘Why are you coming so late? We have been waiting for you.’” 

#7
Finding - or erasing - Ukraine's Jews?
By Omer Bartov
Haaretz, October 12, 2007

Last week's conference on the Holocaust in Ukraine marked a historical watershed. Over two dozen 
scholars gathered in Paris to discuss the murder of some 1.5 million Jews. I was fortunate enough to be one 
of the participants. The conference's significance derived from the fact that the details of the Jewish 
genocide in Ukraine are still relatively obscure. Since the fall of the Communist regime, there has been only 
a very gradual increase in research on what happened in hundreds of communities during World War II. But 
it was just as important that the meeting was co-hosted by the Sorbonne. This indicated a formal recognition 
by France's most prestigious university of the Shoah's historical significance. 

Even more striking was the attendance of Father Patrick Desbois, who has spent the last four years 
gathering hundreds of testimonies and excavating hundreds of mass graves of Jews in Ukraine. This 
unlikely combination of a French Roman Catholic priest searching for evidence of local massacres of Jews 
in a largely Greek Catholic and Orthodox land struck a powerful chord in the media and made a deep 
impression on those who attended the conference. Finally, along with participants from the United States, 
Europe and Israel, the meeting also included several Ukrainian scholars. 

If anyone is capable of turning the massacre of hundreds of thousands into a positive story, it is Father 
Desbois. But such a transformation of horror and despair into hope and a celebration of humanity calls for a 
certain narrowing of vision and a carefully circumscribed set of questions. As Desbois says, he has to "listen 
to these horrors - without any judgment." Yet my own rich collection of interviews and testimonies has 
provided me with a more troubling perspective on what happened in those towns that were once populated 
by several ethnic groups and are now almost exclusively Ukrainian. 
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Especially in the region of Western Ukraine, which once comprised Eastern Galicia, such testimonies have 
revealed a series of communal massacres in which the vast majority of the inhabitants participated. This is 
not simply a story of good and bad people. Some gentiles sheltered Jews at one point and denounced them 
at another. Some of the most active collaborators also hid Jews in their own homes. Hardly anyone was a 
passive bystander. The killings took place on a town's main street, in the n earby cemetery and forest, in the 
local hospital, marketplace and synagogue. 

The Ukrainian participants in the conference did not spend much time on this issue. The Holocaust is still a 
highly controversial episode in Ukraine, and Ukrainians prefer to speak about the rescue of Jews. But in 
Galicia, the cradle of Ukrainian nationalism and the support base of the country's Orange Revolution, there 
is also an active effort against attempts to recall the past. Almost all 500,000 Jews of Eastern Galicia were 
eradicated during World War II, with massive collaboration by Ukrainian nationalists. As I have documented, 
what remains of the sites of Jewish life and culture, as well as the sites of their murder, has in part been 
demolished, in part been converted to other uses, and in part simply left to rot. 

But since Ukrainian independence in 1991, a new trend can be observed. Now the heroes of Ukrainian 
nationalism and liberation, whose memory was suppressed by the Communists, can be resurrected. The 
fact that they also actively participated in the mass murder of the Jews does not concern their supporters. 
The former Eastern Galicia is experiencing a memory renaissance. But this is strictly a Ukrainian national 
memory. As ever more memorials honoring the Ukrainians' struggle for liberation are erected, the remains 
of Jewish life are increasingly consigned to oblivion. Cemeteries have become marketplaces, synagogues
are used as garbage dumps, mass graves remain unguarded and the bones of the murdered resurface 
during every thaw. And just as the last remnants of Jewish life and culture disappear, anti-Semitic discourse 
is back, and the Jews are blamed for all the suffering Ukrainians have endured, from the great famine of the 
1930s and the Soviet murder of nationalist heroes all the way to the corruption of post-Communist regimes. 
This is not a tale of Christian love and reconciliation, but of intentional distortion and erasure. Yet it, too, 
must be told. 

The current political situation in Ukraine does not offer much hope. President Viktor Yushchenko is trying to 
have the great famine recognized as genocide. Doing so will not only suggest an equivalence between 
Stalin's induced catastrophe, which cost the lives of up to six million mostly, but not exclusively, Ukrainian 
citizens, and the Holocaust. It will also serve to explain anti-Jewish actions in World War II. Nor can one 
expect much from Prime Minister Viktor Yanukevych, whose anti-nationalist stance is related to his links 
with the corrupt Soviet-era apparatus and his desire to reestablish Ukraine's ties with Russia. 

One can only hope that Ukraine will learn from the example of Poland. The Poles long denied collaboration 
in the Holocaust and repressed the memory of their country's large and influential Jewish minority. Yet since 
the fall of Communism, things have been changing. Poland has discovered that it is far better politically and 
more profitable commercially to celebrate its multiethnic past than to deny it. But in the meantime, we must 
act now to stop the erasure of the last vestiges of Jewish culture in Ukraine. Beyond issuing public protests, 
Jewish communities in Europe, the United States and Israel can help preserve these sites. Ukraine is poor, 
and small amounts of money will go a long way. There is no time to lose, for the little that is left will soon 
disappear without a trace. 

Omer Bartov is a professor of history at Brown University. His book "Erased: Vanishing Traces of Jewish 
Galicia in Present-Day Ukraine" has just been published by Princeton University Press.

#8
Historians find Jewish life perserved in Soviet Union's 'last Jewish city'
By Michael J. Jordan
JTA, October 7, 2007

MOGILEV-PODOLSKY, Ukraine (JTA) – On a sweltering summer day, the researchers fan out in this city’s 
historical center, its walls lined with photos of local Jews who went through the Holocaust.
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The visiting scholars from St. Petersburg aren’t here to dwell on Jewish demise, however. They have come 
to document Jewish life in what expedition leader Valery Dymshits calls “the last Jewish city in the Soviet 
Union,” Mogilev-Podolsky.

As recently as the early 1990’s — before an exodus to the United States, Israel and Germany depleted the 
community — Yiddish was widely spoken on the streets here. Despite the community’s rapid contraction, 
the Jewish presence here perseveres.

With this rare continuity, Dymshits and his team of scholars have staked a claim as the first and only team 
in 70 years to conduct field research into the region’s Jewish folklore, recording scores of interviews along 
the way.

In one corner of the historical center, a St. Petersburg researcher asks an older woman about Jewish song; 
she responds by softly singing a melody.

When a rail-thin, 85-year-old Jewish man enters to beg for pocket change and cigarettes, scholar Anna 
Kushkova offers him a cigarette, and the two step outside.

The man starts talking about how he thinks he’s Lenin, Kushkova said, “but then he described his Yiddish 
school before the war, and how he was graded. Those were valuable details.”

It’s these nuggets, say Kushkova and others from the Petersburg Judaica Center of St. Petersburg’s 
European University, that make Mogilev-Podolsky the treasure trove it is for those trying to assemble pieces 
of a Jewish puzzle.

While the Jews in this otherwise provincial backwater on Ukraine’s southwest border with Moldova may not 
be as exotic as others in the former Soviet Union — such as, say, the Mountain Jews of Azerbaijan, or the 
Bukharian Jews along the old Silk Road in Uzbekistan — the community of Mogilev-Podolsky has a unique 
story to tell.

While Nazi mobile-killing units known as SS Einsatzgruppen and their local collaborators were decimating 
Jewish life across the Pale of Settlement, one exception was the historic region of Podolia, including 
Mogilev-Podolsky.

Podolia was under Romanian control. Though plenty cruel and bloody, especially for the hundreds of 
thousands of Romanian Jews deported into the region, the Romanians were less methodical in destroying 
Podolian Jewry itself.

That enabled both Jewish communal infrastructure and spirit to survive.

“It’s natural that if you discover an island in the ocean, you try to investigate it,” says Dymshits, director of 
the Petersburg Judaica Center.

In leaving no stone unturned, the scholars acknowledge they’re following in the footsteps of another Jewish 
explorer: S. Ansky, the father of Jewish ethnography. Best known for writing “The Dybbuk,” Ansky — born 
Shloyme Zanvl Rappoport — became a passionate voice for Jewish folklore and nostalgia for traditional 
Jewish life.

In 1908, Ansky co-founded the Historical-Ethnographic Society of St. Petersburg in part to help reconnect 
the acculturated Jews of his adopted city, Petersburg — who mostly traced their roots to the shtetls of 
present-day Belarus — with their folkloric past, according to Prof. David Roskies of the Jewish Theological 
Seminary of America.
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From 1911 to 1914, Ansky led expeditions through Ukraine’s shtetls, capturing hundreds of wax cylinder 
recordings — the earliest form of phonograph record — of Jewish folk songs and folklore, plus manuscripts, 
books, photographs and Judaica.

Though in the early years under Soviet rule Yiddish culture flourished, an increasingly repressive regime 
turned against any movements that deviated from strict Communist Party ideology. Ethnic identification 
became taboo and Jewish folkloric studies ceased.

But in Podolia, the Jews were able to maintain their traditions, especially in Mogilev-Podolsky.

Thus, during the Soviet thaw of the late 1980s, Dymshits and some colleagues hit upon a field of virgin 
terrain, with some pockets of Jewish life preserved as if in amber. Seizing Ansky’s ethnographic mantle, 
they plunged into Podolia in 1989.

These scholars, though, were not quite detached observers. As Jews, they had roots of their own in both 
the Pale of Settlement and St. Petersburg. In countless expeditions, they measured and documented the 
size and appearance of every synagogue, cemetery and Jewish home — any material fragment of Jewish 
culture that remained.

Later they expanded their activities from Ukraine to Moldova, Belarus, the Baltic States, Central Asia, 
Caucasus and Romania.

For these so-called “Kulturniks,” as Roskies wrote in The Forward in February 2006, it was a “circuitous 
route home, back to the sources of their own culture.” Their work also has helped revive the appeal of 
secular Jewish culture in St. Petersburg itself.

Alla Sokolova, an expert on shtetl architecture and senior researcher at the Judaica Center, says, “It would 
be wrong to say these are heavily urbanized Jews who lost their culture and roots over the course of many 
years and are now desperately trying to reclaim both by making repeated visits into the field.”

“It is an attempt to restore in our minds a world that we thought no longer existed, but isn’t lost any more,” 
Sokolova says.

The researchers found that the Yiddish-speaking world of largely Jewish towns and shtetls had not 
vanished; Jewish memory and knowledge had endured.

The center has expanded and deepened its research in recent years. In the summer of 2005, scholars from 
the center explored the Podolian city of Tulchin. Last summer, they went to Balta. This year they arrived at 
the motherlode of Jewish ethnography in the region: Mogilev-Podolsky.

Even in the 1970s and 80s, the population of Mogilev, as it’s called here — not to be confused with the 
eponymous city in Belarus —was roughly one-quarter Jewish, with Jews heavily concentrated in the city 
center.

It was the largest ratio of any city in the former Soviet Union, Dymshits says.

“In Mogilev,” he says, “any Ukrainian will tell you about the Jewish classmates, the Jewish neighbors, the 
Yiddish on the streets, being invited to their weddings. This means Mogilev was a Jewish town. Not just for 
the Jews, but for the whole town. It was impossible to imagine Mogilev without Jews even 20 years ago.”

Yet from a peak prewar population of some 34,000, the Mogilev Jewish population shrunk to 9,000 two 
decades ago and to just 350 people today.

Nevertheless, Dymshits says “the taste of Jewish life is strong until now.”
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On this summer’s two-week visit to Mogilev, he led a team of two-dozen researchers, mostly from 
Petersburg, with a few from Moscow and North America.

One of the researchers, Nikolai Glagolev, 26, said he was drawn both to the taboo history of Jewish folkloric 
studies and its present-day romanticized image. “I have always dreamt of visiting the Pale of Settlement, to 
see with my own eyes what it looks like today,” he said.

Researchers visited places as varied as a Jewish-owned bakery and the local library, where they asked 
about Jewish reading habits. In some cases, they were invited into private homes.

Kushkova said she found one couple, both around 70, who traced their family yichus, or lineage, to affluent 
local merchants in the early 1800s. The couple had a megillah on parchment, silver Kiddush goblets and a 
demeanor that bespoke their noble ancestry. “They knew they were of high origin,” Kushkova said.

The researchers also shared in some of the community’s own Jewish practices, with a handful joining 
community members for a Kabbalat Shabbat service in the city’s lone remaining synagogue.

The gabbai led the group in prayers spoken mostly in Russian; few can speak or understand Hebrew here. 
The service wasn’t just for show; men convene in the shul every night for prayers.

It’s this palpable sense of community, locals say, that encourages many in the Mogilev diaspora to return 
almost yearly for visits to their hometown, whether the emigres now live in metropolitan Tel Aviv, New York 
or Hanover, Germany.

It’s also this spirit that has the Judaica Center scholars returning next summer for another two weeks of 
research — finances permitting.

“It’s like reading a huge book without a beginning and an end, and you’re somewhere in the middle, trying to 
figure it out,” Dymshits says.

#9
Russia's opposition parties struggle to counter Putin's political dominance
By Paul Abelsky
JTA, October 7, 2007

MOSCOW (JTA) -- Winning isn’t everything for today’s Russian opposition.

After months of infighting, the motley alliance of opposition groups known as the Other Russia is looking 
beyond December’s parliamentary elections to bring together those already united in their hostility toward 
the Kremlin.

So far, the Other Russia’s bid to consolidate the ranks of Russia’s unruly opposition parties has yielded few 
concrete results.

Started last year as a coalition led by three prominent but divisive figures -- the radical writer and activist 
Eduard Limonov, the suave ex-prime minister Mikhail Kasyanov and chess grandmaster Garry Kasparov –
the Other Russia occasionally has captured the public interest with mass rallies but gained little traction in 
the wider political arena.

This summer, Kasyanov parted ways with the coalition to form his own political party, and in recent weeks 
several other factions broke away.

The Other Russia congress last weekend voted overwhelmingly to name Kasparov, whose father is Jewish, 
as the party’s candidate for the presidential ballot next March. Kasparov has vowed to keep the movement 
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united, but its uncertain electoral prospects mean the party faces an inevitable makeover and transition in 
the months ahead.

President Vladimir Putin’s decision last week to back the United Russia party in the upcoming parliamentary 
elections and possibly runs as its prime minister after the ballot will further consolidate support for United 
Russia, leaving only one or two other parties competitive in the polls.

“Under these conditions, everyone who wants to stay politically active will look for another platform for 
dialogue,” Kasparov said. “The Other Russia is standing up for the notion of reviving within society a 
tradition normal public discussion.”

Kasparov supports the idea of creating a shadow parliament as a symbolic alternative to its present Russian 
counterpart. The idea is that the proxy structure will promote an exchange of ideas between opposition 
parties, regardless of their ideological leanings, in the hope of fostering a more viable opposition able to 
negotiate with the government and coordinate political activity.

Other roundtable participants echoed Kasparov’s calls for unity beyond mere unanimous opposition to the 
Kremlin’s current authoritarian course, as they described it.

“We will carry out a full-fledged electoral campaign, even when you factor in our lack of access to television 
and other constraints,” Limonov said. “Our goal is free elections with the participation of all parties, and we 
remain full of resolve in demanding our right to take part in the political process.”

After a decade in the political wilderness, Russia’s liberals remain splintered and have shown little ability or 
inclination to join forces in the upcoming elections.

Russia’s two oldest liberal parties, Yabloko and the Union of Right Forces (SPS) are campaigning 
separately and stand little chance to pass the minimal 7 percent threshold required for election to 
Parliament.

At a news conference in Moscow in late September, longtime SPS leader Boris Nemtsov said, “Jews and 
Arabs will reconcile before we settle our differences with (Grigory) Yavlinsky,” head of Yabloko.

Political scientist Maxim Dianov, director of the Moscow-based Institute of Regional Problems, said liberal 
parties must unite if they are to have any electoral viability.

“The potential liberal constituency across the country includes as much as 15 to 20 percent of the 
electorate, but it’s fragmented between parties,” Dianov said. “The opposition’s only chance is to unite, 
getting some representation in the Duma and showing their competency and political vision.”

Given Putin’s high approval ratings, his decision to lead United Russia promises to translate into a dominant 
showing for the party that already has been aligned closely with the Kremlin. The elections effectively 
become a vote of confidence for the president who is now seeking the premiership, leaving little 
maneuvering room for other political parties.

“Putin’s move has drastically changed the campaign outlook, turning the elections into a kind of referendum 
on Putin,” said Evgeny Ikhlov, a veteran analyst at the All-Russian Movement For Human Rights and a 
participant in the Other Russia’s internal deliberations.

“The opposition will overcome its deep divide the moment polls close on December 2, as countless 
politicians will be driven out of the political process,” he said. “What is long overdue is a review of the 
existing forms of organized opposition. Despite the recent defections from the Other Russia, it has not 
exhausted itself as an umbrella organization capable of overcoming the mostly artificial divisions that exist 
within the liberal camp.”
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Ikhlov says the Kremlin’s policymakers are split on the benefits of allowing a token liberal faction into 
Parliament. They seem to have decided to block several compelling and popular politicians, representing a 
range of movements – independents, moderates, extreme right – from contending in the elections.

Ikhlov also predicted that none of the Other Russia candidates will be registered to run.

How the liberal parties respond to the challenges they now face will be the true test of their political viability. 
In 2003’s parliamentary elections, the liberal parties were unable to coordinate their campaigns and fared 
disastrously on the ballot. Now they must find new ways to mobilize the voters or else they’ll wither away, 
Ikhlov said.

“They didn’t meet the challenge during or after 2003, but formulating an effective response now is a matter 
of survival,” Ikhlov said. “A wise government turns revolutionaries into bureaucrats, but in Russia the 
reverse is true.”

#10
Putin Cements His Grip
By Masha Lipman
Washington Post, October 6, 2007

MOSCOW-With Vladimir Putin's announcement this week that he would head the pro-Kremlin United 
Russia party in December's parliamentary elections, Russia's new power configuration began to take 
shape. Ultimately, it will mean the extension of Putin's authority and a triumph of manipulative politics. But 
as they have demonstrated, the Russian people won't mind.

The dynamic Putin has created, ensuring himself nearly absolute power, has one important flaw of his own 
making: Because his authority is much greater than what is spelled out formally in the constitution, and it his 
alone, there is no way for Putin to transfer his power after, as the constitution requires, he steps down when 
his second term ends. This is why Putin has to thoroughly control the transition -- lest Russia itself becomes 
unmanageable.

The stakes could not be higher: During his presidency Putin has overseen a major redistribution of property. 
His primary goal is to secure that redistribution and ensure security for himself. Putin, the only real arbiter of 
the feuding groups among Russia's elite, is also the only possible safeguard against a new redistribution 
that would threaten Russia's stability.

Since he seems determined to abide by the constitution and leave office, he needs to figure out a way to 
nevertheless retain power -- whether as prime minister, as he recently hinted, or in some other position. 
Putin will also have to ensure that whoever occupies the president's office will not encroach upon his 
authority.

The Russian public will be happy to see Putin remain in charge, whatever the office. Those who may be not 
pleased are in the minority, and most of them will comply with the government's actions without public 
objection. In Russia, the head of state is traditionally regarded as being separate and above the 
government, not as the nation's top executive but as the embodiment of Russian statehood. There was a 
failed attempt in the 1990s to break with this tradition, but Putin has pushed Russia back to the paternalistic 
pattern. Under his guidance, common living standards have significantly improved, and Russia has 
reasserted itself on the world scene. As a result, Putin's approval ratings hold steady at 80 percent. In a 
national poll by the Russian agency Levada Center this year, more than a third of Russians said that they'd 
want Putin to be president for life.

And why would they want him to leave? Certainly not because of some charter framed under Putin's 
predecessor, Boris Yeltsin, whom most Russians remember with disdain. Russia does not have a history of 
the rule of law. Our folklore abounds in maxims such as "where court is, there's no truth." Many among the 
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country's elite are no more concerned about adherence to the constitution than is the public at large. 
Indeed, various political groups and figures have begged Putin to stay for a third term.

Putin would not respond to the beseeching and do what several leaders of former Soviet republics have 
done: simply eliminate the constitutional hurdles and stay on as president. Although the judicial branch has 
been repeatedly bent to the will of the executive during his tenure, Putin has been strangely particular about 
the letter of the law. In today's Russia, politics may be deinstitutionalized, so that officeholders and 
institutions are pawns in a game of Putin's design; federalism may be undermined; political freedoms and 
civil liberties compromised. But while ultimately destroying the spirit of democracy, the Kremlin avoids direct 
violations and resorts to sophisticated schemes.

This simultaneous concern for appearance and contempt for substance is a pattern deeply rooted in Soviet 
history. Government propaganda was one of the pillars of the totalitarian system, and the gap between 
words and substance grew wider until the two had nothing in common. The regime's words -- the rhetoric of 
its Communist officials, its press, its political slogans and schoolbooks -- were radically at odds with real life. 
The Russian people grew used to this doublethink and doublespeak, so it's little wonder that today there is 
nothing more sacred about the current constitution than there was about any of the three charters adopted 
during Soviet times.

Putin and some of his aides are highly skilled in producing a government with the trappings of democracy 
and none of its substantial elements, such as public participation, the separation of powers, political 
competition or accountability. The formal decorum comes in handy when Putin needs to insist, usually to 
Western audiences, that Russia is a democracy. He appears anxious to fit in among the democratic leaders 
of the West and to distance himself from the Central Asian autocrats who have carved out lifelong 
presidencies.

Western leaders and critics may remain unconvinced, but by sticking to the letter of the law, Putin deprives 
the West of an easy argument: that Russia's regime is not democratic. As to the more complex argument, 
Putin's response is: Our democracy may be imperfect, but so is yours. It is not clear whether he truly 
believes that Western democracy is nothing but disguise and manipulation, but Putin never misses an 
opportunity to say it is, and the Russian people increasingly share this view.

Masha Lipman, editor of the Carnegie Moscow Center's Pro et Contra journal, writes a monthly column for 
The Post. 

#10
The wrong way for Putin to retain influence
By Anatol Lieven
Financial Times, October 10, 2007

The key political question in Russia over the past two decades has not been about the relationship between 
democracy and dictatorship, but about that between different kinds of oligarchy. The oligarchy that has 
taken shape under President Vladimir Putin is far more coherent, close-knit and disciplined than Boris 
Yeltsin’s collection of feuding magnates. It has a common culture and ethic drawn from the common origins 
of many of its members in the Soviet security services. Its comparative success is due to these factors, as 
well as good luck with energy prices and good economic management.

Then again, a fully fledged oligarchy does not depend for its survival on one leader; on the contrary, it tends 
to rotate power among different members of the ruling elite. For better or worse the Russian oligarchy is still 
far from achieving that degree of solidity.

Mr Putin may be more the chairman of a corporate board than a personal dictator, but he is extremely 
powerful. Without him, it is felt, not only would the ruling group lose its prestige with the population, but it 
would be liable to fall into uncontrollable rivalries. Not just Mr Putin himself but most members of the elite 
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are therefore determined that he go on exercising dominant influence after stepping down as president next 
year.

Hence Mr Putin’s apparent intention to take over the leadership of the pro-government political party, United 
Russia, and turn it into a real ruling party rather than the present coalition of bosses and celebrities held 
together by allegiance to the president. This could be accompanied by Mr Putin’s assumption of the prime 
minister’s office, leading in turn either to the next president quickly stepping down to allow Mr Putin to run 
for another presidential term according to the constitution, or to the transfer of real power from the 
presidency to the prime minister’s office.

Given Mr Putin’s youth (he has just turned 55), his great though contested achievements and his immense 
popularity, it would have been surprising if he had not sought to retain dominant influence. Whether this is 
the best way to go about things is a different matter. Frankly, if he could not retire, then it might have been 
better if he had changed the constitution to allow presidents to run for extra terms and submitted the change 
to a popular referendum.

As it is, all Mr Putin’s possible courses look extremely problematic. Worst of all would be for Mr Putin to 
become an all-powerful prime minister under a supposedly emasculated presidency. This strategy could 
lead to a disastrous clash between president and prime minister and the destruction of the entire system.

Even if it succeeded, it would create a system in which power migrates restlessly from one government 
office to another depending on circumstances. This is no recipe for stability or predictability. By the same 
token, if a new president wins an election and takes office only to step down again in favour of Mr Putin, that 
would preserve continuity of power but would reduce the constitution to a pantomime farce.

In terms of the sheer effectiveness of government, the best option might be a strong premiership under Mr 
Putin together with a strong presidency under someone such as Sergei Ivanov, first deputy prime minister. 
In theory, this would be a truly formidable combination. In practice, it would require greater mutual trust than 
exists between most brothers.

Finally, there is the option of Mr Putin limiting himself to the role of leader of United Russia and exercising 
his power and influence from this platform – something like Sonia Gandhi’s role in India. The great danger 
of this would be the risk that it would recreate a de facto one-party state.

On the other hand, Russia’s post-Communist democracy failed in large part precisely because Russian 
society proved incapable of generating real new political parties. If Mr Putin succeeds in turning United 
Russia into such a party, then it might eventually – if unintentionally – help encourage the emergence of real 
democratic party politics in Russia, on the basis of a new Russian society created by economic growth. Until 
that day comes, Russia is unlikely to do better than the present oligarchy and can only hope that it works as 
efficiently as possible, under a reasonably stable and consensual leadership.

The writer is a professor in the war studies department of King’s College London and a senior fellow of the 
New America Foundation. His latest book, co-authored with John Hulsman, is Ethical Realism: A Vision for 
America’s Role in the World.

#12
Ex-U.S.S.R. Jews to convene for the first time at Moscow event  
By Anshel Pfeffer
Haaretz, October 11, 2007     

Representatives of Jewish communities from all over the former U.S.S.R. will come together next weekend 
for the first time in history in a mass event sponsored by "Limmud," a Jewish education organization. 

The pluralist event will involve hundreds of classes, lectures and workshops on Jewish issues. 
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The first Limmud conference took place in Britain roughly 25 year ago, and it has since attracted hundreds 
of participants from every stream of Judaism. Two years ago, Limmud events were launched in New York, 
and next weekend, after three years of preparation, such an event will be held for the Jews of the former 
Soviet Union. 

Representatives from all of the local and international Jewish organizations operating in the former Soviet 
Union, including rabbis from different streams of Judaism, will meet at the event. 

Different prayer rooms will host prayers for reform Jews and Chabad Jews, among other streams. Rabbi 
Meir Azari from Tel Aviv, husband of Anna Azari, the Israeli ambassador to Russia, will take part in one of 
the prayers. 

More than 700 participants are expected take part in the event, which will target the youngest generations of 
the local Jewish communities, particularly those who participated in recent years in Birthright trips to Israel. 

"The most important thing here is the development of young Jewish leadership that will take responsibility 
for the community in the coming years," said former Jewish Agency treasurer Chaim Chesler. 

Not all of the organizations active in Russia agreed at first to cooperate, but 30 organizations have agreed 
to take part, including the Joint, the Jewish Agency, Chabad, the World Jewish Congress and Birthright. 

Alexander Pyatigorsky, the chairman of the organizing committee of the event, said that "this is the first time 
in the life of the Jewish community in Russia that an event is taking place that is totally voluntary - on the 
part of the lecturers and the organizers. What is unique is that everyone will be there, reform Jews and 
Chabad Jews. A completely pluralist event." 

#13
In close vote on Armenian genocide, Jewish members deliver anguished "yeas"
By Ron Kampeas
JTA, October 12, 2007

WASHINGTON (JTA) – "This is a vote of conscience," U.S. Rep. Tom Lantos pronounced, "and the 
committee will work its will."

Lantos, a California Democrat and the sole Holocaust survivor in Congress, was talking Wednesday at a 
meeting of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, which he chairs. The measure in question was a 
resolution recognizing the massacres carried out in 1915 and 1916 by Ottoman forces against Armenians 
as a genocide.

The motion passed the committee in a 27-21 vote that same day, despite last-minute warnings from 
President Bush and his top aides that the resolution could harm U.S. relations with Turkey. And, indeed, 
party discipline was not enforced, as lawmakers from both parties openly anguished, with some appearing 
to make up their minds only at the last minute.

In the end, the resolution drew 19 Democratic and 8 Republican votes. On the other side, 8 Democrats and 
13 Republicans voted against. Two GOP members were absent.

Although the vote was fairly close and non-partisan, the tally among Jewish members on the committee --
all of them Democrats -- was overwhelming: 7-1 in favor. At the same time, nowhere was the anguish more 
palpable than in the comments of some of these Jewish lawmakers, with their Holocaust-related sensitivity 
to the issue of recognizing genocide and concern for maintaining strong ties with Turkey, a friendly pro-
American pro-Israeli Muslim beacon in a hostile neighborhood.
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Weighing additionally in the considerations of the Jewish members was an 11th hour plea from Turkey's 
Jewish community, which fears a rise of anti-Semitism should the resolution pass. Plus, in recent weeks, 
Turkish spokesmen have noted the outspoken role of some Jews and Jewish organizations in the campaign 
to pass the resolution and have suggested that relations with Israel could be affected, although Israel has 
been supportive of Turkish calls to resolve the issue through an international commission.

"This has been tough for me," said U.S. Rep. Gary Ackerman (D-N.Y.), the chairman of the committee's 
Middle East subcommittee, when announcing his vote in favor of the resolution. "I'm a big fan and supporter 
of Turkey."

Ackerman looked across at four nonagerian and centenarian survivors of the genocide who had flown in for 
the hearing -- two from his district. His New York Democratic colleague, Eliot Engel, also contemplated the 
women as he announced his position: "With a heavy heart, I will vote for this resolution."

The four women sitting quietly in the cramped committee room's second row held the attention of crowd, 
with members looking to them when they announced their vote.

"No to H.Res.106," said the pro-Turkish stickers; "End the cycle of genocide," said those favoring the 
resolution. In many cases they sat one next to another, avoiding glances.

All the committee's members confronted Turkey's threats to downgrade its military alliance with the United 
States should the resolution pass the full House against the powerful Armenian American lobby and its 
proven ability to swing key districts in California -- three of the Jewish Democrats on the committee, plus the 
Democratic lawmaker who sponsored the resolution, U.S. Rep. Adam Schiff, are from the Golden State.

Schiff, who represents a substantial Armenian community in his Los Angeles district, is not on the 
committee, but attended the vote as an observer.

Jews in Massachusetts, which like California is home to a substantial Armenian community, have also 
backed the resolution. On Monday, two days before the hearing, the Jewish community there hosted the 
Armenian pontiff, Karekin II, on a tour of Boston's Holocaust memorial. 

Karekin, a Turkish subject based in Istanbul, is enjoined by Turkish law from mentioning the Armenian 
genocide, which claimed an estimated 1.5 million lives, and he did not bring it up during his visit. However, 
Nancy Kaufman, the director of the Boston Jewish Community Relations Council, said the symbolism was 
clear.

"We at the JCRC have been on board" backing the resolution "for two years," she said. Karekin's visit "was 
a validation and recognition of that support."

Turks were making their own case to the Jews through Holocaust recognition; the same day as the Karekin 
tour, Turkey's foreign minister visited the Yad Vashem Holocaust memorial in Jerusalem.

Two major Jewish groups -- the American Jewish Committee and the Anti-Defamation League -- have 
recognized the massacres as genocide, but cited concerns regarding Turkey in arguing against the 
resolution.

"This is a political gesture, not a moral gesture," the ADL's national director, Abraham Foxman, said of the 
resolution.

It did not seem political for the seven Jews on the committee who voted for the measure: denials of 
genocide had special resonance for a caucus dedicated to preserving Holocaust remembrance.
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"Genocide denial is not just the last step of a genocide, it is the first step of the next genocide," said Rep. 
Brad Sherman (D-Calif.) who, like many others on the committee cited the apocryphal story that Adolf Hitler 
cited the world's neglect of the Armenians in arguing that the mass murder of Jews would also be forgotten.

Rep. Ron Klein (D-Fla.), who was instrumental as a state legislator in introducing Holocaust education in 
Florida, cited what he said were the two words that must answer all genocides, "Never again."

Rep. Robert Wexler (D-Fla.), who has grown close to the Turks in his capacity as chairman of the 
committee's Europe subcommittee, was the only Jewish member of the committee to vote against the 
resolution. He noted Turkey's role in routing supplies to U.S. forces in Iraq, as well as its lead peacekeeping 
role in Afghanistan and the Balkans. "Turkey also remains a critical partner to our ally, Israel," Wexler said, 
one of the few times the Jewish state was mentioned during the hearing.

Sherman said the Turks would get over whatever slight they perceived, adding that political considerations 
should not always be paramount. "Who would go to the floor and say, 'We need Ramstein air force base in 
Germany, let's tear down the Holocaust memorial,'" he asked his colleagues.

"Do your duty to honor the truth," Ackerman exhorted his colleagues.

When the clerk announced the result -- upping it from 26-21 to 27-21 when U.S. Rep. Gabrielle Giffords, a 
Jewish Democrat from Arizona, rushed in to announce her yes vote -- Armenians in the room burst into 
tears and rushed to Schiff to embrace him.

Lantos said he was never prouder to serve on the committee and announced that he would soon introduce 
a resolution marking the U.S.-Turkish friendship.

Ostensibly at least, that did little to assuage Turkish anger. On Thursday Turkey recalled its ambassador in 
Washington, Nabi Sensoy, for "consultations" and continued to warn that passage by the full House would 
undermine its relations with the United States.

Sensoy attended the session. After the vote, before heading back to his home country, the Turkish 
ambassador said it was now up to U.S. Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.), the House speaker, to emulate her 
Republican predecessors who used parliamentary maneuvers to keep the resolution from reaching the 
floor. On Thursday, Turkey recalled Sensoy for "consultations."

"We hope the Speaker of the House will assume the leadership that is expected of her," Sensoy told 
reporters after the hearing. That's unlikely, sources in both parties said: Pelosi was not going to stop the 
resolution from reaching the floor, although she would stop those who are trying to use a parliamentary 
device to rush legislation to the floor.

Privately, however, pro-Turkish lobbyists were exulting -- the vote was much closer than expected. 
Estimates from within the committee on Tuesday evening predicted a 35-11 win for the resolution. The 
narrowing gap meant that the resolution might yet fail.

Some members had clearly changed their minds at the last moment. In one of the oddest moments of the 
hearing, Rep. Rubin Hinojosa (D-Texas) delivered an impassioned defense of the resolution -- and 
concluded that he would vote no. The room fell silent, all eyes on him as he cast his own down.
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#14
Russian hopes to urn his stripes with his own brand of java 
By Igor Serebryany
JTA, October 8, 2007

MOSCOW (JTA) -- Jewish businessman Ilya Yakubson figures he can cream Starbucks or any of the coffee 
ventures springing up in Russia.

Yakubson, who ran 113 discount stores and casinos before quitting unexpectedly and selling out to his 
partners, opened his first Santa Bean this summer in his native Oryol.

Situated in a downtown pedestrian mall on a site formerly occupied by one of Yakubson's gambling halls, it 
was the central Russian city’s first coffeehouse. Yakubson since has opened two more Santa Beans in 
Oryol.

"I was tired of the boring food retail business,” Yakubson, 35, says of his career change. “In the region’s 
coffee market I am a pioneer. For me this is about self-actualization rather than money.”

Western-style coffee consumption, unheard of in Russia until the mid-1990s, has become increasingly 
fashionable in the larger cities, where three major chains compete fiercely for business.

In Moscow and St. Petersburg, the dark brown logo of Kofe-House, the creamy logo of Chokoladnitsa and 
the coal black logo of Coffee Bean are even more prevalent than the golden arches of McDonald's. In both 
cities there is hardly a street without a coffee shop.

That was not true in Oryol. Before Yakubson opened Santa Bean, those few who dared to order coffee to 
go in the local canteens were looked upon as odd. Drinking coffee outdoors was considered bad manners, 
though drinking beer on the run was not.

Yakubson, who wants to expand quickly, says he ended up with enough cash after the sale of his 
convenience stores and casinos to fund 15 coffee shops in several regional capitals. The first outlet cost 
him $250,000.

The only Starbucks outlet in Russia opened this August in a mega-mart in the Moscow suburb Khmiki.

Yakubson entered Russia’s business world several yeas ago as part owner of the Pallada chain of budget 
food stores and the Niagara gambling houses in Oryol, a sleepy regional capital of 370,000 residents 225 
miles south of Moscow.

Once known as Russia’s “literature capital,” the home of famous writers including Tolstoy and Turgenev, 
Oryol today is part of the so-called "Red Belt," an impoverished region of central Russia where the old 
Communist Party bosses still hold power and fly red flags over Town Hall alongside the official Russian tri-
color.

Little has changed in Oryol since Soviet times -- perhaps even since Tolstoy's.

Yakubson is confident he can compete with the big boys. His prices are lower: A mug of Santa Bean coffee 
costs 35 rubles, or $1.40, while a Starbucks’ Vento cup in Russia goes for 135 rubles, or $5.50. That's steep 
for the average Oryol resident: a hundredth of his monthly wage.

Santa Bean is turning a profit, its finance director says.

“In spite of such a low per-cup price tag, the daily net profit of one Santa Bean outlet amounts to $1,000,” 
Julia Shtelter says.
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Yakubson plans to open five more outlets by the end of the year in Oryol, Kursk and Belgorod, central 
Russian cities where he once had his discount stores.

A glance at Santa Bean's logo makes it clear whom Yakubson sees as his main competitor, if not his 
inspiration. Its green-and-white circle logo and typeface is quite reminiscent of the Starbucks Mermaid logo. 
For that, Yaubson could face legal trouble.

Starbucks’ global communications manager, Carol Pusik, told Moscow’s Vedomosti business daily that “the 
company may consider filing a lawsuit” against Santa Bean for misleading customers with its logo.

Yakubson doesn’t deny that he and his wife, Natalia, learned a lot from the Seattle giant, but they are not 
afraid of being sued by Starbucks for trademark infringement.

“Well, it’s true, we kind of imitate Starbucks, and I even employ a former Starbucks barista,” Yakubson 
acknowledges.

He adds, however, that it was his son who invented the Santa Bean name and logo.

"At the end of the day, our chain in Russia is larger than that of Starbucks -- we’ve got three outlets in the 
country while they have only one,” says Yakubson, who recently expedited a shipment of humanitarian aid 
from the Oryol Jewish Community Center to Rostov-on-Don.

Although there is enough room for new coffeehouses in Russia -- Jerry Ruditser, head of the Coffee Bean 
chain, estimates the country’s taste for coffee could top $1 billion a year -- the smaller towns cannot provide 
enough business to attract a world-scale player.

“It is not too hard to compete with Starbucks in the Russian provinces,” Ruditser says. “Russians are not 
accustomed to the take-out format. Local chains, like that in Oryol, simply pave the way for the giants to 
come later.”


