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Georgia war requires balancing in Israel
By Grant Slater

JTA, August 22, 2008

TBILISI, Georgia -- In the war between Georgia and Russia, Israel faced a choice between a fair-weather ally
and a friend by proxy.

When the conflict flared two weeks ago, first with Georgia’s shelling of the capital of South Ossetia and then
with Russian tanks rumbling through the breakaway province into Georgia, Israel hedged its bets: It didn't take
either side.

Israeli Foreign Ministry officials signaled a drift away from Georgia -- an ally to whom Israel sells arms -- while
staying mum on the actions of Russia, a global power with whom Israel has a complicated relationship.

The strategy didn’t quite work.
Early on, Russia singled out Israel for criticism for providing military support to Georgia, and this week a
Russian army deputy chief of staff, Gen. Anatoly Nogovitsyn, rebuked Israel for arming and training the

Georgian forces.

Then Russian President Dmitry Medvedev opened his summer vacation home in Sochi to Syrian President
Bashar Assad, who said he’d ask Russia for sophisticated new anti-aircraft missile systems.

This was precisely the sort of development Israel was trying to avert by not coming out strongly in favor of
Georgia.

"If Israel intends to attack Iran, then such a system would be a problem,” said Professor Yiftah Shapir, an
expert on arms control in the Middle East from Tel Aviv University’s Jaffee Center for Strategic Studies.



Ultimately, Shapira said, Israel’s position on the Georgia-Russia conflict probably would have little bearing on
Russia's decision on whether or not to sell new weapons to Syria.

In Russia, Israel sees a go-between for contact with Arab states, but the Jewish state also is wary of Moscow
selling weapons to regimes in Tehran and Damascus.

As for Georgia, Israel and the former Soviet republic have had a seven-year defense relationship in which
Israel has provided defense and surveillance equipment, as well as training to its troops. Several of Georgia's
top officials also have close ties to Israel. Georgia also is an ally of the United States, making it a friend of
Israel by proxy.

While Israel's complicated relationship with Russia kept Jerusalem from overtly taking sides in the conflict,
Israeli public opinion surged in favor of Georgia. With sizable Russian and Georgian communities in Israel,
plenty of Soviet-born Israelis followed the conflict closely from the Jewish state.

The Georgian community long has been plagued by political infighting and internecine squabbles in Israel, but
after Russia’s invasion of Georgia, the community came together and held two demonstrations in Israel in the
course of one week, noted Amnon Sela, an Israeli expert on Russian affairs at Herzliya’'s Interdisciplinary
Center.

By contrast, Russian Jews in Israel were lukewarm in their support for Russia, with most either showing
solidarity with Georgia or staying quiet, Sela said. The Russian community in Israel contains many expatriates
with little or no affection for the Russian government.

In the Caucasus, however, Jews on opposite sides of the conflict have thrown their support behind their
respective countries, with Jewish community leaders in Georgia and Russia accusing the other side of war
crimes, imperialism or fascist tendencies.

Evgeny Satanovsky, a vice president of the Russian Jewish Congress and head of a Middle East think tank,
drew parallels between Georgia's actions and the actions of Saddam Hussein in Kurdistan or Syria in the
Golan Heights.

"We look at Israel, we look at America and Sept. 11 or Turkey and Kurdistan: If you kill the soldiers and officers
of a country, even if a small country does it, there must be an answer," Satanovsky said.

Israel’'s position has not played well with the Russian people, including Jews, whose patriotism has swelled
since the conflict began.

Mark Petrushansky, the chairman of the Vladikavkaz Jewish community, near the Ossetian border, said he
was embarrassed by Israel. Petrushansky said fellow Russians were asking him, "What sort of wrong did we
ever do to Israel that they would help Georgia?"

The questions, he said, came after Russian media outlets reported that Georgian Defense Minister David
Kezerashvili and Minister for Reintegration Temur Yakobashvili had close ties to Israel.

Matters worsened when Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili, responding to a question by an Israeli
reporter, attributed his army's strengths in the war to Israeli ingenuity. Saakashvili also spoke of Kezerashuvili
and Yakobashuvili.

"We have two Israeli cabinet ministers, one deals with war and the other with negotiations, and that is the
Israeli involvement here,” Saakashvili told reporters. “Both war and peace are in the hands of Israeli Jews.”

In fact, though both Kezerashvili and Yakobashvili are Jewish and have extensive ties to Israel, only
Kezerashvili holds Israeli citizenship.



With Jewish communities in both Georgia and Russia, and Israeli interests in both countries, balancing
competing interests can be a delicate exercise.

"We obviously have to be concerned about where Russia stands on a humber of issues that impact the Jews
living in Russia, let alone the State of Israel,” said Mark Levin, the executive director of NCSJ, an advocacy
group for Jews in the former Soviet Union. "At the same time, we have a country like Georgia that has always
very welcoming and open to its Jewish citizens. It can be a balancing act.”

#2

U.S. Sees Much to Fear in a Hostile Russia
By Peter Baker

New York Times August 22, 2008

The president of Syria spent two days this week in Russia with a shopping list of sophisticated weapons he
wanted to buy. The visit may prove a worrisome preview of things to come.

If Russia’s invasion of Georgia ushers in a sustained period of renewed animosity with the West, Washington
fears that a newly emboldened but estranged Moscow could use its influence, money, energy resources,
United Nations Security Council veto and, yes, its arms industry to undermine American interests around the
world.

Although Russia has long supplied arms to Syria, it has held back until now on providing the next generation of
surface-to-surface missiles. But the Syrian president, Bashar al-Assad, made clear that he was hoping to
capitalize on rising tensions between Moscow and the West when he rushed to the resort city of Sochi to meet
with his Russian counterpart, Dmitri A. Medvedev.

The list of ways a more hostile Russia could cause problems for the United States extends far beyond Syria
and the mountains of Georgia. In addition to escalated arms sales to other anti-American states like Iran and
Venezuela, policy makers and specialists in Washington envision a freeze on counterterrorism and nuclear
nonproliferation cooperation, manipulation of oil and natural gas supplies, pressure against United States
military bases in Central Asia and the collapse of efforts to extend cold war-era arms control treaties.

“It's Iran, it's the U.N., it's all the counterterrorism and counternarcotics programs, Syria, Venezuela, Hamas -
there are any number of issues over which they can be less cooperative than they've been,” said Angela E.
Stent, who served as the top Russia officer at the United States government’s National Intelligence Council
until 2006 and now directs Russian studies at Georgetown University. “And of course, energy.”

Michael McFaul, a Stanford University professor and the chief Russia adviser for Senator Barack Obama, the
presumptive Democratic presidential nominee, said Russia appeared intent on trying to “disrupt the
international order” and had the capacity to succeed. “The potential is big because at the end of the day, they
are the hegemon in that region and we are not and that’s a fact,” Professor McFaul said.

Russia may yet hold back from some of the more disruptive options depending on how both sides play these
next few weeks and months. Many in Washington hope Russia will restrain itself out of its own self-interest;
Moscow, for instance, does not want Iran to have nuclear weapons, nor does it want the Taliban to regain
power in Afghanistan. Dmitri Rogozin, a hard-liner who serves as Russia’'s ambassador to NATO, told the
newspaper lzvestia this week that Moscow still wanted to support the alliance in Afghanistan. “NATQ’s defeat
in Afghanistan would not be good for us,” he said.

Moscow may also be checked by the desire of its economic elite to remain on the path to integration with the
rest of the world. The main Russian stock index fell sharply in recent days, costing investors $10 billion - many
with close ties to the circle of Prime Minister Vladimir V. Putin.



Still, although the confrontation over Georgia had been building for years, the outbreak of violence
demonstrated just how abruptly the international scene can change. Now Russia is the top focus in
Washington and some veteran diplomats fret about the situation spiraling out of control.

“Outrage is not a policy,” said Strobe Talbott, who was deputy secretary of state under President Clinton and is
now the president of the Brookings Institution. “Worry is not a policy. Indignation is not a policy. Even though
outrage, worry and indignation are all appropriate in this situation, they shouldn’t be mistaken for policy and
they shouldn't be mistaken for strategy.”

For Washington, there are limited options for applying pressure. Senator John McCain, the presumptive
Republican presidential nominee, wants to throw Russia out of the Group of 8 major powers. Such a move
would effectively admit the failure of 17 years of bipartisan policy aimed at incorporating Russia into the
international order.

Yet Washington's menu of options pales by comparison to Moscow’'s. Masha Lipman, an analyst at the
Carnegie Moscow Center, said “there’s a lot more” that the United States needed from Russia than the other
way around, citing efforts to secure old Soviet nuclear arms, support the war effort in Afghanistan and force
Iran and North Korea to give up nuclear programs. “Hence Russia has all the leverage,” she said.

In forecasting Russia’s potential for causing headaches, most specialists look first to Ukraine, which wants to
join NATO. The nightmare scenario circulating in recent days is an attempt by Moscow to claim the strategic
Crimean peninsula to secure access to the Black Sea. Ukrainian lawmakers are investigating reports that
Russia has been granting passports en masse to ethnic Russians living in Crimea, a tactic Moscow used in the
Georgian breakaway republics of South Ossetia and Abkhazia to justify intervention to protect its citizens.

Arms sales, as Mr. Assad’s visit underscored, represent another way Russia could create problems. Israeli and
Western governments have already been alarmed about reports that the first elements of the Russian-built S-
300 antiaircraft missile system are now being delivered to Iran, which could use them to shoot down any
American or Israeli planes that seek to bomb nuclear facilities should that ever be attempted.

While Mr. Rogozin expressed support for assisting NATO in the war in Afghanistan, other officials have warned
darkly about cutting off ties with NATO. The two sides have already effectively suspended any military
cooperation programs. But Russia could also revoke its decision in April to allow NATO to send nonlethal
supplies overland through its territory en route to Afghanistan.

Russia could also turn up pressure on Kyrgyzstan to evict American forces that support operations in
Afghanistan and could block any large-scale return to Uzbekistan, which expelled the Americans in 2005. “The
argument would be, ‘Why help NATO?' ” said Celeste A. Wallander, a Russia scholar at Georgetown’s School
of Foreign Service.

Even beyond the dispute over Iran, Russia could obstruct the United States at the United Nations Security
Council on a variety of other issues. Just last month, Russia vetoed sanctions against Zimbabwe's
government, a move seen as a slap at Washington.

“If Russia’s feeling churlish, they can pretty much bring to a grinding halt any kind of coercive actions, like
economic sanctions or anything else,” said Peter D. Feaver, a former strategic adviser at the National Security
Council.

Russia could also accelerate its withdrawal from arms control structures. It already has suspended the
Conventional Forces in Europe treaty to protest American missile defense plans and threatened to pull out of
the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces treaty. Renewed tension could fray a recently signed civilian nuclear
cooperation agreement and doom negotiations to extend soon-to-expire strategic arms control verification
programs.

“Ironically, since the collapse of the Soviet Union, there’s always been the concern about Russia becoming a
spoiler,” said Ms. Stent, of Georgetown, “and now we could see the realization of that.”
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Kremlin media machine whips up war fever
Agence France-Presse, August 23, 2008

MOSCOW - Television images like those of Georgia's president nervously chewing his tie and terrified civilians
welcoming Russian tanks are being served up in large spoonfuls to Russian viewers these days.

The Kremlin's propaganda machine has gone into high gear with a steady barrage of footage and daily
briefings that have left Russians massively applauding Moscow's military campaign in Georgia.

Heavily dependent on television for their news, Russians are seeing reports of battle-scarred buildings mixed
in with unflattering images of Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili.

On the screens of Russia's three major television networks, Saakashvili is mostly shown speaking in English in
a not-too-subtle attempt to portray him as a pawn of the United States.

After the Georgian president was caught on video nervously gnawing at his tie while taking a call from his
cellphone, Vesti television aired the embarrassing footage and an accompanying interview with a psychiatrist
who described Saakashvili as unstable.

During a recent tour of battered villages, Saakashvili was shown being hurriedly bundled into a car after a
Russian plane was spotted overhead.

Slow-motion footage allowed viewers to decipher his "Let's move away!" comment delivered in English to an
official standing nearby.

President Dmitry Medvedev, who is facing his first major international test since taking office in May, is shown
as a tough-talking leader even though it was his predecessor, mentor and now prime minister Vladimir Putin
who spoke first on the Georgia crisis.

While Russia's two-week-old campaign in Georgia has been widely condemned in the West, television footage
at home is "giving rise to an outpouring of patriotism, even reaching young people, who are usually politically
apathetic," said media expert Irina Petrovskaya.

Some of the reports have focussed on how the Western media allegedly is unfairly portraying Russia as the
culprit in the conflict.

"We were outraged by what they were showing," said Konstantin Ernst, head of state-run Pervyi Kanal
television network.

Ernst said footage of Georgian attacks in South Ossetia were aired by major US networks to support reports of
Russia's "aggression" in the neighbouring republic.

Media officials say it was Georgia's move against separatists in South Ossetia that put Russian public opinion
on the side of the Kremlin -- and not television coverage.

Russia sent troops, tanks and air power into Georgia on August 8 in response to Thilisi's offensive agaist
Moscow-backed separatists in South Ossetia, where Russian troops have been stationed since the early
1990s.

"Russians had the law on its side, at least at the beginning of the conflict, which is why Russian media
coverage appeared convincing in the country," said Alexei Venediktov, chief editor of Ekho Mosvky radio.

"For me, Saakashvili is the guilty one for firing rockets on his own people even though the Russian response is
not beyond reproach," said Venediktov, whose radio station is often critical of Kremlin policy.



To make Russia's case, the Kremlin has put forward Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov, a telegenic politician who
is at ease waging the information war.

His military counterpart, Russian deputy chief of staff General Anatoly Nogovitsyn, runs daily televised
briefings, sitting behind a desk next to faded maps of the conflict zone.

"We are like schoolchildren when it comes to using the media,” commented Lavrov, a former ambassador to
the United Nations who has spent many years in the United States. "But we are learning."

A poll conducted this week by the Levada institute showed 70 percent of Russians believe their leadership did
everything possible to avoid bloodshed in Georgia.

Some 49 percent accuse the United States of having a hand in the conflict by trying to strengthen its influence
over Russia's neighboring states.

#4

Who Needs Russia?

The United States should make a clear-eyed assessment of the fruits of strategic cooperation.
Editorial

Washington Post, August 23, 2008

On Thursday, while overseeing his country's continuing occupation of neighboring Georgia, Russian President
Dmitry Medvedev found time to meet with visiting Syrian President Bashar al-Assad. Mr. Assad, who is under
suspicion of ordering the murder of political opponents in Lebanon, lavishly praised Russia's invasion of
Georgia and asked for more Russian weapons. Mr. Medvedev acceded to this request, according to his foreign
minister.

This was a small and unsurprising event in the annals of Russian diplomatic history. But it's worth noting as the
United States and its European allies consider how to reshape relations with Russia in the wake of its Aug. 7
invasion of Georgia. A common theme of commentary since the war began has been that the United States is
constrained in its condemnation of -- or sanctions against -- Russia because it needs Russia too much in areas
ranging from counterterrorism to checking the nuclear ambitions of North Korea and Iran. But you can't lose
what you never had, and it's fair to question how much help Russia has been providing in any of those areas,
even before Aug. 7.

Iran provides a useful example. Russia has participated, with Germany, France and Britain, in talks aimed at
persuading Iran to abandon its nuclear program and even has gone along with some sanctions enacted by the
U.N. Security Council. But Russia's principal contribution has been to slow the process and resist meaningful
sanctions, stringing the Bush administration along just enough to convince it that truly effective measures --
sometime, somewhere down the road -- might be possible. Iran's nuclear program has proceeded without
inhibition. Meanwhile, Russian experts help develop Iran's Bushehr nuclear power plant, and Russia sells Iran
air-defense weapons it can use to protect its nuclear sites and anti-ship weapons it could use to menace
Persian Gulf shipping traffic in the event of conflict. While the administration blames Iran and its proteges,
including Hamas and Syria, for destabilizing the Middle East, Russia sells arms to all of them, and to
Venezuela and Sudan.

None of this means that the United States should seek or welcome a new cold war with Russia. Russia could
make life far more difficult for many of America's friends if it chose to do so, just as it could, if it chose, help
combat terrorism and nuclear proliferation. But President Bush's imagined partnership with president-turned-
prime-minister Vladimir Putin has been pretty much an empty husk for a long time. We hope and believe that
the West would not under any circumstance barter away the independence or territorial integrity of a small, free
and helpless nation in exchange for a promise of big-power cooperation. But when that promise is an illusion,
the calculation should become even easier.
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Russia invasion speeds Georgia NATO membership: U.S.
By Melissa Akin

Reuters, August 23, 2008

MOSCOW - Russia has hastened Georgia's march toward membership in NATO by going to war with it over
its breakaway province of South Ossetia, a senior U.S. diplomat said on Saturday.

"I think what Russia has done now is the strongest catalyst it could have created to get Georgia in NATO," U.S.
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Matthew Bryza, American envoy to the Caucasus, told Russia's Ekho
Moskvy radio.

"This is what is going to happen now. Georgia is going to accelerate its march toward NATO and, | hope, to an
action plan in December."

The 26-member alliance, which already includes the three former Soviet Baltic states, will convene in
December to decide whether to grant Georgia a road map to accession, known as a Membership Action Plan.

NATO has promised Georgia, which Russia's considers part of its traditional sphere of influence, that it will one
day be admitted to the alliance. But opposition from some European member states has prevented it setting
any timeframe.

Russia sent its troops into Georgia to defeat an attempt by the country's pro-Western leadership to retake the
breakaway province of South Ossetia.

Moscow says it acted in its role as a regional peacekeeper to protect South Ossetia, most of whose people
have been given Russian passports. But Georgia and its Western allies accuse Russia of going beyond that
aim by pushing deep into Georgian territory.

"WE NEED GEORGIA IN NATO"

"Russia has shown exactly why Georgia needs to be in NATO ... Russia did not lift a finger against the Baltic
states once they entered NATO. It would not lift a finger against Ukraine if Ukraine were in NATO. The same
goes for Georgia," Bryza told Ekho Moskvy.

"We need Georgia and Ukraine in NATO to deter these kinds of tragic military adventures on the part of Russia
when it feels it has some room to potentially block the accession of these countries to NATO."

U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice has said there is no plan to accelerate NATO's debate on whether
to bring Georgia into the alliance.

Bryza said Georgia was not ready to join yet, but an action plan would help it prepare.

He also said Russia's peacekeeping role in Georgia would have to change in the light of the war.

Russia agreed to a French-brokered ceasefire deal which allows it to maintain a longstanding peacekeeping
force in South Ossetia, and take "additional security measures" until international security measures are

worked out.

"I'll bet the Russian government will want to keep some troops in those areas. We are not in favor of that and |
don't know how we can call them peacekeepers," Bryza said. "They are parties to the conflict now."

Russia has built checkpoints as much as 12 km (7 miles) from the administrative border with South Ossetia,
inside Georgia proper, and says it plans to continue patrolling Georgia's main Black Sea port, Poti.



The deputy chief of Russia's General Staff, Anatoly Nogovitsyn, said on Saturday that Russian peacekeepers
were acting in line with the ceasefire agreement.
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Cheney heading to Georgia war zone
Associated Press, August 25, 2008

WASHINGTON - President Bush is dispatching Vice President Cheney to Georgia, setting up a high-ranking
diplomatic mission to an ally reeling from a short, intense war.

The White House announced Monday that Cheney will head abroad on Sept. 2 for stops in Azerbaijan,
Georgia, Ukraine and Italy.

The vice president's office described Cheney's trip only in the broadest terms, saying Bush wants his No. 2 to
consult with key partners on matters of mutual interest.

The dominant attention will likely fall on Georgia, where conflict with Russia has reignited Cold War tensions.
Cheney will hold talks in Georgia with President Mikhail Saakashvili, as he will meet with presidents and senior
officials in the other countries.

The news comes as Russia's parliament voted unanimously Monday to urge the country's president to
recognize the independence of Georgia's two breakaway regions, a move likely to stoke further tensions
between Moscow and the small Caucasus nation's Western allies.

The vote follows fighting earlier this month between Russia and Georgia over the separatist territory of South
Ossetia.

Bush has been adamant that South Ossetia and Abkhazia, another separatist region, are part of Georgia.

The war erupted Aug. 7 as Georgia launched a massive artillery barrage targeting the separatist province of
South Ossetia. Russian forces repelled the offensive and drove deep into Georgia, taking crucial positions
across the small former Soviet republic.

Russia pulled the bulk of its troops and tanks out Friday under a cease-fire brokered by Sarkozy, but built up its
forces in and around South Ossetia and Abkhazia. They also left other military posts at locations inside
Georgia proper.

Russia's attack and the manner in which it has responded to the cease-fire have caused serious strains in
relations with the West and heightened fears in the young democracies of Eastern Europe. Secretary of State
Condoleezza Rice also made a quick trip to Georgia earlier this month.
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Moscow Dismisses Economic Threats
By Anna Smolchenko

Moscow Times, August 25, 2008

Attempts to isolate and punish Russia for its military actions in Georgia will backfire, given Russia's economic
muscle and key role in mediating international disputes, senior Russian officials said Friday.

Top officials in President George W. Bush's administration have said Russia's continued military presence in
Georgia could jeopardize its membership in the Group of Eight and its bid to join the World Trade Organization,
among other things.



"We are a big economy today," said Vladislav Reznik, chairman of the State Duma Financial Markets
Committee. "Whether they like it or not, we have to be reckoned with."

Yevgeny Fyodorov, chairman of the Duma's Economic Policy and Entrepreneurship Committee, was even
more blunt.

"It's a political bluff," he said. "It's an absolute certainty that the Americans won't [impose any sanctions]
because they themselves would suffer."

In the latest U.S. warning, Commerce Secretary Carlos Gutierrez said all of the United States' efforts to help
Russia "integrate ... into the world community" were "at risk," according to an interview published Saturday in
Germany's Der Spiegel.

Of the two presumptive U.S. presidential nominees, Republican Senator John McCain has been by far the
most strident in his anti-Russian rhetoric during the Georgia crisis, reiterating his call for Russia to be thrown
out of the G8 and for Moscow's WTO bid to be blocked.

Senator Joe Biden, who was named Democratic candidate Barack Obama's vice presidential running mate on
Saturday, has been more tempered in his criticism of Russia, restricting himself to saying there would be
"consequences" for U.S.-Russian ties from the conflict. During a trip last week to Thilisi, Biden proposed a $1
billion aid package for Georgia, but he also stressed that he had long sought to "forge a more constructive
relationship with the Kremlin."

Another leading Democrat, former Secretary of State Richard Holbrooke, said Aug. 11 that kicking Russia out
of the G8 as McCain advocated was "an impaossibility,” Bloomberg reported.

But Washington has only limited options for exerting economic pressure on Moscow, and threats to suspend
G8 membership would largely be about denting Russian prestige.

"I haven't noticed that they've actively welcomed us into the WTO anyway," Fyodorov said.

Yury Afanasyev, the top trade official in charge of WTO accession talks at the Russian mission in Geneva, said
he had not received any signs that the United States planned to withdraw its support of Russia's bid to join the
global trade body.

"l am hoping U.S. officials will have enough common sense not to link WTO issues with politics,” he said by
telephone from Geneva.

Russia has finalized bilateral agreements with all of the WTO's 153 member countries except for Georgia,
which rescinded its 2006 backing when Russia severed trade and transport links following a spying dispute
between the two countries.

Russia is the biggest economy still outside the WTO, whose members account for more than 95 percent of
global trade.

The next meeting to consider Russia's WTO bid has been scheduled for Sept. 18, Afanasyev said.

If the United States moves to reconsider its support for Russia's WTO bid, Moscow will retaliate, Afanasyev
said.

Russia has "a rich arsenal" of countermeasures at its disposal, he said, referring to a deal that allows the
United States larger import meat quotas, among others.

Sean Spicer, a spokesman for U.S. Trade Representative Susan Schwab, declined to say whether the U.S.
administration intended to revoke support for Russia's WTO bid, referring only to comments by Bush on Aug.
13. "This [is] as much as we have stated," Spicer said in e-mailed comments.



In that statement, Bush indicated that Russia might find itself isolated if it lost U.S. support. "In recent years,
Russia has sought to integrate into the diplomatic, political, economic, and security structures of the 21st
century. The United States has supported those efforts," Bush said. "Now Russia is putting its aspirations at
risk by taking actions in Georgia that are inconsistent with the principles of those institutions."

The economic costs of possible sanctions, such as delayed WTO entry, may not be significant, said a senior
Western economist who has studied Russia for 15 years.

"Russia would not suffer much -- if any -- immediate economic pain as a result of such a delay, since the direct
trade effects of accession (the impact of tariff changes and improved access to foreign markets) will be
limited," the economist said on condition of anonymity, because he was not authorized to comment on Russian
politics.

Both Russia and the West would only gain from changes such as the "reduction in formal and informal barriers
to foreign investment in key service sectors [and] the overhaul of technical regulations," he said.

U.S.-Russian economic interdependence was underlined by Commerce Secretary Gutierrez in June, when he
wrote in a commentary in Izvestia that Washington was eager to "expand our economic relationship."

In 2007, there was a 57 percent growth in U.S. imports to Russia and bilateral trade of $27 billion, Gutierrez
noted, including "significant growth not only in the extractive industries but in products as diverse as innovative
pharmaceuticals, farm machinery, information technology and an increasing array of services."

Among the U.S. companies that rely heavily on a thriving Russian economy are struggling U.S. auto giants
General Motors and Ford, whose Russia sales make up some of the gap being felt back home. Also, for U.S.
aircraft maker Boeing, whose Moscow engineering center is the company's biggest outside of Seattle,
business has been lucrative here.

"Perhaps no other country is able to offer the United States as broad a range of partnership opportunities or
capabilities for cooperation in every scientific or technical sphere," the U.S. Embassy in Moscow said on its
web site.

Analysts agree that while uncertainty or even animosity in the U.S.-Russia relationship will likely continue at
least until the U.S. presidential election in November, another Cold War is out of the question.

"Russia and the West need each other," Troika Dialog wrote in a research note to investors last week. "Russia
won't be able to sustain its growth without foreign capital and international experience, while the West needs a
strong ally in its fight with global terrorism and Iran. Besides, Russia is the only large energy supplier outside
Middle East."

Reznik, the Duma finance committee chairman, pointed to current economic realities and the country's history
as to why the West needed Russia.

"We can ask consumers of our gas ... whether they want to be friends with Russia," he said.
"There was a time in world history when Russia was the only superpower on the European continent,” said
Reznik, referring to the period between the end of the Napoleonic wars in 1815 and the Crimean War in the

1850s.

"We'll find our place in the world," he said.
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Prosecution and persecution: Lithuania must stop blaming the victims
Economist, Augsut 21, 2008

Is Lithuania really persecuting Holocaust survivors as if they were war criminals? Not quite, but the story is still
troubling. It starts with the Nazi occupation of Lithuania when the Germans, with local help, were murdering
Jews (more than 200,000 Jews perished, around 95% of the pre-war population). The Nazis’ main opponent
was the Soviet Union, so Jews’ only chance of survival was to fight alongside Soviet-backed partisan groups,
who were fighting both against Hitler and to restore communist rule in Lithuania.

Sixty years on, independent Lithuania is still wrestling with the dilemmas of the wartime years. The Soviets
condemned many Nazi collaborators (and tens of thousands of others) immediately after the war, but atrocities
committed by the other side remain almost wholly unpunished. Perpetrators of dreadful crimes are still living
freely in Russia and elsewhere.

Yet the interest Lithuanian prosecutors have shown in a handful of elderly Holocaust survivors seems to have
only a tangential relationship with righting those historical wrongs. Fania Brantsovsky, now 86, is a librarian at
the Vilnius Yiddish Institute in Lithuania, a survivor of the Vilna Ghetto and a former partisan. Prosecutors say
they want to talk to her and another survivor, Rachel Margolis, about a partisan massacre of civilians in 1944.

Perhaps most spectacularly, a prosecutor wants to interview Yitzhak Arad, a Lithuanian-born historian and ex-
head of Yad Vashem in Israel. Until recently he sat on a high-level Lithuanian commission investigating crimes
perpetrated by totalitarian regimes in the country. Now he is refusing to co-operate. In a book published in
1979 he described how his partisan unit “punished” villagers who did not give them food.

No formal charges have been brought; the prosecutors say they are just following up a line of inquiry. But they
claim to be “searching” for Ms Brantsovsky, as if she were a fugitive. The Lithuanian government seems
embarrassed by the issue but says it cannot intervene in the justice system. It is bits of the Lithuanian media,
calling for the individuals concerned to be put on trial as terrorists and criminals, who have done most to
inflame the situation.

But it is still bad. Lithuania’s record on prosecuting war criminals of the other stripe has been spotty, to put it
mildly. Targeting prominent local Jews looks selective, even vindictive. It also fits into a general pattern of what
Dovid Katz, the Yiddish Institute’s research director, calls “Holocaust obfuscation”. This involves a series of
false moral equivalences: Jews were disloyal citizens of pre-war Lithuania, helped the Soviet occupiers in
1940, and were therefore partly to blame for their fate. And the genocide that really matters was the one that
Lithuanian people suffered at Soviet hands after 1944.

These arguments are as repellent as they are flimsy. Jews (perhaps 500 of them) comprised around a third of
the pre-war Communist Party. But Jews also suffered disproportionately from the deportations of June 1941,
aimed at the bourgeoisie of all races. The Soviet Union was profoundly anti-Semitic.

Dodging the blame for Lithuanian collaboration in the Holocaust is shameful. It also makes separating facts
from Soviet-era smears (now enthusiastically repeated by Kremlin propagandists) more difficult. Lithuania
suffered dreadfully under Soviet rule, but “genocide” is the wrong word. Lithuania in fact suffered less than its
Baltic neighbours. It regained territory (including its historic capital, Vilnius) and a wily local Communist leader
shielded it from russification.

It may suit demagogic politicians and their media hangers-on to distort history and defame Jews. But it reflects
dreadfully on Lithuania, at a time when small countries in Russia’s shadow need all the help they can get.



#9

Will Lithuania leader stop probe of partisans?
By Lori Gross

JTA, August 26, 2008

NEW YORK -- The president of Lithuania has promised that his country's investigation into the wartime
activities of several elderly Jewish World War 1l partisans will be dropped, according to an official of the Simon
Wiesenthal Center -- but can he keep the promise?

The promise by Valdas Adamkus is the latest twist in an oddly inverted war crimes inquiry of the chairman
emeritus of Yad Vashem and two other former partisans who are being forced to testify about their partisan
activities with an eye toward possible indictment.

It comes after several Jewish organizations and members of the U.S. Congress demanded that the Lithuanian
government stop the judicial action against the Holocaust-era partisans and be more proactive in the fight
against anti-Semitism, which has become a growing concern in recent months.

The 2-year-old inquiry stems from the publication of memaoirs recalling partisan activities in wartime Lithuania.

Adamkus reportedly has spoken to the prosecutor in the inquiry of Yitzhak Arad, Yad Vashem's chairman
emeritus, and the two other partisans. Partisan allies, however, are not convinced that the entire inquiry will be
dropped. They point to a pattern of moral equivalency between Jewish partisan operations and Nazi war
crimes, both of which, according to some interpretations of Lithuanian law, amount to genocide.

Partisans' advocates are unsure about the status of the case.

According to the Vilnius Yiddish Institute, where one of the former partisans works, Adamkus said he was
asking the prosecutor to shift from requiring the three partisans to bear withess against each other in court
testimony and instead ask them to volunteer their memory as experts in an inquiry into a massacre by Soviet
partisans in the village of Kaniukai.

Thirty-eight villagers were killed, including children and a pregnant woman.

Senior Prosecutor Rimvydas Valentukevicius found excerpts of Arad’s 1979 memoir that place him in Kaniukai
when the villagers were massacred. Though he has not been formally charged, Arad is considered a suspect
in a war crimes inquiry.

Advocates of the partisans remain dubious as to how Adamkus can uphold such a promise in that his office
does not have the authority to override the prosecutor.

Lithuania’s consul general in New York, Jonas Paslauskas, acknowledged that no decision has been made
and that Adamkus had taken up the case because of the negative publicity it has generated.

Paslauskas said there “may be no need for such big noise,” but added that the level of emotion in Lithuania
over the deaths of the 38 villagers was difficult for his government to overlook. He promised that his
government would do whatever it could to resolve the case, but could not promise the inquiry would be
dropped because no one could overstep the authority of the prosecutor.

The prosecutor’s office could not be reached for comment.

The investigation of Rachel Margolis, a survivor of the Vilna Ghetto, was initiated after she published a memaoir
in 2006 that included an account of World War |l partisan activities by herself and others.

Prompted by the memoir, Professor Irena Tumaviciute, a retired lecturer of German at Vilnius University,
published a newspaper article that equated violent partisan resistance to Nazism and demanded that the
Lithuanian government investigate the Kaniukai ambush.



In the memoir Margolis wrote that a friend, Fania Brantsovsky, participated in the shooting. A historian at the
Vilnius Yiddish Institute, where the 86-year-old Brantsovsky works as a librarian, said that Brantsovsky was in
a makeshift hospital on the nearby partisan base during the shooting and did not participate.

Shimon Samuels, the director for international relations at the Simon Wiesenthal Center who recently met with
Adamkus, said the Lithuanian leader assured him that the survivors would not be forced to testify. Samuels
had expressed concern that the high-profile investigation of the partisans and Holocaust survivors was placing
the general Jewish population at risk of hate crimes.

His words seemed prescient, as two Jewish community centers were vandalized with swastikas and other anti-
Semitic epitaphs in an attack earlier this month. The attacks occurred in the capital, Vilnius, and in the nearby
town of Panevezys.

The incidents come against the backdrop of increasing concern about anti-Semitism in Lithuania. Months
before this month's incidents, a neo-Nazi rally with about 200 demonstrators, mostly youths, was held in Vilnius
in March. Lithuanian police at the rally were caught on tape appearing to be enjoying themselves.

Rabbi Abraham Cooper, also of the Simon Wiesenthal Center, believes that the Lithuanian police have the
ability and the resources to quell anti-Semitic crime. He faults the political establishment.

“Their words are important,” Cooper said, but “the proof is in the pudding.”
Cooper said political leaders must tell law enforcement to "go and do your job.”
The case of the partisans has drawn the attention of U.S. lawmakers.

Reps. Paul Hodes (D-N.H.), Robert Wexler (D-Fla.) and Howard Berman (D-Calif) wrote to Prime Minister
Gediminas Kirkilas questioning the Lithuanian government’s disproportionate attention to Jewish partisans.

The congressmen wrote that they were vexed by the “sudden energetic pursuit” of the partisans in question,
while no Nazi collaborators have served a sentence in prison since the country became an independent state
in 1991.

#10

Will a new Cold War play out in Mideast?
By Leslie Susser

JTA, August 26, 2008

JERUSALEM -- When Prime Minister Ehud Olmert goes to Moscow next month, his first order of business will
be to make sure the Russians don't sell sophisticated new weaponry to Syria that could alter the military status
qguo in the Middle East.

Last week, Syrian President Bashar Assad visited Russia to make a pitch for the arms, new anti-aircraft
missiles and ground-to-ground rockets that would put all of the Jewish state within range of Damascus.

Though Russia rejected the request, the Russians apparently are prepared to sell Syria other anti-aircraft
missiles, state-of-the-art anti-tank missiles and fighter planes.

In January 2005, Vladimir Putin -- then Russia’s president and now its prime minister -- promised Israel not to
sell arms that might upset the strategic balance in the Middle East. So far, Putin has kept that promise.

But with talk of a new Cold War in the offing following Russia’s military successes in Georgia earlier this month,
Israel is worried Russia might reassess this policy and use the sale of new weaponry to Syria — or the threat of
it — to strengthen Russia’s hand vis-a-vis Israel’s primary ally, the United States.



Some experts are concerned that the growing clash between Russian and U.S. interests will prompt Moscow
to feel freer to sell its arms to countries outside the U.S. orbit that also happen to be hostile to Israel. The
worst-case scenario, experts say, is that Russia would revert to its Soviet role as Middle East spoiler, fanning
the flames of conflict and undermining peace efforts.

Most say, however, that Russia will always stop short of direct confrontation -- and the Georgia episode hasn't
changed this approach.

"There is no way the Russians are going back to the Cold War or anything like it," one Israeli official told JTA
on the condition of anonymity.

But Itamar Rabinovich, a former Israeli ambassador to the United States who is now at Tel Aviv University,
argues that Russia has emerged much stronger from its Georgia campaign and that this will have
repercussions for the Middle East.

In Rabinovich’s view, U.S.-Russian cooperation on Iran is now far less likely, and Russian arms sales to Iran
and Syria are much more likely.

Israeli analysts say the Russian military industry long has been pushing for unrestricted weapons sales, but
Putin has been wary of selling weapons that could spark regional flare-ups and involve Russia in head-to-head
conflict with the West.

In the past, Russia has refrained from selling strategic weapons like the Iskander-E ground-to-ground rocket or
the S-300 anti-aircraft missile to Syria.

The Iskandar is far more accurate than the Scud rockets currently in the Syrian arsenal and could pinpoint any
target in Israel from Haifa to Eilat. The S-300 has a range of 125 miles and can handle 36 targets at once.
Deployed in Damascus, it could threaten aircraft deep inside Israeli airspace.

With Moscow emboldened after its dramatic success in Georgia, some Israeli analysts worry these weapons
eventually could find their way to Damascus.

In the telephone conversation last week during which Russian President Dmitry Medvedev invited Olmert to
Moscow, the Israeli prime minister bluntly conveyed the extent of Israel's opposition to any such sale to the
Syrians. It would be a pity for Assad to spend billions on arms Israel would be forced to destroy, Olmert
reportedly warned Medvedev.

The Russian-Syrian connection goes back to the mid-1950s, when the Soviet Union turned the Arab-Israeli
conflict into a proxy war with the United States.

In those days, the Soviets were perceived as a real threat to Israel's existence and as an obstacle to peace.
Syria became Moscow's chief client state after Egypt expelled the Soviets in 1972 and made peace with Israel
in 1979. This changed only in the late 1980s, when Syria no longer could afford to buy conventional weapons
from Russia.

After the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, Russia pursued a more evenhanded policy in the Middle East.
Although it continued to sell arms to Syria, it developed economic ties with Israel worth more than $2 billion a
year --a volume of non-military trade that exceeds that between Russia and the entire Arab world.

Israeli officials do not expect this to change much in the wake of the Georgia campaign.

The key question is what the Russians do in Iran. The record so far is not encouraging.

Russia has done little to help stop the Iranian nuclear weapons drive. On the contrary, Russia has signed
lucrative contracts to develop Iranian nuclear plants and oil fields; blocked U.N. Security Council proposals for



stricter sanctions; built Iran’s Bushehr nuclear reactor; reportedly started supplying Iran with $4 billion worth of
air defenses, including S-300 missile systems, to thwart a U.S. or Israeli strike against Iran's nuclear facilities;
and reportedly signed contracts worth about $20 billion to build 20 civilian nuclear power stations by 2020.

Israeli officials believe that Russia ultimately does not want to see Iran with a nuclear bomb -- that would
threaten Russian interests, too. Rather, Israel expects Russia to try to reap as much economic benefit as
possible from its Iranian connections while stopping short of allowing Iran to acquire the bomb.

The question going forward will be whether the tension between Moscow and Washington heats up or cools
down.

Israeli Defense Minister Ehud Barak is hoping any potential Moscow problem can be defused with incentives
from the West. During a visit to Washington in July, Barak proposed that the United States give up its planned
missile defenses in Eastern Europe in return for a clear-cut Russian commitment on Iran.

The Americans, however, were not convinced.
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Europe's New Dividing Line?

By Lindsey Graham and Joe Lieberman
Wall Street Journal, August 27, 2008

In the wake of Russia's invasion of Georgia, the United States and its trans-Atlantic allies have rightly focused
on two urgent and immediate tasks: getting Russian soldiers out, and humanitarian aid in.

But having just returned from Georgia, Ukraine and Poland, where we met with leaders of these countries, we
believe it is imperative for the West to look beyond the day-to-day management of this crisis. The longer-term
strategic consequences, some of which are already being felt far beyond the Caucasus, have to be addressed.
Russia's aggression is not just a threat to a tiny democracy on the edge of Europe. It is a challenge to the
political order and values at the heart of the continent.

For more than 60 years, from World War 1l through the Cold War to our intervention in the former Yugoslavia in
the 1990s, the U.S. has fostered and fought for the creation of a Europe that is whole, free and at peace. This
stands as one of the greatest strategic achievements of the 20th century: the gradual transformation of a
continent, once the scene of the most violent and destructive wars ever waged, into an oasis of peace and
prosperity where borders are open and uncontested and aggression unthinkable.

Russia's invasion of Georgia represents the most serious challenge to this political order since Slobodan
Milosevic unleashed the demons of ethnic nationalism in the Balkans. What is happening in Georgia today,
therefore, is not simply a territorial dispute. It is a struggle about whether a new dividing line is drawn across
Europe: between nations that are free to determine their own destinies, and nations that are consigned to the
Kremlin's autocratic orbit.

That is the reason countries like Poland, Ukraine and the Baltic States are watching what happens in the
Caucasus so closely. We heard that last week in Warsaw, Kiev and Thilisi. There is no doubt in the minds of
leaders in Ukraine and Poland -- if Moscow succeeds in Georgia, they may be next.

There is disturbing evidence Russia is already laying the groundwork to apply the same arguments used to
justify its intervention in Georgia to other parts of its near abroad -- most ominously in Crimea. This
strategically important peninsula is part of Ukraine, but with a large ethnic Russian population and the
headquarters of Russia's Black Sea Fleet at Sevastopol.

The first priority of America and Europe must be to prevent the Kremlin from achieving its strategic objectives
in Georgia. Having been deterred from marching on Thilisi and militarily overthrowing the democratically
elected government there, Russian forces spent last week destroying the country's infrastructure, including



roads, bridges, port and security facilities. This was more than random looting. It was a deliberate campaign to
collapse the economy of Georgia, in the hope of taking the government down with it.

The humanitarian supplies the U.S. military is now ferrying to Georgia are critically important to the innocent
men, women and children displaced by the fighting, some of whom we saw last week. Also needed,
immediately, is a joint commitment by the U.S. and the European Union to fund a large-scale, comprehensive
reconstruction plan -- developed by the Georgian government, in consultation with the World Bank, IMF and
other international authorities -- and for the U.S. Congress to support this plan as soon as it returns to session
in September.

Any assistance plan must also include the rebuilding of Georgia's security forces. Our past aid to the Georgian
military focused on supporting the light, counterterrorism-oriented forces that facilitate Thilisi's contribution to
coalition operations in Iraq. We avoided giving the types of security aid that could have been used to blunt
Russia's conventional onslaught. It is time for that to change.

Specifically, the Georgian military should be given the antiaircraft and antiarmor systems necessary to deter
any renewed Russian aggression. These defensive capabilities will help to prevent this conflict from erupting
again, and make clear we will not allow the Russians to forcibly redraw the boundaries of sovereign nations.

Our response to the invasion of Georgia must include regional actions to reassure Russia's rattled neighbors
and strengthen trans-Atlantic solidarity. This means reinvigorating NATO as a military alliance, not just a
political one. Contingency planning for the defense of all member states against conventional and
unconventional attack, including cyber warfare, needs to be revived. The credibility of Article Five of the NATO
Charter -- that an attack against one really can and will be treated as an attack against all -- needs to be
bolstered.

The U.S. must also reaffirm its commitment to allies that have been the targets of Russian bullying because of
their willingness to work with Washington. The recent missile-defense agreement between Poland and the
U.S., for instance, is not aimed at Russia. But this has not stopped senior Russian officials from speaking
openly about military retaliation against Warsaw. Irrespective of our political differences over missile defense,
Democrats and Republicans should join together in Congress to pledge solidarity with Poland, along with the
Czech Republic, against these outrageous Russian threats.

Finally, the U.S. and Europe need a new trans-Atlantic energy alliance. In recent years, Russia has proven all
too willing to use its oil and gas resources as a weapon, and to try to consolidate control over the strategic
energy corridors to the West. By working together, an alliance can frustrate these designs and diminish our
dependence on the foreign oil that is responsible for the higher energy prices here at home.

In crafting a response to the Georgia crisis, we must above all reaffirm our conviction that Russia need not be
a competitor or an adversary. Since the collapse of the Soviet Union, Democratic and Republican
administrations have engaged Russia, sending billions of dollars to speed its economic recovery and
welcoming its integration into the flagship institutions of the international community. We did this because we
believed that a strong, prosperous Russia can be a strategic partner and a friend. We still do.

But Russia's leaders have made a different choice. While we stand ready to rebuild relations with Moscow and
work together on shared challenges, Russia's current course will only alienate and isolate it from the rest of the
world.

We believe history will judge the Russian invasion of Georgia as a serious strategic miscalculation. Although it
is for the moment flush with oil wealth, Russia's political elite remains kleptocratic, and its aggression exposed
as much weakness as strength. The invasion of Georgia will not only have a unifying effect on the West, it also
made clear that Russia -- unlike the Soviet Union -- has few real allies of strategic worth. To date, the only
countries to defend Russia's actions in the Caucasus have been Cuba and Belarus -- and the latter, only after
the Kremlin publicly complained about its silence.



In the long run, a Russia that tries to define its greatness in terms of spheres of influence, client states and
forced fealty to Moscow will fail -- impoverishing its citizens in the process. The question is only how long until
Russia's leaders rediscover this lesson from their own history.

Until they do, the watchword of the West must be solidarity: solidarity with the people of Georgia and its
democratically elected government, solidarity with our allies throughout the region, and above all, solidarity
with the values that have given meaning to our trans-Atlantic community of democracies and our vision of a
European continent that is whole, free and at peace.

Mr. Graham is a Republican senator from South Carolina. Mr. Lieberman is an Independent Democratic
senator from Connecticut.
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Russia Backs Independence of Georgian Enclaves
By Clifford J. Levy

New York Times, August 27, 2008

MOSCOW — Russia on Tuesday recognized the independence of two enclaves that have long sought to
secede from neighboring Georgia. The action deepened strains with the West over the conflict in the
economically vital crossroads of the Caucasus and roiled a broader debate over how to respond to separatist
movements around the world.

The Russian decision was intended to consolidate its political and military gains in the two and a half weeks
since it invaded Georgia after hostilities flared over the breakaway territory of South Ossetia, an ally of
Moscow.

The Russian president, Dmitri A. Medvedev, declared in a nationally televised address that South Ossetia and
the other pro-Russian enclave, Abkhazia, would never again have to endure what he described as oppressive
Georgian rule.

“This is not an easy choice, but it is the only way to save the lives of people,” Mr. Medvedev said.

With Russia’s image and financial markets suffering in recent days, Mr. Medvedev took the unusual step of
giving a series of interviews to foreign media on Tuesday to explain the move. He said Russia had abided by
international law in recognizing the two enclaves, but he left no doubt that the decision was in part retaliation
for the West's support earlier this year for the independence of Kosovo from Serbia, which Russia had
opposed.

The United States and its allies denounced the decision, saying that Georgia must not be broken apart and
contending that Russia was violating the cease-fire framework that it signed to halt the fighting. The Georgian
president, Mikheil Saakashvili, accused Russia of trying to annex South Ossetia and Abkhazia.

“This is a challenge for the entire world,” Mr. Saakashvili said. “Not just Georgia.”

In Washington, President Bush said, “Russia’s action only exacerbates tensions and complicates diplomatic
negotiations.”

While the dispute centers on two slices of land, it has been playing out against a much broader backdrop of
historic antagonism among the major powers over separatist movements.

World leaders have for years struggled to determine which ones to recognize, often making decisions and then
trying to limit the repercussions by warning that each situation is unique.

The questions now are: whether that hesitance to bestow recognition could be eroding, as witnessed by
Kosovo and Russia’s action in Georgia; and whether other independence movements will use the recognition



of the two enclaves to further their own ambitions by citing similar grievances. Not far from Georgia, for
example, is an Armenian enclave that wants to secede from Azerbaijan, and Kurdish separatists are seeking
their own homeland in regions of Turkey and Iraqg.

In the past, most countries feared that if they waded into one such conflict, it could be used against them in a
future one. On Tuesday, no other big power followed Moscow's lead and voiced support for South Ossetia’s
and Abkhazia’s independence.

Many in Abkhazia have expressed the desire to be separate both from Georgia and Russia — and some
experts say it might be viable as an independent nation, albeit a very small one, because of its larger size and
busy port.

South Ossetia, in contrast, has only 70,000 people and borders on the Russian region of North Ossetia.
Suspicions have long arisen that after seceding from Georgia, South Ossetia would be absorbed by Russia
and joined with North Ossetia — and most Ossetians say they support that.

The Kremlin said Tuesday that it had no plans to take over South Ossetia. It has already given Russian
passports to many residents of both places, thereby widening its influence.

Mr. Medvedev announced the enclaves’ independence with unexpected swiftness, only a day after the Russian
Parliament unanimously called upon him to do so. Diplomats and analysts had surmised that the Kremlin might
draw the process out as part of negotiations with the West.

But tensions between the sides have been escalating, and not only over the status of the regions. On Tuesday,
Russian military and diplomatic officials continued to complain about NATO efforts to assist Georgia,
suggesting that the alliance might be trying to send military equipment, rather than humanitarian aid. The
Russians also expressed discomfort about the presence of NATO ships in the Black Sea off the coast of
Georgia.

Russia has for months been seething over the West's decision this year to recognize Kosovo’s independence
from Serbia, a traditional Russian ally. The Russians were especially angered when Western diplomats
emphasized that Kosovo was not any sort of precedent and had no bearing on the standing of the breakaway
enclaves in Georgia.

As if to drive home the idea that recognition of the enclaves was in some sense payback, Mr. Medvedev used
an interview on Tuesday with Russia Today, the Kremlin-financed English-language channel, to turn the
West's rationale on Kosovo against it.

“There was a special situation in Kosovo, there is a special situation in South Ossetia and Abkhazia,” he said.
“Speaking about our situation, it is obvious that our decision is aimed at preventing the genocide, the
elimination of a people, and helping them get on their feet.”

Still, Russia, a sprawling nation with many nationalities, has faced its own secessionist pressures, notably in
the Muslim region of Chechnya, where Moscow has fought two wars to crush an independence movement.
Even as they were hailing the independence of the two enclaves, Russian officials were trying to explain why
Chechnya did not deserve the same right.

They contended that when Chechnya had had autonomy in the late 1990s, it became a source of tremendous
instability, and Russia had no choice but to reassert complete control.

“You know what they did to their own place,” the Russian foreign minister, Sergey V. Lavrov, said Tuesday.
“They turned it into a place where international terrorists were feeling at home.”

Since the collapse of the Soviet Union, this part of the world has been a locus of the problem of addressing
separatist aspirations.



For a time, a consensus developed in the West, but with two aims that sometimes appeared to be in conflict.
On one hand, the allies, led by the United States, were quick to recognize the independence of former Soviet
republics, including Georgia itself, the better to wrest these countries away from Russia’s orbit and into the
arms of the West.

“Depending on where you sat, you could easily call those places breakaway republics,” said Derek Chollet, a
senior fellow at the Center for a New American Security in Washington, adding that many hard-liners in Russia
did see those countries as breakaway regions.

On the other hand, a post-cold-war understanding, hardened by the experience in Bosnia, developed that the
West should be very careful about recognizing breakaway regions, so as not to set a precedent, or embolden
secessionist areas, Mr. Chollet said.

That consensus held until February, when Kosovo declared independence, and the West said Serbia lost its
right to Kosovo because of actions over the years by the Serbian leader Slobodan Milosevic, who died in 2006.

Igor Lukes, a professor of international relations at Boston University, said international law contained clear
standards for evaluating whether an independence movement should be recognized, in part based upon
whether such a territory has well-defined borders, a well-established central authority and a populace that
strongly desires secession.

The problem is that these judgments typically become hostage to conflicts between large nations, as in the
case of Kosovo, South Ossetia and Abkhazia, Mr. Lukes said.

“These situations are not really murky,” he said. “What makes the situations murky is each superpower tries to
exploit ad hoc situations as they emerge to advance its interests and to hurt its rivals. It's really the way the
superpowers manipulate the reality. It's not the reality that is complicated.”

On the border area around Russia and South Ossetia on Tuesday, there was mostly joy. Hundreds of South
Ossetians streamed south to their homes, buoyed by Russia’s decision.

At a rest home in Alagir, an hour’s drive from the border, aid workers sat alone, eating sardines. It was one of
the first moments since the crisis began early this month when they looked out at an empty dormitory.

Three hundred refugees had left in the morning, and 400 more were expected to pass through on Wednesday
on their way to the narrow Roki Tunnel, which cuts through the nearly vertical ridge of the Caucasus to South
Ossetia.

“This was the only hope of people who live on the other side of the pass to return to a normal way of life,” said
Avan Galachiyev, an agent of the Federal Migration Service who had been helping the refugees.

Artur Dzhoiyev, whose family fled their village, Hampalgon, 18 years ago, was thinking idly about returning to
his “historic motherland,” maybe building a house.
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Syria eyes an edge amid Russia-U.S. rift

Damascus seeks an arms deal with Moscow, a move that would bolster its position in the Middle East.
By Nicholas Blanford

Christian Science Monitor, August 28, 2008

Washington - When Russian forces crossed into South Ossetia and Georgia, Syria was one of the few
countries to voice support for Moscow's actions in the Caucasus as the West was busy condemning the
invasion.



The growing rift between Russia and the United States over Georgia promises to be a golden opportunity for
Damascus as it seeks a weapons deal with Moscow — an agreement that would give it greater leverage in
tentative peace talks with Israel and bolster its standing in the Middle East.

"Syria saw a lot of opportunity in what happened in Georgia and South Ossetia to advance its own interests in
the [region]," says Sami Moubayed, a Syrian political analyst and historian.

Indeed, if the US-Russia rift continues to widen, Moscow could start building greater ties with Washington's
Middle East foes.

Although Syria's isolation has crumbled in recent years, Damascus remains deeply at odds with Washington
over a host of issues: support for Islamist militant groups such as Hamas and Hezbollah, the war in Irag, and
its relationship with Iran.

Syria nonetheless has made a diplomatic comeback in recent months through a carefully calculated balance of
patience, stubbornness, and flexibility. Forced into a troop withdrawal from Lebanon in 2005, Syria has seen its
Lebanese allies make gains despite the fact that a US-backed political bloc holds a majority in parliament.

Also, Syria has managed to balance its key strategic relationship with Iran against a resumption of indirect
peace talks with Israel.

"Syria is keeping its options open," says Andrew Tabler, a Damascus-based analyst on Syria.

Syria may have sniffed another opportunity to leverage regional advantage when fighting erupted between
Russia and Georgia earlier this month.

While Russia has signaled a new determination to impose its will on its immediate neighbors, it is too soon to
tell whether Moscow intends to increase its influence in the Middle East as well.

The Soviet Union was once Syria's main weapons supplier, leaving Damascus saddled with a $13.4 billion
arms-sales debt at the end of the cold war in 1990. In 2005, Russia wrote off almost three quarters of the debt,
launching a new era of improved cooperation and fresh arms deals.

Damascus has its eyes on Russia's advanced antiaircraft and antitank missile systems that in Syria's hands
could pose a threat to Israel's aerial and armored dominance. According to a Russian diplomat quoted last
week by Russia's Interfax news agency, Syria is interested in acquiring the BUK M1 and Pantsyr S1 antiaircraft
missile systems.

In April, the Russia-supported autonomous republic of Abkhazia inside Georgia reportedly used the BUK M1
system to shoot down an Israeli-made Hermes reconnaissance drone operated by the Georgian military. The
BUK and Pantsyr systems are far more advanced than Syria's current air defense assets, most of which were
bought from the Soviet Union in the 1980s.

The ease with which Israeli jets penetrated Syrian airspace a year ago to bomb a suspected nuclear facility in
northeast Syria underlined to Damascus the need for an improved air defense system.

During a visit to Russia last week, Syrian President Bashar al-Assad said that "arm purchases are very
important for Syria." And potential arms deals topped the agenda in his talks with Russian President Dmitry
Medvedev.

Acquiring Russian armaments also could strengthen Syria's hand as it negotiates a peace deal with Israel.
President Assad was quoted recently as saying that the next round of indirect talks planned for next week in
Istanbul would prove "decisive." Success is by no means certain, however, and Syrian Foreign Minister Walid
Muallem on Monday dampened expectations, saying "unfortunately, there has not been enough progress for
the talks to become direct."



Syria also has to calculate that the process may yet fall victim to the leadership crisis in Israel following Prime
Minister Ehud Olmert's announcement that he is stepping down.

"If the Syrians purchase Russian arms, that can be an additional pressure card for the peace talks taking place
in Turkey," says Mr. Moubayed, the Syrian political analyst. "Let's not forget that the Syrians have no
guarantees as to what might happen after Olmert leaves in September."

Israel has eyed Syria's ambition of acquiring Russian weapons with unease, fearing the erosion of its military
edge. Furthermore, there is a suspicion in Israel that weapons systems obtained by Syria could end up in the
hands of Hezbollah. The Shiite militant group used advanced Russian antitank missiles to deadly effect against
Israeli armored vehicles during the 2006 war. The Lebanese group is believed to be seeking new air defense
weapons systems to counteract regular Israeli incursions in Lebanon.

But Russia is likely to impose limits on the variety of weapons it sells to Syria. Russian sources denied reports
last week that Damascus was hoping to acquire Iskander ballistic missiles that could threaten almost all of
Israel. And Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov said that Moscow was willing to supply the Syrians with
"defensive weapons which are not breaking the regional balance of power."

Russia's relationship with Israel has improved since the end of the cold war, not least because of the large
influx of Russian emigrants to the Jewish state from the early 1990s.

When fighting broke out in South Ossetia, Israel was quick to reassure Russia that it was freezing military
sales to Georgia. Mr. Olmert is to visit Moscow shortly to reaffirm bilateral ties and discourage Russia from
providing weapons to Syria.

Still, improved ties with Syria has its uses for Moscow. As a potential major arms supplier to Syria, Moscow
would gain influence in the Middle East as a counterweight to the US. Also, Moscow and Damascus have been
mulling the possibility of building a Russian naval base in Tartous on Syria's Mediterranean coastline, granting
the Russians a key warm-water facility.
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Russia faces diplomatic isolation on Georgia
By Matt Robinson and Denis Dyomkin
Reuters, August 28, 2008

TBILISI/DUSHANBE - Russia on Thursday faced diplomatic isolation over its military action against Georgia
and accused the West of heightening tension by a naval build-up in the Black Sea.

The Group of Seven rich nations condemned Moscow's "continued occupation of Georgia" and a group of
Asian allies led by China failed to follow Russia's lead on independence for two breakaway regions of Georgia.

The crisis flared early this month when Russia launched an overwhelming counter-attack after Georgia tried to
retake by force its breakaway province of South Ossetia.

Russian forces swept the Georgian army out of the rebel region and are still occupying some areas of Georgia
proper. On Tuesday Moscow announced that it was recognising South Ossetia and another separatist region,
Abkhazia, as independent states.

Two U.S. warships are already in the Black Sea off the coast of Georgia to show support for their ally and
Washington has ordered the flagship of its Sixth Fleet, the sophisticated joint command ship Mount Whitney, to
the area, saying it will deliver humanitarian supplies.

Moscow expressed alarm at a naval buildup in an area normally dominated by its southern fleet.



"The appearance of NATO battleships here in the Black Sea basin...and the decision to deliver humanitarian
aid (to Georgia) using NATO battleships is something that can hardly be explained,” Prime Minister Vladimir
Putin's chief spokesman said in a teleconference with correspondents on Wednesday evening.

"Let us hope...that we do not see any direct confrontation."

NATO insists the only Black Sea presence under the auspices of the Western military alliance is a group of
four warships -- one Spanish, one German, one Polish and one American -- which are on a long-planned
routine exercise.

"There is certainly no NATO build-up in the Black Sea", Commander Kevan McHale at NATO's Supreme
Headquarters Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE) said on Thursday.

"DEVILISH"

Russia's deputy chief of the General Staff, Col-General Anatoly Nogovitsyn, has spoken of up to 18 NATO
vessels being in or expected in the Black Sea and attacked the use of warships to deliver aid to Georgia as
"devilish".

Russia's navy has responded by sending the flagship of its Black Sea fleet, the guided missile cruiser Moskva,
to the Abkhaz port of Sukhumi, less than 200 km to the north of where the two U.S. warships are sailing.

On the diplomatic front, Moscow faced difficulties in winning support for its position on Abkhazia and South
Ossetia, as normally reliable allies shied away from recognising the two rebel regions as independent states.

No other country has recognised the territories since Russian President Dmitry Medvedev signed a decree
doing so on Tuesday. The United States and European powers immediately condemned the move, saying it
violated international law.

Even China, which often sides with Russia in diplomatic disputes, issued a veiled criticism of Moscow's
actions, saying it was "concerned about the latest changes in South Ossetia and Abkhazia" and calling for
dialogue to resolve the issue.

Kazakhstan, a Central Asian oil and gas powerhouse which is normally close to Moscow, said it was too early
to think about recognition.

Medvedev had hoped to drum up support for his action at a summit of the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
(SCO), a group linking Moscow with China and four ex-Soviet Central Asian states.

But despite his call to fellow leaders, none has mentioned the Georgia crisis in speeches.

The SCO summit was working on a cautious declaration on Thursday, welcoming a six-point ceasefire
mediated by French President Nicolas Sarkozy to stop the war in Georgia. A draft resolution made no mention
of recognition of the rebel provinces.

The United States and European powers have demanded Russia respect the French-brokered ceasefire and
withdraw all its troops from Georgia, including a Moscow-imposed buffer zone whose legitimacy is disputed.

Analysts see Moscow's actions as a bid to halt expanding Western influence in the Caucasus, a major oil and
gas transit route from the Caspian Sea to the West that bypasses Russia.
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Georgia War Shows 'Weak' Russia, U.S. Official Says
By Glenn Kessler

Washington Post, August 28, 2008

Russia's conflict with Georgia is the sign of a "weak" Russian nation, not a newly assertive one, and Moscow
now has put its place in the world order at risk, the top U.S. diplomat for relations with the country said in an
interview yesterday.

"There is a Russia narrative that ‘we were weak in the '90s, but now we are back and we are not going to take
it anymore.' But being angry and seeking revanchist victory is not the sign of a strong nation. It is the sign of a
weak one," said Daniel Fried, assistant secretary of state for European and Eurasian affairs.

"Russia is going to have to come to terms with the reality it can either integrate with the world or it can be a
self-isolated bully. But it can't be both. And that's a choice Russia has to have," Fried said.

After Georgian forces moved into the separatist enclave of South Ossetia early this month, Russian troops
attacked Georgian military installations and moved close to Georgia's capital before partially pulling back. This
week, Moscow recognized the breakaway regions of South Ossetia and Abkhazia, a move the United States
and European nations condemned as undermining Georgian sovereignty.

U.S. policymakers have debated whether and how Russia should be punished for its incursion into Georgia.
Already, a civil nuclear deal between Russia and the United States appears dead in Congress, and Russia's
13-year effort to join the World Trade Organization is in trouble. Russian officials in recent weeks have
disparaged such concerns -- Prime Minister Vladimir Putin this week said he sees "no advantages" to joining
the WTO -- but U.S. officials predict Russia will suffer if it becomes isolated.

U.S. officials and their allies have begun to suggest that Russia cannot blame any fallout from the Georgia
attack on U.S. actions.

"They are kind of giddy. They will need to sober up," said a senior U.S. official, insisting on anonymity because
his remarks were diplomatically impolite. "When they sober up, they will see that it is not the U.S. that has
done things to them; it's that they have done things to themselves."

Similarly, in a speech yesterday in Kiev, Ukraine, British Foreign Secretary David Miliband said: "Today Russia
is more isolated, less trusted and less respected than two weeks ago. It has made military gains in the short
term. But over time, it will feel economic and political losses."

Miliband noted that Russia's foreign exchange reserves have fallen by $16 billion and risk premiums for
investing in Russia have soared since the crisis began. By contrast, when the Soviet Union attacked
Czechoslovakia in 1968, "no one asked what impact its actions had on the Russian stock market. There was
no Russian stock market."

Sen. John McCain, the presumptive Republican presidential nominee, has advocated removing Russia from
the Group of Eight industrialized democracies. Miliband dismissed that yesterday as a "knee-jerk" call for
action, though some Russian political figures have also begun to question whether Russia needs to stay in the
G-8.

Yesterday, in a joint statement, the foreign ministers of the other seven members -- the United States, Britain,
France, Germany, Canada, Japan and ltaly -- said they "condemn the action of our fellow G8 member" to
recognize South Ossetia and Abkhazia, adding that "Russia's decision has called into question its commitment
to peace and security in the Caucasus."

Vice President Cheney, speaking to an American Legion convention in Phoenix yesterday, condemned
Russia's "unjustifiable assault" on Georgia. "The Georgian people won their freedom after years of tyranny,
and they can count on the friendship of the United States," he said.



"Three American presidents -- Bush, Clinton and Bush -- have all in their own way sought to encourage
Russia's integration with the wider world. This is a good thing. It was the right set of policies,” Fried said.
"Russia has now put all of that at risk, because Russian cannot simultaneously behave like the Soviet Union
toward its neighbors like this is 1968 and act as if it is 2008 when it comes to the WTO."

Fried said the administration is determined to prevent Russia from claiming a new sphere of influence in the
Caucasus. He added: "There are areas where we have common interest with Russia and we want to work with
them. The question is whether Russia has an ability to work with us."

In the interview, Fried did not excuse Georgia's initial actions, saying U.S. officials told Georgian officials they
could not win a war with Russia. "Georgia is a flawed democracy, a democracy in construction. You don't help
them by whitewashing their problems or defending a bad decision. But you don't want it crushed," he said.
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Russia links its help on Iran to Georgia row
By Conor Sweeney

Reuters, August 28, 2008

MOSCOW - Western nations will have to resolve the standoff over Iran's nuclear ambitions without Russia's
help if they refuse to cooperate with Moscow, Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin said on Thursday.

Russia's invasion of Georgia has raised tension with the West, which like Moscow does not want Iran to use its
nuclear program to build an atomic bomb. Tehran says its atomic work is only to make electricity.

Asked in an interview with CNN if the Georgia row could hurt U.S.-Russian cooperation on Iran, Putin said: "If
nobody wants to talk with us on these issues and cooperation with Russia is not needed, then for God's sake,
do it yourself."

A transcript of the interview was posted on Putin's official Internet site www.government.ru.

Putin, who served two terms as president before stepping down in May, made clear that ending cooperation
was not his preferred option, saying Russia and the United States had a common interest in resolving the Iran

issue.

Russia, one of five veto-holding nations on the United Nations Security Council, has backed three previous
sanctions measures against Iran to try to curb Tehran's nuclear drive.

CONSCIENTIOUS WORK

According to the transcript, Putin said in the interview Russia had been working "consistently and
conscientiously" with its partners on Iran.

"Not because anyone is asking us and not because we want to look good in someone's eyes."

"We are doing it because it corresponds to our national interests, because in this field our interests coincide
with those of many European countries and those of the United States," he was quoted as saying.

Relations between Russia and the West are at their most tense for years after the Kremlin sent in troops to
defeat an attempt by Georgia to retake its Moscow-backed breakaway region of South Ossetia.

Western states said Russia went too far by pushing its troops into undisputed Georgian territory, and they
condemned the Kremlin for recognizing South Ossetia, and the second rebel region of Abkhazia, as
independent states.



Russia signaled that despite the row it was still engaged with international partners on the Iran issue on
Thursday when Russian President Dmitry Medvedev met his Iranian counterpart Mahmoud Ahmadinejad at a
regional summit.

At Medvedev's initiative, the two leaders discussed the Iranian nuclear program in Tajikistan's capital,
Dushanbe, where they were attending a summit of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, a regional

grouping.

"The Russian president raised the possibility of continuing the dialogue and the discussion,” Medvedev's
spokeswoman, Natalia Timakova, told reporters without giving further details.

Washington has been pressing for tighter sanctions against Tehran at the U.N. Security Council and needs
Moscow's support.

Russia says it does not want Iran to have atomic weapons, but that the Islamic republic is entitled to a peaceful
nuclear program.
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Putin Suggests U.S. Provocation in Georgia Clash
By Clifford J. Levy

New York Times, August 29, 2008

MOSCOW — As Russia struggled to rally international support for its military action in Georgia, Vladimir V.
Putin, the country’s paramount leader, lashed out at the United States on Thursday, contending that the White
House may have orchestrated the conflict to benefit one of the candidates in the American presidential
election.

Mr. Putin’s comments in a television interview, his most extensive to date on Russia’s decision to send troops
into Georgia earlier this month, sought to present the military operation as a response to brazen, cold war-style
provocations by the United States. In tones that seemed alternately angry and mischievous, he suggested that
the Bush administration may have tried to create a crisis that would influence American voters in the choice of
a successor to President Bush.

“The suspicion would arise that someone in the United States created this conflict on purpose to stir up the
situation and to create an advantage for one of the candidates in the competitive race for the presidency in the
United States,” Mr. Putin said in an interview with CNN.

He added, “They needed a small victorious war.”

Mr. Putin did not specify which candidate he had in mind, but there was no doubt that he was referring to
Senator John McCain, the Republican. Mr. McCain is loathed in the Kremlin because he has a close
relationship with Georgia’s president, Mikheil Saakashvili, and has called for imposing stiff penalties on Russia,
including throwing it out of the Group of 8 industrialized nations.

Mr. Putin offered scant evidence to support his assertion, and the White House called his comments absurd.
But they underscored the depth of the rift between Moscow and Washington over the Georgia crisis, which
flared three weeks ago when the Georgian military tried to reclaim a breakaway enclave allied with Russia.
They also suggested that the Russian leader was deeply concerned about the possibility that Mr. McCain,
widely viewed here as having a strong bias against Russia, could become president.

Only last spring, Mr. Putin, the president at the time, held a summit meeting with Mr. Bush in which the two
expressed personal affection for each other and sought to smooth over tensions in the bilateral relationship.



Russia has been struggling to persuade the outside world to back its action in Georgia. On Thursday, China
and four other countries meeting with Russia for the annual summit meeting of the Shanghai Cooperation
Organization, a security alliance, declined to back Russia’s military action in a joint communiqué.

Mr. Putin’s interview came after his protégé, President Dmitri A. Medvedev, spoke to several foreign news
outlets this week as part of a concerted move by the Kremlin to counter Georgia’s public relations offensive in
the international media. Mr. Medvedev's tone was less harsh, though he also criticized the West.

On Thursday, Mr. Putin, now prime minister, also said Russian defense officials believed that United States
citizens were in the conflict area supporting the Georgian military when it attacked the separatist region of
South Ossetia.

“Even during the cold war, during the time of tough confrontation between the Soviet Union and the United
States, we have always avoided direct clashes between our civilians, let alone our servicemen,” Mr. Putin said.
“We have serious reasons to believe that directly, in the combat zone, citizens of the United States were
present.”

“If the facts are confirmed,” he added, “that United States citizens were present in the combat zone, that
means only one thing — that they could be there only on the direct instruction of their leadership. And if this is
so, then it means that American citizens are in the combat zone, performing their duties, and they can only do
that following a direct order from their leader, and not on their own initiative.”

In Washington, the White House spokeswoman, Dana M. Perino, dismissed Mr. Putin’s remarks. “To suggest
that the United States orchestrated this on behalf of a political candidate just sounds not rational,” she said.

She added, “It also sounds like his defense officials who said they believe this to be true are giving him really
bad advice.”

A senior Russian defense official, Col. Gen. Anatoly Nogovitsyn, said at a news conference in Moscow on
Thursday that Russian forces had found a United States passport in a ruined building near Tskhinvali, the
capital of South Ossetia. The position, he said, had been occupied by Georgian Interior Ministry forces.

“What was the gentleman’s purpose of being among the special forces and what he is doing today, | so far
cannot answer,” General Nogovitsyn said, holding up what he said was a color copy of the passport. He said
members of the Georgian unit had been killed, and the building destroyed.

When the war broke out, the United States had about 130 military trainers in Georgia preparing Georgian
troops for service in Irag. The American Embassy in Thilisi said these trainers were not involved in the fighting;
about 100 remain and are assisting with the delivery of aid to Georgia that is arriving on military planes and
ships.

General Nogovitsyn said the passport was in the name of Michael Lee White of Texas, but gave no information
on whether Russians believed that he was a member of the United States military. The United States Embassy
in Georgia told The Associated Press that it had no information on the matter.

Mr. Putin said in the CNN interview that Russia had thought that the United States would prevent Georgia from
attacking South Ossetia, but suggested that he now believed that the Bush administration encouraged Mr.
Saakashvili to send in his military.

“The American side in fact armed and trained the Georgian Army,” Mr. Putin said. “Why hold years of difficult
talks and seek complex compromise solutions in interethnic conflicts? It's easier to arm one of the sides and
push it into the murder of the other side, and it's over. It seemed like an easy solution. The thing is, it turns out
that it's not always so.”



The Georgia conflict has become a flash point in the United States presidential campaign, with Senator
McCain assailing what he refers to as “revanchist Russia” and asserting that he is far more qualified to handle
such a crisis than the Democratic candidate, Senator Barack Obama.

Mr. McCain has long been friendly with Mr. Saakashvili, who has said he talks to Mr. McCain regularly. Mr.
McCain’s top foreign policy adviser, Randy Scheunemann, has worked as a lobbyist on behalf of the Georgian
government, and Mr. McCain’s wife, Cindy, traveled to the Georgian capital, Thilisi, this week on a
humanitarian aid mission.

All these ties, combined with Mr. McCain’s criticism of Russia, have earned him a kind of notoriety in Moscow.
When Parliament passed a resolution this week urging that Russia recognize the independence of the two
breakaway enclaves, some lawmakers not only praised the courage of the South Ossetians, but also threw a
few barbs at Mr. McCain.

Andrew E. Kramer contributed reporting.
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Occupation With No End in Sight

Georgians in 'Security Zone' Resigned to Russians' Presence
By Jonathan Finer

Washington Post, August 29, 2008

DZEVERA, Georgia -- When Kako Kechkhvashvili and his wife packed their things and fled this farming village
on Aug. 12, they planned to return when the Russian soldiers and their tanks withdrew.

But four days ago, with acres of their untended apples dying on the branch, they could wait no longer. They
moved back home to Dzevera, now set behind a series of Russian checkpoints within what Moscow calls a
"security zone" in northern Georgia.

Too late to rescue their dry, brown orchard this season, they lost out on the roughly $1,500 they could have
earned at market. And unlike their compatriots in parts of Georgia abandoned by Russian forces last week,
they say they are increasingly resigned to a military occupation with no end in sight.

"It all depends on politicians, but | think they will be here for a long time," Kechkhvashvili said of the uniformed
soldiers the Kremlin refers to as "peacekeepers.” "We stayed away, but now we have nowhere else to go. We
could not stay with relatives forever."

After the Russian army withdrew a week ago from broad swaths of Georgian territory, drivers again cruised
unhindered on the country's main east-west highway, and the once-occupied city of Gori was extolled on
television as a "symbol of freedom." But residents of northern villages like Dzevera, and of other places in
undisputed Georgian territory that Russian forces have not left, are bracing for a long-term Russian presence
on their land.

The violence has waned here since the conflict's early days, when South Ossetian militia fighters shot
residents dead in their homes and abducted travelers from minibuses. But many residents have reported
rampant lawlessness such as robberies and torched crops; a blackened wheat field along the twisting gravel
road into Dzevera stands as evidence.

In nearby Karaleti, residents said they called the Georgian fire department when a home was set ablaze at 5
one recent morning, only to be told that the Russian checkpoint was closed. The house burned to the ground.

Nearly everyone interviewed expressed concern about how they would endure indefinite occupation, hemmed
in by Russian military checkpoints on unpoliced roads.



Tahia Davitidze, 63, said her family had long made a living by selling produce in the Gori market, taking a 75-
cent bus trip there each day along with other village farmers. But the bus has stopped running because of the
Russian checkpoints, she said. The only way into town now is by taxi, which costs about $12.

"At first we lived in fear and panic, when the tanks and the militias came and burned some of the houses," she
said, as she and her family shared bowls of fruit in a room with a low stone ceiling. "Now | am afraid they will
never leave and life will never be what it was."

The Georgian government is encouraging residents to return to the occupied villages, hoping their presence
will help undermine the legitimacy of Russian rule.

On Friday, workers rushed to construct tents for more than 1,000 displaced people on a run-down soccer field
in Gori, just a few miles from Russian forces. Residents of occupied villages will be brought there in the coming
days and remain until they are willing to return home, said Zviad Kuchadze, an official in Georgia's emergency
department.

Georgian officials maintain that they still intend to regain control of the occupied villages and of breakaway
South Ossetia and Abkhazia, the separatist enclaves that were at the center of the Russia-Georgia war that
broke out three weeks ago and are now under Russian control.

On Friday, Georgia's Parliament passed a nonbinding resolution declaring that Russian peacekeepers should
be legally classified as "occupation forces." The Russian government has recognized the enclaves as
independent states over strong objections from the West.

"We will never consider occupied territory to be gone," said Giga Bokeria, Georgia's deputy foreign minister.
"Georgia's territorial integrity must be restored."

But other Georgian officials lament that such an outcome now seems far-fetched, with Russian forces digging
in both inside the enclaves and in the occupied Georgian villages. "It is hard for me to say it, but it will take an
enormous effort to get our territory back, even beyond Abkhazia and South Ossetia," said Nick Laliashvili, an
opposition member of Parliament.

Beyond the farming communities north of Gori, Russian forces are redrawing boundaries far from the conflict
zone. They have chased Georgian police from Mosabruni, less than an hour's drive from the Georgian capital,
Thilisi. Russian and South Ossetian forces fly their respective flags at checkpoints on the road to Akhalgori,
which they refer to only as Leningori, its name during Soviet times.

"The new border is there," said a Russian colonel named Anatoly, who declined to give his last name, pointing
down the road to Mosabruni, which before the war was in undisputed Georgian territory. "On this side is South
Ossetia. On the other side is Georgia. We will not go any further. And they cannot come any further."



