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#1
Mensches: Our third annual salute to big-hearted Angelenos [cover story]
Dr. Robert J. Meth: Soviet Jewry's Ongoing Champ
By Amy Klein
LA Jewish Journal, December 28, 2007

These days, when most people think of Jewish involvement in humanitarian and advocacy causes, they 
think of Darfur, fighting anti-Semitism in Europe and on American college campuses, and saving the 
environment.

In other words, Soviet Jewry is not the first thing that comes to mind.

The emancipation of that region's Jews was a cause celebre in the '80s, with American Jews holding mass 
demonstrations and wearing silver bracelets to "Let 'Em Out," as the popular Safam song went. But with the 
disintegration of the Iron Curtain, allowing freedom of religion in the former Soviet Union, and the mass 
immigration of Soviet Jews to Israel, other causes moved onto the Jewish activist agenda.

Which is why Dr. Robert J. Meth's continued involvement in the cause is so important.

"Bobby," a family physician with Kaiser Permanente, is former president and chairman and currently on the 
executive committee of what used to be the National Conference on Soviet Jewry, and is now NCSJ: 
Advocates on Behalf of Jews in Russia, Ukraine, the Baltic States & Eurasia.

Meth, 53, is involved with many Jewish organizations, including American Israel Public Affairs Committee 
(AIPAC); United Synagogue Youth (USY); the Jewish Community Relations Council; The Jewish Federation 
of Greater Los Angeles; the Conference of Presidents, Brandeis-Bardin Institute; B'nai B'rith; American 
Society for Yad Vashem; and solicitation training for the United Jewish Communities.

"Most people in our community can afford to give more than they do," Meth said. He teaches solicitors that 
it's tzedakah, not charity. "It's the difference between selfishness and being unjust."



Meth first became involved with Soviet Jewry in high school in New Jersey, through USY, which named him 
alumnus of the year at its international convention on Dec. 26.

"I decided Soviet Jewry was a good way to represent our generation," he said. Although his parents were 
not Russian, they were immigrants from Europe. "I am a child of refugees. I want to make sure that my 
generation didn't respond to Soviet Jewry the way my parents' generation was before," he said.

Although at the time that meant visiting with refuseniks and demonstrating, today it primarily means 
advocacy. The group acts as a watchdog for anti-Semitism in the region. For example, when a technical 
college in Ukraine invited a series of anti-Semitic speakers, the NCSJ participated in protests that led the 
government to close down parts of the university, and the government is now suing that university, Meth 
said.

They also deal with current events such as Russia and Iran and oil pipelines, and Muslim communities in 
the former Soviet Union, as well as building stronger relations with Israel.

One major focus is helping the 100,000 Jews there build their communities.

"You meet the people, and they're trying to develop Jewish life but they don't even know the Alef Bet," he 
said.

"I think it's a very current cause," Meth said. "I think it's been ignored by a lot of Jews who have compassion 
fatigue, or who are rightly concerned for Israel now. Jews do well in crises," he said. "They don't do as well 
for preparing for them."

#2a
Jewish Ukrainian is top philanthropist
JTA Brief, December 23, 2007

A prominent Ukrainian Jewish leader was declared one of the most influential Ukrainians.

Aleksandr Feldman, a member of the Ukrainian parliament, made the Russian-language Kiev weekly 
magazine Focus list of the 200 most influential Ukrainians. He was also named the national Philanthropist of 
the Year and his Aleksandr Feldman Charitable Foundation was recognized as the national Foundation of 
the Year.

More than 10 of those who made it to this year’s Focus list are prominent Jews.

Feldman's foundation was declared the best among 35 charitable organizations in Ukraine. President Viktor 
Yuschenko recently awarded Feldman the top national honor.

Along with the foundation, Feldman, 47, heads the Jewish Foundation of Ukraine and the International 
Center for Tolerance.

He is a well-known politician, an advocate of Jewish interests in the Ukrainian parliament and a member of 
the political Bloc of Julia Timoshenko, the prime minister of Ukraine.

Rabbis are not on the list because, according to the magazine, “they are not citizens of Ukraine.”



#2b
Watchdog: Europe failing on hate crimes
JTA Brief, December 23, 2007

A human rights watchdog group said most European countries are not enforcing hate crimes laws.

Just 15 of the 56 countries comprising the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe are meeting 
their commitment, made through the umbrella group, to combat hate crimes, Human Rights First said this 
week in its first "Hate Crimes Report Card."

This is despite the fact that more than 30 nations have passed hate crimes legislation in addition to making 
the OSCE commitment, Human Rights First reported.

In a press release, Human Rights First singled out Ukraine, noting the torching of a Jewish school in Kiev in 
October and the murder of a Nigerian man in 2006.

"Yet the Ukrainian government still does not publicly monitor or record the number of hate crimes committed 
in the Ukraine each year," the release said. "Ukraine is among nearly 40 countries where governments 
provide only limited or no public reporting on violent hate crimes."

Human Rights First launched its hate crimes enforcement monitor earlier this year, filling what it said was a 
gap. Other watchdogs focus principally on government violations of human rights.

#2c
Vandals deface Holocaust memorial in Armenia
By Michael Freund
Jerusalem Post, December 23, 2007

Unknown vandals defaced a memorial to the Jewish victims of the Holocaust in central Yerevan last week, 
scrawling a swastika on the simple stone structure and splattering it with black paint.

Rabbi Gershon Burshtein, a Chabad emissary who serves as Chief Rabbi of the country's tiny Jewish 
community, expressed shock upon discovering the vandalism while escorting visitors to the site on 
Wednesday.

After calling the police and local government officials to inform them of the incident, he said, "I just visited 
the memorial the other day and everything was fine. This is terrible, as there are excellent relations between 
Jews and Armenians."

A senior adviser to Armenian President Robert Kocharian denounced the defacement as "a provocation", 
and promised Rabbi Burshtein that it would be taken care of forthwith.

The monument has been defaced and toppled several times in the past few years. It is located in the city's 
Aragast Park, a few blocks north of the centrally-located Republic Square, which is home to a number of 
government buildings.

The text inscribed in Hebrew on the stone reads, "To be or to forget: in memory of the victims of the 
Holocaust".

Armenia's Jewish population is estimated at between 300 and 500 people, most of whom live in the capital 
of Yerevan.



#2d
Dnepropetrovsk introduces tzedakah ATM
JTA Brief, December 24, 2007

A leading Ukrainian Jewish community has introduced a tzedakah ATM.

The pioneering automated machine, or “Tzedakahmat,” which operates like a regular automated teller 
machine, enables congregants and visitors to make donations for charitable purposes by transferring funds 
from their credit cards to the Jewish community of Dnepropetrovsk. The machine stands in the entrance hall 
of the community's Golden Rose synagogue.

The technology takes advantage of the fact that today people tend to use such machines more frequently 
and to carry small amounts of cash with them. Tzedakahmat also accepts cash in Ukraine’s currency, which 
can be deposited directly into the machine. The machine is associated with Ukraine's Privatbank.

The innovative idea is the brainchild of the leaders of the Dnepropetrovsk Jewish community, headed by 
Rabbi Shmuel Kaminetzky, chief rabbi of Dnepropetrovsk and the surrounding region.

Vyacheslav Brez, Dnepropetrovsk's community director, told JTA that such devices may soon be active in 
other organizations operated by the Jewish community of Dnepropetrovsk, a member of the Federation of 
Jewish Communities of Ukraine.

#2e
Ukrainian Jewish leader to head Euro 2012
JTA Brief, December 25, 2007

A Ukrainian Jewish leader was named a head of the national council planning the Euro 2012 soccer 
championship.

Yevgeny Chervonenko, an aide to Ukraine's President Viktor Yuschenko and a former governor of the 
Zaporozhzky region, was appointed by the Ukrainian Cabinet of Ministers Monday as a head of the 
Ukrainian national council charged with planning the Euro 2012 European soccer championship.

Ukraine and neighboring Poland are co-hosting the Euro 2012. The soccer championship's final will be held 
in Kiev's Olympic Stadium.

Chervonenko, 48, is a member of the board of trustees of the World Jewish Congress; a special envoy of 
the European Jewish Congress for cooperation with Central and Eastern Europe; a vice president of the 
United Jewish Community of Ukraine; and a vice-president of the Euro-Asian Jewish Congress.

Chervonenko has never been shy about his Jewish heritage. When he served as Minister of Transportation, 
he became the first Jewish official in Ukraine to affix a mezuzah to his government office door.

#2f
Ukrainian nationalists' son spouts anti-Semitism
JTA Brief, December 26, 2007

The son of a famous Ukrainian nationalist made anti-Semitic remarks in an interview.

In an interview with the popular 2000 weekly, Yuriy Shukhevych declared, “Ghetto as such was invented not 
by Hitler but by kikes themselves. Thanks to the ghetto they survived.”



Shukhevych is the son of the late Gen. Roman Shukhevych of the Ukrainian Insurgent Army, whose 
Nachtigal battalion took part in the pogroms of 1941during World War II.

Shukhevych also said in the interview that Simon Wiesenthal worked for the Gestapo.

#2g
Russia offers Iran missile defense
JTA Brief, December 26, 2007

Russia will provide Iran with an advanced air missile defense system.

The agreement for Russia to deliver at an unspecified time the sophisticated S-300 surface-air missile 
defense system was announced Tuesday night by Iranian Defense Minister Mostafa Mohammad Najjar.

The S-300 is similar to the United States' Patriot missile defense system which can stop incoming missiles 
and warplanes.

On Wednesday, Russia's Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov told the Russian daily Vremya Novostei 
newspaper that Iran has no economic need to continue its program of uranium enrichment since taking 
delivery from Russia of nuclear fuel for its Bushehr nuclear reactor.

Iran's production of fissile material at its Natanz plant has caused an uproar in the international community, 
which is looking at placing additional sanctions on the republic. Lavrov said Russia is working to encourage 
Iran to halt its production and open negotiations with the "Iran Six" - Russia, the U.S. China, Britain, France 
and Germany.

#2h
Russian synagogue vandalized
JTA Brief, December 26, 2007

A synagogue in Makhachkala, Russia was vandalized.

Unidentified vandals threw concrete blocks through the window of the synagogue, according to the Russian 
Jewish Web site, www.Jewish.ru.

The broken windows were discovered on Monday morning in the synagogue in Makhachkala, which is 
located in the Republic of Dagestan, the largest Russian republic in the North Caucasus.

Police are investigating the incident.

#2i
Leviev leaving Israel
JTA Brief, December 27, 2007

Israeli billionaire Lev Leviev is emigrating.

Leviev, the Uzbek-born diamond magnate and Orthodox philanthropist, is leaving Israel for London with his 
family, Ha'aretz and other media reported Thursday.

According to the reports, Leviev, 51, expects to find better tax terms and new business opportunities in 
Britain. But he will maintain a home in the Jewish state, where one of his daughters will continue running his 
international consortium, Africa-Israel.



Leviev's personal fortune is said to be worth as much as $8 billion, making him Israel's richest citizen.

#2j
Liberal Quits Race Against Medvedev
By Clifford J. Levy
NY Times Brief, December 27, 2007

The liberal opposition leader Boris Y. Nemtsov pulled out of the March presidential election in Russia, 
asserting that improper pressure by the Kremlin had turned the campaign into a farce. Mr. Nemtsov, a head 
of the Union of Right Forces, called on opposition parties to unite around a single candidate to oppose the 
favorite, Dmitri A. Medvedev, a longtime aide to President Vladimir V. Putin.

#2k
Russian rabbi's home vandalized
JTA Brief, December 27, 2007

A rabbi's house in Russia's Republic of Dagestan was vandalized in the second anti-Semitic incident there 
this week.

Vandals threw a rock through the bedroom window of the Derbent home of Rabbi Ovadiya Isakov early 
Thursday morning. The rabbi, his wife and children, including a 9-month-old baby, were in the bedroom at 
the time of the attack, the Chabad-led Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia told the Russian 
Interfax news agency.

Derbent is a city in the Caucasus region with a Jewish community of more than 5,000.

On Tuesday, the windows in all three stories of the synagogue in Makhachkala, also in the Republic of 
Dagestan, were broken by unidentified vandal

#2l
Iran buying Russian AA systems
JTA Brief, December 27, 2007

Russia plans to boost Iran's air-defense capability.

The Defense Ministry in Tehran announced Wednesday it would procure an unspecified number of S-300 
(SA-10) anti-aircraft batteries from Russia, which would provide a major advantage in fending off any future 
Israeli or American attack on Iranian nuclear sites.

The S-300 is capable of shooting down planes and missiles as far as 100 miles away, making it superior 
even to the U.S. Patriot system.

Israeli analysts said the announced sale was a direct result of last month's U.S. National Intelligence 
Estimate, which played down Iran's nuclear program and thus weakened international reluctance to engage 
the Tehran regime.

Israeli Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni is expected to visit Moscow next month to discuss the planned sale and 
other Middle East issues. Russia has offered to host an Israeli-Syrian peace conference next year.



#2m
Israeli MFA delegation visits the Ukraine
Israeli Ministry of Foreign Affairs, December 27, 2007

The purpose of the visit  was to follow-up on issues discussed during Ukrainian President Victor 
Yushchenko's visit to Israel last November regarding the battle against Anti-Semitism, Holocaust 
remembrance and preservation of Jewish heritage in the Ukraine.

A MFA delegation headed by Pinchas Avivi, Deputy Director-General and head of the Division for Central 
Europe and Eurasia, visited the Ukraine this week. The delegation participated in consultations regarding 
the promotion of understandings reached during the visit of Ukrainian President Victor Yushchenko to Israel 
last November, concerning the battle against Anti-Semitism, Holocaust remembrance and preservation of 
Jewish heritage in the Ukraine.

The delegation also visited the city of Uman to examine the authority's handling of the gravesite of Rabbi 
Nahman of Bratslev. It was agreed by Deputy D-G Avivi, the Ukrainian President's advisor, and the mayor 
of Uman, that free access for pilgrims to the gravesite would be preserved, and that it would be recognized 
as a holy Jewish site. The Ukrainians reported their intention to determine in law that the site forms part of 
the Jewish national history of the Ukraine, therefore defending it against all possible legal claims.

The members of the Israeli delegation held a prayer service at the site for the release and safety of all the 
abducted and missing soldiers. Rabbis and the entire congregation present at the time participated in the 
service.

In addition, the Ukrainian team reported that the Odessa municipality had been asked to commemorate the 
life of Ze'ev Jabotinsky, a native of the city.

#3
Agence France Presse Interviews Secretary Condoleezza Rice
Questions by Sylvie Lanteaume and Lachlan Carmichael
U.S. Department of State, December 20, 2007

Washington, D.C. - QUESTION: Madame Secretary, on Russia, U.S. appears to be concerned by the future 
role of Vladimir Putin, who will continue to (inaudible) after the presidential election. Do you think the 
respect by Russia of the democratic principles is essential or do you view as more important the stability of 
Russia, which is a huge --

SECRETARY RICE: I think for Russia to reach its full potential, it's going to have to have a democratic 
transformation. Modern, economically powerful states that are diversified and that can take advantage fully 
of their -- the talents and potential of their people are ultimately not states that tell people you can only think 
at work, but you can't think at home or you can't think politically; you just have to think about how to be 
creative on the job. It doesn't work.

And especially for a country like Russia, which really has a set of European traditions that are not -- that 
have not really been embodied in its political system over its entire history, but where the -- if you look at 
Russian literature, Russian culture, it's a culture that's tied to Europe, a culture that's helped to advance 
European culture.

And so ultimately, I think Russia will find its place in Europe, and but part of that is finding its democratic 
future. So I'm -- we're all concerned that this has not been a good period in that regard, that there is a move 
backward from what were democratic processes. It's not that anyone wants Russia to be weak or chaotic or 
to go through the kind of upheaval that was there in the '90s. I understand that many Russians do not see 
the '90s as a period of democratic development. They see it as a period that was chaotic. But there has to 
be something between a sense that things are chaotic and a move back toward a more centralized Kremlin 



where there's such a concentration of power in the Kremlin. There's something in between that, and it's 
called democratic institutions. And I hope that at some point Russia will be moving to a place that their 
presidential elections will be fully contested.

QUESTION: And Mr. Putin said recently that U.S. does not treat Russia as an equal. Do you think it's one of 
the reasons they don't cooperate largely on Iran? And do you think that -- would you be ready to make 
some concessions to Russia, for an example on the missile defense system, to convince them to be more --

SECRETARY RICE: Well, I consider Russia a great power and very much an equal partner in international 
politics. Russia is an important state that has interests. Sometimes those interests don't coincide with ours. I 
happen to believe that when we finally go through the entire process concerning missile defense, we will 
see that we have a great interest in common in being able to counter small missile threats, small nuclear 
threats of the kind that would be posed, for instance, by an Iran.

We once had no interests in common with the Soviet Union. The only interest that we really had in common 
was to prevent -- to keep from annihilating one another, which is why we had this complicated strategy of 
essentially mutually assured destruction because we held each other hostage. That's not the nature of the 
relationship between Russia and the United States. We're not in a zero-sum relationship with Russia like we 
were with the Soviet Union, and so our military relationship should reflect that. And that means that we 
should be able to see and they should be able to see that we have a common interest in missile defense 
and that what we might deploy in the Czech Republic -- a few radars -- and a few interceptors in Poland is 
not going to disable the Russian nuclear deterrent. That's not the purpose.

So I'm hoping that that's one where we can start to see more of a common interest as we work through it. 
Sometimes our interests are not going to coincide or our views of the interests are not going to coincide. We 
have a common interest in stability in the Balkans. We see differently what that means for Kosovo. But I 
don't think that that's a question of inequality. I think it's a question of perhaps seeing our interests 
differently.

On Iran, I think we have a very strong common interest. I think we express that. The strategy reflects it. And 
as I said, we will have tactical differences as we look at how strong a resolution should be or what the timing 
of a resolution should be. But that's one where I don't think there's any doubt that we have a common 
interest.

#4
Time Ripe For Russia, US To Establish Partnership - RF Ambassador
Itar-Tass, December 22, 2007

WASHINGTON -- Time is ripe for Russia and the United States to establish full-scale partnership, Russia's 
ambassador to the United States, Yuri Ushakov, told Itar-Tass and Rossiiskaya Gazeta in an interview, in 
which he looked back on the results of the outgoing year.

Ushakov said that he had in mind "a kind of partnership that implies neither side will expect the other to 
approve in the automatic mode of anything that is not in its interests."

"Transition to this 'realpolitik' should not be postponed indefinitely," the diplomat said.

In his opinion "some aspects of bilateral relations are not as smooth as one would like them to be," but "this 
does not mean that there have been some systemic disruptions."

In a number of areas cooperation has been progressing quite well, Ushakov said. As an example he 
mentioned the struggle with international terrorism and cooperation in the sphere of nuclear power, space, 
education and scientific-technological ties, as well as in the Middle East.



The ambassador recalled that "close contacts of trust" were maintained between the presidents of the two 
countries and the dialogue between the foreign ministers and heads of other agencies was developing.

"Ever more Americans have caught what I call 'the Russian disease' - interest in our rich history, literature 
and music," he said.

At the same time everybody knows there are issues on which Russia and the United States are divided, 
Ushakov went on to say. In part, he mentioned "the very same idea of creating a European site of the 
United States' global anti-missile defense, NATO's further expansion and Kosovo."

The Russian diplomat said he found very alarming not the existence of differences as such.

"In principle, this is normal. Moreover, without them life would be a little bit dull, making it plain," he said. 
"The problem is contained in the fact that of late the very climate of bilateral relations worsened", "the public 
rhetoric across the Atlantic has gone into higher gear," and "this rhetoric is already hindering the normal, 
pragmatic way of doing business with each other."

The Russian diplomat said with regret that "quarreling and loud, acrimonious exchanges sometimes prove 
far easier and more handy, than real, constructive work." "Just recently the expectations were quite 
different," he added.

Remembering this is very appropriate, as Russia and the United States this year marked the 200th 
anniversary of diplomatic relations.

"This jubilee date drew still greater attention to the bilateral dialogue," he said.

At the same time Ushakov remarked that "having America as an arch foe is bad in every sense, but as it 
has turned out, making friends with it is not easy at all."

The full version of the interview is available in the December 22 edition of Rossiiskaya Gazeta.

#5
Russia seeks role in Israel-Syria talks
By Herb Keinon
Jerusalem Post, December 22, 2007

Russia wants to "facilitate" talks between Israel and Syria and in the last few months has conveyed 
messages from Damascus to Jerusalem, The Jerusalem Post has learned.

According to senior diplomatic officials in Jerusalem, Moscow sees involvement in this track as a facilitator 
as one way of increasing its influence in the region.

Turkey has also played this role in recent months. But while the Turks are believed to have better personal 
contacts with the Syrians, the Russians - because of their arms sales to Syria and their overall status as a 
world power - are believed to have much more leverage with Damascus.

Israeli diplomatic officials said, for example, that Moscow was largely responsible for convincing Syria to 
attend last month's conference in Annapolis.

According to assessments in Jerusalem, the Russians are concerned about the Iran-Syrian-Hamas-
Hizbullah axis that has created a common cause between Shi'ite and Sunni extremists and that could 
potentially create a serious problem in southern Russia.



As a result, Moscow has concluded that one way to deal with the situation is to lure Syria out of the Iranian 
orbit, something it feels could be possible were an agreement reached between Syria and Israel.

This explains a stepped-up Russian interest in facilitating dialogue between Jerusalem and Damascus.

At the same time, Russia has stepped back from reported plans to convene an international peace 
conference in Moscow that would not only deal with the Palestinian-Israeli issue, but also with the Syrian-
Israeli track.

According to Israeli officials, the Russians are now talking about a much smaller-scale meeting some time in 
the spring.

Although Israel has not officially been informed by the Russians about what Moscow has in mind, the 
current assessment is that the Kremlin wants to convene a conference of "technical experts," meaning high-
level Foreign Ministry officials or their equivalent, to discuss the Israeli-Palestinian track.

The general idea would be to invite Israel, the Palestinians and members of the Quartet - the US, EU, 
Russia and the UN - and possibly representatives from the Arab league.

Officials in Jerusalem said that for now everybody was waiting to see how things developed in the bilateral 
Israeli-Palestinian negotiations before taking a firm stand on the matter.

While Israel has made clear that it does not think there is a need for additional international meetings at this 
time, it has not formally rejected the Russian proposal because there is no formal Russian proposal to 
reject.

The Russians are waiting to gauge the likely response to such a meeting before formally proposing 
anything, and Israel - according to diplomatic officials - was waiting to see what the proposal consisted of, 
and what the US and European positions were, before accepting or rejecting.

Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov said recently that the meeting still needed to be coordinated and 
would depend on progress in the Israeli-Palestinian talks.

The Russians, according to Israeli officials, see the conference as another way to increase their 
involvement in the region.

The officials also said that there had been no hints that Russia was linking US and Israeli acceptance to the 
conference to the issue of sanctions against Iran.

A third round of sanctions against Iran is expected to be taken up at the UN Security Council next month, 
with Russia expected to support only a small number of watered down steps. While Israel and the US are 
interested in stepping up sanctions, Russia continues to feel that such sanctions would be 
counterproductive.

#6
Man of the Year?
By Garry Kasparov
Wall Street Journal, December 22, 2007

Ever since President Vladimir Putin took office eight long years ago, the political and media leadership of 
the West have had a full-time job trying to look on the bright side of Russia's rapid turn from democracy.

The free press has been demolished, elections are canceled and rigged, and then we hear how popular Mr. 
Putin is. Opposition marches are crushed, and we're told -- over and over -- how much better off we are 



today than in the days of the Soviet Union. This week Time magazine named Mr. Putin its 2007 "Person of 
the Year."

Unfortunately, there is no silver lining to Russia's descent into dictatorship. If anything there is a look of iron 
to it.

Condoleezza Rice, hardly a Putin critic, said recently that Russia "is not an environment in which you can 
talk about free and fair elections." A good start, but this comment was not made where one would imagine --
perhaps at a press conference insisting that Putin's Russia be removed from the G-7 for making a mockery 
of democratic practices. No, her remark came as a side note to her very early endorsement of Mr. Putin's 
handpicked heir to the throne, Dmitry Medvedev.

The most revealing moment in Ms. Rice's comments came when the topic of Mr. Medvedev as the next 
president was first broached. The official transcript reads: "SECRETARY RICE: Well, I guess, they're still 
going to have an election in March. <Laughter.>"

Perhaps my sense of humor was dulled during the five days I spent in a Moscow jail last month for 
protesting against these sham elections. Or maybe it was reading about the constant persecution of my 
fellow activists across the country that did it. Madam Secretary went on to speak approvingly of Mr. 
Medvedev, making the undemocratic nature of his selection sound like a minor annoyance. The last 
remaining element of democracy in Russia, the transition of power, will be destroyed. Will Mr. Putin and his 
successor still be welcomed with open arms in the club of leading democracies?

In the early days of our opposition activities last year, when members of Other Russia were harassed and 
arrested, the "bright siders" in the West said it could be worse. Later, when our marchers were badly beaten 
in St. Petersburg and Moscow, Mr. Putin's fans in the West said at least the police weren't killing us in the 
streets.

Last week, 22-year-old opposition activist Yury Chervochkin died in hospital after several weeks in a coma. 
He had been beaten nearly to death an hour after making an anxious cellphone call to our offices saying he 
was being followed by members of the organized-crime task force known as UBOP, which has become the 
vanguard of the Kremlin's war on political opposition. A witness saw him clubbed repeatedly by men with 
baseball bats.

Yury's sin was not chanting Nazi slogans or praising the deeds of Josef Stalin, activities that regularly go 
unremarked in Russia these days. No, he had been caught throwing leaflets that read "The elections are a 
farce!" That was enough to make him a marked man. Now, for agitating for real democracy in Russia, he is 
dead.

The stakes have been raised to the highest level, and what bright side will be found now? Where is the line 
that cannot be crossed without a serious response from the West? So far Mr. Putin hasn't found it -- and he 
has good reason to suspect such a line simply does not exist. It is for the leaders in Washington, D.C., Paris 
and Berlin to decide what it means to denounce the Russian elections as fraudulent, only to then embrace 
the winners as democratic partners.

Lesser tragedies than that of Yury Chervochkin are occurring on a regular basis in Russia today. Last week 
journalist Natalya Morar was denied entry into the country on secret orders of the FSB security force, after 
writing investigative articles on financial deals with Kremlin connections. Lyudmila Kharlamova, a political 
organizer for Other Russia, was arrested after heroin was planted among her possessions in Orenburg. 
Activist Andrei Grekhov suffered a similar fate in Rostov, though the police chose to plant bullets instead of 
drugs in his pockets.

This is a good opportunity to remember Anna Politkovskaya, the investigative journalist who was murdered 
on Oct. 7, 2006, Putin's birthday. The police investigation into this infamous assassination has stalled and 



talk of it has died down. The Kremlin is counting on the same thing happening with "minor" cases like that of 
Yury Chervochkin.

In a recent speech, Mr. Putin said "the enemies of the state must be wiped out!" It has been made quite 
clear that by "enemies" he means anyone who opposes his total authority. It is no surprise that his words 
are taken at face value across the country, and acted on by security forces eager to prove their loyalty and 
enthusiasm.

The presidents and prime ministers of the West seem just as eager to bow down to the Kremlin and the 
great god of business as usual. Nicolas Sarkozy raced to congratulate Mr. Putin on his party's election 
victory, despite the overwhelming evidence of massive fraud at the polls. A few days later France's Renault 
picked up a 25% share in Russian automaker AvtoVaz, a purchase made from Sergei Chemezov and his 
arms-dealing company Rosoboronexport. Why should Mr. Putin and his oligarchs worry about democracy 
as long as the money keeps rolling in?

Time magazine, of course, took obvious pains to explain that its award to Mr. Putin is "not an endorsement" 
and that it goes to the person who made the most news "for better or for worse." Nonetheless the article 
praises Mr. Putin for restoring his country to prominence in the international arena, dispelling "anarchy" and 
recovering national pride. The magazine does express concern about his "troubling" record on human 
rights.

The same things could have been said about Adolf Hitler in 1938, when he took his turn as Time's Man of 
the Year. "Fascism," Time wrote then, "has discovered that freedom -- of press, speech, assembly -- is a 
potential danger to its own security." Again these words apply equally well to this year's winner.

Most of the criticism leveled against Mr. Putin regards "alleged" abuses or comes directly from known 
critics. This abdicates the journalist's role to report the facts as facts.

Consider the timing of this announcement, right after the counterfeit parliamentary elections that added to 
Mr. Putin's record of eradicating democracy across Russia. The Time article will be trumpeted by Kremlin 
propaganda as an endorsement of Mr. Putin's policies. The man on the street will be told that even America, 
constantly blasted by the Kremlin as an enemy, has been forced to recognize the president's greatness.

Internationally, the focus will be on the myth that Mr. Putin has built a "strong Russia." In fact he and his 
cronies have hollowed out the state from within. Most of the power now resides in the super-corporations 
like Gazprom and Rosneft, and among the small group of loyalists who run them.

The Putin regime has taken Russia from a frail democracy to an efficient mafia state. It was an impressive 
balancing act -- behaving like a tyrant while at the same time staying in the good graces of the West.

After each crackdown, with no significant international reaction forthcoming, Mr. Putin knew it was safe to 
take another step. As ever, appeasement in the name of realpolitik only encourages would-be dictators. And 
such moral weakness inevitably leads to very real costs in human life.

Mr. Kasparov is a former world chess champion and a leader of The Other Russia, a pro-democracy 
coalition. He is the author of "How Life Imitates Chess," recently published by Bloomsbury USA.

#7
Myth of the Strongman
By Fred Hiatt
Washington Post, December 24, 2007

So Time magazine is the latest to swoon at Vladimir Putin's "steely confidence and strength," his "chiseled 
facial features and those penetrating eyes." The Russian president is a man of "contained power," Time 
finds, whose gaze says: "I'm in charge."



Time's elevation of Putin as Person of the Year is not all hagiography by any means. The designation is 
reserved for consequential but not necessarily beneficent figures. Time found Putin to be charmless and 
humorless, a czar who has "dramatically curtailed freedoms."

But the magazine buys into the central myths that Putin has fostered, that the Bush administration 
consistently has promoted and that increasingly are accepted as historical truth.

Foremost among these is that, by transforming democracy into autocracy, Putin also transformed chaos into 
stability. Russia a decade ago, Time senior editor Nathan Thornburgh observes, was "a rudderless mess, 
defined most by a bestial crime rate and Boris Yeltsin's kleptocracy in the Kremlin."

In fact, crime worsened after Putin succeeded Yeltsin as president in 2000, as did corruption. In a useful 
corrective to the conventional wisdom just published by Foreign Affairs magazine, Michael McFaul and 
Kathryn Stoner-Weiss of Stanford University cite official Russian statistics to show that the average annual 
total of murders increased from 30,200 between 1995 and 1999 to 32,200 between 2000 and 2004. 
Meanwhile, in 2006 Transparency International ranked Russia at a new low of 121 out of 163 countries for 
corruption, the Stanford experts point out, "putting it between the Philippines and Rwanda."

And, while soaring oil prices larded the Russian treasury and the government payroll more than doubled, 
Russians were dying younger (life expectancy for Russian men is 59 years), getting sicker, having fewer 
children and drinking more.

What then is the basis of the myth? Russia is more prosperous today than when Putin took over, and 
Russians at all income levels have benefited. Like all post-Communist countries, it endured a rise in poverty 
and political upheaval in the first half of the 1990s. In 1997-98, Russia along with other "emerging markets" 
suffered a financial crash. Yeltsin appointed a new prime minister, Yevgeny Primakov, who restored fiscal 
solvency and began Russia's recovery, before Putin appeared on the scene. The forlorn babushkas selling 
their personal effects that many foreigners remember were ancient history by the time Putin took power.

Putin continued the economic reforms in his first years, to good effect. But as he clamped down on political 
freedoms, he also went after independent businesses and began to resocialize the economy, dampening 
investment. Stunningly, even with all its oil, Russia's rate of economic growth fell from second among the 15 
post-Soviet republics in 2000 to 13th in 2005. "If there is any causal relationship between authoritarianism 
and economic growth in Russia," McFaul and Stoner-Weiss conclude, "it is negative."

Russia, like Poland, Estonia and many other countries, went through tough post-Communist times. It was 
approaching a safe shore by the time Putin took office. Yeltsin's greatest sins involved impinging on 
democracy -- not allowing too much of it -- but he nonetheless bequeathed Putin a country with a lively 
press, competitive political parties and an energized civil society. Like Poland, Estonia and the rest, Russia 
could have opted for prosperity and democracy. Putin made a different choice.

Why then is he so popular? There's the oil boom, of course, and the fact that government-controlled 
television -- the only kind now -- lionizes him ceaselessly. But maybe the better question would be: Is he so 
popular?

Generally, an answer could be derived in two ways. One is polling. But the Kremlin has gradually sapped 
the independence of Russia's polling industry, just as it did with the media, and it's fair to ask how honestly 
respondents will be evaluating -- publicly, speaking to strangers -- a leader whose enemies tend to end up 
poisoned, shot or in prison.

The other method is elections, and here perhaps we should defer to Putin's considered judgment. Garry 
Kasparov, the famous chess grandmaster, wanted to run for president against Putin's handpicked 
successor. A candidate must be nominated at a public meeting, but no one would rent Kasparov a meeting 



hall. Officials menaced his wife and daughter when they sought to fly out of the country. Kasparov himself 
was jailed when he attempted to take part in a political demonstration. Ten days ago, he finally gave up.

Why would a leader of such steely confidence, heroic achievement and massive popularity be so afraid of 
political competition? Perhaps he will explain at Time's awards banquet.

#8
Jewish immigration to Israel at lowest in 20 years
Agence France Presse, December 24, 2007

JERUSALEM — Jewish immigration to Israel continued to slide in 2007 with the number of newcomers at 
just 19,700, the lowest level in 20 years, according to figures published on Monday.

Immigration was down six percent from 2006, the immigrant absorption ministry said.

The number of immigrants from former Soviet countries, which made up 30 percent of all newcomers, 
dropped 15 percent from 2006.

Zeev Bielsky, the head of the Jewish Agency in charge of bringing in immigrants to the Jewish state, 
expressed concern over the falling numbers.

Diaspora Jews today "have fewer reasons to leave their countries of origin" as Israel has become "less 
attractive as a land of immigration," he told army radio.

Numbers from former Soviet countries have declined because the economic situation in Russia has 
improved and Jewish communities there are flourishing, he added.

Immigration from France has also fallen following the election as president of Nicolas Sarkozy, whose 
"popularity in the Jewish community gives it a better sense of security." One of Sarkozy's grandparents was 
Jewish.

Israel's Law of Return allows anyone who is Jewish or has a Jewish spouse, a Jewish parent or a Jewish 
grandparent, to obtain Israeli citizenship.

#9
Russia has fewer xenophobic cases in 2007 - FJCR
Interfax, December 25, 2007

Moscow - The Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia (FJCR) says the number of cases of 
xenophobia and anti-Semitism has decreased in 2007, but it calls on the authorities to fight these cases 
more actively.

"The statistics of anti-Semitism and xenophobia cases registered by our organization in 2007, shows that 
these phenomena are reducing," FJCR PR department head Boruh Gorin said.

This tendency "completely contradicts the forecasts for 2007," the year when many people expected a rise 
in xenophobic statements and publications, "because the nationalistic card was used at all previous 
elections in full measure," Gorin said.

"One should realize that this is the first gain, because the reduction [of such cases] in 2007 can be qualified 
as reduction only against the background of unbridled, unpunished distribution of nationalistic ideas along
many years," he said.



Gorin said he hoped that the authorities "will not decrease their activities directed against xenophobia and 
anti-Semitism, but even intensify this struggle."

#10
A dangerous continuum
By Michael Posner
Jerusalem Post, December 25, 2007

Nearly four years ago, foreign ministers and other senior officials from the Organization for Security and Co-
operation in Europe (OSCE), the world's largest regional security body, met in Berlin to address a new 
plague of anti-Semitism in Europe. The conference was a much-needed wake-up call to confront the violent 
resurgence of this age-old hatred.

Since then, the OSCE has ratcheted up its capacity to address anti-Semitism and other forms of 
intolerance: special representatives on these issues were appointed, a creative and dynamic tolerance and 
non-discrimination unit was created, and high-level follow-up conferences were organized.

In a welcome development, a conference that took place last week in Tel-Aviv, the OSCE states discussed 
issues of "tolerance and non-discrimination" with their Mediterranean partner states.

Earlier this year, Human Rights First, a New York-based organization which works in the US and abroad, 
reported on a rise in violent anti-Semitism and other hate crimes in many European countries in 2006. 
There are few signs that the situation has improved in 2007.

Just recently, in October, a synagogue was torched in Kiev. In the same month in Greece, an Israeli youth 
was viciously attacked. And lest there be any doubt as to the offenders' motivations in either case, anti-
Semitic slurs were featured in both attacks: "Death to the Jews!" read a note wrapped around a rock found 
in the Ukrainian synagogue, and as Greek thugs kicked and punched Nick Kolyohin in the head, they 
screamed "F-- Israel!" and "You're Jewish!" Anti-Semitism, pure and simple.

Yet to suggest that Jews are the only people to be targeted in such despicable crimes would be to miss a 
very important mark.

Hate crimes criss-cross borders and span ideologies: a year before the synagogue incident in Ukraine, a 
Nigerian man there was murdered by five men in what was thought to be a race-based attack. In Italy, a 
mosque near Milan was vandalized in October for the third time in several months. They were among eight 
attacks reported in 2007 on mosques in the northern Italian region of Lombardy. In Russia, bias crimes 
seem to be out of control with one NGO monitor there reporting on more than 50 racist murders in 2007.

Yet most European governments are failing to address the issue with the urgency it requires.

In a follow-up "report card" on government responses to hate crimes released last week in Tel Aviv, Human 
Rights First concludes that more than 30 European governments get failing grades in their obligations to 
monitor discriminatory violence - a first step in understanding the scope of the problem. Some governments 
even continue to deny that bias crimes ever occur.

Ukrainian authorities, for instance, stated in an official report to the UN that "all forms of discrimination 
based on race and nationality have been eliminated." Cyprus recently declared that it does not submit 
figures on racist crime to the EU's anti-racism and human rights body because it doesn't have a problem of 
racism. Greek authorities don't provide reliable data on hate crimes nor are there provisions in law allowing 
bias to be taken into account by the courts as an aggravating circumstance. Italy has established important 
new institutions to combat discrimination, but has yet to include violent hate crimes in its programs. Official 
data in the Russian Federation largely ignores the problem of violence motivated by prejudice and hatred.



While NGOs can and have compensated somewhat for these failures, in terms of monitoring and reporting 
incidents, there is ultimately no substitute for official vigilance.

Governments across the board must establish or strengthen official systems of monitoring and reporting, to 
provide accurate data for informed policy decisions.

Data collection systems must be established that are sufficiently broad to include incidents motivated in 
whole or in part on the basis of the victim's race, national origin, religion, ethnicity, gender, sexual 
orientation, disability, or other similar form of discrimination.

Laws must be adopted which address violent hate crime specifically and police and prosecutors must 
receive the resources and training required to hold the perpetrators accountable.

And finally, governments must come to understand that whether the victim is an Israeli Jew, an immigrant 
from Africa, a Muslim or a gay man, hate crimes are nothing more nor less than human rights violations.

All such acts are forms of discrimination, part of a continuum that extends to ethnic cleansing and genocide. 
History provides ample evidence that "ordinary" acts of hate violence can quickly escalate to mass 
campaigns of brutality. The international community must take a firm stand against any hate crime against 
anyone, anywhere. No one community under threat should be left to stand alone in the face of violent 
hatred and bigotry.

The writer is the president of Human Rights First, an advocacy organization based in New York City and 
Washington, DC, which works to create a secure and humane world -advancing justice, human dignity, and 
respect for the rule of law.

#11
The Lengthening Shadow of Racism, Overshadowed
Russian Government has Turned a Blind Eye to Racists Protests Under the Banner of Nationalism
By Matt Siegel
Russia Profile, December 26, 2007

It has been a big year in the news for the Russian Federation.  A Russian submarine planted a flag in the 
seabed underneath a sheet of ice well above the Arctic Circle. A spat over a Soviet-era statue set off riots in 
Tallinn, and President Putin led his party, United Russia, to a landslide victory under, as many observers 
would label, dubious conditions.  These were just some of the events that combined to make 2007 a very 
lonely year to be murdered on the basis of your religion or ethnicity in Russia.

Despite flagging media coverage, a casualty perhaps of the year’s high political intrigue, hate crimes 
continued to increase at an alarmingly steady rate in 2007. Experts, citing a lack of political will, corruption 
and the worsening demographic crises in the regions, are sounding the alarm about what many see as a 
forgotten, but precariously ticking time bomb.

“I think it’s partly a desire to avoid the problem, to deny that discrimination and racism are a problem,” said 
Paul Legendre, Interim Director of the Fighting Discrimination Program at Human Rights First. “Admitting 
that hate crimes are growing and increasing requires a serious response. It requires the authorities to tackle 
a complicated problem.  There doesn’t seem to be the political will at the highest level to admit that this is a 
problem.”

According to research conducted by the Sova Information and Analytic Center, an NGO that tracks hate 
crimes and hate speech in Russia, the number of documented hate crimes in 2007 rose by at least 25 
percent over 2006. This matches a trend that monitors have been describing since roughly the year 2002, 
although 2007 does appear to have been slightly worse than expected.  Ahead of the release of their final 
statistics for 2007, the Sova Center spoke with Russia Profile about the trends they’ve witnessed this year.



“We have about 20 to 25 percent growth every year. That’s what we can count. If we talk about attacks, 
people who were wounded or beaten, from January to October we had 546 people seriously attacked and 
57 of them were murdered,” said Alexander Verkhovsky, Sova’s director.

Following the collapse of the Soviet Union, Russia was plagued with what became one of the largest and 
most violent neo-Nazi movements in the world. Several high profile cases, such as the 2005 shooting death 
of prominent anti-fascist activist Nikolai Girenko and the brutal murder of a 9-year-old mixed race girl in St. 
Petersburg in 2006, propelled the issue to the forefront of international media coverage. Since then, much 
to the chagrin of rights workers who insist that the problem is rapidly deteriorating, the international press 
seems to have largely forgotten about it.

“I think there is a sense of frustration that it’s not getting in the press, that the political leadership is not 
taking it seriously and that as a result the urgency is not trickling down to the various bodies that need to 
take it seriously on a day-to-day level,” remarked a frustrated Legendre.

Things have only gotten worse as Russia’s population fell during the 1990s at rates previously unseen in 
modern demography. Migrant laborers, many of them Muslims from Central Asia and the Caucasus, filled 
the void, fueling a sense that Russia is under siege by foreign invaders. This sentiment is only exacerbated 
by the wars in Chechnya and continued separatist violence in Abkhazia and Ossetia. The feelings are 
especially pervasive in regions with little historical contact with Muslims. It is there, in the regions, that 
analysts have seen the most disturbing trends.

“That’s the big story of the past five or six years, that it’s not just happening in the large urban centers, even 
though the situation’s supposed to be that Moscow is really bad. It’s happening in Kondopoga and no one 
had heard of Kondopoga before last year. It’s a little backwater,” said Nickolai Butkevich, director of 
research and advocacy at UCSJ: Union of Councils for Jews in the Former Soviet Union. “And that’s not the 
only place the riots have happened ... and then you wonder what’s happening that we haven’t heard about.”

Whereas infrastructure exists for tracking these types of crimes in European Russia and the larger regional 
centers, there is no way of maintaining reliable data for crimes committed in the thousands of small villages 
and cities that dot the enormous Russian landscape. It is in precisely in these areas, decimated by the 
depopulation of the 1990s and lacking jobs and many basic services where racist violence is rising. This 
had led some experts to suggest that the actual number of hate crimes in 2007 dwarfs the officially 
recognized statistics.

“Now this growth is more geographical than local,” said Verkhovsky. “I mean that now, new skinhead and 
neo-Nazi groups appear in much smaller cities, and we don’t have information from these cities … I don’t 
see any stabilization.  It’s a permanent growth of violence everywhere and we underestimate it because we 
haven’t enough information.”

There seems to be a consensus that the responsibility for this disturbing trend ultimately lies with those at 
the top of Russia’s increasingly vertical power structure, namely with President Putin and those former 
special service agents in power, the siloviki. There is a sense that despite publicly condemning hate crimes, 
Putin and others in his coterie see some political expediency in the issue. At best, this prevents them from 
condemning ultra-nationalism and, at worst, proves a useful tool for manipulating public opinion.

Nowhere was this clearer than during the government’s response to the 2006 race riots in Kondopoga, a 
small city in the rural Karelia, north of St. Petersburg. Following explosive riots that left two dead and scores 
of immigrants terrified, President Putin made questionable remarks that seemed to have shifted the blame 
from the ethnic Russians who embarked on a terror spree that could easily have been called a pogrom. 
Shortly thereafter, in April 2007, Kondopoga was used as an excuse to ban non-Russian citizens from 
working in food markets, a blatant appeal to nationalist sentiment.



“I think what’s really changed in my mind, the most significant change of the past year and a half, is the way 
that the government is reacting to it. When Putin gave his speech after the Kondopoga riots, instead of just 
making it a very clear condemnation of what had happened, he used it as a way of pushing this law against 
foreign market traders and used the phrase ‘the native peoples of the Russian Federation,’” said Butkevich.

In addition to the market laws, Butkevich points to a spate of recently dedicated public holidays with a 
distinctly nationalist bent, and what appears to have been a conscious decision on the part of the regime to 
hand them over to extremist groups.

On December 9, on the Day of the Heroes of Russia, far-right groups marched with impunity in Moscow, 
spouting violent rhetoric in full view of the police. Alexander Belov, leader of the Movement Against Illegal 
Immigration (DPNI), reportedly told a gathered crowd: “What are you waiting for? Weapons to the people! 
Send the freaks to prison! It's time to talk about Russian nationalism. Russians need to stop smashing each 
other's faces in. They need to unite and go and smash someone else's faces!” This was just weeks after 
Democratic opposition leader Garry Kasparov was arrested in Moscow during a march to the central 
election committee in Moscow.

“They let these people just take the holidays over and they don’t do anything about it, but they crack the 
heads of Kasparov and the gay rights advocates,” said Butkevich. “They show what they can do when 
somebody is not a desirable element rallying on the streets.  They have no compunction about taking very 
tough measures against them.”

Russia does have relatively stringent laws under which to prosecute hate crimes. Article 282 of the Russian 
Criminal Code makes “actions aimed at the incitement of national, racial, or religious enmity,” punishable by 
huge fines and extensive jail terms. Still, the successful application of the statute has proven extremely 
difficult. Among the many impediments are poorly trained and often corrupt local police and lack of a strong 
political will to enforce the laws with regularity.

Experts admitted that there have been some bright spots in the last few years, chief among them an 
increased willingness to prosecute hate crimes under article 282 with its more vigorous penalties. In the 
past, and to a lesser degree today, many ethnically motivated crimes were swept under the rug and 
prosecuted as mere “hooliganism.”

“There has been a noticeable increase in the number of arrests. Nowadays, I think it’s more likely than not 
that if somebody commits a hate crime, especially if it gets reported in the national media, that somebody 
will get arrested. And that was not true under Yeltsin, that was not true in the first years of the Putin 
administration,” said Butkevich.

In addition, experts had a great deal of praise for Russian press coverage of hate crimes, repeatedly 
described as far superior to the coverage garnered in the West.  Much of the data worked with by Sova and 
UCSJ is culled from reports in the Russian media.

The prevailing mood however, is one of gloom and frustration.  Experts, disturbed not only by hate crimes 
but by what they describe as an increasingly hostile environment for NGOs, predict that the problem will get 
worse before it gets better.

“I think overall the human rights situation is dire and it certainly complicates the efforts to fight hate crimes,” 
said Legendre. “In other countries where hate crimes are being tackled in a more thorough way, it’s a 
process that involved government officials, other public officials and civil society in a very strong way.  The 
fact that civil society is really feeling the crunch in Russia, that NGOs are under pressure, that those who 
seek to raise these problems may face a backlash themselves, certainly doesn’t help to keep this issue on 
the agenda.”



#12
Cold War Lite
By Brian Whitmore
RFE/RL, December 26, 2007

This was the year Vladimir Putin implicitly compared the United States to the Third Reich. It was the year 
Moscow threatened to target its missiles at Europe and was accused of carrying out a cyber-attack on a 
NATO member. It was the year Russia pulled out of a key arms-control treaty and resumed strategic-
bomber patrols.

And it was the year that -- despite the occasional diplomatic language to the contrary -- the last remnants of 
the vaunted strategic partnership between Russia and the West appeared headed for the dustbin of history.

From Russia's recent withdrawal from the Conventional Forces in Europe (CFE) treaty, to the standoff 
between Washington and Moscow over missile defense, to Western allegations that the Kremlin is bullying 
its neighbors, many analysts say 2007 marked a new low in Russia's post-Soviet relations with the West. 
And many experts expect things to get even worse.

"I think 2007 was the chilliest year in relations between Russia and the West since 1991. In fact, probably 
since the days of the late Soviet Union. Not only did it mark a new low, but the trajectory is very ominous," 
says Edward Lucas, deputy international editor of the British weekly "The Economist" and author of the 
forthcoming book, "The New Cold War: How the Kremlin Menaces Both Russia and the West."

Lucas describes the emerging conflict between Russia and the West -- particularly the struggle for hearts, 
minds, and influence in former Soviet states like Georgia and Ukraine -- as a "Cold War" -- albeit one fought 
with "soft power."

Other Kremlin-watchers, however, are reluctant to use such a historically loaded term, which conjures 
images of a global nuclear standoffs, duck-and-cover drills, and fallout shelters.

"I am still hesitant to use the term 'Cold War,'" says Steven Pifer, a Russia expert formerly with the U.S. 
State Department who is now a senior adviser with the Center for Strategic and International Studies in 
Washington. "To my mind, Cold War conjures up a competition that has a military-security component, a 
political component, an economic component, an ideological component. It is really across the board. And I 
don't think we're at that point."

The Bear Is Back

Cold War or not, Russia has certainly been attempting to lay the foundations for an alternative security 
architecture to compete with the West. In the past year, Moscow has tried to breathe life into security 
organizations bringing together ex-Soviet states like the Collective Security Cooperation Organization, and 
sought a closer military alliance with China via the Shanghai Cooperation Agreement.

What we are seeing, according to some analysts, is a return to some degree to the great-power politics and 
shifting alliances that marked earlier centuries.

"I think [today's situation] resembles the great-power politics that existed before the Cold War and mostly in 
the 19th century, when great powers had their interests and the conflict of convergence of those interests 
determined the workings of international politics," says Fyodor Lukyanov, editor in chief of the influential 
Moscow-based journal "Russia In Global Affairs."

So what is at the heart of this clash? Part of it is simply that Russia, flush with energy wealth, has become 
much stronger and is eager to flex its newfound muscles. Part of it is a reaction to what the Kremlin and 
many Russians view as the humiliation the country endured in the 1990s -- when Moscow was dependent 
on Western loans and aid.



"After decades of slumbering underachievement, the Bear is back," wrote the U.S. newsweekly "Time" 
magazine in a profile naming Putin its "Person of the Year" for 2007.

But a big part is explained by a conscious decision on the part of the current Kremlin leadership that it was 
no longer interested in adhering to Western criteria of democracy, human rights, and international behavior.

"Russia decided that it didn't need integration [with the West] and that, most importantly, the West didn't 
want it," Lukyanov says. "This means that [Russia] need to strengthen our independent position. And 
everything that has happened since then is a continuation of that line."

Or, as "Time" put it, Putin "wants a seat at the table on big international issues but also demands "free rein 
inside Russia" and the right "to exert influence over Russia's former Soviet neighbors." Unlike his 
predecessor, Boris Yeltsin, Putin has abandoned the "calculation that Russia's future requires broad 
acceptance on the West's terms."

Long Downward Trend

The downward trend in Russia's relations with the West has been evident for several years. Moscow was 
angry about what it perceived as American and European meddling in Georgia's 2003 Rose Revolution and 
Ukraine's 2004 Orange Revolution. Many in the Russian elite feared a similar democratic revolution in their 
country, leading to a rollback on democratic freedoms that caused relations with the West to deteriorate 
farther.

When Russia began using its oil and gas wealth to pressure Ukraine and other neighbors seeking to 
integrate with the West, it touched off a low-intensity struggle to control energy routes to Europe.

And the killings of two Kremlin critics at the end of 2006 -- the October assassination of journalist Anna 
Politkovskaya in Moscow in and the poisoning death of former security official Aleksandr Litvinenko in 
London in November -- sent relations into a tailspin.

But Lukyanov says 2007 was indeed a turning point: "It was the first principled change that took place not 
only under Putin but in the whole period that an independent [post-Soviet] Russia has existed," he says.

The tone for 2007 was set in February when Putin, speaking at a security conference in Munich, accused 
the United States of seeking to impose its will on other states and establish a unipolar world.

A month later, Putin said Russia was considering suspending its participation in the 1990 CFE treaty -- a 
threat he followed through on signing a law doing so on November 30.

Also in March, Russia reacted furiously to Estonia's decision to move a Soviet-era monument to Red Army 
soldiers from central Tallinn. Western politicians say an ensuing cyber-attack on Estonian government 
websites and riots by ethnic Russians in the Estonian capital were orchestrated by the Kremlin.

In a May 9 speech, Putin -- in a barely veiled reference that elicited an angry U.S. reaction -- compared an 
unidentified global power that was striving to dominate the world to Nazi Germany.

Moscow and the United States were at odds all year over Washington's plans to deploy components of a 
missile-defense system in Poland and the Czech Republic. Putin threatened to target Russia's missiles at 
those two countries if the system was deployed.

The year was also marked by a series of conflicts between Russia and Georgia -- which is seeking to join 
NATO and the EU -- over the pro-Moscow separatist regions of Abkhazia and South Ossetia.

Attention Deficit



Pifer says one underlying problem in Russia's relations with the West -- and particularly with the United 
States -- is that Moscow craves the attention it received as the centerpiece of international politics during 
the Cold War:

"The Russians like attention. But the problem that you have is that at the level of the president or the 
secretary of state or the national security adviser is that there are only so many hours in the day," Pifer 
says. "And when certainly the domestic requirements in Washington are driving you to remain so focused 
on Iraq, Afghanistan, and Iran, there is only so much time you've got."

Nevertheless, as the "Time" selection of Putin as its Person of the Year suggests, Russia -- for better or 
worse -- has won some of the attention it craves. The question remains, what will they do with their 
newfound status in the coming years.

In an opinion essay published in the English-language daily "The Moscow Times" on December 19, 
Lukyanov offers a critique of Moscow's current posture and advise for the future. "The United States and its 
European allies could no longer afford to treat Russia with indifference. But after gaining the West's 
attention...Moscow found itself at a loss as to what it wanted to say. It lacked a well-defined and logical set 
of ideas and desires," Lukyanov writes.

"It is time to move away from the practice of denouncing various imperfections in the world order and toward 
making constructive, substantive suggestions. Strategic vision and solutions to problems are needed, not 
empty rhetoric," Lukyanov asserts. "Propagandistic retorts are not constructive."

#13
Putin's Cold War
By Leon Aron
Wall Street Journal, December 26, 2007

Last Saturday Gen. Yury Baluyevsky, chief of Russia's General Staff, issued an ominous warning. Were the 
U.S. to launch a rocket from the missile defense system it plans to deploy in Poland to intercept Iranian 
rockets, it might accidentally trigger a retaliatory attack by Russian nuclear ballistic missiles.

This was only the most recent of a series of provocative and disturbing messages from Moscow. In fact, at 
no time since the end of the Soviet Union in 1991 has the direction of Russian policy been as troubling as it 
is today.

What accounts for this change? And where will it lead?

Let's first discard simplistic clichés. The most common of them postulates that when the post-Soviet, proto-
democratic, anti-communist, revolutionary Russia of the 1990s was poor, it was also meek and peaceable 
and willing to be a friend of the West. Now that the accursed "period of weakness" and "chaos" of the 1990s 
is behind it, the same explanation goes, Russia has "recovered," is "off its knees," and is "back." Back, that 
is, to spar and bicker with the West because . . . well, because this is what a prosperous and strong Russia 
does.

Nonsense. A country's behavior in the world, its choice of truculence or accommodation, is not decided by 
accountants who calculate what the country can or cannot afford. Rather it is determined by the regime's 
fears and hopes, and by the leaders' notions of what their countries should strive for.

As Germany and Japan recovered from the devastation of World War II and became many times richer than 
they were in 1945, they grew more, not less, peaceful. They also devoted puny shares of their national 
income to the military -- and only after intense debate. Western Europe's equally spectacular economic 



resurgence has not brought back squabbling, jingoism and militarism -- and neither did South Korea's, after 
communist aggression and decades of authoritarianism.

In the past seven years, the trajectory of Russian foreign policy under Vladimir Putin mirrored, and changed 
with, the domestic ideological and political order. It has morphed from the Gorbachev-Yeltsin search for the 
"path to the common European home" and integration into the world economy, to declaring that the end of
the Soviet Union was "the greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the 20th century."

Soon the Kremlin's paid and unpaid propagandists were extolling "sovereign democracy" -- a still rather 
"soft" authoritarianism, increasingly with nationalistic and isolationist overtones. Such exegeses, an 
independent Russian analyst noted, "would have been labeled as fascist, chauvinistic, anti-democratic or 
anti-Western during Yeltsin's term. Now such texts have become mainstream."

As the Kremlin's pronouncements grew darker and more fanciful -- including warnings that foreign evildoers 
are plotting to break up Russia -- Moscow's foreign policy, too, evolved: first to a cynical and omnivorous 
pragmatism, and then an assertive and pointedly anti-Western, especially anti-American, posture.

The formerly diverse bilateral U.S.-Russian agenda -- energy security, nuclear nonproliferation, the global 
war on terrorism, the containment of a resurgent, authoritarian China, Russia's integration in the global 
economy -- has been systematically whittled down by Moscow to where it was in the Soviet days and where 
the Kremlin now wants it: arms control. Suddenly pulled out of mothballs and imbued with the gravest 
concern for Russia's safety are all manner of the Cold War detritus.

Some of Moscow's concerns (for instance, NATO deployments increasingly close to Russia's borders) are 
legitimate. But the alarmist and uncompromising rhetoric, and the mode of its delivery -- shrill, public and 
from the very top of the Russian power structure -- have been utterly disproportionate to the rather trivial 
and easily resolved military essence of the issues.

The evolution of Moscow's Iran policy is particularly troubling. Until about a year ago, the Moscow-Tehran 
quid pro quo was straightforward. Russia defended Iran in the U.N.'s Security Council, while Iran refrained 
from fomenting fundamentalism and terrorism in Central Asia and the Russian North Caucasus, and spent 
billions of dollars on Russian nuclear energy technology and military hardware, including mobile air defense 
missiles, fighter jets and tanks. (At the request of the U.S., Boris Yeltsin suspended arms sales to Tehran in 
1995.)

Then Russia's strategy changed from money-making, influence-peddling and diplomatic arbitrage to a far 
riskier brinksmanship in pursuit of a potentially enormous prize. The longer Moscow resists effective 
sanctions against an Iran that continues to enrich uranium -- and thus to keep the bomb option open and 
available at the time of its choosing -- the greater the likelihood of the situation's deteriorating, through a 
series of very probable miscalculations by both the U.S. and Iran, toward a full-blown crisis with a likely 
military solution.

As Iran's patron, Moscow would be indispensable to any settlement of such a conflict, as was the Soviet 
Union when it sponsored Egypt in the 1993 Yom Kippur war. And through that settlement it would get its 
prize.

In one fell swoop, Russia could fulfill major strategic goals: to reoccupy the Soviet Union's position as a key 
player in the Middle East and the only viable counterbalance to the U.S in the region; to keep oil prices at 
today's astronomic levels for as long as possible by feeding the fears of a military strike against Iran (and 
see them go as far as $120-$130 a barrel and likely higher if Iran blocks the Strait of Hormuz and disrupts 
the flow of oil from the Persian Gulf); and to use the West to prevent the emergence of a nuclear-armed Iran 
a few hundred miles from Russia's borders.



Especially frustrating for the White House is Russian foreign policy's intimate connection to the Kremlin's all-
out effort to ensure a smooth transition of power, which, Dimitry Medvedev's appointment to the presidency 
notwithstanding, looks more and more like it will be from a presidency to a kind of Putin regency.

Creating a sense of a besieged fortress at a time of domestic political uncertainty or economic downturn to 
rally the people around the Kremlin and, more importantly, its current occupant, is part and parcel of the 
Soviet ideological tradition, which this regime seems increasingly to admire.

So between now and at least next spring, Russian foreign policy is likely to be almost entirely subservient to 
the Putin's regime's authoritarian, ambitious and dicey agenda. This will likely result in more nasty rhetoric 
from the Kremlin and further damage relations with the West, and the U.S. in particular.

Until the succession crisis is resolved (meaning, until Mr. Putin's effective leadership of the country is 
renewed and secured) no amount of importuning, begging or kowtowing -- or emergency trips by 
Condoleezza Rice to Moscow and heart-to-heart chats in Kennebunkport -- are likely to produce an ounce 
of good.

Let us, therefore, refrain from the ritual, silly hand-wringing and accusations on the subject of "losing" 
Russia. Russia is not (and never has been) ours to lose.

Back on "the never altered circuit of its fate," to borrow from one of Robert Graves's finest poems, Russia 
under Mr. Putin has been doing a fine job of losing itself on its own. Resuming the Gorbachev-Yeltsin heroic 
labor of dismantling this circuit, and thus altering Russia's relations with the West, could be Mr. Medvedev's 
job -- if he wants it and is allowed to proceed.

Mr. Aron is resident scholar and director of Russian studies at the American Enterprise Institute, and author 
of "Russia's Revolution: Essays 1989-2006" (AEI Press, 2007).

#14
New visa rules in Russia have Jewish groups scrambling
By Matt Siegel
JTA Brief, December 26, 2007

MOSCOW -- New visa rules in Russia are stoking anxiety and frustration among Jewish groups here, 
forcing them to get in line quickly with new laws to avoid fines or the expulsion of their foreign employees 
from Russia.

While the changes, which went into effect Oct. 18, do not specifically target Jews, the new rules for multiple-
entry business visas -- which cover the sub-sections of religious, humanitarian and cultural visas -- are 
having a huge impact on Jewish organizations.

Large Jewish groups, some of which employ hundreds of foreign workers and their families, are fighting 
their way through the maze of paperwork and bureaucracy surrounding the new rules, and many still do not 
understand exactly how the rules are to be applied.

The new rules, hastily instituted by the Russian government amid the heavily anti-Western rhetoric of 
December’s parliamentary campaign, are still not clearly understood by those who will be most affected by 
them.

The timing of these changes, as well as the many reciprocal penalties for countries with “unfavorable” visa 
regimes toward Russia, has led many to conclude that politics, both domestic and international, were as 
much behind the decision to change the rules as purported tax and security concerns.



“I think that the immigration laws and tourist laws became much stricter. I’m not sure it’s connected with the 
elections, but connected with the general situation in the country,” said Baruch Gorin, a spokesman for the 
Chabad-led Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia. “We don’t think that this is good news because as 
for us, we are sure that the aim of Russia should be to be more open now instead of more closed.”

Under the previous regime, anyone seeking to work for a foreign organization in Russia could enter the 
country on a one-year, multiple-entry visa and stay for a full 360 days. Because the workers weren’t 
required to apply for the more difficult-to-obtain “work” visa, and as such didn’t receive their salaries in 
Russia, they did not have to pay taxes to the Russian government.

Following the visa’s expiration, the holder would jump out on a “visa run” to a neighboring country and 
renew the visa. Some foreigners have been using this system to stay for more than a decade at a time.

As at non-Jewish organizations, this method has been the norm at agencies like the American Jewish Joint 
Distribution Committee, whose workers are here on humanitarian visas.

But Russia’s government has accused thousands of foreign visitors, ostensibly in the country for short stays 
to conduct business, of exploiting this loophole to avoid paying taxes in Russia. Under the new rules, the 
visa has been reduced to 180 days, and the holder of the 180-day business visa may only stay in the 
country for 90 of those days, which the government says is in line with foreign norms.

The new rules present two clear points of concern to Jewish groups, particularly the Chabad-led Federation 
of Jewish Communities.

First, the reciprocal nature of the new rules means that foreign nationals no longer can rely on their “visa 
runs” of old, but must return to their home countries to obtain new visas. This also applies to family 
members of employees.

Second, most of the federation’s rabbis in the larger communities are foreign, which means that without 
work permits, they will be forced to spend half the year away from their congregations. In the farther-flung 
regions, many of them are able to obtain so-called green cards, which allow them to stay without a work 
permit. But in larger cities with more foreigners, these sought-after cards are in short supply.

For the Chabad-led federation, which has an estimated 500-plus foreign employees and family members in 
the country, most of whom hold either Israeli or U.S. citizenship, this constitutes a tremendous weight on 
operating costs. Employees will be able to stay in Russia for no more than 90 days out of every 180, and 
every 180 days they will have to go to their countries of origin to renew their visas. That's a lot of plane 
tickets.

Beyond these particular restrictions, the specifics of the new visa rules are murky, leaving many Jewish 
organizations very much in the dark.

When officials from the Russian Foreign Ministry and Federal Migration Service held a meeting at the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce in November during which they explained the new rules, Russian officials were at a 
loss to answer many of the foreigners’ questions, or even direct their interlocutors to the appropriate 
department for a response.

JTA, too, made multiple requests for clarification to Russia’s Federal Migration Service, but the requests 
were not answered.

This lack of clarity is causing a great deal of frustration among Jewish groups scrambling to adjust to the 
new rules.



“The problem is that when you ask some clerk, they have no clear answers for your questions,” said one 
official from a Jewish agency who spoke on condition of anonymity. “They understand that there are going 
to be changes, but then you ask them the details and they have no answers.”

Because of fears of commenting on matters in a political climate increasingly hostile towards foreigners, 
most Jewish agencies would not agree to speak on the record.

Privately, however, Jewish organizational officials said the new rules were creating myriad problems made 
worse by the lack of an accurate understanding of how the rules apply to them.

For example, the JDC is not clear on whether its employees are humanitarian workers or religious workers, 
and what that means for their visas. Despite repeated questioning of government workers, the organization 
says it still has not received clear-cut guidance.

The Federation of Jewish Communities of Russia has hired a team of lawyers to sort out the complicated 
new rules.

The greatest concern among Jewish groups here is that their workers will be kicked out of the country. 
There are hundreds of foreign Jewish aid workers in the country, and any infraction -- increasingly possible 
given the vagaries of the new regime -- could result in harsh punitive measures against the employee or the 
organization.

This may be why even in private conversations, Jewish aid officials were carefully vague about how many 
foreign staffers they employ.

The Russian government says its new rules are no different than those in other countries.

“If you take a look at the European Union countries, we will see that they have exactly the same system,” 
Alexander Aksenov, an official with the Federal Migration Service, said in his speech at the U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce in November.

But when asked about specifics, Aksenov had little to offer.

In conversations with Jewish aid employees, it seems the wait for clarifying answers is the most frustrating 
aspect of the new visa regime.

“The situations now is, let’s see, and we’ll be able to correct it in the next two months,” said one Jewish 
community employee. But knowing that in Russia waiting for the bureaucracy is something of a national 
pastime, the employee added a qualifier: “Maybe.”

#15
Fuel for Bushehr
Editorial
NY Times, December 27, 2007

President Bush is not eager to pick another fight with the Russians. So he did the diplomatic thing last week 
and said that it is good that Russia finally delivered fuel for Iran’s Russian-built nuclear power reactor at 
Bushehr. Don’t believe it.

While the risk that Tehran might divert the low-enriched uranium for weapons use is relatively small, the 
political significance of the shipment is not. It is the latest reminder that the Bush administration’s Iran policy 
is not working and that Washington and the other major powers are going to have to be a lot more creative 
and a lot more tough-minded if there is any hope of restraining Iran’s nuclear ambitions.



Moscow — which would like to sell more nuclear reactors to Iran — clearly decided that all the restraints are 
off now that the United States intelligence community has reported that Tehran halted its secret nuclear 
weapons program in 2003. This week, Tehran announced that Russia would also sell it a powerful new air 
defense system.

There are several problems with Moscow’s new anything goes attitude: Iran hid its nuclear efforts for years, 
still isn’t cooperating with international inspectors and is defying a Security Council order to halt making its 
own fuel — the hardest part of building a weapon.

By delivering nuclear fuel to Bushehr, Russia has squandered important leverage and sent a loud and clear 
message to Tehran that it can continue to defy the Security Council and continue with its nuclear program. 
The United States and its allies now need to redouble their efforts to persuade Russia to withhold remaining 
fuel shipments as part of a new package of intensified pressures.

Russia isn’t the only country interested in pursuing more — not less — trade with Iran. And we fear it isn’t 
the only one that will see the new intelligence estimate as a green light to give in to that temptation.

The Bush administration should remind everyone who will listen about the dangers posed by an Iran that 
even knows how to build a nuclear weapon. But it will have a lot more credibility if it backs that up with a 
serious offer of comprehensive talks and real rewards if Iran is willing to give up its fuel program and 
cooperate with international inspectors. That may not change Iran’s behavior. It may be the only way to stop 
the rest of the world from following Russia’s path to Tehran’s door.

#16
Moscow Professor R. Kaplanov Dies at 58
Russian polyglot, Kumyk prince, and leading figure in European Jewish studies
By Michael Pinto-Duschinsky

Professor Rashid Muradovich Kaplanov, Department of General History of the Russian Academy of 
Sciences and president of the European Association of Jewish Studies, was born in Moscow on January 19, 
1959. He died in Moscow on November 27, 2007, aged 58

Though his premature death in Moscow has come as a shock to the world of Jewish studies, it was not 
altogether surprising given Kaplanov's girth and sedentary habits, derived from a life spent largely in the 
reading room of Moscow's Lenin Library.

He carried many mysteries to the grave. What is certain is that he was one of the world's great polyglots - a 
scruffy, unworldly, lovable man with an prodigious memory and a mastery of thirty-six languages, including 
some of the hardest such as Hungarian (of which his knowledge extended to regional dialects) and some of 
the most obscure (such as Mirandese, spoken in a small area of northern Portugal).

A long-standing member of the Russian Academy of Sciences' department of general history, he was the 
first Russian citizen to preside over the European Association for Jewish Studies and did much to re-
establish Jewish learning, secular and religious, as a subject of teaching and research in Eastern Europe 
following the collapse of the Soviet Union.

Kaplanov was born in Moscow in 1949. His father was prince of the Kumyks, a tribe of some 200,000 
Muslims in the mountains of Dagestan. This remote Russian territory extends from Chechnya to the 
Caspian Sea. According to tradition, the Kumyk princes are direct descendents of Muhammed; the Kumyks 
also are said to derive from a lost tribe of Jews – the Khazars. His namesake Prince Rashidkhan Khan 
Kaplanov headed the government of Dagestan during the Russian Revolution. Under the Soviets, his father 
became prominent in the country's space programme and was the chief designer of the radio rebroadcast 
system for the USSR’s Molniya series of communications satellites. The satellites had military as well as 
civilian functions. His father was responsible for developing the communication systems from military units 



to the center, and Molniya’s on-board re-transmitter. Because of this work members of his family were not 
permitted to travel out of the Soviet Union until after his death in the 1980s.

His mother was Jewish, which meant that according to Jewish law Kaplanov was a fully-fledged Jew. 
Though never observant, he became increasingly involved in the 1990s in the revival of Jewish studies in 
the countries of the former Soviet empire.

After graduating in history in 1971 at Moscow State University, he carried out doctoral research from 1971-4 
at the Institute of World History of the Russian Academy of Sciences. His thesis was on "The political 
system  of Portugal, 1945-74". There could hardly have been a more current or more sensitive subject. After 
the military coup of April 1974 against the Salazar/Caetano regime, one of the decisive contests of the Cold 
War was taking place in Portugal. Amid the Portuguese revolution, the Soviets and the West carried out 
rival secret operations to fund emerging political parties so that they could win and the allegiance of 
Portugal and its African possessions. The electoral victory in 1975 of Portugal's Social Democrats over 
Alvaro Cunhal's Communists led in turn to the Communist defeat in post-Franco Spain. These events 
arguably did much to produce the overall defeat of the Soviet Union in the Cold War.

In contrast to his policy-relevant work and to propagandist publications he was obliged to write on 
contemporary Iberian and Latin American society and politics, Kaplanov embarked on research into the 
Sephardic (Spanish and Portuguese) Jews who had lived in Moscow following their expulsion from the 
Iberian Peninsular in the1492-7.

Among his exotic interests were topics such as the history of the Karaites (a Jewish sect in the Black Sea 
region), the Karaims (another sect of Jewish origin in Lithuania), the Sorbians (a Slavic group in east 
Germany), the conversion to the Russian Orthodox church of Sephardic Jews in eighteenth century 
Moscow, the career of Antonio Ribeira Sanches, a Portuguese Jewish physician to the Russian court whom 
he named "the first Jewish intellectual in Russia", and the Karaite pronunciation of Hebrew.

It is easy to speculate that he was attracted to these subjects because they were safer than Cold War 
politics. When asked by a Portuguese scholar to explain why he had become fluent in Basque, he replied 
that the KGB was unlikely to have a censor able to read his letters in that language. Politics apart, he was 
genuinely fascinated by topics that required the knowledge of many languages and obscure facts, and 
which allowed him to bury himself in Russia's greatest library. His personal background led him to identify 
with the languages and cultures of lost and endangered tribes and, by studying them in detail, to preserve 
their memory.

The relative freedom enjoyed by Jews in the former Soviet satellites and in the successor states to the 
Soviet Union after the fall of Communism led to mass emigration and to a struggle (according to the title of 
one of his works published in 1998) between assimilation and resurgence. Kaplanov devoted the last 
sixteen years of his life to the intellectual resurgence of Jewish culture among the remnants of communities 
virtually destroyed by the Nazis and the Communists.

It was an uphill task. Kaplanov and the academics surrounding him were constantly short of funds. Outside 
Moscow, where the relationships between different institutions teaching Jewish studies were cordial, there 
was the all too usual academic faction-fighting, especially in St Petersburg and in Kiev. Kaplanov's sense of 
humour, love of conversation, brilliance as a lecturer and intellectual virtuosity made him into an improbably 
successful public figure and diplomat.

From the 1990s, his new political freedom led to a rush of varied publications on non-Jewish and Jewish 
subjects, which appeared in Polish, Yiddish and Spanish as well as in Russian. He wrote on Guizot and 
Ortega y Gasset, on the origins of Basque and Catalan nationalism, and on a range of historical and 
contemporary Jewish topics.

Apart from his teaching at Moscow State University and the newly formed Moscow Jewish University (where 
he became a professor and head of the department of modern Jewish history), he was a founder in 1994 as 



well as academic director of Sepher ("Book"), an organisation set up to promote university teaching in 
Jewish civilisation in universities throughout Russia and neighbouring countries. Sepher brought together 
academics specialising in Jewish studies from far-flung universities; it ran summer schools in Latvia, Russia 
and Ukraine; it organised student expeditions to excavate Khazar sites in Ukraine, a programme in 
Azerbaijan on “Mountain Jews”, another on the Bible and the Talmud held in Moscow and even an 
ethnographic school in Tulchin, a small Ukrainian town with a Jewish community of some 200 people where 
the students interviewed the residents and processed their notes into publishable form.

The success of Sepher and of Kaplanov's appearances at conferences in  Bulgaria, Czech Republic, 
Germany, Israel, Italy, Portugal, Poland, Spain, Ukraine, United Kingdom, and the United States led to his 
election in 2002 as president of the European Association of Jewish Studies. This was a personal honour 
and recognition of the revival of Jewish culture in Eastern Europe which he had done so much to promote. 
From 2002-6 he embarked on an exhausting series of travels to small and large Jewish communities 
throughout the former Soviet empire.

Like Pasternak’s Dr Zhivago, the outpouring of grief and tributes following his death from friends and 
disciples demonstrated the impact of his work and personality. Proud of his Muslim as well as his Jewish 
roots, Kaplanov was saddened that he did not marry or produce an heir, which meant that he was the last of 
the Kumyk princes. 


