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FROM: Edward B. Robin, Chairman;
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In Brief: The Ongoing Crisis in Georgia

Dear Friend,

While the focus in this crisis is turning more and more to meeting the humanitarian needs in Georgia 
and in the disputed territory of South Ossetia, the political situation is anything but clear, and we 
continue to talk with our government and non-government contacts in both Georgia and Russia.

For those who wish to support humanitarian aid in Georgia, United Jewish Communities has 
established a mailbox to support the Jewish community’s efforts. You can donate online at 
https://secure.ujcfederations.org/ft2/form.html?__id=14599 or mail checks to:

United Jewish Communities
Attention: UJC Georgia Relief Fund
P.O. Box 30
Old Chelsea Station
New York, NY 10113

We will keep you posted with any new information.

(NOTE: This update is in lieu of our regular Friday bulletin.)

Sincerely,

    
Mark B. Levin
Executive Director



NCSJ WEEKLY NEWS BRIEF
Washington, D.C. August 20, 2008

------INDEX OF ARTICLES------

1. American Jewish Committee: “the most ideal attitude to Jews in Azerbaijan”; Ukrainian raps Lithuania 
on anti-Semitism; Russia's Federation of Jewish communities to close the Orthodox website 
Briefs, August 16-20, 2008

2. Belarus Frees Opposition Politician From Prison 
By Clifford J. Levy
NY Times, August 16, 2008

3. Baku to the Future
By Andrew Breibart
Washington Times, August 18, 2008 

4. Compensation for [Latvian] Jewish community
Baltic Times/BNS, August 19, 2008

5. Looking both ways; As Georgias flounders, Belarus and Ukraine are playing their cards very carefully
By William Harrison
Guardian (UK), August 17, 2008  

6. After the Battle, Anger Follows Ethnic Lines
By Sabrina Tavernise and Matt Siegel
New York Times August 17, 2008

7. Nationalism divides Russian, Georgian Jews
By Grant Slater
JTA, August 18, 2008

8. More U.S. Relief Headed for Victims of Georgia Conflict; Humanitarian groups find access restricted
By Domenick DiPasquale
U.S. State Department, August 18, 2008

9. Securing Georgia
By Carlos Pascual and Steven Pifer
Brookings Institution, August 18, 2008

10. Russia hits back at Nato warning
BBC News, August 19, 2008

11. Behind the Georgian aid effort
By Grant Slater
JTA, August 19, 2008



12. Survivors in Georgia Tell of Ethnic Killings
By Sabrina Tavernise
New York Times, August 20, 2008

13. Russia Never Wanted a War
By Mikhail Gorbachev
New York Times, August 20, 2008

14. The Toll of the War in Georgia's North Region's; Dwindling Supplies, Violence From South Ossetian 
Militias
By Jonathan Finer
Washington Post, August 20, 2008

15. America Must Choose Between Georgia and Russia
By Sergey Lavrov
Wall Street Journal, August 20, 2008

16. Staring Down the Russians
By Zbigniew Brzezinski
Time, August 25, 2008

#1a
American Jewish Committee: “the most ideal attitude to Jews in Azerbaijan”
By Lachin Sultanova
Azerbaijan Press Agency, August 16, 2008

Baku – “I see the most ideal attitude to Jews in Azerbaijan”, said Samuel Cliger, chief of the department of 
American Jewish Committee on former Soviet republics, who is on a visit to Baku.

Cliger said he visited Azerbaijan for the first time and Jewish people living here told him that they always saw 
good attitude in Azerbaijan and felt themselves here like in homeland.

The guest spoke about his department and said it established its activity in three directions. “We are 
investigating the Jewish and non-Jewish emigrants from USSR, establishing relations with Russian-speaking 
communities from former USSR throughout the world and developing public diplomacy”. Cliger said he visited 
Azerbaijan in the line of public diplomacy and was pleased with that what he saw here. The guest said they 
visited Baltic countries and Ukraine before and looked forward to visit Central Asian countries and Moldova in 
future. “We aim to find new friends and to develop the friendship”. 

#1b
Ukrainian raps Lithuania on anti-Semitism
JTA Brief, August 18, 2008

A Jewish Ukrainian lawmaker condemned the rise of xenophobia and anti-Semitism in Lithuania.

Ukrainian parliament member Aleksandr Feldman, the head of the Ukrainian Jewish Committee, also pledged 
to stop their rise in his country.

Feldman on Aug. 14 called on Lithuania’s highest officials to stop glorifying Nazi collaborators. He described 
the recent campaign against Soviet Jewish partisans as fertile ground for the rise of xenophobia and anti-
Semitism.

The Ukrainian Jewish Committee condemned last week’s vandalism against two Jewish community centers in 
Lithuania, as well as growing Holocaust revisionism and anti-Semitism there.



“Recent vandalism and anti-Semitic manifestations are the result of the country’s failure to punish Nazi
collaborators and attempts to minimize the role of Lithuanians in the murder of Jews during the Holocaust,” a 
Ukrainian Jewish Committee statement said.

“The rise of anti-Semitic violence and vandalism are the result of ignoring the crimes of the past and 
glorification of the wrong heroes,” Feldman said. “The Ukrainian Jewish Committee will do its best to stop the 
progression of such tendencies in Ukraine.”

#1c
Russia's Federation of Jewish communities to close the Orthodox website
Interfax, August 20, 2008

Moscow - Department of law defense and struggle against anti-Semitism at the Federation of Jewish 
Communities of Russia tries to close a website of the Rus Pravoslavnaya (Orthodox Russia) paper.

The department sent a letter pointing out to its anti-Semitic character and a request to close it to the company, 
which backs up the website work, the Jewish news agency has reported on Wednesday.

The Russian Prosecutor's Office cannot interfere in the situation as the website has USA registration.

The Federation of Jewish Communities believes that its hosting-provider will close the website. Otherwise, the 
Federation plans to address the Human Rights First American Lawyers Committee for their assistance in 
settling the question.

The Kirovsky city court of St. Petersburg started considering the case against chief editor of the Rus 
Pravolavnaya Konstantin Dushenov this March as he was accused of instigating national enmity.

Pretrial investigation proved that since January 2005 to mid March 2007 Dushenov organized a group for 
distributing extremist film and published extremist articles. 

#2
Belarus Frees Opposition Politician From Prison 
By Clifford J. Levy
NY Times, August 16, 2008

MOSCOW — Belarus, a former Soviet republic that is considered to have one of the world’s most authoritarian 
governments, on Saturday released its most prominent opposition politician from prison, where he had been 
serving a lengthy sentence for leading antigovernment protests, officials said.

The opposition figure, Aleksandr V. Kazulin, was freed after months of pressure from the United States and the 
European Union on Belarus’s president, Aleksandr G. Lukashenko.

Relations between Belarus and the West have grown more strained as Washington has stepped up sanctions 
in an effort to compel Mr. Lukashenko to curb political repression.

Mr. Lukashenko is often described as a throwback to a Soviet-style leader who keeps control with the help of a 
security agency, which is still called the K.G.B.

The war in nearby Georgia has sent tremors through relations between Russia and other former Soviet 
republics and satellites, but American officials said on Saturday that they believed that Mr. Kazulin’s release 
was not related to the conflict.



Belarus and Russia have had generally good relations and have often talked in recent years about forming an 
official union.

Even so, Russia has expressed some displeasure in recent days that the Lukashenko government has not 
offered more vocal support for the Russian side in the Georgia conflict.

Belarus is to hold parliamentary elections next month. Mr. Lukashenko has pledged that they will be free and 
fair, and Mr. Kazulin’s release may be related to the government’s attempt to try to improve Belarus’s image 
before the voting.

On Saturday, Mr. Kazulin did not make any remarks upon leaving the Vitba 3 prison, officials said.

Jonathan Moore, the senior United States diplomat in Belarus’s capital, Minsk, said in a telephone interview 
that the release of Mr. Kazulin “was an important step in improving the human rights situation in Belarus.”

In answer to American sanctions, Belarus has expelled many United States diplomats, and there is no 
American ambassador in Minsk.

The United States imposed the sanctions against Mr. Lukashenko and other senior officials after the police 
arrested protesters at demonstrations in response to the 2006 presidential election. Last year, the Treasury 
Department froze the assets of the state energy and chemical company, Belneftekhim.

Mr. Kazulin, 52, a former Lukashenko ally, turned against him and ran in the presidential election, which was 
described by election observers as rigged in Mr. Lukashenko’s favor.

Mr. Kazulin was arrested and sentenced to five and a half years in prison.

He was briefly released in February to attend the funeral of his wife, Irina, who died of cancer. He had 
threatened a hunger strike if he was not allowed to go.

#3
Baku to the Future
By Andrew Breibart
Washington Times, August 18, 2008 

BAKU, Azerbaijan - The recurring argument broadcast by the American celebrity left is that their trips abroad 
establish that the United States should speak softly and carry a small stick. 

This Bellini-fueled analysis, hyped as weighty by the mainstream media, is usually formed at junkets in San 
Sebastian or Cannes, on vacation in Portofino or Davos, or on late-night walks in London parks with Kevin 
Spacey and his dog, Hugo Chavez - both of whom couldn't care less about Tbilisi, Georgia. 

The world is bigger, more complex and more dangerous than the groovy comfort zones frequented by certain 
spineless Europeans and their American sycophants. More important, most of the rest of the world is 
economically developing, and its opinion of the U.S. is constantly evolving. 

With our reputation and might in play, more pedestrian Americans like myself have much to gain from trying to 
win over less-romantic regions of the globe and not just making nice in Nice. 

One such place is Azerbaijan. 

Early last Monday, I landed in the capital city of Baku knowing little more than the country's Wikipedia entry. 
The oil-rich, moderate Muslim, former Soviet republic borders regional thugs Iran and Russia, along with 
America's now weakened ally, Georgia. Only a few hundred miles to the north, Russia and Georgia began 
warring only days before my arrival. 



I soon joined forces with one Dutch and seven American journalists on a "fact-finding" trip sponsored by the 
Azerbaijan Diplomatic Academy. Upon our arrival, this Western media contingency was thrust onto national 
prime-time television. For seven days from event to event, we were flanked by Azeri camera crews desperate 
to get us to comment on their big problem. 

The first night, I led the nightly news. The Chyron on the screen read, "Andrey Breyban," as I was asked about 
Nagorno-Karabakh, Azerbaijan's territorial dispute with Armenia. "I know nothing," I answered regretfully. 

(Should I know something about Nagorno-Karabakh? I recall similar ugly pangs in the '90s as Bosnia-
Herzegovina began to become an American problem. I was actually relieved they got my name wrong.) 

Independent war correspondent Michael J. Totten and National Review's Rob Long joined me one night in a 
discussion on an hourlong news program. The topic? Nagorno-Karabakh. Out of necessity, we changed the 
subject to journalism, specifically to the American concept of a free press - something Azerbaijan claims to be 
working on. We sold them "transparency" - and it was transparent that we didn't know much about our strategic 
ally's key issue. 

Azerbaijan is an under-praised ally of the United States, having granted the U.S. military access to Iraq via its 
vital airspace, and it has 150 troops assisting coalition forces guarding the Haditha Dam. The first Azeri soldier 
was killed in Iraq in June. No other majority Muslim country (somewhere near 95 percent, according to my 
hosts) risks the wrath of extremist Islamic elements quite like this. 

If the democratization of the Islamic world is key to American geopolitical thinking, then Azerbaijan must be 
rewarded for its practical and symbolic help - especially when Iran flexes and Russia thrusts their muscles so 
brazenly these days. 

Getting to know about Azerbaijan may be a good start along this path. 

While there are no Starbucks or Crate and Barrels in Baku, the city's 2-million-plus residents experience a life 
radically more American than Saudi. Soviet aesthetics and mannerisms still dominate, yet materialism rears its 
Bulgari-ed head. 

"Tropic Thunder" and "Hellboy II" play in the local multiplex down the promenade from Cafe Mozart, where 
foreigners and natives take in ample beer, cappuccino and Wi-Fi to the wee hours. Unfinished high-rises 
punctuate Baku's dusty skyline, while Mercedes and Range Rovers compete with Russian Ladas on her hilly 
roads. 

The smell of oil is in the air. 

Mosques are a prominent part of the Baku experience, yet religious tolerance manifests in a handful of 
Christian and Jewish houses of worship. Jeans and T-shirts grossly outnumber hijabs, and except for a 
bearded Wahhabist in Baku's Old City who gave me the evil eye, every Muslim I had interaction with was 
friendly and seemingly motivated by this life. 

One local told me the young people go to the mosques but don't read the Koran. The imam at the magnificent 
Bibi Heybat mosque overlooking the filthy Caspian Sea told me he supports interfaith marriage. The statue of 
the "Liberated Woman" in the center of town depicts a woman tossing her veil. 

For the most part, I'm sold. 

We were asked every day at every turn about Nagorno-Karabakh. The issue was inescapable for the week. "I 
am compelled by your story," I repeatedly told the microphones stuck in my face. "I need to do more research. 
I need to hear the other side." 



After a trip to a refugee camp in the middle of Baku - think the timeless West Bank media shows - I naturally 
started to think of it in terms of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict. Every time I was given more information, I felt 
less informed. 

At the end of the trip, our group was told matter-of-factly by Azeri officials that Russia was using Armenian 
bases to bomb Georgia. If true, this puts their Nagorno-Karabakh dispute into starkly American terms and 
reveals how Russia works to establish control over the region at the expense of the West. 

The Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan pipeline begins in the Caspian Sea and goes through the Caucasus Mountains 
westward to the Black Sea. It is the only such oil-and-natural-gas route in the region that circumvents Russia 
and Iran and provides long-term energy security to Europe. If Azerbaijan provokes Russia, it could be the next 
Georgia - and the consequences would be far more reaching. 

Azerbaijan's fear is both real and now. The least we could do is pay attention. 

#4
Compensation for [Latvian] Jewish community
Baltic Times/BNS, August 19, 2008

RIGA - Latvian Prime Minister Ivars Godmanis has issued a decree ordering the Justice Ministry to set up a 
new workgroup to consider compensations to Latvia's Jewish community for losses it suffered during the 
Holocaust, Neatkariga Riga newspaper reports.

The issue of compensations is being raised again after the prime minister received a letter from a global 
Jewish organization in the spring. The organization's representative Steven Schwager notes in the letter that in 
2006 Latvian lawmakers rejected a bill that would have seen 32 million lats (EUR 45.5 mln) paid out to the 
Jewish community.

The Jewish organization demands that a "workgroup be set up as soon as possible to settle the issue of the 
unreturned Jewish properties".

After the letter was sent to the Latvian Justice Ministry in May, Justice Minister Gaidis Berzins said it would not 
be reasonable to form the workgroup as compensations can be claimed under the already existing laws.

The prime minister, however, ordered the ministry to set up a new workgroup and the ministry complied.

The council of Latvia's ruling coalition has not yet discussed the issue of compensations to the Jewish 
community, while Maris Kucinskis, chairman of the ruling People's Party faction in the parliament, said he had 
heard nothing about a new workgroup. He did say that most probably the parliament would reject a proposal to 
pay out such huge compensations.

In 2006, the Latvian parliament rejected the government's bill on support to Latvia's Jewish community, to pay 
almost 32 million lats to Jewish organizations in ten years to compensate for the "unjust historical 
consequences the Jewish community has suffered due to the Holocaust committed by the Nazi Germany and 
the Soviet occupation regime" in Latvia's territory.

The government planned to gradually pay the allocated money from 2007 till 2016.

The Jewish community would be able to use the allocated funds for renewing and preserving the cultural 
heritage, development of the Jewish community, financing culture, education and other events, ensuring social 
assistance to the low-income members of the community and Holocaust victims.

The draft proposal also envisaged returning properties, such as former synagogues, that belonged to the 
Jewish organizations before the Soviet occupation.



#5
Looking both ways 
As they watch Georgia floundering, Belarus and Ukraine are playing their cards very carefully
By William Harrison
Guardian (UK), August 17, 2008  

Western politicians and commentators have been quick to seize on the conflict in South Ossetia as a defining 
moment in world history, or their careers. Some have been clambering to play peacemaker (Sarkozy, 
Kouchner), others want to boost their reputations for taking a strong line with Moscow (McCain, Miliband). But 
closer to Russia, in the neighbouring countries of Ukraine and Belarus, some politicians have been 
conspicuous by their silence.

In Belarus, President Alexander Lukashenka has stunned the Russians with his lack of overt support. In an 
outburst on Tuesday, Russia's ambassador to Belarus said he was "perplexed by the modest silence on the 
Belarusian side. You need to express yourself more clearly on such issues."

Belarus is a member of a union state with Russia, has close economic, political and social ties with the country, 
and has enjoyed much support from Moscow in the past – from cheap gas to the congratulations Putin sent to 
Lukashenka on his re-election in 2006, while others were declaring him "the last dictator in Europe".

But in the isolation from the west that followed his re-election in 2006, including travel bans and economic 
sanctions, Lukashenka also started to find that money from Russia was beginning to dry up as Moscow hiked 
the price of gas. 

Since then, the Belarusian leader has taken a series of steps to persuade the west that he is opening things 
up, notably by releasing a number of political prisoners. His reaction to the July bombing of a concert he was 
attending can be viewed as a further attempt to give his regime a better image in the west.

The EU and the US have responded, but made it clear that any concessions are dependent on a greater 
degree of openness in the parliamentary elections in September.

Coming out in support of Russia's war in Georgia could have caused irreparable damage to his plan, given the 
predominantly anti-Russian mood in western political circles. Lukashenka's silence, therefore, should be 
understood as consistent with a gradual shift in his policy towards appeasement with the EU and the US. 

He is, of course, playing each side off against the other. He has no desire to open politics in Belarus up any 
more than is necessary to get what he wants. Furthermore, the opposition in Belarus is divided and weak.

But any opening up in Belarus must be welcomed: it shows that the west's soft power is in a position to have a 
positive effect in the region and may give the opposition a chance to put forward their views in a less hostile 
environment. Before making any concessions, however, the EU and the US need to ensure that Lukashenka is 
not just window-dressing.

In Ukraine, prime minister Yulia Tymoshenko has had nothing to say about the war. With her ability to attract 
support in all parts of the country, Tymoshenko is a unique figure in Ukrainian politics. As the leading 
contender for the 2010 presidential elections, she has no intention of alienating any part of the electorate, as 
demonstrated by her non-committal position on joining Nato.

More interestingly, Tymoshenko's predecessor, Party of Regions leader Viktor Yanukovich, whom the 
Russians tried to propel to victory in the 2004 presidential elections, has been restrained in his comments. His 
party as a whole has been calling for peace and criticising President Viktor Yushchenko's one-sided support 
for Georgia, without decisively coming out on the Russian side.

This reflects a mood in the Party of Regions – whose main support base is in the Russian-speaking east of the 
country – that is split between pro-Russian elements and groups with a more pro-western orientation. A Party 
of Regions deputy in the Verkhovna Rada I spoke to last month told me that they were in favour of Nato. 



The party's major backer and Europe's richest man, Rinat Akhmetov, is part of a more liberal wing of the party 
which is purportedly in favour of a move towards Nato for business reasons. The party did not take part in anti-
Nato protests during exercises in Odessa last month, nor when the secretary general visited Kiev in June.

The Party of Regions is not likely to start campaigning in favour of Nato membership any time soon and has a 
tendency to exploit and inflame this divisive issue – such as during the Nato exercises in Feodosia in 2006 – in 
order to garner votes. But these are further signs that the west's soft power is having an influence on Ukrainian 
politicians. 

The reactions of Lukashenka and Yanukovich to the conflict in South Ossetia show that Russia's military 
victory does not herald the whitewash in the region that many have been proclaiming. If Russia's intervention 
in Georgia has made some fear that the country's territorial ambitions are unstoppable, calm analysis points to 
a more complex picture.

#6
After the Battle, Anger Follows Ethnic Lines
By Sabrina Tavernise and Matt Siegel
New York Times August 17, 2008

TSKHINVALI, South Ossetia ¬ The Foreign Ministry is a charred hulk. A tank’s gun barrel has crashed through 
the entrance to the university. A security post at the boundary with Georgia stands empty; it is flying the 
Russian flag.

This is the capital of South Ossetia, the small ethnic enclave at the center of a conflict that has held the 
attention of the world and dragged relations between Russia and the United States to their lowest point in 
years.

The violence here has mostly subsided. But it is still far from clear who is in charge, and the answer will have 
important ramifications for an entire region’s future.

South Ossetia, with a population of less than 100,000, is territorially within Georgia, but it is essentially 
autonomous. It uses Russian currency ¬ not Georgian ¬ and has its own flag and language. Still, no one 
recognizes that status. Not even Russia, its closest ally.

Effective government was never this region’s strong suit. It was known as a haven for smuggling and 
counterfeiting. But now the government is simply gone, and the whereabouts of its president, Eduard Kokoity, 
a barrel-chested former member of the Soviet Union’s wrestling team, are unknown.

At some point, he surfaced briefly to grant an interview published on Friday with a Russian daily newspaper, 
Kommersant. In it, he was quoted using sharp language against ethnic Georgians, who fled their villages as 
Ossetian marauders pillaged and burned them in the backlash that followed last week’s Georgian Army 
assault.

“We don’t have any intention of letting anyone else in there,” he said in response to a question about Georgian 
returnees. He then said that more than 18,000 Ossetians had also fled, adding, “It’s them we need to return.”

That process was clearly in motion here on Saturday. Alexandra Anetoleyevna stood handing out bottles of 
water in front of her bullet-scarred apartment building. The authorities were not maintaining an official list of 
returnees, so she went door to door and compiled her own. On Saturday morning she counted 30 people. By 
the end of the night, it should be 50, she said.

“Neighbors will help their neighbors, and everything will turn out fine,” she said. “But the main thing is that 
people need to be in their own homes.”



Most of South Ossetia is still out of power, gas and water. Still, Ossetian refugees stood under the blazing sun 
in long lines on the Russian side of the border on Saturday, hoping to return.

But Georgians, Ms. Anetoleyevna said, are another story.

“Of course they shouldn’t be allowed to come home,” she said. “For 20 years they’ve spilled the blood of my 
people. We haven’t had a decent night’s sleep for 20 years. We’re just so tired.”

The ethnic Georgians, a small minority in South Ossetia, were not coming back. The region is a patchwork of 
Georgian and Ossetian villages, with the largest group of Georgians in a valley just north of here. That area 
was particularly badly hit in a violent backlash along ethnic lines, and now lies nearly in ruins.

Russian officials, who control foreign reporters’ access to this area, continue to refuse access to the villages. A 
reporter and a photographer for The New York Times, sitting on both sides of a bus during a press tour of the 
region, conducted a hand count of the number of destroyed homes.

In some villages, as many as 90 percent of the homes looked ruined. In the village of Kurta, almost nothing 
was left standing. The glass facade of the local Bank of Georgia had shattered into the street alongside a row 
of torched houses.

An official within the Russian presidential administration said that some buildings were destroyed by looters, 
but blamed Georgian forces for some of the destruction, claiming they were trying to make it look as if 
Russians had committed war crimes against Georgians.

Russia has accused Georgia of genocide, saying thousands of people were killed when the Georgian military 
moved in to go after separatist fighters on Aug. 7. But a preliminary body count, provided to Human Rights 
Watch by a doctor in the main hospital here, was only 44.

During the press tour on Saturday, Mikhail Minzayev, the interior minister of South Ossetia, claimed again that 
there had been more than 2,000 deaths, but said they had not been counted because many people had buried 
their relatives in their gardens.

As for ethnic killings in the predominantly Georgian villages, “there hasn’t been one such example of this in 
South Ossetia,” he said, standing above the carcass of a Russian Army barracks whose sides had been 
sheered off during the Georgian attack.

But reporters on Tuesday saw hundreds of irregular fighters and members of local militias looting ethnic 
Georgian villages as Russian soldiers looked on.

Even before fighting began and the local government disappeared, the line between police and military factions 
here was blurry. In the lawless atmosphere surrounding the invasion those lines, in many cases, disappeared 
completely.

Georgians who fled those villages described multiple waves of looters. Some were their neighbors, and others 
who came later were strangers with less sympathy.

Sorting out their identities is almost impossible. “Looters are looters,” said Pyotr Taslagan, an elderly man, 
standing near a shopping center with broken windows. “You can’t stop them and ask them what their names 
are.”

#7
Nationalism divides Russian, Georgian Jews
By Grant Slater
JTA, August 18, 2008



IGOETI, Georgia - The Russian soldier took the last drag of his Marlboro Light, scanned the crowd of Georgian 
police huddling about 20 yards away and threw the butt in their direction.

He slung his rifle over his shoulder and jogged back toward an armored vehicle, with a reporter right beside 
him.

"We're not going to Tbilisi. I want to go home," the soldier told JTA.

But as Russian troops pushed within 30 minutes of the Georgian capital on Monday, it was unclear whether 
any of the higher-ups agreed with him.

Over the weekend, Russian forces dug in on either side of the main road leading from the capital Tbilisi to the 
embattled city of Gori and farther west. They set up sniper positions on hills, hid armored vehicles on the side 
of the road beneath piles of tree branches and operated with impunity on Georgia's main highway.

The Georgian forces -- outmanned and seeking to avoid confrontation -- could only look on powerless.

They stared across the line with one question on their mind: "How long will they stay?"

A flurry of diplomacy by European Union and American officials has sought a resolution to the situation and to 
press Russian troops to leave Georgia. Russian President Dmitry Medvedev said Russia would pull its troops 
out Monday but gave no timetable for withdrawal.

For the Georgians, the anxiety is pervasive. For Russians, the self-assuredness is absolute. These attitudes 
reach into the Jewish communities of both countries.

The normally close relations between Russian-speaking Jews -- manifested in congresses and charities meant 
to bring them together -- have been strained by nationalism and propaganda wars in the last week.

Georgians view the Russian troops on their soil as no less than a full-scale occupation of their country, akin to 
Czechoslovakia in 1968 when Russian tanks rumbled into Prague. A photo exhibition in front of the Parliament 
building in Tbilisi compares the invasions.

Georgian hopes still lay in diplomatic pressure from the West. European Union flags fly alongside the red-and-
white crosses of the Georgian one in front of most storefronts in the capital.

"The Russians understand that what they're doing is a crime," said Temur Yakobshvili, Georgia's reintegration 
minister, and one of several high-ranking Jewish officials in the Georgian government. "They're starting to 
realize that this crime can not last unpunished."

His responsibility was to reunite Georgia with its breakaway republics, Abkhazia and South Ossetia. When 
border skirmishes erupted last week and threatened to explode into all-out war, he traveled to the Ossetian 
capital Tskhinvali but could not alter the course of the conflict.

Now, with Russian troops at his doorstep, he said all Georgia could do was to wait and see. Any advance or 
retaliation against Russian troops could provide the impetus for a broader conflict or a fuller invasion.

On Saturday night, he unwound in a corner office of his ministry, fondling a string of worry beads and shuffling 
through a game of computer solitaire. He said the terms of the current cease-fire make it clear that the 
Russians need to leave, and leave quickly.

"Immediate means now," he told JTA. "Unfortunately we don't have any indications that the Russians 
understand what is now."

The Russians may understand but they have little reason to leave. Behind their front lines, news reports 
suggest that they are dismantling key parts of the Georgian military and civilian infrastructure. At the same 



time, irregular troops from the Caucuses republics and South Ossetia have been looting ethnic Georgian 
villages.

The ease with which Russia exerted its will in the last week has emboldened the country. Many Jewish groups 
and leaders from Russia have lined up behind the war effort and against Georgian President Mikheil 
Saakashvili.

The boldest statement came from the president of the World Congress of Russian Jews, Boris Shpigel, who 
called Georgia's attack on South Ossetia, which ignited the Russian response, a genocide.

"We, as a people who have experienced genocide, can not remain aloof when armed men kill innocent 
women, children and the elderly. We agree that evil must not go unpunished," Shpigel said in a statement 
published in full by the Jewish News Agency, a wire service operated by the Chabad-run Federation of Jewish 
Communities of Russia.

The federation has not commented on the conflict and could not speak about the statement, according to their 
press service.

The federation has operations throughout the former Soviet Union and many of the countries where they 
operate have stood in solidarity with Georgia since the outbreak of fighting earlier this month, creating cross-
purposes that have strained relationships.

Ze'ev Elkin, a member of the Israeli Knesset and member of the World Congress's Parliamentary Club, 
distanced himself from Shpigel's rhetoric, saying such congresses should not get involved in "geo-political 
conflicts," Ha'aretz reported.

Shpigel declined to comment when JTA called his cell phone for comment late last week.

While Shpigel spoke out, other Jewish groups have skirted the issue or remained silent.

Moshe Kantor heads both the European Jewish Congress and the Russian Jewish Congress, groups that are 
closely aligned but are straddling both sides of the current conflict.

A spokeman for the Russian Jewish Congress said they had prepared a statement,. but were still awaiting 
approval by the leadership.

"There's a lot of information coming in and to the end it's not sure that this information is completely true," said 
Mikhail Savin, the spokesman. "That's why we haven't put out a statement sooner."

But Evgeny Satanovsky, a vice president of the congress and a specialist in Middle East politics, said that 
Saakashvili had fallen into an American trap.

The war is an outgrowth of American encroachment on Russia, he said. America has sought to create a 
"collar" of countries in Russia's traditional sphere of influence.

They went too far and now they are reaping the consequences, he said, because they have little moral 
authority or influence to goad Russia into pulling back.

He said Georgia was like a small lap dog that constantly bites its owner, 10,000 times over. "The 10,000 plus 
one time, I'm going to beat the dog," he said.

In an interview with JTA, Rabbi Zinovy Kogan, a leader of the Russian Congress of Jewish Religious 
Organizations and Communities, tempered the strong remarks he had made to a Russian wire service .



He originally compared Saakashvili to Babylonian King Nebuchadnezzar, whose army had destroyed the
temple in Israel. "These days, Georgian President Saakashvili, seized by Satan, razed Tskhinvali to the 
ground," he was quoted as saying, referring to the South Ossetian town.

He told JTA he loved the Georgian people and sympathized with Jews suffering on both sides of the conflict. 
But he blamed Saakashvili for the conflict and said he cared only about land, not about people.

"Saakashvil gave the order. He fired first. That was the main thing to him, to get the territory," Kogan said.

#8
More U.S. Relief Headed for Victims of Georgia Conflict
Humanitarian groups find access to South Ossetia restricted
By Domenick DiPasquale
U.S. State Department, August 18, 2008

Washington - U.S. humanitarian assistance will continue to flow to victims of the conflict between Georgia and 
Russia, despite concerns that have arisen over access by relief groups to the breakaway region of South 
Ossetia.

The U.S. relief effort is part of a much larger international push by foreign governments and nongovernmental 
organizations to assist the estimated 100,000 people displaced by the conflict.  Aid has begun to flow into 
Georgia from the United Nations and the Baltic states and such countries as the United Kingdom, Norway, 
Turkey, Poland and Ukraine.

In his August 16 weekly radio address, President Bush said U.S. military flights have landed recently in 
Georgia to provide relief supplies and "more will be arriving in the days ahead."

Bush also called on Russia to honor the six-point cease-fire plan negotiated by French President Nicolas 
Sarkozy on behalf of the European Union and signed by both Georgia and Russia.  Free access to 
humanitarian aid is one of the points in the plan.

The U.S. military's European Command initially dispatched two U.S. Air Force C-17 humanitarian relief flights 
that landed in Tbilisi August 13 and August 14 with medical supplies.  More emergency U.S. medical aid and 
shelter items reached Georgia August 15 with the flights of two C-130 cargo planes.

The United States so far has provided more than $3.6 million of emergency humanitarian relief to citizens of 
Georgia affected by the fighting, according to U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) 
Administrator Henrietta Fore.

"We also have been preparing further assistance for the people of Georgia as further needs are identified in 
the days and weeks to come," Fore said at an August 15 press briefing.

"We are prepared to help with more than emergency needs," Fore continued.  "We are looking ahead to 
longer-term reconstruction and development programs that will help the people of Georgia recover, rebuild and 
thrive in the aftermath of this conflict."

A 12-person USAID Disaster Assistance Relief Team, or DART, began arriving in the Georgian capital of Tbilisi 
on August 15 to conduct an assessment of humanitarian needs that will help coordinate U.S. efforts with those 
of Georgian authorities and nongovernmental organization (NGO) donors.

The $3.6 million of U.S. relief assistance includes a $1 million grant to the U.N. World Food Program for local 
and regional procurement of more than 650 tons of emergency food commodities.  Distribution of these 
foodstuffs began August 15 in the city of Gori, site of some of the heaviest fighting.



Fore said USAID has received reports that its NGO partners in the relief effort have been unable to get 
assistance into the breakaway region of South Ossetia, which is now under Russian control, but that part of the 
DART team's mission is to determine how to move aid into that region.

The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) likewise has said the present situation on the ground 
does not allow it access to South Ossetia, but that its teams are ready to go pending the necessary security 
guarantees.

The ICRC said it was seeking clarification from Russia after ICRC President Jakob Kellenberger was refused 
entry to South Ossetia, where he had planned to lead a humanitarian mission August 18 to bring in relief 
supplies and assess the situation.

The European Commission, the executive branch of the European Union, also has expressed concern about 
access to the conflict zone.

"The cessation of hostilities announced by Moscow has not yet reflected particularly into any improvement in 
terms of access for humanitarian aid workers," said commission spokesman John Clancy in Brussels, Belgium.

#9
Securing Georgia
By Carlos Pascual and Steven Pifer
Brookings Institution, August 18, 2008

Russian military operations against Georgia created the most serious crisis in that region since the Soviet 
Union disintegrated in 1991. Moscow has defined Georgia’s European aspirations as a threat to Russian 
interests. At stake is more than crisis in the Caucasus – but also whether Russia and the West can share a 
core base of values to combat terrorism, stop proliferation, and promote energy security. The United States 
cannot meet this test alone; it must mobilize the international community.

The devastation in Georgia and South Ossetia make clear one point: this tragedy will not easily be put behind. 
Whatever Georgia’s grievances, Tbilisi plainly miscalculated. It should have anticipated that sending its forces 
into South Ossetia would trigger a massive Russian response. Now Georgia faces the intense ire among the 
people it hoped to court.

Russia’s response – striking by air and land into undisputed Georgian territory and deploying troops into 
another breakaway region, Abkhazia – violated international law and made clear this is not just about South 
Ossetia. Georgia’s independent foreign policy has angered Moscow, which has sought for years to re-build 
influence in the post-Soviet space. And it has become personal. Russian Prime Minister Putin, in particular, 
despises Georgian President Saakashvili and wants to bring him down.

This crisis comes when Washington is preoccupied, Russia is energy-rich and U.S.-Russian relations are 
strained. Washington, NATO allies and the European Union must stay on the same page when dealing with 
Moscow – whether in bilateral contacts with Russia or multilateral fora such as the Organization for Security 
and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) or UN Security Council. The Kremlin will happily exploit any Western splits. 
Here are ten points for a way forward.

First, Washington and the EU must sustain personal and high-level engagement with Putin, Russian President 
Medvedev and Saakashvili. This conflict is tragically personal. Without personal engagement each actor will be 
swayed by anger. Sarkozy, French Foreign Minister Kouchner, Finnish Foreign Minister (and OSCE Chairman) 
Stubb, Secretary Rice and EU High Representative Solana must stay involved.

Second, Washington will need to continue to reinforce European efforts to sustain the ceasefire completed on 
August 17. The United States cannot serve as an honest broker; Moscow sees Washington as too close to 
Georgia and unacceptable as a mediator. Paris has the hotline now with Moscow. Washington’s pressures 
have to be carefully in sync.



Third, the UN and OSCE should expand their observers on the ground to help make the parties accountable. 
Moscow and Tbilisi offer wildly diverging narratives as to what is going on. The international community needs 
eyes in South Ossetia, Abkhazia and elsewhere in Georgia to establish ground truth. The OSCE or UN 
Security Council should organize the observers, and the UNSC should approve the mission. Russia 
obsessively calls for respect for the UN – it should now respect its rhetoric.

Fourth, UN Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon should use the authorities under longstanding General Assembly 
Resolution 46/182 to deploy a humanitarian planning mission to South Ossetia and undisputed Georgia. By 
most accounts, over 100,000 have been displaced. If Russia and Georgia want to stem the human suffering 
and begin to rebuild, they should accept and guarantee safety to humanitarian workers. Such a UN Mission 
does not need Security Council approval.

Fifth, the G-7 should make clear that it wants Russia as a partner, but that means a partner that does not 
assault small neighboring states. Secretary Rice’s August 11 conference call to consult with G-7 foreign 
ministers was a smart move, clearly signaling that Russian actions could put its seat at the G-8 table at risk.

Sixth, the West should build a coalition of nations around common respect for international borders. 
Washington should engage China, which shares a long border with Russia and cannot be happy about 
Russian military actions. Beijing, moreover, holds a veto on the UN Security Council. The U.S. government 
should talk to the Central Asian states as well; Russia’s pummeling of Georgia must have set off alarm bells in 
their capitals.

Seventh, NATO should send a clear message about the desires of Georgia (and Ukraine) to ultimately enter 
the Alliance. NATO should ask itself what it means if Russia concludes that its tactics have won itself a veto 
over decisions on NATO membership. NATO should act on the merits of the case, and Russia should know 
that NATO is not deterred. Georgia (and Ukraine) should know that acceptance is not automatic.

Eighth, Saakashvili, and every Georgian, should register that Georgia needs more than the assurances of 
good will from its friends. It needs an alliance. Now is the time to galvanize Georgian democracy, free the 
Georgian press, and meet the criteria for a NATO membership action plan.

Ninth, the United States, EU and NATO should reassure Ukraine, whose European desires also draw 
Moscow’s ire. Ukraine should reduce its vulnerabilities to Russian pressure by paying debts on time, 
enhancing its energy security, and ending the infighting between the president and prime minister. Now is not 
the time for a divided government in Kyiv.

Tenth, France (acting as EU president) should seek the UN Security Council’s support to host within three 
months negotiations with Georgians and South Ossetians and, in parallel, with Georgians and Abkhazians to 
settle these conflicts. The status quo is not sustainable. Yes, it is a long shot, but the alternative is two 
flashpoints that could very quickly trigger a new conflict.

(Carlos Pasqual and Steven Pifer have both served as U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine.)

#10
Russia hits back at Nato warning
BBC News, August 19, 2008

Russia has dismissed a warning by Nato that normal relations are impossible while its troops remain inside 
Georgia.

Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov accused Nato of bias and of trying to save the "criminal regime" in Tbilisi.

He insisted Moscow was not occupying Georgia and had no plans to annex the separatist region of South 
Ossetia.



Earlier, Nato demanded that Russia pull out its troops from Georgia as agreed in an EU-brokered ceasefire 
plan signed by both parties at the weekend.

Russian President Dmitri Medvedev told his French counterpart Nicolas Sarkozy in a phone call that the pull-
out would be complete by 21-22 August, with the exception of some 500 troops, who will be installed in 
peacekeeping posts on either side of South Ossetia's border.

Some Russian troops have been seen leaving Gori, the largest Georgian town close to the South Ossetia 
border.

But BBC correspondents on the ground say there are still Russian artillery positions in place. In addition, there 
are Russian checkpoints close to the Georgian capital, Tbilisi.

The conflict broke out on 7 August when Georgia launched an assault to wrest back control of the Moscow-
backed breakaway region of South Ossetia, triggering a counter-offensive by Russian troops who advanced 
beyond South Ossetia into Georgia's heartland.

Both sides have accused the other of violating the peace plan, and correspondents say there has so far been 
little sign of any large-scale withdrawal.

Buffer zone

Following crisis talks in Brussels, Nato's 26 foreign ministers said in a joint statement that they could not have 
normal relations with Russia as long as Moscow had troops in Georgia.

"The Alliance is considering seriously the implications of Russia's actions for the Nato-Russia relationship," the 
statement said, read out by Nato Secretary General Jaap de Hoop Scheffer.

"We have determined that we cannot continue with business as usual."

Mr de Hoop Scheffer added that he could not see how the Nato-Russia Council - set up in 2002 as a 
framework for dialogue - could convene at this time.

But he said lines of communication would not be abandoned.

He also said that the member states had agreed to set up a Nato-Georgia commission to strengthen ties with 
Tbilisi, but stopped short of giving a timetable for Georgia's accession to Nato.

In a televised address, Russia's foreign minister underlined Moscow's view that Russian troops only entered 
South Ossetia after Georgia tried to reintegrate the breakaway region by force.

Sergei Lavrov accused Nato of being "unobjective and biased".

"It appears to me that Nato is trying to portray the aggressor as the victim, to whitewash a criminal regime and 
to save a failing regime," he said.

Earlier, the Russian military warned that the withdrawal would be slow until the weekend at least, and that 
troops would remain in an undefined buffer zone around South Ossetia.

It said such a move was permitted under the ceasefire deal which allowed Russia to take additional security 
measures until international peacekeepers were deployed.

But Georgia accused Moscow of going much further, saying Russian troops have seized control of a key 
commercial port in Poti in an attempt to cripple the Georgian economy.



In an apparent goodwill gesture Russia exchanged 15 Georgian prisoners for five of its own troops at a 
Russian checkpoint in Igoeti, about 30km (18 miles) from Georgia's capital.

Georgian officials told the BBC's Helen Fawkes, who was at the scene, that two of the Russian prisoners were 
airmen who had been shot down by Georgian forces about two weeks ago.

Meanwhile, the Organisation for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) said Russia and Georgia had 
agreed to allow 20 extra military observers to be deployed in and around South Ossetia.

In total, the OSCE said it would send up to 100 additional monitors to join the handful it already has in Georgia.

The OSCE has had a presence in South Ossetia since the end of a civil war there in the early 1990s, which
resulted in de facto independence for the region.

It also supports a UN-led peace process in Georgia's other separatist region of Abkhazia.

#11
Behind the Georgian aid effort
By Grant Slater
JTA, August 19, 2008

TBILISI, Georgia -- Some ran Friday when the bombs fell on Tskhinvali, some on Saturday when they fell on 
Gori and some on Sunday when the Russian tanks rolled into Georgia proper.

The Jews of Georgia scattered, disappeared and resurfaced in refugee camps, relatives' homes or at the doors 
of the synagogue.

As Russia occupied Georgia, pushing ever closer to the capital Tbilisi and bisecting the country, the relief effort 
for nearly two weeks has had only one prime directive: Find every Jew.

The most recent parallel to the Georgian relief effort, spearheaded by the Jewish communities of Tbilisi and 
Gori alongside the American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee and the Jewish Agency for Israel, would be 
the 1999 Kosovo conflict, when Jewish groups sought out and provided aid to fewer than 100 Jews in the war-
torn area.

The United Jewish Communities, the umbrella of the North American federation system, which provides 
significant funding for both the JDC and Jewish Agency, has launched an emergency appeal  to supplement 
the annual campaign funding being used to help the Jews in the region. It has raised $17,000, according to 
UJC officials.

The current conflict has displaced more than 200 families -- some 300 individuals -- and stranded dozens 
behind the Russian lines, where transit is nearly impossible and communication lines have fallen apart.

The displaced have made their way to Tbilisi.

After a first wave of frantic immigration to Israel -- three El Al flights in the first week evacuated scores of Israeli 
citizens and dozens of Georgian immigrants -- the relief agencies and local Jews are now picking up the pieces 
and trying to put the rest of the community back together.

In Tbilisi, the first stop for refugees has been the JDC-funded community center in an Armenian district near 
the city center built in 2003.

For two days, more than 200 families lined up at the window holding stacks of receipts. At the window, Rafael 
Mesingisen waited to take the receipts and trade them for black bags of food and other necessities.



Mesingisen, 66, is the chairman of the Chabad-led Federation of Jewish Communities of Georgia, which pulls 
together community leaders from eight Georgian cities with Jewish populations.

Those cities are now rent apart, effectively isolated by the Russian army, which patrols Georgia's main east-
west highway with impunity.

All day Monday and Tuesday, Mesingisen passed the black bags through the window to family after family, 
most of whom are from Gori. He smiled to everyone from beneath his black kipah as a photo of the Lubavitcher
rebbe looked on.

Some of those that made their way to Tbilisi were easy to find, but some had no idea that Jewish organizations 
were looking for them and wanted to help.

More than 50,000 refugees are scattered across Tbilisi and its environs. Those without family in the capital or 
special organizations to help them are living in makeshift shelters without beds that smell of days-old 
perspiration. Or they may be staying in tent camps on the city outskirts.

In this regard, at least, the Georgian Jewish refugees are lucky.

"What do you think? Are you glad to be a Jew today?" Mesingisen asks the refugees at his window. "We're not 
happy today, but we're glad that we were born Jews."

When the conflict began, Mesingisen got on his phone and started the search, using what is referred to here as 
"Jewish radio" to mine the social connections of the close-knit communities and bring them back into the fold.

Some Jews fell through the cracks, and JDC officials visited the refugee camps over the weekend looking for 
stragglers.

Among others, they found the Yosefbashvilis. The five-member family fled Gori on Sunday as the Russian 
troops crossed into the city. Once in Tbilisi, they registered with the government's refugee office and were sent 
to a school, where they stayed two nights with no beds and dozens more refugees.

Two of the three teenagers in Tomas Yosefbashvili's family study at university in Tbilisi, but they didn't have 
anywhere to turn in the capital. Now they have two rooms in a hotel 20 yards from the Jewish community 
center.

On Tuesday they picked up their food and aid. Before that, they only had their documents and the clothes they 
were wearing.

"I already knew that the Jewish people were good people, but now I can put a stamp on it," Yosefbashvili said, 
referring to the official stamp needed to accomplish anything in former Soviet countries.

Most of the refugees have found shelter with Jewish families in Tbilisi who have opened their homes to their 
fellow Jews. One family alone is hosting 22 refugees, JDC officials said.

From her office in the corner of the community center, Elen Berkovich has managed another piece of the aid 
puzzle. As a representative of the Euro-Asian Jewish Congress, she has parsed out thousands of dollars in 
cash handouts to refugees, ranging from $200 to $500 per family, depending on need.

The funds come from the congress, headed by Kazakh oligarch Alexander Machkevich, but the cash flowed 
under the urging of Josef Zissels, the congress' representative in Ukraine -- another country eyeing Russia's 
actions in Georgia with trepidation.

Russian President Dmitry Medvedev said Sunday that Georgian troops would begin to pull out, but they appear 
only to have dug deeper into the vital arteries of this mountainous republic.



Relief agencies are preparing for a protracted effort to maintain the well-being of Georgia's Jews before they 
can move on with the work of rehabilitation, said Amir Ben Zvi, a Ukraine-based staff member of the JDC's 
Georgia operation.

The situation is even more desperate for those on the other side of Russian lines -- in Gori and other cities. 
The road to Gori is lined with Russian snipers, checkpoints and tree-camouflaged tanks.

No Western reporters have been allowed to enter the city through the main road for days and relief workers 
have been let through sparingly. On Tuesday, Sergey Vlasov made the trip as head of the JDC's Tbilisi office 
and a Georgian citizen.

The JDC had a list there of 27 Jews remaining in the city. Vlasov and his driver found all of them, including 
three Israelis.

After a brief skirmish with Ossetian militia, Vlasov was able to make the trip back to Tbilisi and report to the 
families of the Gori Jews with whom he spoke. Those still there have no desire to leave, say JDC and Jewish 
Agency officials, mostly concerned that their property will be looted.

Concerned that their efforts might be stymied, the JDC has signed a mutual cooperation agreement with the 
Georgian Red Cross to assure continued assistance to the Jews still in need.

The JDC, meanwhile, says the number of Jews in Tbilisi is 4,000 to 4,500, well below the 10,000 estimated by 
Jewish groups when their latest efforts began.

The Jewish Agency is preparing to send some 50 teenagers from the local communities, at an estimated cost 
of $1,500 to $1,700 per child, to Israel for a 10-day camp experience. The program, slated for early 
September, is to provide a respite for 13- to 16-year-olds caught in the conflict.

For certain, the hardest-hit city in the conflict has been the Ossetian capital of Tskhinvali. Russian and 
Georgian forces leveled the city in fierce fighting as the war broke out.

The city's two dozen Jews fled north to Russia, but rumors persisted that one Jew -- an old woman -- had 
stayed behind.

On Monday, JDC workers in Tbilisi were jubilant: They had found Rivka Rosa Jinjikhashvili, 71, in the middle of 
the war zone, and someone would be visiting her home to cook a hot meal later that day.

But Jinjikhashvili's home is in ruins. She has moved to a summer annex nearby, and no one knows when her 
city will come back to life again around her.

(JTA senior editor Lisa Hostein contributed to this report.)

#12
Survivors in Georgia Tell of Ethnic Killings
By Sabrina Tavernise
New York Times, August 20, 2008

TKVIAVI, Georgia — The men who came to Gulnara Militaura’s house seemed to know what they were looking 
for. They entered her kitchen and shot her husband and his brother in the head. For the next five days, as 
attacks and looting raged outside, she cowered at home, sprinkling vinegar on the bodies to try to keep them 
from rotting.

Now that the fighting between Georgia and Russia over the breakaway region of South Ossetia has subsided, 
killings like those will be grist for competing claims of ethnic cleansing.



Ms. Militaura, an ethnic Georgian, is accusing South Ossetians, who ally themselves with Russia, of killing her 
husband and his brother.

Ethnic cleansing has haunted the borderlands of the old Soviet bloc.

It is a weapon that was wielded with devastating force in Bosnia and Kosovo.

But a dozen interviews with those who fled the fighting, and a trip through seven Georgian villages just south of 
the fighting, indicated the killing this month was not that systematic, nor on that scale — based on what is 
known so far.

Georgia’s military campaign ripped through a city just north of here last week, prompting Russia to strike back 
and opening a way for South Ossetians to sweep into Georgian villages for revenge.

Still, the victims seemed marked by their ethnicity in a vicious, if short, war — itself fought over competing 
claims to the same patches of ground by different groups. Villages had been burned and houses broken; 
unburied bodies lay rotting; fresh graves were dug in gardens and basements.

Much remains unknown. Because journalists have only limited access to Russian-controlled areas, most of the 
victims interviewed have been ethnic Georgians. The only access for foreign journalists to the Russian-
controlled areas has been with Russian minders, impeding efforts to assess the severity of the damage in the 
north.

On Tuesday, a photographer on a Russian tour of the northern area saw what appeared to be a concerted 
effort to raze some of the villages.

Homes were ripped apart. Sections of courtyard walls lay crushed next to the road. Dozens of men dressed in 
mismatched fatigues stood on the main road, watching an orange backhoe tear the facade off of a burned 
stone house.

In a swath of villages in central Georgia, some killings were carried out for revenge, since feuds in this lush 
farmland go back generations. Some acts were outright cases of theft. And in still other cases, the message 
seemed to be that the power balance was shifting, away from ethnic Georgians to the Ossetian separatists and 
their Russian backers.

The death tolls do not appear to be what each side is claiming.

Russia has said that 2,000 civilians were killed by Georgian troops. But in three hospitals visited by a reporter 
in Vladikavkaz, the Russian city that has taken most of the wounded, only 259 patients were being treated, 
suggesting a far lower death toll, since in most conflicts far more people are wounded than killed.

Georgians are saying 213 soldiers and civilians were killed in the fighting. But Georgia has blocked access to 
morgues, a precaution to protect journalists from angry families, said Alexander Kvitashvili, the country’s health 
minister. The death count, he said, is expected to rise as access to Russian-controlled areas begins to 
increase.

The grave of Ms. Militaura’s husband, Misha, covered with fresh dirt near a rose bush in the garden, was one 
of six that reporters counted on Tuesday among what local residents said were 11 shooting deaths in this 
village of about 3,800 people.

Like many elderly Georgians, Ms. Militaura, who is a language teacher in her 70s, decided not to leave her 
house during the initial attacks. One neighbor’s house went up in flames on Aug. 12. Then another. It was too 
late to run. She and the rest of her family sat and waited.

When the men came, she tried to joke with them. She was from Tskhinvali, the capital city of South Ossetia, 
which she assumed was their area, and she knew people there.



“They said, ‘We don’t have time to deal with your acquaintances,’ ” she said on Sunday, the day she was 
rescued, surrounded by 17 members of her family in her daughter’s home in Tbilisi.

Then, in another room, more men shot her husband and his brother, Zakaria. They took a tractor, a Soviet-era 
car, shoes and glass jars, and they left.

Several days later, a group with different accents came. They took vodka.

“I sat alone all night and cried,” she said. “I thought, ‘There are no men left here. How will I bury them?’ ”

There were other killings in the village that day.

Shamil Okropiridze, in his 60s, was shot as he opened his front gate to look at a commotion outside, said 
Zurab Razmadze, a resident. His corpse went unburied for days, and his yard still smelled sour from the rot.

Koba Chashashvili, 38, was also shot on sight. Mr. Ramadze tried burying him in the yard, but looters were 
everywhere, so he quietly buried him in a basement.

Another victim, Nudar Batauri, appeared to have lived for a while.

On Tuesday there was still a rag clutched in his left hand, as if he had tried to stanch the bleeding before 
dying. Someone had dragged his body to the outdoor washroom and covered it with a beach towel.

In some refugees’ accounts, people knew which Ossetians from which villages burned theirs.

Murat, a Georgian from Eredvi living in an empty education building on the outskirts of Tbilisi, said Ossetians 
from Sarabuki and Osuri Prisi had burned part of his village. They had fought each other in the previous war, in 
the 1990s, he said. The second wave of looters were strangers. They shot his neighbor dead when she 
begged them to spare the house. Her body was still there days later.

Ossetians suffered too, though more from intense bombardment than from revenge killings. In Tskhinvali, Olga 
Valieva was hanging her wash when a rocket crashed near her garden, knocking her to the ground and 
destroying part of one wall. Several hundred people hid for four days in the basement of a building in the 
Jewish quarter.

Ethnic rage was on display.

Timur Kiguradze, a 22-year-old journalist who was wounded by Ossetian soldiers on Aug. 8 outside Tskhinvali, 
said he felt nervous in the hospital there when wounded Ossetian soldiers discovered that he was Georgian. 
Tskhinvali was nearly empty of Ossetians on Aug. 9, he said, but the Georgians never took the city completely, 
and the next day, Russian troops rolled in.

“They said, why are you being treated?” Mr. Kiguradze recalled. “They should take you out and shoot you.”

An Ossetian woman from Kurta, one of the worst-hit Georgian villages and one that did not appear to have 
been protected by any Georgian soldier, said she had walked for days and was finally picked up by a car, but 
she said the Ossetian men inside kicked her out when she tried to help an elderly Georgian woman.

“Why are you sorry for those Georgians?” they told her.

Nona Tsotsoria, Georgia’s representative at the European Court for Human Rights, who visited the area on 
Tuesday on a convoy with journalists, Georgian officials and aid workers, was forming her own opinion.

“It was more serious than just stealing,” she said. “Nobody is here anymore.”



In the majority of refugees’ accounts, Russians have not been a hostile force. Nina Albakidze, a 70-year-old 
from Kurta living in a Tbilisi kindergarten, said she had waited for days in hopes that the Red Cross would 
come get her, but decided to take matters into her own hands on Aug. 13. When she left her house, everything 
was on fire. Dead cows were starting to stink.

She and two other elderly women helped carry her husband, who is partly paralyzed. Twice she begged 
Russian soldiers for help. They refused but sent some Russian military meals after her in an ambulance later.

“A soldier said, ‘Grandma, what are you still doing here?’ ” she said, sitting under color cutouts of squirrels in a 
kindergarten classroom. “ ‘It’s dangerous for you here.’ I asked why. He said others were coming.”

In other cases, it seemed the targets were simply powerful people. Ms. Albakidze’s son worked for the 
Georgian representative of South Ossetia, Dimitri Sinokeyev. Ms. Valieva, the Ossetian, had a son who 
worked as a bodyguard for the local Ossetian president, Eduard Kokoity.

“They went to the houses of people who were community leaders,” said Alexandre Lomaia, head of Georgia’s 
National Security Council.

Ms. Militaura was rescued by her son, Badri, who went on a convoy with the Georgian government, because 
access is still denied by the Russians. She had eaten nothing for four days. They wept together and then 
buried the bodies. A grape trellis shades their graves.

“They were Georgians,” said an old man one house down, who was leaning on a cane. “They’re not here 
anymore.”

Reporting was contributed by Olesya Vartanyan and Eric Barrett from Tbilisi, C J. Chivers from Tkviavi, Matt 
Siegel from Vladikavkaz, and John Wendle from the road north of Tskhinvali.

#13
Russia Never Wanted a War
By Mikhail Gorbachev
New York Times, August 20, 2008

Moscow - The acute phase of the crisis provoked by the Georgian forces’ assault on Tskhinvali, the capital of 
South Ossetia, is now behind us. But how can one erase from memory the horrifying scenes of the nighttime 
rocket attack on a peaceful town, the razing of entire city blocks, the deaths of people taking cover in 
basements, the destruction of ancient monuments and ancestral graves?

Russia did not want this crisis. The Russian leadership is in a strong enough position domestically; it did not 
need a little victorious war. Russia was dragged into the fray by the recklessness of the Georgian president, 
Mikheil Saakashvili. He would not have dared to attack without outside support. Once he did, Russia could not 
afford inaction.

The decision by the Russian president, Dmitri Medvedev, to now cease hostilities was the right move by a 
responsible leader. The Russian president acted calmly, confidently and firmly. Anyone who expected 
confusion in Moscow was disappointed.

The planners of this campaign clearly wanted to make sure that, whatever the outcome, Russia would be 
blamed for worsening the situation. The West then mounted a propaganda attack against Russia, with the 
American news media leading the way.

The news coverage has been far from fair and balanced, especially during the first days of the crisis. Tskhinvali 
was in smoking ruins and thousands of people were fleeing — before any Russian troops arrived. Yet Russia 
was already being accused of aggression; news reports were often an embarrassing recitation of the Georgian 
leader’s deceptive statements.



It is still not quite clear whether the West was aware of Mr. Saakashvili’s plans to invade South Ossetia, and 
this is a serious matter. What is clear is that Western assistance in training Georgian troops and shipping large 
supplies of arms had been pushing the region toward war rather than peace.

If this military misadventure was a surprise for the Georgian leader’s foreign patrons, so much the worse. It 
looks like a classic wag-the-dog story.

Mr. Saakashvili had been lavished with praise for being a staunch American ally and a real democrat — and 
for helping out in Iraq. Now America’s friend has wrought disorder, and all of us — the Europeans and, most 
important, the region’s innocent civilians — must pick up the pieces.

Those who rush to judgment on what’s happening in the Caucasus, or those who seek influence there, should 
first have at least some idea of this region’s complexities. The Ossetians live both in Georgia and in Russia. 
The region is a patchwork of ethnic groups living in close proximity. Therefore, all talk of “this is our land,” “we 
are liberating our land,” is meaningless. We must think about the people who live on the land.

The problems of the Caucasus region cannot be solved by force. That has been tried more than once in the 
past two decades, and it has always boomeranged.

What is needed is a legally binding agreement not to use force. Mr. Saakashvili has repeatedly refused to sign 
such an agreement, for reasons that have now become abundantly clear.

The West would be wise to help achieve such an agreement now. If, instead, it chooses to blame Russia and 
re-arm Georgia, as American officials are suggesting, a new crisis will be inevitable. In that case, expect the 
worst.

In recent days, Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice and President Bush have been promising to isolate 
Russia. Some American politicians have threatened to expel it from the Group of 8 industrialized nations, to 
abolish the NATO-Russia Council and to keep Russia out of the World Trade Organization.

These are empty threats. For some time now, Russians have been wondering: If our opinion counts for nothing 
in those institutions, do we really need them? Just to sit at the nicely set dinner table and listen to lectures?

Indeed, Russia has long been told to simply accept the facts. Here’s the independence of Kosovo for you. 
Here’s the abrogation of the Antiballistic Missile Treaty, and the American decision to place missile defenses in 
neighboring countries. Here’s the unending expansion of NATO. All of these moves have been set against the 
backdrop of sweet talk about partnership. Why would anyone put up with such a charade?

There is much talk now in the United States about rethinking relations with Russia. One thing that should 
definitely be rethought: the habit of talking to Russia in a condescending way, without regard for its positions 
and interests.

Our two countries could develop a serious agenda for genuine, rather than token, cooperation. Many 
Americans, as well as Russians, understand the need for this. But is the same true of the political leaders?

A bipartisan commission led by Senator Chuck Hagel and former Senator Gary Hart has recently been 
established at Harvard to report on American-Russian relations to Congress and the next president. It includes 
serious people, and, judging by the commission’s early statements, its members understand the importance of 
Russia and the importance of constructive bilateral relations.

But the members of this commission should be careful. Their mandate is to present “policy recommendations 
for a new administration to advance America’s national interests in relations with Russia.” If that alone is the 
goal, then I doubt that much good will come out of it. If, however, the commission is ready to also consider the 
interests of the other side and of common security, it may actually help rebuild trust between Russia and the 
United States and allow them to start doing useful work together.



Mikhail Gorbachev is the former president of the Soviet Union. This article was translated by Pavel 
Palazhchenko from the Russian.

#14
The Toll of the War in Georgia's North Region's
Dwindling Supplies, Violence From South Ossetian Militias
By Jonathan Finer
Washington Post, August 20, 2008

MERETI, Georgia - There are seven men missing from this small village, residents said Tuesday, providing aid 
workers with the names and ages of those allegedly snatched by militiamen while fleeing the advancing 
Russian army.

In nearby Karbi, Tengiz Teodorashvili picked through the ruins of his crumbled home, smashed by a Russian 
shell that wounded his wife while she cooked dinner.

And a few miles away in Tkviavi, where two-thirds of the buildings are burned black, at least 12 people died 
during the peak of the fighting, residents said, including one buried by a friend under the soft earth of a garden 
shed.

"I put him here because I was afraid to dig outside," said Zurab Razmadze, displaying the shallow grave of 
Koba Jashashvili, 37, who Razmadze said was shot to death.

This region near Georgia's northern border has suffered greatly from the conflict ignited 11 days ago, when 
Georgian troops moved into the disputed territory of South Ossetia and Russian forces then pushed them 
back.

But a trip here by reporters, who were accompanying the first humanitarian aid convoy to reach outlying areas, 
also undermined some of the most incendiary allegations advanced by Georgian officials. Mereti, site of the 
alleged abductions, is the same village where government officials had recently said three local women were 
raped and murdered. At least eight residents said Tuesday that no such attacks had occurred.

Georgians living in several of the villages said the Russians occupying their land had treated them well, done 
nothing to encourage them to leave and offered the only protection available from the South Ossetian militias 
they feared most.

"I am most worried when I don't see Russians around," said Tina Grimradze, 68, whose house in the village of 
Arbo was ransacked Sunday, her belongings either strewn or stolen.

Almost totally cut off from the rest of Georgia by Russian checkpoints, residents of the northern villages --
controlled by Georgia's central government until the current conflict began -- said they were running low on 
basic necessities. Some expressed anger at the Georgian officials who led the convoy. Three yellow buses 
carried white boxes of staples such as rice, beans and cooking oil.

"If you were not prepared for a war, why start one?" Eteri Gvaramashvili, 70, shouted at a member of Georgia's 
Parliament in the village of Ditsi, throwing back her head and turning her palms to the sky. "There is nothing 
left in some villages but earth and sky."

While the Russian army had turned away some earlier aid shipments, or confined them to certain villages, 
Tuesday's proceeded largely unrestricted by Russia's army. Russian Gen. Vyacheslav Borisov, who 
commands forces in and around the Georgian city of Gori, including the villages visited Tuesday, even 
provided four Russian soldiers for security.



"We will feed the people. It is my job," said Borisov, who Georgian officials frequently describe as duplicitous, 
as the vehicles prepared to depart from Gori just after noon.

The troops' only intervention in the convoy's itinerary was to discourage organizers' from entering the village of 
Ksuisi, which was razed to the ground early in the conflict, according to several former residents encountered 
in villages to which they had fled.

As the convoy rumbled to a halt to deliver supplies, villages often appeared completely empty. Then, residents 
tentatively peered out from behind curtains or garden gates, emerging only when they realized there was no 
threat.

While many inhabitants of the region have evacuated to Tbilisi and other, unoccupied Georgian cities and 
towns, most of those left behind were either elderly, infirm or both.

In Tkviavi, Valina Chikhladze, a 70-year-old widow, was operating what she called a makeshift "refugee camp," 
for those who fled villages farther north. Two days earlier, she had found one of her guests, a frail, 92-year-old 
woman who seemed unable to speak, stumbling in the road outside her home. Another guest bore an 
inflamed, golf ball-size bulge on her upper chest that she said was a cancerous tumor.

"They have nowhere else to go," Chikhladze said as she rolled dough for bread loaves on a splintery wooden 
table. "Other people have worse conditions than we do. Some still haven't buried their bodies or had to burn 
them in their yard."

While providing aid was the convoy's primary mission, Georgian officials also sought to gauge the extent of the 
physical damage and the death toll -- eight in Karbi, according to residents, and a handful or fewer in several 
other villages, in addition to the dozen in Tkviavi -- since they had been unable to visit many places since the 
fighting began.

While Russian military vehicles cruised up and down the main highway leading between Gori and the South 
Ossetian city of Tskhinvali, the side roads were largely unpatrolled. At one point, when a white, Russian SUV 
passed by slowly, residents of Tkviavi ran for cover. Locals said such vehicles were often used by South 
Ossetian militias, blamed for many of the attacks against Georgians.

Georgian officials faulted the Russians for allowing such violence to occur, even if they were not directly 
responsible.

"The occupying force has the obligation to protect the local population," said Alexander Lomaia, head of 
Georgia's National Security Council, who helped lead the aid convoy. "It is clear that, at least for awhile, they 
didn't do that. Was it negligence? Implicit revenge? All I know is too many people died."

#15
America Must Choose Between Georgia and Russia
By Sergey Lavrov
Wall Street Journal, August 20, 2008

In some Western nations an utterly one-sided picture has been painted of the recent crisis in the Georgia-
South Ossetia conflict. The statements of American officials would lead one to conclude that the crisis began 
when Russia sent in its troops to support its peacekeepers there.

Meticulously avoided in those statements: The decision of Tbilisi to use crude military force against South 
Ossetia in the early hours of Aug. 8. The Georgian army used multiple rocket launchers, artillery and air force 
to attack the sleeping city of Tskhinvali.

Some honest independent observers acknowledge that a surprised Russia didn't respond immediately. We 
started moving our troops in support of peacekeepers only on the second day of Georgia's ruthless military 



assault. Yes, our military struck sites outside of South Ossetia. When the positions of your peacekeepers and 
the civilian population they have been mandated to protect are shelled, the sources of such attacks are 
legitimate targets.

Our military acted efficiently and professionally. It was an able ground operation that quickly achieved its very 
clear and legitimate objectives. It was very different, for example, from the U.S./NATO operation against Serbia 
over Kosovo in 1999, when an air bombardment campaign ran out of military targets and degenerated into 
attacks on bridges, TV towers, passenger trains and other civilian sites, even hitting an embassy.

In this instance, Russia used force in full conformity with international law, its right of self-defense, and its 
obligations under the agreements with regard to this particular conflict. Russia could not allow its 
peacekeepers to watch acts of genocide committed in front of their eyes, as happened in the Bosnian city of 
Srebrenica in 1995.

But what of the U.S.'s role leading up to this conflict? U.S. involvement with the Tbilisi regime­past and 
future­must be addressed to fully understand the conflict. When the mantra of the "Georgian democratic
government" is repeated time and time again, does it mean that by U.S. standards, a democratic government 
is allowed to act in brutal fashion against a civilian population it claims to be its own, simply because it is 
"democratic"?

Another real issue is U.S. military involvement with the government of Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili. 
Did Washington purposely encourage an irresponsible and unpredictable regime in this misadventure? If the 
U.S. couldn't control Tbilisi's behavior before, why do some in the U.S. seek to rush to rearm the Georgian 
military now?

Russia, by contrast, remains committed to a peaceful resolution in the Caucasus.

We'll continue to seek to deprive the present Georgian regime of the potential and resources to do more 
mischief. An embargo on arms supplies to the current Tbilisi regime would be a start.

We will make sure that the Medvedev-Sarkozy plan endorsed in Moscow on Aug. 12 is implemented, provided 
the parties to the conflict cooperate in good faith. So far we are not sure at all that Tbilisi is ready. President 
Saakashvili keeps trying to persuade the world that the South Ossetian capital of Tskhinvali was destroyed not 
by the Georgian attack but by the Russian forces who, according to Mr. Saakashvili, bombed the city after they 
entered it.

Russia is committed to the ongoing positive development of relations with the U.S. That kind of agenda is set 
forth in the Foreign Policy Concept­the framework document that sets out the basic directions of Russia's 
foreign policy­recently approved by President Dmitry Medvedev.

However, it must be remembered that, as between any other major world powers, our bilateral relationship can 
only advance upon the basis of reciprocity. And that is exactly what has been missing over the past 16 years. I 
meant precisely that when I said that the U.S. will have to choose between its virtual Georgia project and its 
much broader partnership with Russia.

The signs are ominous. Several joint military exercises have been cancelled by the Americans. Now 
Washington suggests our Navy ships are no longer welcome to take part in the Active Endeavour 
counterterrorism and counterproliferation operation in the Mediterranean. Washington also threatens to freeze 
our bilateral strategic stability dialogue.

Of course, that strategic dialogue has not led us too far since last fall, including on the issue of U.S. missile 
defense sites in Eastern Europe and the future of the strategic arms reduction regime. But the threat itself to 
drop these issues from our bilateral agenda is very indicative of the cost of the choice being made in 
Washington in favor of the discredited regime in Tbilisi. The U.S. seems to be eager to punish Russia to save 
the face of a failed "democratic" leader at the expense of solving the problems that are much more important to 
the entire world.



It is up to the American side to decide whether it wants a relationship with Russia that our two peoples 
deserve. The geopolitical reality we'll have to deal with at the end of the day will inevitably force us to 
cooperate.

To begin down the road of cooperation, it would not be a bad idea to do a very simple thing: Just admit for a 
moment that the course of history must not depend entirely on what the Georgian president is saying. Just 
admit that a democratically elected leader can lie. Just admit that you have other sources of information­and 
other objectives­that shape your foreign policy.

Mr. Lavrov is the foreign minister of the Russian Federation. 

#16
Staring Down the Russians
By Zbigniew Brzezinski
Time, August 25, 2008

The West has to show Moscow that it won't tolerate any attempt to reassert control over Georgia or the rest of 
the former Soviet Union

The end of the Cold War was supposed to usher in a new age in which the major powers would no longer 
dictate to their neighbors how to run their affairs. That is why Russia's invasion of Georgia is so tragic and so 
potentially ominous. Russia is now on watch: Will it continue to rely on coercion to achieve its imperial aims, or 
is it willing to work within the emerging international system that values cooperation and consensus?

Moscow's ruthless attempt to suborn, subdue and subordinate this tiny, independent democracy is reminiscent 
of Stalin's times. The assault on Georgia is similar to what Stalin's Soviet Union did to Finland in 1939: in both 
cases, Moscow engaged in an arbitrary, brutal and irresponsible use of force to impose domination over a 
weaker, democratic neighbor. The question now is whether the global community can demonstrate to the
Kremlin that there are costs for the blatant use of force on behalf of anachronistic imperialist goals.

This conflict has been brewing for years. Russia has deliberately instigated the breakup of Georgian territory. 
Moscow has promoted secessionist activities in several Georgian provinces: Abkhazia, Ajaria and, of course, 
South Ossetia. It has sponsored rebellious governments in these territories, armed their forces and even 
bestowed Russian citizenship on the secessionists. These efforts have intensified since the emergence in 
Georgia of a democratic, pro-Western government. Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin's resentment toward 
Georgia and its President, the U.S.-educated Mikheil Saakashvili, has seemingly become a personal 
obsession.

The international community has not done enough to push back. In recent weeks, a series of incidents along 
the fragile cease-fire lines that cut across Georgian territory helped prompt the escalation of violence, including 
Georgia's abortive effort to remove the "government" of South Ossetia, a small region with a population of 
about 70,000 people. That rash action was perhaps unwise, but it is evident from Russia's military response 
that Moscow was waiting for such an act to provide a pretext for the use of force. Large Russian contingents 
quickly swept into South Ossetia and then into Georgia, sending tanks to Gori and bombing Gori and the 
capital, Tbilisi.

Russia's aggression toward Georgia should not be viewed as an isolated incident. The fact is, Putin and his 
associates in the Kremlin don't accept the post-Soviet realities. Putin was sincere when he declared some time 
ago that in his view, the dissolution of the Soviet Union was "the greatest geopolitical disaster of the [20th] 
century." Independent democracies like Georgia and Ukraine, for the Putin regime, are not only historical 
anomalies but also represent a direct political threat.

Ukraine could well be the next flash point. The Russian leadership has already openly questioned whether it 
needs to respect Ukraine's territorial integrity. Russian leaders have also remarked that Crimea, a part of 
Ukraine, should once again be joined to Russia. Similarly, Russian pressure on Moldova led to the effective 



partition of that small former Soviet republic. Moscow is also continuing to try to economically isolate central 
Asian neighbors like Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. And the Baltic nations of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia have 
been the object of various threats from Russia, including economic sanctions and disruptive cyberwarfare.

The stakes are high. Ultimately the independence of the post-Soviet states is at risk. Russia seems committed 
to the notion that there should be some sort of supernational entity, governed from the Kremlin, that would 
oversee much of the former Soviet territories. This attitude reflects in part the intense nationalistic mood that 
now permeates Russia's political elite. Vladimir Putin, former President and now Prime Minister, is riding this 
nationalist wave, exploiting it politically and propagating it with the Russian public. Some now even talk of a 
renewed Russian military presence in Cuba as a form of retaliation against the U.S. for its support of the 
independence of the post-Soviet states.

For the West, especially the U.S., the conflict between Russia and Georgia poses both moral and geostrategic 
challenges. The moral dimension is self-evident: a small country that gained its independence only recently, 
after almost two centuries of Russian domination, deserves international support that goes beyond simple 
declarations of sympathy. Then there are questions of geostrategy. An independent Georgia is critical to the 
international flow of oil. A pipeline for crude oil now runs from Baku in Azerbaijan, on the Caspian Sea, through 
Georgia to the Turkish Mediterranean coast. The link provides the West access to the energy resources of 
central Asia. If that access is cut, the Western world will lose an important opportunity to diversify its sources of 
energy.

The West needs to respond to Russia's aggression in a clear and determined manner. That doesn't mean with 
force. Nor should we fall into a new cold war with Russia. But the West, and particularly the U.S., should 
continue to mobilize the international community to condemn Russia's behavior. Presidential candidates 
Barack Obama (whom I support) and John McCain should endorse President Bush's efforts to oppose 
Russia's actions and form a bipartisan stand on this issue. It is unfortunate that some of the candidates' 
supporters are engaging in pointless criticism of each other's public statements on the Georgia crisis. This is 
too important for that.

It is premature to specify what precise measures the West should adopt. But Russia must be made to 
understand that it is in danger of becoming ostracized internationally. This should be a matter of considerable 
concern to Russia's new business elite, who are increasingly vulnerable to global financial pressure. Russia's 
powerful oligarchs have hundreds of billions of dollars in Western bank accounts. They would stand to lose a 
great deal in the event of a Cold War--style standoff that could conceivably result, at some stage, in the West's 
freezing of such holdings.

At some point, the West should consider the Olympic option. If the issue of Georgia's territorial integrity is not 
adequately resolved (by, for example, the deployment in South Ossetia and Abkhazia of a truly independent 
international security force replacing Russian troops), the U.S. should contemplate withdrawing from the 2014 
Winter Games, to be held in the Russian city of Sochi, next to the violated Georgia's frontier. There is a 
precedent for this. I was part of the Carter Administration when we brandished the Olympic torch as a symbolic 
weapon in 1980, pulling out of the Summer Games in Moscow after the Russian invasion of Afghanistan. The 
Soviet Union had planned a propaganda show reminiscent of Hitler's 1936 Olympics in Berlin. America's 
boycott delivered a body blow to President Leonid Brezhnev and his communist system and prevented 
Moscow from enjoying a world-class triumph.

The Georgian crisis is a critical test for Russia. If Putin sticks to his guns and subordinates Georgia and 
removes its freely elected President--something Putin's Foreign Minister has explicitly called for--it is only a 
question of time before Moscow turns up the heat on Ukraine and the other independent but vulnerable post-
Soviet states. The West has to respond carefully but with a moral and strategic focus. Its objective has to be a 
democratic Russia that is a constructive participant in a global system based on respect for sovereignty, law 
and democracy. But that objective can be achieved only if the world makes clear to Moscow that a stridently 
nationalistic Russia will not succeed in any effort to create a new empire in our postimperial age.

Brzezinski, who was National Security Adviser to President Carter, is co-author, with Brent Scowcroft, of 
America and the World, to be published in September.


