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In Brief: House Passes Soviet Jewry Resolution

Dear Friends,

Earlier this week, the U.S. House of Representatives passed a resolution commemorating the 40th 
anniversary of the creation of the mass Soviet Jewry movement and the 20th anniversary of the Freedom 
Sunday Soviet Jewry March in Washington, D.C. Their action recognized the important steps taken to free 
more than one million Jews from the Soviet Union. We are grateful to Congressman Henry Waxman (D-CA) 
for his leadership in introducing this resolution and for his ongoing commitment to the Jewish communities 
in the former Soviet Union. 

We expect a similar resolution to be introduced in the U.S. Senate by Senator Joseph Lieberman (I-CT) this 
week. 

The resolutions are not only a reminder of what was accomplished, but also what continues to be done on 
behalf of the world’s third-largest Jewish population. NCSJ continues to work with our partners throughout 
the former Soviet Union tackling difficult issues like anti-Semitism and ultra-nationalism, and the restitution 
of communal property.

Last week's combined efforts by Jewish organizations in the United States and Ukraine have led to a 
dramatic step by President Yushchenko to directly confront the increased violence against Jews and Jewish 
institutions. 

By staying in constant communication with government officials and community leaders, we are able to 
address the ongoing concerns and needs of the Jews in the former Soviet Union.

Sincerely,

Mark B. Levin
Executive Director
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#1a
Ukraine to fight xenophobia  
JTA Brief, October 28, 2007

The Ukrainian Security Service is creating a division to combat xenophobia and ethnic intolerance.

Ukranian President Viktor Yuschenko ordered the establishment of the special department, according to
Marina Ostapenko, press secretary for the head of the security service.

There are no organized extremist groups promoting racism and intolerance in Ukraine, Valentin 
Nalyvaichenko, the acting head of the Ukranian Security Service, told representaives of Jewish 
organizations at a meeting last week.

Ukraine has seen a spate of anti-Semitic incidents in the past two months.

#1b
House marks Soviet Jewry activism  
JTA Brief, October 31, 2007

The U.S. House of Representatives commemorated the Soviet Jewry activist movement.

A resolution passed by acclamation Tuesday marked the 40th anniversary of the "mass movement for 
Soviet Jewish freedom." It recognized a number of U.S. groups established in the 1960s and 1970s that led 
protests on behalf of Soviet Jews and recalled the 20th anniversary of the Freedom Sunday Rally for Soviet 
Jewry on the Mall in Washington, D.C.

The movement and the rally, which drew an estimated 250,000 people, embody "the American principle of 
citizen activism for the greater good," the nonbinding resolution says.

Rep. Henry Waxman (D-Calif.) initiated the resolution last week.

NCSJ: Advocates on behalf of Jews in Russia, Ukraine, the Baltic States and Eurasia, which led a 40th 
anniversary tour of former Soviet states this month, lobbied extensively for the resolution. NCSJ, formerly 
the National Council for Soviet Jewry, was instrumental in the struggle to free Soviet Jews.

Sen. Joseph Lieberman (I-Conn.) is planning to introduce a similar resolution in the U.S. Senate.
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#1c
Chabad school burned in Ukraine  
JTA Brief, November 1, 2007

Vandals set fire to the Simcha Chabad Day School in Kiev.

Wednesday afternoon's fire was set to the emergency door. It caused damage to a hallway and the 
electrical supply.

Ukraine law enforcement agencies are investigating. No arrests have been reported.

told JTA that students at the school this week were threatened with anti-Semitic slogans.

Ukraine has been hit by a spate of anti-Semitic attacks in the past two months. Ukrainian law enforcement 
has been criticized for its lax response.

"Ukrainian authorities must take strong measures to stop the activities of all groups that incite interethnic 
and interfaith hatred in the country," said Rabbi Yaakov Dov Bleich, one of the chief rabbis of Ukraine.

#2
Lessons after 40 years
Editorial
The Jerusalem Post, October 30, 2007

2007 marks 40 years since the launch of the movement to free Soviet Jewry, one of the defining 
developments in the Jewish world in the second half of the 20th century. In its honor, the US Senate will 
vote this week on a resolution commemorating the movement's founding following the Six Day War.

"Forty years ago, in the depths of the Cold War, Americans from all walks of life came together to stand in 
solidarity with Soviet Jewry during its darkest hour," Sen. Joe Lieberman (Ind.-Connecticut), who co-
authored the bill with Republican Sen. Arlen Specter of Pennsylvania, said this week. "Organizations like 
the National Council of Soviet Jewry gave voice to the voiceless millions of people trapped behind the Iron 
Curtain."

The movement's success, the liberation of Soviet Jews from totalitarian communism, was the final stage of 
a dramatic reorientation of world Jewry. The exit of an estimated million and a half Jews, two-thirds to Israel 
and the rest mainly to North America, marks the most recent major exodus of Jews from Europe. In its 
wake, a Europe that began the 20th century as home to 85 percent-90% of the world's Jews finds itself at 
the start of this century with only some 15% of a much-reduced world Jewish population. Jews represent a 
perhaps unique victim of the ideological upheavals of Europe in the 20th century, becoming the only 
European people that has in effectively relocated en masse out of that continent.

This century-long process, from the flight from Czarist oppression in the late 1800s to the "opening of the 
gates" for Soviet Jewry in the early 1990s, has both solved and created enormous challenges for modern 
Jewish security and cultural continuity. Three important lessons can be drawn from this unique experience.

Looking back on the beginning of the Soviet Jewry movement in the US, one is struck by its improbability. 
At the time, the Soviet Union - a nuclear power run by a highly organized and ruthless regime that led the 
world in technological progress in numerous areas - constituted an existential threat to a politically polarized 
America mired in Vietnam. Hindsight cannot capture what must have seemed an immensely lofty goal. How 
likely was it that such a regime could be successfully opposed by foreign representatives of an oppressed 
minority that was barely a generation removed from the Holocaust? This is the political message of that 
movement.
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Challenges today facing the Jewish people may seem equally daunting: reaching a modus vivendi with the 
Palestinians; dealing with Mahmoud Ahmadinejad's fundamentalist Iran; developing a shared cultural 
language between the disparate communities of the Jewish world. One of the deep lessons of the Soviet 
Jewry movement is simply this: We need not be overwhelmed.

The second important lesson concerns the power of Jewish peoplehood, particularly when post-Zionist 
voices in Israel claim an "Israeli peoplehood" separate from the Jewish one and some American social 
activists see in tikkun olam an ideal divorced from Jews' responsibility toward one another. The impossible 
task of resisting Soviet power was taken up with zeal by a wealthy and comfortable community of Jews on 
the other side of the world. Indeed, it became the galvanizing agenda that formed a generation of Diaspora 
Jewish leaders committed to carrying out the final liberation of the Jews from the last bastion of European 
repression. Today, American Jewry is unimaginable without the generation of activists that now fills central 
leadership roles.

Third, the Soviet Jewry movement marked the end of a process that saw the complete restructuring of the 
Jewish world's demographics. For 2000 years, Jews were spread out in communities across many 
linguistic, ethnic and racial divides. But during the 20th century, world Jewry became overwhelmingly 
concentrated in just two - wholly different - Jewish cultures, one in the United States and the other in Israel. 
This created the deepest challenge of peoplehood in the 21st century.

While the success of the Soviet Jewry movement teaches us the potential embedded in the concern of 
Jews for their brethren, the dichotomies between American and Israeli Jewry have created a nearly bipolar 
Jewish world whose centers of gravity are steadily drifting apart.

The new Jewish world demands a generation of leaders that can find a shared transnational Jewish culture, 
a common ground not just of activism, but of culture and language, that will allow a united Jewish world to 
meet the challenges of the 21st century with the same success that it met those of the 20th.

#3
Ukraine President orders return of 700 confiscated Torah scrolls 
By Anshel Pfeffer, 
Haaretz, October 28, 2007

 Ukrainian President Viktor Yushchenko signed last week a presidential order to return an estimated 700 
Torah scrolls confiscated from Jewish communities during the Soviet Union's Communist rule. The decision 
is seen as an attempt to mollify Jewish and Israeli opinion in advance of a visit to Israel by Yushchenko next 
week.

The issue of state-held Torah scrolls has touched many nerves over the last year. The Jewish communities 
in Kiev and Zhitomir have been using scrolls on loan from the government, but, a few months ago, the state 
archive in Kiev demanded the return of the scrolls, citing misuse.

Ukrainian Chief Rabbi Moshe Asman, who has connections in the President's office, intervened, and the 
local synagogues were allowed to continue using the scrolls. Simultaneously, efforts were made to recover 
all the estimated 700 scrolls confiscated by the Communist authorities in Ukraine, culminating in 
Yushchenko's order on Wednesday.

 Yushchenko incurred the anger of Jewish activists two weeks ago after honoring a Ukrainian nationalist 
who was also a virulent anti-Semite, and his latest step is seen as an attempt to improve relations before his 
visit to Israel next month.
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The countries of the Soviet Union, especially Russia and Ukraine, still hold considerable cultural and 
religious treasures - both those confiscated by the Communists and those that were pillaged by the Nazis 
during World War Two and captured later on by the Red Army.

Israeli attorney Mordehai Tzivin, who is active in cases of restitution of Jewish cultural property, said that 
"we should praise President Yushchenko for taking the feelings of the Jewish people in consideration, this 
was a brave move by him. We hope that other nations of the former Soviet bloc will take the same attitude 
and return the Jewish treasures they are still holding."

#4
Armenian groups slams university in Yerevan for honoring Ahmadinejad 
By Ben Harris
JTA, October 29, 2007

NEW YORK (JTA) -- Armenian Americans slammed the decision by a university in the Armenian capital of 
Yerevan to honor Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad.

Ahmadinejad during a state visit to Armenia last week was presented with a gold medal and an honorary 
doctorate Monday from Yerevan State University.

An editorial in the Armenian weekly, the house organ of the Armenian National Committee of America, 
condemned the university, noting that Ahmadinejad is a Holocaust denier who has disregarded historical 
research.

"The university's decision to bestow an honorary doctorate is simply unacceptable," the editorial said. "We 
are surprised that as the officials in charge of the alma mater of a nation that rose from the ashes of another 
genocide, they did not take this fact into consideration before deciding to award the honorary degree."

Ahmadinejad's visit came as Armenian Americans and their supporters continued to press for a resolution in 
Congress recognizing the World War I-era killings of Armenians by Turkey as genocide.

Part of their campaign has focused on the Anti-Defamation League, which initially refused to use the word 
genocide to describe the killings but backtracked amid opposition from its leadership in the Boston area --
home to one of the highest concentrations of Armenians in the country.

The ADL called the massacre of Armenians "tantamount to genocide."

Despite the shift the ADL, along with other major U.S. Jewish groups, continue to oppose a congressional 
resolution out of concern for its impact on Turkish ties with Israel and the United States.

Consequently, the Armenian activists' campaign against the ADL has not eased.

A Web site, No Place For Denial, continues to accuse the ADL of genocide denial, alleging that its 
statements on the subject have been ambiguous, a charge the ADL denies. The continuing momentum has 
led several communities in the Boston area to end their partnerships with a highly regarded anti-bigotry 
program sponsored by the ADL.

Dikran Kaligian, chairman of the Armenian National Committee of America's Eastern Region, rejected the 
suggestion to mount a similar campaign against Yerevan State University, asserting that such a comparison 
was "apples and oranges."
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The proper analogue to the ADL, Kaligian said, is not Yerevan State but ANCA, which is the largest 
Armenian grass-roots organization in the United States. The organization is an affiliate of the Armenian 
Revolutionary Federation, an international political party founded in 1890.

Kaligian said ANCA has never taken an ambiguous position on the Holocaust. The ADL, by contrast, has 
endorsed a proposal for Armenia and Turkey to form a joint commission to arrive at a resolution of the 
issue, a step Armenians adamantly reject.

"The ANCA has never called for further study of the Holocaust," Kaligian said. "That's the analogy you have 
to make, and I think we've been very clear on it."

Both Kaligian and Sevag Arzoumanian, who runs No Place for Denial, agree that it was appropriate for 
Ahmadinejad to be invited to Armenia, a landlocked country that depends on good relations with its 
neighbors for trade and energy. But they said bestowing an academic honor was one step too far.

In an e-mail to JTA, Arzoumanian wrote, "How can Yerevan State University give an academic degree, 
however symbolic, to someone who takes the intellectually dishonest position that there needs to be further 
research and academic conferences to determine if the Holocaust occurred? What were they thinking? I 
think the YSU made a terrible error of judgment, both academically and morally."

#5
Ukraine to seek Israeli recognition for 1930s genocide 
By Anshel Pfeffer 
Haaretz, October 30, 2007

Ukrainian President Victor Yushchenko is expected to ask Israel to recognize the genocide of the Ukrainian 
people in the 1930s by their communist government when he visits here in about two weeks, sources said. 
Israel is not expected to accede to the request, which has won the support of Jewish community leaders in 
Ukraine, so as not to damage its relationship with Vladimir Putin's government at a sensitive time.

Millions of Ukrainians died of hunger from 1931 to 1932 following the collectivization of farming in the Soviet
Union by Joseph Stalin. Famine was particularly severe in Ukraine, which was a regional breadbasket and 
was strongly opposed to the move. At the same time the communist government attempted to wipe out 
Ukrainian intelligentsia and nationalists, with estimations of the number of victims ranging from a million and 
a half to 10 million.  Advertisement

 A number of countries, including the United States, have recognized these acts as genocide, however, 
Russia vigorously rejects this definition, prefering to use the term "tragedy."

Members of the Jewish community in Ukraine say Yushchenko also intends to present a proposal in the 
parliament in Kiev to recognize the suffering of the Jewish people in the Holocaust and the suffering of the 
Ukrainian people.

The chairman of the General Council of Jewish organizations, Joseph Zisels, who met with Yushchenko last 
Monday, said yesterday: "Israelis understand more than anyone what genocide is and Yushchenko 
therefore expects that Israelis will also recognize the Ukrainian genocide. We don't think it is the same as 
the Holocaust, but it is also a terrible tragedy with seven or eight million murdered."

Last week Yushchenko signed a presidential order to return to the Jewish community 700 Torah scrolls that 
were confiscated from the community by the communists. The move is believed to be an attempt to soften 
up Jewish and Israeli public opinion ahead of his visit. He is expected to bring some of the scrolls to the 
Presidential Residence in Jerusalem during his visit.
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An attempt to organize a visit by Yushchenko to Israel was made about six months ago by Rabbi Moshe 
Azman, Ukraine's Chabad rabbi, and Mordechai Tzivin, an Israeli attorney active in international Jewish 
causes. But Israeli government officials postponed the visit, among other reasons because Yushchenko 
wanted to be in Israel on Holocaust Day and to participate in a ceremony at the Yad Vashem Holocaust 
Memorial. 

#6
Putin's Guessing Games 
By Jim Hoagland
Washington Post, October 28, 2007 

MOSCOW -- Put Iowa and New Hampshire on the back burner for a moment: Election fever also grips 
Russia, which chooses a new Duma in December and a president in March.

Pollsters, analysts and Duma members are furiously debating two questions: What exact outcome will 
Vladimir Putin choose for these elections? And when will he communicate it to them and to the world? The 
only sure thing is that Putin will keep everyone guessing as long as it suits him.

This is not the way the Kremlin portrays its version of "sovereign democracy," but it is not far from it either. 
When I encounter Vladislav Surkov, President Putin's chief political strategist and ideologue, he assures me 
that Russian democracy "is going in the right direction," pauses two beats, smiles and adds, "step by step."

Surkov, an urbane and swift political thinker who could hold his own in any system, has been a key figure in 
the Kremlin's successful effort to build sham political parties to fragment the Duma election results and then 
make sure that this show parliament does exactly as Putin wants. In Russia today, politics is "the Kremlin by 
other means," Muscovites tell a visiting American.

Putin's total domination of the political landscape is remarkable by any standards, including those of 
landslide-winning democrats in the West or Third World despots. Putin is "the Decider" in ways that George 
W. Bush can only imagine.

Even more startling is the fact that most Russians have willingly ceded all this power to him without having 
any clear picture of how he intends to use it. Trained by the KGB to hide his emotions, his plans and even 
his identity, Putin now hides his intentions from his nation and the world while his rule floats comfortably on 
a sea of energy reserves and revenue.

The president builds up potential successors and casts them aside to bring forward, without explanation, 
new, unknown candidates. He hints that he will crown himself prime minister instead of changing the 
constitution so he could serve a third presidential term -- and then lets aides suggest that the prime 
minister's job is not big enough for Putin's talents after all.

It is accepted here that the choices of the next president, prime minister and governing party are solely 
Putin's to make. The two looming elections will serve as a single referendum on Putin's past and future 
control, in whatever form he decides it will take.

He keeps other nations guessing, too. Putin tells Bush, France's Nicolas Sarkozy and other foreign leaders 
in private that, like them, he wants to keep Iran from getting a nuclear weapon. Then, without warning, he 
publicly denies that there is evidence that Iran seeks a nuclear weapon and leaves a gulping Sarkozy to 
explain the contradiction at a joint news conference.
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(The Kremlin is under no illusion about Iran's nuclear intentions, I was told here. But Putin doubts that 
Tehran will be able to turn enriched uranium into a usable weapon. However implausible this view seems, 
Putin's statement was intended to buy time and space for a negotiated outcome. Or so it is guessed here.) 
In Kennebunkport three months ago, Putin and Bush privately agreed that U.S.-Russia relations would not 
be made hostage to their overlapping election seasons. Putin has since voiced a stream of complaints, 
demands and even threats against the United States and its allies that have solidified his public approval 
ratings, which are close to 80 percent.

This is no longer merely the trained espionage agent once described in this column as " the man with the 
mirror" to convey his ability to get others to see him as they wanted him to appear -- to look, for example, 
into his eyes and see a good soul.

This is Putin Unplugged, a domineering and entrenched ruler seeking revenge for the Bush administration's 
early decision to marginalize Russia by abrogating or ignoring arms-control treaty commitments to Moscow.

Most leaders keep options open as long as possible, especially when avoiding lame-duck status. But Putin 
openly enjoys toying with allies and opponents. He continues playing the game long after he has won, for it 
is the game itself that he loves.

Putin has not kept what I think of as the Kennebunkport Kompact. But Bush will be unable to uphold it in the 
U.S. campaign season. Who lost Russia is an unfair and idiotic question in many ways. But I doubt that the 
Democratic (and perhaps Republican) nominee will refrain from asking it.

#7
Former refusenik comes to terms with Jews who stay put 
By Anshel Pfeffer 
Haaretz, October 31, 2007

Two weeks ago, Yosef Begun, a former Prisoner of Zion, sat in the lobby of a resort near Moscow, watching 
the hundreds of Russian Jewish young people who came to participate in a Jewish cultural event. Some of 
them were not even born when Begun sat in a Soviet prison because of his activities as a Hebrew teacher.

"When I immigrated to Israel in 1988, we thought this chapter of Jews in Russia was about to come to an 
end and that everyone would leave," he says. "Now I understand that there are those who will stay here."

His friends, like Prisoner of Zion Natan Sharansky, believe that everyone must immigrate to Israel because 
there is no Jewish future in Russia.

"I fought to come to Israel but it is obvious that this does not suit everyone," says Begun, who is 75.

In the 1980s, Begun was one of the best-known Prisoners of Zion, along with Sharansky, but since coming 
to Israel he has largely concentrated on education and has slipped out of his focus on Zionism. Even though 
he lives in Jerusalem, he admits that "90 percent of the time I speak Russian."

An exhibition commemorating the events which four decades ago began the struggle of Jews in the Soviet 
Union to come to Israel opened yesterday at the Diaspora Museum at Tel Aviv University.

The Zionist awakening in Russia began after the Six-Day War, and was seen by the authorities as part of an 
organized campaign. But Begun, who was then an electronics engineer at a Soviet military institute in 
Moscow, had begun searching for his Jewish roots in the early 1960s. A chance meeting with an elderly 
Jew led him to begin studying Hebrew, and in 1967, after Israel's victory in the war, he began Zionist 
activism.
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In 1971 he asked for permission to leave for Israel, and resigned from his security-related work to focus on 
studying Hebrew. In 1977 he was arrested for the first time and was tried for "parasitic behavior." He was 
exiled inside the Soviet Union for two years.

After he returned, he was arrested again, and was exiled for three years. In 1981, he was arrested again, 
and this time sentenced to seven years in prison and five more in exile.

He served part of that time with Sharansky.

In 1987, as Mikhail Gorbachev championed perestroika, he was released, and in January 1988 he 
immigrated to Israel with his family.

He has been here 19 years and still describes himself as a proud Zionist, but he also has changed his 
attitude about the need for all the Jews to immigrate to Israel.

"The Soviets accused me of saying that in the USSR 'cultural genocide' was taking place," he says.

"When the gates opened, I thought everyone was like the prisoners and that they would rush to leave the 
prison; no one was thinking about developing Jewish culture in Russia. The economy was wrecked, the 
anti-Semitic organization Pamyat began its activity and we were thinking that there would be pogroms. But 
in the end, many stayed, and that is natural. There are family considerations, work, and of course also 
intermarriage." 

#8
With high hopes, Russian Jews pursue Jewish TV for the masses 
By Igor Serebryany
JTA, November 1, 2007

MOSCOW (JTA) – Russian Jewish entrepreneur and politician Vladimir Slutzker has a message for Al 
Jazeera viewers: Watch out.

Or, perhaps more accurately, watch my channel.

Slutzker is one of several Russian Jewish entrepreneurs trying to create a Jewish TV channel, thus far with 
limited success.

In Slutzker’s model, a Russian-based, English-language worldwide TV channel would counterbalance the 
Qatar-based, Muslim-sponsored Al Jazeera with world news from a Jewish perspective.

Whether Slutzker or any of the other Jewish TV promoters have any chance of succeeding is another 
matter.

In one effort, the Chabad-led Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia and the CIS invested about $1 
million in the pilot stage of a project to connect the Jewish communities of the former Soviet Union via 
communication satellites.

The plan, which involved tying together participating synagogues and Jewish institutions via a TV-Intranet 
combination that would allow participants to hold video conferences, also included airing daily Jewish news 
broadcasts and Jewish films.

Nothing has come of it to date, according to a source in the satellite's operating company.
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The Jewish TV phenomenon is new to Russia. There are several Jewish TV stations around the world, most 
of them in the United States — not counting the major networks, of course.

Global Jewish TV, which has been broadcasting from New York since 2005, is chaired by another 
entrepreneur from the former Soviet Union, Badri Patarkatsishwili, founder of the Imedi TV company in the 
former Soviet republic of Georgia.

Neither those projects nor other Jewish TV efforts — including the 24-hour Jewish Life channel, based in 
California, and the U.S. digital cable channel JTV — have demonstrated any significant success in chipping 
away at Al Jazeera’s viewership, to say nothing of viewers of other channels.

"A Jewish television network is a niche project by definition," London University professor Adrian Monc said. 
"A project of worldwide scope can well consume at least $40 million to $60 million annually, and I’m afraid it 
won’t show a return."

This may be more than even a successful businessman like Slutzker can afford.

Slutzker insists no Jewish businessman he has asked to invest in the project has turned him down, but 
Slutzker’s refusal to elaborate or say how much money he has raised suggests the TV project may not be 
serious.

"This is a sure sign the project might be a lot of hot air," said Mikhail Savin, press officer for the Russian 
Jewish Congress. “Any startup of this kind would be highly expensive, especially on an international scale.”

What Slutzker does have, however, is influence. He has been a member of Russia's Federation Council, 
Parliament’s upper chamber, since 2002, and for a brief period three years ago he also chaired the Russian 
Jewish Congress.

Slutzker is now deputy chairman of the Russian Federation Council’s committee for religious groups and 
ethnic policy.

Nikolai Amiridze, a former producer of Russian state TV’s Channel One, has firsthand knowledge of how 
difficult it is to launch a new TV station. He is director general of the as-yet-unlaunched Shalom TV, another 
proposed Jewish channel from Russia.

Nikolai, 65, who also goes by the name Amir Alperstein, met with JTA in the tiny office he rents in a Jewish 
kindergarten in downtown Moscow.

"We signed an agreement with a TV production agency which provides us with everything from an on-air 
studio to personnel to a creative team," he said, pulling out a folder thick with official-looking papers. "We’ve 
got an agreement with a communication company that rents us a satellite covering all Eurasia, including 
Israel."

Amiridze calculates his project will cost $2 million per year. He plans for 350,000 subscribers and says he 
hopes to buy satellite dishes after Shalom begins its four hours of daily broadcasting.

By charging $200 per minute for advertising, he says he can generate an annual return of $4 million.

Despite this business plan, no one has invested in Shalom TV.

"I contacted [Russian-Israeli diamond magnate Lev] Leviev’s people, Slutzker’s people, media businesses 
in Israel — all in vain," Amiridze sighs. "Some of them agree the project is promising but that’s it. Others see 
me as a competitor, although I only care about the Jewish good, not about making money."
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Slutzker, who faces similar obstacles, says his ultimate goal, too, is to help the Jewish people.

"In Russia now, unlike in Soviet times, it is quite easy to be a Jew, despite widespread anti-Semitism at the 
grass-roots level," Slutzker said. "The real problem is Jewish communities themselves are divided, and they 
desperately need to create a common information space.

"Television is the most powerful medium, and I hope to use it to create a mixture of religious, cultural, 
historical and other opinions on Jewish life that will unite, not divide, our people."

#9
Russian Envoy Derides Iran Sanctions 
By Nazila Fathi
New York Times, October 31, 2007 

TEHRAN, Oct. 30 — The Russian foreign minister made a surprise visit to Iran today to meet with President 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad and discuss Iran’s nuclear program, Russian and Iranian news agencies reported.

Sergey V. Lavrov, who was on a visit in Kazakhstan in Central Asia, flew into to meet Mr. Ahmadinejad in 
Tehran, the Interfax news agency reported.

This evening, Mr. Lavrov summed up the outcome of his brief visit to Russian journalists before leaving Iran, 
according to Interfax. He was quoted as saying that he had urged Iran to continue working with 
theInternational Atomic Energy Agency, the United Nations nuclear watchdog, and to “do it as actively 
aspossible, to clarify all questions that the international community hasregarding Iran’s previous nuclear 
program.”

But he also stressed that further sanctions would not help the situation.

For more than a year, a fragile coalition of world powers has been trying to rein in Iran’s nuclear ambitions 
through United Nations sanctions. But after two rounds of sanctions, Russia and China have balked at 
escalation to another round. Last Thursday, the United States announced sanctions against an Iranian 
military unit, the Revolutionary Guards, saying that it supports terrorism and helped the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction.

Mr. Lavrov’s visit comes two weeks after the Russian president, Vladimir V. Putin, made a landmark trip to 
Iran, the first Kremlin leader to travel there since 1943. Mr. Putin has insisted on a diplomatic solution to the 
international standoff over Iran’s nuclear program.

After Mr. Putin’s visit, Iran’s former chief nuclear negotiator, Ali Larijani, said the Russian president had 
delivered a proposal to Iran’s supreme religious leader, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, who has the last word on 
state matters.

Neither the Iranians nor the Russians would disclose any details, but Mr. Larijani said that it involved a new 
way to help resolve the nuclear standoff and that the Iranian side was studying it.

State-run television and news agencies quoted Ayatollah Khamenei at the time as telling Mr. Putin, “We will 
think about what you said and about your proposal,” even as he added that Iran was “determined to provide 
our country’s need for nuclear energy.”

Mr. Larijani resigned last week over differences with Mr. Ahmadinejad.

Since then the United States announced new unilateral sanctions on Iran, accusing its Revolutionary 
Guards of illegally spreading weapons of mass destruction.
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#10
Russia Sets Limits on Foreign Vote Monitors
By Clifford J. Levy 
New York Times, November 1, 2007 

MOSCOW, Oct. 31 — The system of international monitoring intended to ensure clean elections in the 
states of the former Soviet Union appeared near collapse on Wednesday after Russia formally declared that 
it would sharply cut the number of observers for it parliamentary elections in December. Officials in charge 
of the monitoring mission refused to agree to the change.

 Russia had already hindered the work of the monitors — part of the Organization for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe — by delaying the necessary invitation to them. On Wednesday, the monitoring 
group announced that it had received an invitation, but that it provided for unprecedented restrictions, 
including a limit of 70 observers for the Dec. 2 elections. The group sent 400 observers for the 
parliamentary elections four years ago.

Urdur Gunnarsdottir, a representative of the monitoring arm, the Office for Democratic Institutions and 
Human Rights, said in a statement, “We need to consider the implications of those restrictions, as they may 
seriously limit the possibility for a meaningful observation according to our standard methodology for full-
scale election observation missions.”

In Moscow on Wednesday, Russian officials said they were not canceling the mission, merely scaling it 
back to an appropriate size. “Russia does not need to invite an army of observers because the Russian 
electoral system is one of the most advanced in the world,” said Igor Borisov, an official of the Central 
Election Commission.

The White House spokeswoman, Dana Perino, said Wednesday that the Bush administration was 
“concerned and disappointed” by the Russian decision.

“Any conditions that are placed on them are of concern to us,” she said, referring to the monitors. “And we 
will certainly be bringing this up with the Russians.”

The move to reduce the presence of monitors reflects the Kremlin’s growing control over the election 
process under President Vladimir V. Putin.

Already, the Kremlin has pushed through changes in the election laws that have made it all but impossible 
for most opposition politicians to win seats in the next Parliament. Mr. Putin’s party, United Russia, which 
dominates the government, is expected to win an even greater parliamentary majority in December.

Last month, Russia circulated a proposal at the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe to limit 
the work of the election observers in the former Soviet Union by reducing the size of missions and 
preventing them from issuing public statements about electoral conduct in the days after the vote.

The monitoring group has regularly dispatched observation teams to elections throughout the states of the 
former Soviet Union since the collapse of Communism. But in recent years, Russia and other post-Soviet 
countries have increasingly criticized the monitors’ reports, which often show that voting is marred by fraud 
and that opposition groups cannot operate freely.

Dmitri Peskov, a spokesman for the Kremlin, said Wednesday that voting officials had determined that large 
contingents of monitors at earlier elections had themselves caused problems. He added that the monitoring 
missions needed to be reformed to prevent other governments from actively using them as a tool to 
influence Russian elections.

“The main idea here is that we are not refusing to receive observers from the O.S.C.E., but we want to 
ensure that their activities are not interfering with the free, democratic process,” he said.
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#11
Putin's Indecision Leaves Russian Elite Puzzled, Worried 
By Alan Cullison and Andrew Osborn 
Wall Street Journal, November 1, 2007 

MOSCOW -- Vladimir Putin has said he intends to remain influential after he steps down as president next 
year. But as the end of his term looms, his refusal to say how he will do that is spawning anxiety among the 
Russian elite and an outbreak of bizarre political theater.

Until September, many Kremlin watchers expected Mr. Putin to step down at the end of his presidential term 
next year and hand power to a strong, handpicked successor from among his close allies. Then last month, 
Mr. Putin said he might stay on as prime minister. But last week, he suggested he won't do that, either, 
though the head of the party he is backing says Mr. Putin will somehow remain "Russia's leader."

In Russia's tightly controlled politics, the December parliamentary and March presidential contests are less 
about electoral competition than a referendum on Mr. Putin's popularity since he came to power in 2000. Mr. 
Putin's supporters say a strong popular mandate will ratify his plan to remain one of the country's most 
powerful people.

Russia has no tradition of leaders giving up power at the peak of their authority. Until Mr. Putin makes his 
decision, analysts say, those around him are likely to try to preserve the status quo with Soviet-style 
stagecraft -- fawning television coverage, choreographed demonstrations and, some fear, bombs and 
arrests.

"Everyone is trying to influence him now because they know he hasn't made his mind up," says Nikolai 
Zlobin, analyst at the Center for Defense Information in Washington. "The elite is really, really nervous."

If Mr. Putin does leave next year, he would be the first healthy and popular Kremlin leader in modern 
Russian history to step down voluntarily. Soviet rulers either died in office or were ousted.

Love of power has kept some in the Kremlin, but they have also been held in place by the country's elites, 
who fear a redistribution of spoils that tends to follow change of power in Russia. Mr. Putin has repeatedly 
said he intends to follow the Constitution, which mandates he step down when his term ends in the spring.

As the elections approach, analysts say Mr. Putin is under increasing pressure from his own cadre. 
"Everyone around him says he should stay, so that they can keep their own jobs," says Igor Bunin, director 
of the Moscow-based Center for Political Technologies.

Mr. Putin, his popularity boosted by a booming oil-fueled economy and his tight control of the media, has 
agreed to head the party list for the pro-Kremlin political party, United Russia, in the parliamentary elections 
in December. United Russia has built its entire campaign around what it calls "Putin's Plan," and party 
officials say the vote will effectively be a referendum on his rule.

"Putin will remain Russia's leader," wrote Boris Gryzlov, leader of United Russia, in Rossiskaya Gazeta in 
October.

In recent weeks, a wave of demonstrations and public appeals calling on Mr. Putin, 55 years old, to stay on 
for a third term has swept the country. Opposition leaders have charged that local authorities working for 
United Russia have orchestrated the demonstrations. But a Kremlin spokesman said they were simply a 
sign of Russia's vibrant civil society.

Russia announced yesterday it would sharply curtail the number of election observers from the Organization 
for Security and Cooperation in Europe allowed in to monitor the parliamentary vote, and also imposed 
restrictions on how long monitors could stay. The White House said it was "disappointed" by the move and 
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the OSCE called it "unprecedented." Russia has in the past accused the OSCE monitors of bias against 
Russia.

Analysts say the campaign appears to be timed to deliver a victory in the parliamentary elections so strong 
that Mr. Putin will be able to claim a mandate in whatever post he chooses to take after leaving the 
presidency. Some United Russia members had suggested the party might use its commanding majority in 
parliament to make legal changes to shift powers from the president to the prime minister, allowing Mr. 
Putin to take that job but remain the top leader. But Mr. Putin said last week he won't do that.

But just who he will back as president remains unclear. State-controlled television for most of this year had 
been lavishing coverage on two top government officials, Sergei Ivanov and Dmitry Medvedev, who were 
widely viewed as potential presidential candidates. Recently, TV newscasts have relegated them to less-
prominent slots. Meanwhile, Viktor Zubkov, the little-known financial regulator Mr. Putin unexpectedly 
picked as prime minister in September, is covered prominently dressing down bureaucrats and demanding 
results. Mr. Zubkov, 66 years old, is the only one of the three potential successors who has acknowledged 
publicly he would consider the presidency.

Analysts say many of Mr. Putin's security-service allies are pushing Mr. Putin for a third term, arguing that a 
less-radical move would be destabilizing.

Earlier this month, tensions within the security services spilled into the open. Russia's top drug fighter 
warned in a public letter that a battle among agencies, which had led to corruption charges and arrests, 
could undermine the country's security.

Yesterday, a powerful bomb ripped through a passenger bus in a central Russian city, killing eight people 
and injuring more than 50, emergency officials said. Investigators told Russian news agencies they thought 
Islamist terrorists or local criminal groups could be responsible.

Viktor Ilyukhin, deputy chairman of the parliament's security committee, called it an attempt to destabilize 
the country. "The main question is -- who does it benefit?" he said.

#12
Democracy Disinvited 
What might Russian President Putin have to hide from election monitors?
Editorial 
Washington Post, November 1, 2007 

THERE'S NO doubt that the ticket led by Russian President Vladimir Putin will win a landslide victory in 
December's parliamentary elections. Mr. Putin is genuinely popular. Also, his government dominates the 
media, which saturate the country with his propaganda. And serious opposition candidates have been 
excluded from the ballot. So why is Mr. Putin afraid of international election monitors?

After weeks of stalling, Moscow told the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe this week that 
it would be allowed to send no more than 70 observers to monitor the vote, compared with 450 in the 2003 
election. The time frame of the mission will also be curtailed: Normally, OSCE observers arrive months in 
advance, but this year they will have at best a few weeks. An OSCE spokesman called the restrictions 
"unprecedented" and said that they "may seriously limit the possibility for a meaningful observation."

One reason for the shutdown is straightforward: The Kremlin didn't appreciate the OSCE's frank 
assessment of the last elections, which were called "fundamentally unfair" by the head of the observer 
mission. But Mr. Putin also seems to have a larger agenda. The OSCE is a Cold War-era organization 
composed of 56 nations in Europe, North America and Central Asia; its most useful mission in recent years 
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has been carrying out rigorous election monitoring, especially in newly democratic countries. Its critiques of 
electoral fraud in Ukraine in 2004 and Kyrgyzstan the next year helped prompt pro-democracy revolutions in 
those countries.

Mr. Putin is probably not too worried about such an uprising in Russia. But he'd like to ensure that other 
former Soviet republics dominated by pro-Moscow autocrats are not hindered in rigging elections. His 
government has submitted a proposal to the OSCE that would neuter the election monitoring body, limiting 
all observer missions to 50 persons and prohibiting reports from being released without Russian agreement. 
Sadly, the OSCE looks like a soft target for the Kremlin's hardball diplomacy. Its current chairman, Spanish 
Foreign Minister Miguel Angel Moratinos, has kept quiet about these brazen demands while trying to strike 
a deal with the Kremlin.

Then, too, Mr. Putin may also have a little rigging of his own in mind. The Post's Peter Finn was told by a 
current member of parliament that Russian regional governors, who are appointed by the president, have 
been instructed to deliver no less than 70 percent of the vote for Mr. Putin's United Russia party. That would 
elect a parliamentary bloc large enough to change the constitution -- and, perhaps, remove the limit on 
presidential terms that requires Mr. Putin to leave office next spring. If the president's men decide to stuff a 
ballot box or three in pursuit of their 70 percent quotas, a crippled OSCE mission isn't likely to catch them.

#13
In E. Europe, newly opened archives enable hunt for Holocaust-era graves 
By Michael J. Jordan
JTA, November 2, 2007

BERSHAD, Ukraine (JTA) – In May, Ukrainian workers laying a gas pipe in a southern village dug into a 
buried chamber of thousands of Jews killed during the Holocaust.

That same month, a construction crew building a new office complex in western Ukraine burrowed into the 
corpses of several dozen more Jews.

Stumbling upon such mass graves is not particularly unusual in Eastern Europe.

Less well known is how many more “martyr sites” lie undiscovered and unmarked in fields and forests 
across the region – wherever mobile Nazi killing units scorched the earth in the so-called “Holocaust of 
bullets.”

It seems momentum is growing in the search for such sites.

French Catholic priest Patrick Desbois has pinpointed 600 in Ukraine over the past seven years, and says 
he may find another 1,800 as he moves farther east.

The Killing Sites Project of the Yad Vashem Holocaust Memorial in Jerusalem has identified from archives 
some 700 settlements in Ukraine and 200 in Belarus where Jews likely were massacred.

Even on Polish soil, where it seems every aspect of the six Nazi death camps has been dissected and 
detailed, the country's chief rabbi says evidence is mounting that a number of unmarked mass graves 
remain in the country’s eastern woodlands.

“From time to time we’d hear about them,” Rabbi Michael Schudrich said. “But over the past two to three 
years, more have come forward to say, ‘Rabbi, there’s a mass grave over here’ and ‘Rabbi, there’s a mass 
grave over there.’ And one plus one plus one adds up. You begin to realize we may be talking about a much 
larger number than anyone was talking about previously.”
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Marking and memorializing these killing fields makes for far more than a macabre historical footnote.

The fieldwork presents a belated opportunity to perform Jewish burials and say a proper Kaddish for the 
victims, and the research paints a clearer picture of how many Jews died during the Holocaust and how 
many survived.

That research may one day alter the historic 6 million figure of Jewish victims of the Holocaust, as recently 
opened archives in Eastern Europe enable researchers to fill in the blanks of what had been a virtual black 
hole in Holocaust research: the genocide of Jews in the Soviet Union.

With archival materials and witness testimonies casting a spotlight on what today is Ukraine, Belarus, 
Moldova, eastern Romania and western Russia, scholars soon may be able to record a more accurate 
death toll from the Holocaust.

“The most conservative estimate of how many were killed overall – 5.2 million – can be documented,” said 
Paul Shapiro, director of the Center for Advanced Holocaust Studies at the U.S. Holocaust Memorial 
Museum in Washington.

“But then you have the question mark, precisely in this region: How many Jews were able to flee east? Or 
were evacuated by the Soviet authorities to the East? Or were drafted into the Red Army?”

Those who still lie buried in unmarked pits may help elucidate.

Defying researchers, most remain undiscovered – for reasons entangled with politics, perception and 
funding priorities.

The primary problem is the nature of the killings themselves, which began well before the first gas chamber 
was operational in Poland in 1943.

When Nazi forces invaded the Soviet Union in July 1941, paramilitary units called Einsatzgruppen, or 
“special-duty groups,” trailed behind the front, systematically cleansing the countryside of Hitler’s “Jewish-
Bolshevik” enemies.

The most notorious event occurred at Babi Yar, the city ravine in Kiev where nearly 34,000 Jews were shot 
over two days in September 1941.

In smaller towns and villages, the Germans often carried out the killing in plain view, pulling Jews from their 
homes and shooting them on the spot or in streets, in the Jewish cemetery or in the woods. Local 
collaborators sometimes lent a hand.

The Einsatzgruppen’s own records claim responsibility for 1 million deaths; historian Raul Hilberg puts the 
figure at 1.4 million.

After the Holocaust, relatives who might have memorialized these killing sites were dead themselves or had 
fled elsewhere.

Then, as the Iron Curtain came down on Eastern Europe, the Soviet Union – which had lost 20 million of its 
own citizens during the war – ordered that no one ethnic or religious group be singled out for its 
victimization. Instead the carnage was portrayed as an ideological battle between communism and fascism.

This helps explain why the memorials the Soviets did build often were labeled generically for “Soviet victims 
of fascism.”
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After Stalin launched his anti-Zionist crusade in the early 1950s, the topic of Jewish victimhood became 
taboo and probing it ran the risk of imprisonment.

Nevertheless, members of the Extraordinary Soviet Commission to Investigate the Crimes of the Nazi 
Occupiers were quite meticulous in documenting the Nazis’ vast crimes, Western researchers say, and their 
evidence was used in court to convict alleged collaborators.

Yet while Germany became a treasure trove for Holocaust research, the Soviet Union remained closed.

Only in recent years have researchers begun to reveal the stories Soviet archives have to tell.

“Political developments in the past 20 years have enabled us to focus on an area of the Holocaust that may 
not have been prioritized enough,” said Philip Carmel, international relations director for the Brussels-based 
Conference of European Rabbis, which is pursuing an ambitious project of its own to document the Jewish 
cemeteries of Europe.

“There was more to the Holocaust than the death camps,” Carmel said.

In the late 1990s, the Association of Jewish Communities and Organizations in Ukraine, or Vaad, conducted 
its own limited search for unmarked sites of massacres. They discovered some 200, according to activist 
Igor Desner.

It’s like “finding dimes in the Manhattan sewage system: We know they’re there, but how many and how to 
find them is very difficult,” Desner said.

For Jewish groups with the resources for such an undertaking, the task of reviving communal Jewish life 
and assisting needy survivors took precedence over searching for unmarked graves.

“The priority has been for living Holocaust survivors, who need home care and other assistance,” said 
Gideon Taylor, executive vice president of the Claims Conference.

In 1998, the Claims Conference gave $40,000 to Vaad’s grave-searching efforts. More recently the 
organization contributed $100,000 to the work of the French priest Desbois.

One of the more critical breakthroughs in researching the unmarked graves came when the vast Soviet 
archives on the subject were copied and transferred to the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum. When cross-
referenced with other sources for reliability, these once-sealed archives illuminate a trail for researchers to 
follow and unravel the mystery of missing bodies.

A windfall of material also came from the International Tracing Service’s secret Holocaust archive at Bad 
Arolsen, Germany, which recently transferred its millions of images of concentration-camp survivors to the 
museum in Washington.

Buffered by this research, the mass-graves movement appears to be gathering speed.

Desbois soldiers on with his small but methodical project. Schudrich says the Polish Jewish community 
soon will be reaching out to non-Jewish Poles to help locate the last remaining mass graves.

The director of Yad Vashem’s Killing Sites project, David Bankier, says he and his colleagues plan to start 
field research next year in Ukraine.

“Why is this important? It’s important for the Jews who live in these countries,” said Bankier, who heads Yad 
Vashem’s International Institute of Holocaust Research. “They would like to have a gravestone on the site 
where their family members were assassinated. And these are the only cemeteries for them.”
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But even if these graves are discovered and marked, what next?

With few or no Jews remaining in these areas to preserve and protect them, these sites left untended may 
become targets of vandalism or looting.

Some marked sites already have been spotted with bits of bone lying about. Experts suspect looters went 
excavating for gold, jewels and other valuables.

Marking these sites “kind of identifies for them where to dig, so rather than be helpful, it does the reverse,” 
said Rabbi Andrew Baker, director of international Jewish affairs for the American Jewish Committee.

“If you create a memorial, have a ceremony, then go back to Israel or the United States, the concern is what 
happens to that site. You haven’t completed the task.”


