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ACTION FOR SOVIET JEWRY

PROPOSED POLICY STATEMENT ON CAMBRIDGE - EREVAN SISTER CITY PROGRAM
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II. CONDITIONS FOR FREE EXCHANGE
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Provision must, therefore, be included within the sister city agree-
ment guaranteeing that restrictions will not be placed on Jewish cultural ex-
change. Provision for free cultural exchange should also allow for Armenian
cultural expression which may or may not conform to views sanctioned by Soviet
authorities.
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3. PEACE ISSUES

disarmament are ultimately the
Im addition to

3 b

syal ot ot tooany o




thie
that
B0

put Tor pesace.

with government
movement T
individuals

PmrieEs

oult angd ars
hww-":hem. i

] . Mave begn loprlsoned : ;
confined in pevohiatric utluumnC) If the sister city program is to in-
clude forums which fucus on issues of peace, members of the unofficial peace
movement must be allowed to participate. Forums which rely only on the
proxies of Soviet authorities are incapable of providing truly meaningful ex-
change on these issues.
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; firnal area of concsrn directly relates to the promotion of peace in
the sister city program. It should be obvicus, therefore, that any area of
exchange which could have direct military application has no place in such a
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1. FREE PARTICIPATION IN EXCHANGES

An absolute condition for any sister city agreement is that individu-
als cannot be excluded from an exchange nor prevented from organizing an ex-
change for political, ethnic, racial, or religious reasons.
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2. ACCESS TO EVENTS AND PERFORMANCES
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III. IMPLEMENTATION

Past experience has shown that good intentions are an inadequate basis
upon which to found formal exchanges thh the Sov:et Union. 7T =N
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-An automatic cancellation clause must be included within the agree-
ment. It can be activated whenever violations of freedom of con-
tent and non-discrimination provisions cannot be resolved.

-A procedure for filing vioclation complaints must be established.

-An arbitration procedure for resolving complaints must be estab-
lished. An explicit time limit must be given for re-establishment
of complaince.

-In the event that vioclations cannot be resolved, an automatic pro-
cedure for termination of the program must be activated. This pro-
cedure must be established in writing as part of the sister city
agreement’s termination clause.
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IV. UNITED STATES - SOVIET EXCHANGE IN PERSPECTIVE

Ay Qood work 13 ... fath

werryy e

potential for harm o



or

conduct of
to adhere to

thie

L=

It will enhanc

whether
i oimplemsnted. Wb
; anvone. . More imporit
ar to be the only way to achlisve truly m

ences cpenly can we hope bo

ibies ]
] appe

change. Only by addressing ouwr diff

undesretanding with the Bovielt pesople.




IT.

IITI.

IvV.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

IX.

LIST O F APPENDTICES

Violations of the Helsinki Accords 1986

Yuri Orlov: Exchange Programs and American Self Censorship
Jewish Refuseniks

Repression of Jewish Culture

Human Rights Abuse in Armenia

1) The Case of Father Garnik Tsarukyan
2) Armenian Prisoners of Conscience in the USSR

Independent Peace Activism
1) Update on the Group to Establish Trust Betweem the
USSR and the USA
2) Background on the Group to Establish Trust Between
the USSR and the USA

Punitive Use of the Military Draft
1) The Case of Evgeny Palanker
2) Analysis of the Use of the Military Draft to Persecute
Refuseniks

Interference With Postal Communications

Harassment of American Tourists in the USSR
1) Harassment 1987
2) Articles on the Expulsion of Boston/Cambridge Area
Musicians from Yerevan



Appendix I

VIOLATTIONS OF THE

HELSINKI ACCORDS 1986

The fbllowing is the introduction to a report of the Inter-

national Helsinki Human Rights Federation dated November 1986
by Catherine Fitzpatrick of U.S. Helsinki Watch. The
documents violations of the Helsinki Accords (1975) in the areas

of:

report

human rights, freedom of expression, contact with foreigners,

freedom of movement, peace activism, workers rights, political
prisoners, freedom of religion, and minority rights.

text is available from Action For Soviet Jewry (893-2331) or
U.S. Helsinki Watch(212-840-9460).

INTRODUCTION

o The accession of Mikhail Gorbachev as Soviet General
Secretary in March 1985 created expectation both within the
USSR and the West of economic reforms and possible changes in
the closed nature of Soviet society. In November 1985, hopes
were raised by agreements on exchanges and several human
rights gestures made at the Summit in Geneva. That optimism
waned in July 1986 when American correspondent Nicholas
Daniloff was detained in Moscow on charges of espionage. His
release, along with that of several dissidents in the fall of 1986
rénewed the hopes generated in Geneva. But Western observers
are now only further convinced that human rights remains just a
bargaining chip for the Soviet Union -- a component of “package
deals” where a few political prisoners are added into spy
exchanges, or a few divided families are reunited at the time of
summits or Helsinki review conferences or arms talks.

The human rights gestures made by the Soviet Union in 1985
and 1986 gained wide publicity that may have obscured the
government’s continued and systematic violation of international
human rights accords. They were, however, a testimony to the
efficacy of persistent lobbying by concerned citizens and
governments in the West and the effect of public opinion. |n
October 1985, shortly before the Geneva summit, Yelena Bonner,
wife of exiled physicist Andrei Sakharov and member of the
Moscow Helsinki Group, finally obtained permission for
temporary medical leave abroad. In February 1986, Jewish
leader and Moscow Helsinki Group member Anatoly
Shcharansky, who had spent a total of nine years in prison and

The complete



labor camp, was released to the West at the time of a dramatic
East-West exchange of spies. In June, after the close of the Bern
Review Conference on Human Contacts, some 200 members of

divided families were granted exit visas to the West. In the

summer of 1986, seven members of the independent peace
movement, two of whom had been serving labor camp sentences,
were issued exit visas, As of this writing, it appears certain that
Yury Orlov will be released from Siberijan exile in connection
with the releases of Nicholas Daniloff and Soviet physicist
Gennady Zakharov. Several victims of psychiatric abuse have
been released this year from maximum-security facilities, and
one was permitted recently to leave for the West. In a few
unprecedented cases, persons re-sentenced under a new Criminal
Code article that extends punishment had their sentences
quashed. .

Human rights organizations rejoiced at the end of suffering
for these individuals, Frustrated, as Western governments are,
with the Soviet Union’s lack of compliance with the Helsinki
accords, groups such as the International Helsinki Federation are
often forced to focus on the symbolic cases that represent the
many who are unknown, or on the individual humanitarian case
that may be resolved in conjuction with important East-West
meetings. But we cannot measure human rights progress in terms
of the resolution of individual cases, because the reasons that
caused these individuals to be incarcerated still remain. Anatoly
Shcharansky, for example, fought for the right of Jews to
emigrate from the Soviet Union. But his own release came at a
time when Jewish emigration was at the lowest it has been in a
decade. The Jewish emigration figure as of August 1986 -- 505
-- indicates that this year's total is likely to be under 1,000,
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less than last year, although it is known that thousands of Jews
wish to leave. Although Mrs. Sakharov successfully underwent a
heart bypass operation in the U.S. and spent six months with her
family, she has returned to the same stark isolation in Gorky,
where KGB teams film her and Andrei Sakharov constantly.
Yury Orlov, chairman of the Moscow Helsinki Group, is to be
released, but it is highly unlikely that the kind of human rights
commission he envisoned operating in the Soviet Union will be
permitted. And 35 other men and women from Helsinki Groups
remain confined, including: Anatoly Marchenko, at this writing
in the second month of a hunger strike; Tatyana Osipova, who
has been éeparated from her husband Ivan Kovalyov, also
imprisoned, for five years; Dr. Anatoly Koryagin, who exposed
the abuse of psychiatry; Viktoras Petkus, a founder of the
Lithuanian Helsinki Group: and Mykola Horbal, Ukrainian
Helsinki monitor and poet repeatedly sentenced to labor camp.

The KGB is now going to some long-term, well-known
political prisoners such as Tatyana Osipova, and poet Irina
Ratushinskaya, and offering them release in exchange for
confession or a statement that they will discontinue their public
activities. Nevertheless, they have refused to buy their freedom
by compromising their consciences.

Many veteran refuseniks wait in vain for permission to
emigrate, including even cases of medical emergency such as
Inna Meiman, the wife of Moscow Helsinki group member Naum
Meiman, who is dying of cancer. :

Although the leaders of the independent peace movement
have been allowed to leave, others left behind have been rounded
up, and protest against the Chernobyl disaster silenced. A peace
activist who demonstrated for Daniloff’s release was promptly

ix



put in psychiatric detention.

Gorbachev has impressed many with his public relations
skills, and the dramatic releases of dissidents are aimed at the
gallery. He has indeed rejuvenated the Soviet leadership and
created possibilities for changes -- at least for the elite, within
certain limits. Intriguing signs of a cultural *thaw" include a
shake-up at the Union of Cinematographers, which has led to the
showing of films long banned; bold new plays in Moscow dealing
with formerly taboo subjects such as Jewish refuseniks and
religious believers; the possibility that Dr. Zhivago may finally
be published in Boris Pasternak’'s homeland, along with
controversial works by other authors that have remained
unpublished. Economists are writing interesting new analyses
and proposals to solve the crises in the Soviet Union, that would
have been unthinkable even a year ago. A campaign for more
openness in the press has led to unprecedented investigative
reporting, an increase in publication of citizens’ complaints;
frank criticism of corruption and excessive privileges among
Party members, and a far more thorough assessment of the
aftermath of the Chernobyl disaster than had been expected in
the West.

But the public relations campaign has also had its ominous
side. Soviet officials have enticed defectors to return home and
renounce their disloyalty, and increasing numbers of dissenters,
particularly religious believers, have been pressured to confess
and recant their former "anti-Soviet’ views over television and in
~ the newspapers. The Soviet press portrays Myroslav Medvid, the
unfortunate Soviet sailor who twice jumped ship in New Orleans
and was returned to Soviet custody by U.S. immigration officials,
as alive and happy in the Soviet Union, but there is no way to



confirm this independently. :

Clearly, the line has been drawn. The writers, scholars and
artists, who are not part of the Gorbachev elite are still
vulnerable to arrest -- as the fates of authors Feliks Svetov and
Lev Timofeyev and art collector Georgy Mikhailov illustrate.
While a trickle has begun from the Soviet labor camps with the
release of several prominent long-term dissidents and a number
of lesser known activists, those who are emerging report that
conditions are the worst they have been in a decade, with
increased deaths, beatings and torture, exhausting labor that has
led to an increase in work-related accidents, lack of medical care
and denial of visits and letters for years at a time. Harsh new
legislation that was put in place even before Gorbachev's
accession to power has made it possible to increase punishment
for political prisoners, to further restrict contacts with foreigners,
and to arrest those who merely possess forbidden literature. The
anti-alcoholism campaign and the tightening of workers’
discipline have brought on a2 number of rights abuses: a Moscow
activist, for example, received two years of labor camp for two
days® absence from work.

Moscow intellectuals may well be asking themselves -- why
take the route of dissent? Opportunities are now becoming
available for increased freedom of expression within official
limits -- why risk jailing for going beyond the bounds?
Tragically, under Gorbachev, a vast split is taking place in Soviet
society between the general public and the elite, who are being
promised more freedom and a better life in exchange for
conformism, and the dissenters, who are being increasingly
marginalized in society or, more frequently, banished to the
camps in the East, where they are far from the eyes of Moscow’s

xi
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elite or visiting foreigners.

And it remains to be seen whether the cultural opportunities
in the capital will spread to the other Soviet republics, where
nationalist unrest and dismay at encroaching Russification
continue. There have not been even svmbolic releases from labor
camp of activists from the minority rights and self-determination
movements in the Ukraine, Armenia, Georgia, the Baltic
republics or the Crimea, nor have there been any amnesties of
imprisoned leaders of the large, unregistered religious
communities in the Soviet provinces. '

Regrettably, because the focus of human rights discussions is
so often narrowed to lists of cases, the fundamental problem of
Soviet human rights abuse is perpetuated; for every case resolved,
the Soviets have created new cases to fill up our future lists.
Then desperate relatives and concerned activists must scramble at

- each East-West parley or state visit to drum up the necessary

publicity for their prisoners.

The voluminous testimony of this report vividly illustrates
the human misery that results from the Soviet government's
failure to live up to its promises under the Helsinki accords.
While we welcome the recent humanitarian gestures and are
grateful for an end to the suffering of those released, we are
fearful that new people may take their place in the prisons and
labor camps. Unless the Soviet Union begins to tolerate the kind
of dissent in which these individuals were éngaged, we cannot be
assured of meaningful compliance with the Helsinki accords.

Catherine A. Fitzpatrick
Research Director, U.S. Helsinki Watch
September 29, 1986
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Appendix II

YURI ORLOV:

EXCHANGE PROGRAMS AND
AMERICAN SELTF CENSORSHTIP

FROM A SPEECH TO

the NATIONATL ACADEMYof SCIENTCES
October 15, 1986

- Now let's go to some more concrete issues. Let's speak of
scientific contacts. You have to keep in mind that the Soviet
side is far more interested in these contacts than you are. 1In
that sense you are operating from a position of strength. And
since there are moral problems connected with these exchanges
and there are also security problems, you shouldn't forget that
you are, in fact, in a position of strength, because these
issues are linked to the exchanges.

For example, when you are negotiating an agreement with the
Soviets about who will participate in these exchanges, and you
obtain an agreement on a particular list of exchangees, you
should not permit the Soviet side to veto any certain individual
that has been agreed upon. The Soviets should not have the
right to disapprove of a participant who has already been
approved by both sides.

Excuse me if I seem to be reading a lecture, or lecturing
you in some way, but since you have asked me for my opinion, I
thought I would give it. Afterall, you will be making the
decisions, but I feel that I can say what I think as well.

You should not have Soviet censorship in your own heads.
Don't play their game. When you're negotiating with the Soviets
and talking about mutual contacts, on your side the people
engaged in the negotiations are scientists and people close to
scientists. But on their side there are people who are
operating strictly for political reasons, they are diplomats in
a sense. They're diplomats even if they are hiding behind the
names of scientists or operating behind scientists and using
their prestige, they are, nonetheless, diplomats. And that's
why you have to think through, very carefully, each part of the
‘agreement that you make; perhaps you should even be calling in
lawyers.

- I am sure that those (Soviet participants in the exchanges)
that you have invited include such people as Andrei Dimetrivich
Sakharov and I know you have deliberately included him.
Sakharov is a specialist in astrophysics and physics and other



topics, as you know. And as you also know, Anatoliy Koryagin is
a psychiatrist who opposed the misuse of psychiatry for
political reasons. Anatoliy Koryagin was able to investigate
the unknown side of Soviet psychiatry. He is a specialist in
that regard. He would be an interesting person for you to hear
at conferences. And there is another, a mathematician, Naum
Meiman, who is well-known both for his science and for his human
rights activities. He worked in the Institute of Theoretical
and Experimental Physics for a long time and then when he

decided to leave the country, he lost his position. You should
include these kinds of people.

Sakharov has never Been tried or sentenced. Meiman has
never been tried or sentenced. Koryagin was tried and sentenced
precisely for engaging in his scientific research, for exposing
the abuse of psychiatry, for promoting himself and being the
scientist that he is, investigating a certain field. And then
there are many refusenik scientists. Yacov Alpert for example.
And others. I will give you a list of these names later, we
don't have to go into it now. I think you have to be very firm
about always including these people on your list of exchangees.
It's always good for them. No matter what the arrangements are,
you always help them .

- With regard to the cases of persecuted scientists in the
Soviet Union, if you leave someone out or miss an opportunity to
mention a name, then the person who you have forgotten to
mention will immediately feel the results of that in their own
situation. You must look at each case individually and
concretely to know what to do. You can preserve your exchanges
as long as you have a list of those people, the persecuted *
scientists, and insist that they be included in your exchanges.
And remain firm to the end. I think that is a good message.

* So from the very beginning, what I'm saying is that only
one thing is required from your side: firmness. But that's the
other side of the question, how do they feel as people,
personally as scientists. There you have different kinds of
people, different opinions. Some, I know, for example are very
much in favor of adherence to a kind of imperialist ideology.
Here I can cite the words of one scientist I know. "Yea, it's
the Mafia. But look what a strong country, government we have.
And they say, for the time being, I would be for that Mafia,
because it's strong." But then there are many completely
different types--those who would like Russia to be a civilized
European-style country. And of course our historical and

cultural background requires that we become that, a civilized
European nation.

)K Yuri Orlov lived in Yerevan between 1956 and 1972, and has been
a Corresponding member of the Armenian Academy of Science since 1968.



Appendix III
J EWISH REFUSENTIKS

7 KNO W_N REFUSENTIZK FAMILTIES
IN YEREVAN

. the Baealian family
the Fainerman family
the Khitrova family
the Palanker family
the Shmuter family
the Teter family
the Zurabyan family

**NOTE* *

Over 130 refusenik families have relatives or
close friends in the Boston/Cambridge area.
A complete list is in preparation.



. REFUSENIE FRMILIES FROM VEREVAM, ARWENIAN-SER & RECORDS ACTION FOR- SOVIET JEWRY FERRUA

RY 10, 1987

Record 1.D. 4044
BREALIAN BRIGORY AZHOTOVICH ALEANIA 7, AFT. &6 YEREVAH
A——— ——— ‘ irirons: mm
ARMENIAN-55R
Last Address Update: 2/21/36 FPhonel: ?hane&*
First Invitation: Firsi Applied: First Refusal:
#pst recent refusal:
Reiigigus Observance? [sraeli Litizen? Hail Contact? Visitors?
HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS: Musber in Househoeld: 2 Children in Households :
self BAEALIAN GRIGORY ASHOTOVICH Birthdate: Sexim
Briginal Dccupaticn: ENG
wife BREALIAN FELITSIA Birthdate: Sexsf

Oricinai Occupatiom:

atest Update of Household Informations 2/21/86

Lat File Name:
Fecewt Events File Available?

Baciground Activity File Available?

File Name: Support Activity File Available? File Name:
Latest Update of Text Files Information: 2/21/38
RELATIVES INSIDE USSR: Relative’s Recerd 1.D.
RELATIVES QUTSIDE USSR: Eaigration Date:
Home Phone: Hork Phones
COHTACTS OUTSIDE USSR: Fhene:

parried

parrieg -



Becord 1.0, 448

FELATIVES CUTSIDE USSR:aunt SHOSHARA RAVIV MAZOR
’ EVEN YERUDA
Heae Fh

r

one
LONTA TS GJTSIQE US5R:

Hork Phene:

40500
Work Fhone:

FAIHERNEH HYRON PIOTRGVICH 5. TORONTZA 3, APT. %0 YEREVAN 2750048
—— ——— - . .,
ARMENTAN-SSR {55k
Last Address Update: Phonei: : Phoned:
Refused INSUFFICIENT KINSHIF First Invitation: 9/10/78 Firsi Applied: First Refusal: 8/01/80
Hebrew Study Culture/Histary (Jsﬁish) Host recent refusal: 3/41/81
Religicus Gbservance? {sraeli Citizen? Yes #ail Coentact? Yes ors? Yes
Speaks Engiish Hebrew Ger¢an
General Commenti: According to Usoskin List 11721783, Wyron werks and lives in Pedolsk, Moskovskaya Oblast.i?) Brother, losif,
parried Natasha Helaged & lives sxth her paremts in Moscow. Sisfer, Dora sarried non-Jew - not refusenik.
HOUSEHOLD HEMBERS: Nupber in Househeld: 2 Children in Household:
zelf FAINERMAN HYRON PETROVICH Birthdate: 12/04/33 3ex:a  single
Original Occupation: ENG Chemical Engineer
sister FRINERMAN ORA PETROVNA Birthdate: 1/01/56 Sex:f  smarried
Original Occupation:
Birthdate: Sext
Original Jccupationm:
Lziest Update of Household Infn;matlan. Background Activity File Available? File Hame:
Recent Events File Available? ie Name: Supoort Activity File Available? File Hame:
tetect Update of Texti Files Inf:raatx«n:
RELATIVES INSIDE USSR: brother ISLIF FAIHERMAN & NATASHA HELAMED Relative’s Record 1.D. 2043

ISRAEL

Emigration Daie:
ISRAEL

Phone



Feco d [.0. 144
KHITROVA GALINA KOWITAS N. 1, APT. 122 YEREVAN
amm— ppesiw mas -
ARMENIAN-55R
Last Address Update: Fhonels - Phoned:
Refusad IHSUFFICIENT KINSHIP First Iovifation: First dpplied:
feligizus Qhservance? israell Citizen? Hail Centact? yisitors?
General Commentl: Alsc Refused for SECRECY OF RELATIVE (Father). GBalina was tennis champ at Yerevan Univ. ;p 78, Fh
student - don’t know if obtained degree. Hother & father work toget he as physicists at Yerevan Ac
Science,
HOUSEHOLD HEMBERS: Humber in Househeld: 4 Children in Household:
self KHITROVA GALINA BORISOVHA Birthdate: 1701739 Gex:f
Original Occupation: 501 Student Fhysics
father KHATKIN BORIS Birthdate: 1/01/33 Sens
Original Occupatiom: 501 Fhysicist
aother KHAIKIN VALENTINA Birthdate: 1/01/33 Sexs:t
Original Occupation: SCI Fhysicist
pother-in-las Birthdate: Sex:f

Latest Update of Household Inforsation:
Recent Events File Available? File Name:
Latest Update of Text Files Infermatiom:
RELATIVES INSIDE USSR:

File Nage:
File Name:

Background Activily File Available?
Support Activity File Available?
Relative’s Record 1.D.
) Ezigration Dale:
HY 4.5.8.
Hork Fhene:
Fhone:

single



Recerd 1.D. 2312
PRLANKER YIL1 SHELEVILH FROSPECT OKTEMBERYAN 34, APT. 195 YEREVAN
RRHENIAN-SER
Previous Address:
Ty URITTY HUTSUBIDEEH 2 ALEA ATA
KRORAYON, A i THL [&4-55R
Last Address Update: FWGWnI: SH3-309 Phoned:
Refused First Invitatisn: 1/01/80 First Bpplied: Firsi Refusel:
Culture/Histery {Jewish) Hebrew Study Host recent refusal:
feligious Observance? Yes Israeli Citizea? Yes Hail Contact? Yes Yisiters? Yes
Speaks Emglish Hebrew
General Commentl: Became Israeli citizens, 11/84. Both sonc are shoaer chabbos. Erina is somy Daitry’s sciher-in-law.
totally certain thai Daitry is a cheaist. Daitry married woman from Thiisi in "85,
General Comment2: Family soved from Alsa Ata thinking 3t easier to get permission inm Yerevan, 7/86: Somy Evgeny Falanke
pursued by draft despite sedical exeapiion - epiiaptxc.
HOUSEHOLD MEWBERS: Nuzber in Household:s 3 Children in Household: 2
self PRLANEER VILI SHELEVICH Birthdate: 1/01/35 Seu:inm
Original Occupation: 501 Chesist Metallurgy
wife PALANKER EVBENIA IGSIFOVNA Birthdate: 1/01/3% Sea:f
Original Occupation: EMG Computer 3pecialist
o0 PALANKER DMITRI/DANIEL VILIEVICH Birihdate: 1701780 Seu:s
Original Occupatisn: 5CI Chemist
daughter-in-law  PALANKER IRINA KONSTANTINDVNA Birthdates 1/01/80 Bex:f
friginal Bccupation:
grandson PALANKER NATAN IMITRIEVICH Birihdate: {1/15/83 Sex:m
Original Ccoupation:
aoth law LAZARILE  ERINA SEMIONOVHA Birthdate: 1/01/38 Sex:f
Origimal Occupatic

[«x]

TN

[T

i
foy

17514

aarried

singie



" PALANKER EYBENY YILIEVICH Birthdate: 1/01/85 Zexin  single

we
b~
=i

Griginai Occupatien:

vt
~c
o
(%)
Ers
-
]

acther LOMANGYSEAYA ELIZAVETA FROLOVNA Birthdate: 1/01/10 1

Original Dccupation:

Latest Update of Household Informatiom: Background Activity File Available? File Hame:
fecent Events File Available? File Name: Support Activity File Available? File Name:
Latest Update of Text Files Infermaticn: ,
RELATIVES INSIDE USSR: Relative’s Record 1.D.
RELATIVES OUTSIDE USSR:sister-in-law YALYA HARDER Emigraticn Date:
BER VEHUDR 11-2 ’ BAT YAH : I5RAEL
Hoze Phone: : Herk Pherne:
RELATIVES OUTSIDE UsSR: ANNA SHTERN Esigration Date:
HIFRATS SHLBMC 31-13, KIRIAT SHARET HOLOH ' [SRAEL
Home Phone: etk Phone:
COMTACTS QUTSIBE USBR: HELENE KENVIN 3 RIVERSIDE DRIVE, NEW YORK, NY 10023, U.5.A. Phame: {2121873-788¢
COHTACTS DUTSIDE USSR: ALEXANDRA PAVLOVA ALEF MAGAZINE, ISRAEL Phone: 03-521-4R2
COHTARCTS QUTSIDE USSR: ZOYA KILSHTEIN MERKAZ KLITA, OSHIDT 2-13, REHOVOT, ISRAEL Fhone:
{



-

Fecord 1.D. 4043

SHHUTER SAKMSON
————— QR
Last Address Update: &2/21/86 Fhenel:

Religious Observance Israsli Citizen?

HOUSEHOLD MEHBERS:

zelf

SHHUTER

Original Dccupation:

Latest Update of Household Information: 2/21/3%
fecent Events File Available? File Name:
Latest Update of Text Files Inforaation: 2/21/8%
RELATIVES INSIDE HS55R:

RELATIVES OUTSIDE USSR:

Home Phones

CONTACTS GUTSIDE USSR:

Number in Household:

Fhoned:
First Invitation: First Applied: First Refusai:
Host receni refusal:
Hail Confact? Visitors?
Children in Househeld:
SAHSON Birthdate:

Hackground Activiiy File Available?
Support Activity File dvailable?

Hork Phone:

Sexim

File Haze
Fils Name

3
H
3
®

Relative’s Record 1.0,

Emigration Date:

Phone:



Rezord 1.0, 313%
. TZTER

DI

m—

PAVLEVICH

ESLINIRG S,

§P7.8
Phened:
First Applied:

Last Address Update: Fhonel: 322-135  qeneral

fefused First Invitation:
Calture/History {Jewish) Hetrew Study

feligicus Qbservarce? Yes [eraeli Citizen? Ves nail Comtaci? Yes

Speaks Hebrew Yiddish

General Cemzentl:

HOUSEHOLD MEMEERS:

self TETER

Original Qccupation: ENG

wife ORGANESTAN

Griginal Octucation: ART Music Teacher

gaughter TETER

Original Dccupation: ART Musician

50N TETER

Originai Occupation: ART Musician

acther TETER

Original Occupatiom:
Pensioner

Nuzber in Household: &

Hoth children are students al susic conservatory.

VADIH

—
T

echnician

poy

GAYANEH

- Plano

ANATT/HANNAH

Student

PAVEL

STUDENT

RAKHIL

LILIA

PAVLOVICH

VAERANDVNA

VADIMQVER

YACINCVICH

-—
[ o]

v’

<2

LETHOVNA

FAVLGUNA

fiest rece

Visitors? Yes

Wife, Bayaneh, speais Hebrew,

Children in Household: 2

Birthdate:

Birthdaie:

Birthdate:

b}
<t

hdate:

i

L= =

Birthdate:

Birthdste:

"

1701739 Sex:a

2/G6/71 Sax:a

1701713 Sex:f

1701786

$ A4 G
1/101/82

parried

parried

‘singie



Lateet Update of Housenold Informations Sackground Activity File Availehle? File Name:

Recent Evenis File Availaole? File Napa: Sucgert Activity File Available? File Nage:

tatest Update of Tex! Files Infermation:

RELATIVES INSIEE USSR: felative’s Recerd 1.3,
RELATIVES QUTSIDE USSR: LATH ZITAMIRSKY Emigration Date:

SHAY ABNGH 4o-18 NAHARTA - ISRAEL

Hoae Phene: Work Phone:

CONTACTS OUTSIDE USSR: HELENE KENVIN S RIVERSIDE ORIVE, REW YORK, NY 10023, U.S.5. Fhone: {2121573-988¢

CBhTFCTS OUTSIZE USSK: WINTER 17 WINTER STREET, FEAMINGHAM, MR 01701, U.S.A.  Phene:



fecord I.0. 1032

" ZURARYAN-GOLDHAN HARINA 13AAKOVHA _ TAMANYAN 3, APT. 50; YEREVAN 375009,
- ARMENIAN-SSR USSR

Giternative Address: . .
MARKORIANA 63 APT. 609/ YEREVAN 375009 ARMENIAN-SSR

TAMANYAN 3, APT. 40; YEREVAN 375009, ARMENIAN-SSR

Last Address Update: Phonel: 344-363 Phoned:

Refused NO PARENTAL COMBENT First Invitatiom: First fpplied: 1/01/77 Firsi Refusal: 1/OL/7T
Host recent refusal:

Religicus Observance? Israeli Citizen? Hail Contact? Yisitors? Yes

Speaks English
General Commentl: Marina is losif’s 2nd marriage. losif has som by first marriage in US5R. Harina®s father disguised Jewishness
by changing last name & listing nationality ac Armenian. Mother is Ukrainian. Both against Harinma’s

eaigrating.
HDUSEHOLD MEMBERS: Husber in Household: 4 Children in Househeld: 1 : :
self ZURARYAN-GOLDMAN HARINA ISRAKOVNA Birthdate: 12/05/48 Sex:f amarried

Original Occupation:

daughter GOLEMAN CHARA IGSIFOVNA Birthdate: 5/12/79 Sexs  single

Origina! Occupatien:

Latest Update of Household Infermation: Background Activity File Available? File Nage:

Recent Events File Available? File Name: Support Activity File Available? File Hage:

Latest Update of Text Files Inforaation: '

RELATIVES INSIDE USSR: parenis Relative’s Record I.0L.
RELATIYES DUTSIDE USSR:hushand IG51F IL7ICH GOLDMAN Eaigration Date:

3201 3J3RD PLACE, M HASHINGTON 0. 20008 .8.4.

Home Phona: (202)352-4%42 dork Phone:

CONTACTS QUTSIDE USSR: HELENE KENVIN Phones



Appendix IV

REPRESSION OF JJEWISH CULTURE

CULTURAL GENOCTIDE

The following document, signed by 125 Jewish Refuseniks, was sent to the 26th Congress
of the Communist Party of the USSR in February 1981. The conditions described within

continue to be an accurate description of the daily lives of many Soviet Jews.

TRANSEATED FROM RUSSIAN
AT ITS cenference in Berlin in
1976, the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union (CPSUY and the Com/
munint parties of other countries of
the continent, the nations that four
decades ago had witnessed the un-
precedented Holocaust that
destroved one-third of the Jewish
niation, called for the “strict and
complete implementation by all the
states of the provisions on national
minonties included in the Final Act
ot the Helsinkj Conference.™

The USSR is o multi-national

state that has numerous achieve-

ments in thas field without, however,
solving all the problems involved.
Nevertheless, the position of the
Jews among the other national
nunorities is a very special one:

A. THE JEWS are practically
deprived of the possibility to study
and use their national language.
Yiddish. spoken 3t the beginning of
the century by the majority of the
Jews in Russia; is hardly used now.
The number of people who know
Yiddish well is negligible, as during
most of the post-war period, Yid-
dish was not taught in any Soviet
schoul, and no Yiddish textbooks
were published for study by in-
dividuals. Only last year was the
study of Yiddish resumed in several
schools in the city of Birobidzhan,
the capital of the *‘Jewish
Autonomous District” in the Far
Eastern part of the USSR.

This, however, can not in any way
he considered a sufficient measure
if only because this district’s Jewish
population constitutes only 0.5 per
cent of the whole Jewish popula-
tion of the USSR.

The position of Hebrew the
language of our religious, literary
and historical heritage, which has
been resurrected in the present cen-
tury, is even worse — Hebrew is
practically banned in the Soviet
Union. No Hebrew publications
have been released in the USSR,
and ncither are those purchased
overseas for sale to the public in the
USSR,

The authorities refuse to legalize
the private teaching of Hebrew and
often interfere with it, subjecting
buth tcachers and students to
repression. We can cite, for exam-
ple, a striking example of dis-
crimination  against the Hebrew
language: the Hebrew publication
of the Israel Communist Party, Zu
Haderech, is not on sale in the US-
SR, while the Yiddish publication of
the same party, Der Veg, is widely
sold there. '

Jews residing in the USSR are, as
a result, threatened by complete
linguistic assimilation. Only 14 per
cent of them, in place of the 18 per
cent in 1970 and 21 per cent in 1959,
have declared their national
language to be their mother tongue.

. This is a lower percentage than that

of any other national minority in the
USSR.

B. SOVIET Jews are practically cut
off- from their national history. Not
one book on Jewish history, except
for a series of studies dealing with'
the ancient period, has been
published 1n the USSR since 1930.
Books on Jewish history published
overseas are not sold in the USSR,
and they are often confiscated from
foreign tourists wishing to bring
them into the USSR. Not one scien-
tific monograph dealing with the
Nauzi genocide of the Jews and with
Jewish resistance against Nazism,
including the revolt in the Warsaw
Ghetto. v

Despite the fact that Jews had
settled on the territory that is now

the USSR more than 2,000 years
ago and although the largest Jewish
community in the world had lived
on that territory at the end of the
19th und the beginning of the 20th
century, there is not one museum
dealing with Jewish history, culture
or cthnography, and no existing
Soviet museum has a special section
dealing with these subjects. Not
even one paragraph devoted to Jews
has been included in school text-
books, even those on ancient
history.

C. THE SITUATION of Jewish
culture in the USSR has somewhat
improved lately. Two state-
supported Yiddish drama groups
have been formed. The sole Yiddish
publication, Sovietish Heimland,

. started publishing summaries and

sometimes even translations of
some of its articles in Russian.
Works of fiction on Jewish subjects
have again been published in
central literary magaczines after a 10
years' absence, and the number of
gramophone records of Jewish
songs released in the USSR has in-
creased to a certain extent.

in spite of these positive develop-
ments, no sufficient conditions for
the preservation, study, propagation
and development of Jewish culture
have been created in the USSR.

Jewish folklore, both literary and

musical, is hardly ever collected. It

iIs not studied. und it is not
published. Not oue collection of
Jewish folktales, parables or anec-
dotes has been published in the
post-war years.

" The literary and philosophical
heritage of the Jewish people is, dis-
proportionately, poorly represented
in modern Soviet publications. Not
one scientific monograph on Jewish
history, literature or philosophy has
been published.

Masterpieces of Jewish art and
Jewish handicralts created over the
centuries by Jews of the Baltic
states, the Ukraine, Byelorussia and
Moldavia are disappearing without
a trace or gathering dust in the
storage rooms of Soviet muscums,
without being studied by anyone or
ever displayed anywhere. Unique
ethnic groups within the Jewish
population are subjected to cultural
discrimination although they have
been living in certain territories as
long as the “native™ population.

National Jewish culture has not

‘been included as an organic part of

the official cultural framework of
the USSR. The most important
channel of popularizing cultural
values, television, has never been
made available for presenting the
culture of the Jewish people to the
general public.
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The world-famous dance ensem-
ble lead by . Moiseev never
thought it appropriate 1o include
one Jewish dance in their program-
me representing the creations of all
the nations of the world. The
cultural contacts and the relations
between Jews-and many Soviet na-
Hons  over many  centunes have
never been studied, while the direet

“or the indirect participation of the

Jewish people e the development
of the national cultures of Soviet na-
tions is ignored 1 the publications
on these subjects.

Cultural exchanges  with other
countries do not exist, Soviet media,
with the exception of - Sovietish
Heonland™ which s unavailable
hoth to. non-Jews and to- the ma-
jonity of the Jews because of the

Tanguage barrier  takes no notice

of anything concerning the cultural
life of Jews living abroad.

The wealth of present-day Jewish
hiterature hardly ever reaches the
Jewish-reader in the Soviet Union.
Apart from rire exceptions - (wWo-
small collections of works by Israeli
writers published in the carly "60s —
cven the works of such world-

renown’ writers as the Nobel Prize.

winners Shai Agnon und lsaac
Bashevis Singer are unavailable to
Soviet: Jews. Many of them do not
even realize that Jewish literature
cxists. -

No tours. of Jewish singers and
drama groups. from foreign
countries, inciuding the socialist
ones, are ever organized in the
Soviet Union, None of the Jewish
periodicals published overscas, -
cluding the Communist Jewish
press, are sold in the USSR, except
the already mentioned paper of the
Isracli Communist Party.

Attempts ky Soviet Jews to
restore certain clements of Jewish

“culture  were not, unfortunately,

supporied by the uppropriate Soviet
authorities,

Thus, for ¢xample, the forming of
it Jewish amatcur drama group in
Moscow, which planned to stage a
performance on the-occasion of the
Jewish festival of Hanukka met with
repression by the KGB.

As a result, Soviet Jews are often
seen by the non-Jews surrounding
them, and by themselves as well, as
a nation without any significant
culture and Without a history.

. THE JEWS as a nation are
deprived in the USSR of any kind of
representation, be it cultural,
political or réligious, that would
have formulated and defended their

interests and that would ha‘vc"
guaranteed their contagts with

Jewish communities in other
countrics ol the world.

Jewish religious congregations in
various cities are not connected by
an organizational basis, i.e. they do
not constitute i religious federation
headed by a chaef rabbi, us has been
the case not only in Western
countries, but also in the countries
of Eastern Europe.

Since the end of the "40s no links
representing such *‘non-
indigenous' and dispersed
throughout the USSR peoples as
the Jews are have existed in the
structure of the CPSU, the
legislative and executive organs of
Soviet regime, the state bodies and
the public organizations dealing
with culture. The so-called “*Jewish
Autonomous District” cannot and
should not fulfil such functions: this
district does not represent Soviet

Jewry cither historically (the first

Jewish scttlements: appeared there
only half a century ugo) or
demographically (Jews make up 7to
¥ per cent of the population of the
district and only 0.5 per cent of the
total Jewish: population of the
country), and the Jewish masses
have never expressed a desire to
move to these completely alien-to-
them lands. :
The fact that the KGB is almost
the sole state organization that has a
special - section dealing with. the
whole range of the national
problems of Soviet Jews is a sinister
and paradoxical symbol of the
national status of Soviet Jewry.
As a result of the above-
mentioned causes, Soviet Jewry is
not_represented in any of the inter-
national Jewish organizations such
as, for example, the World Jewish
Congress, which includes the Jewish
organizations of a number of
socialist states, or the World
Hebrew Union, Brit Iveit Olamit,

E. DEPRIVED of their own
organizations that would represent
and protect their interests, Soviet
Jews often find themselves helpless
when facing anti-Semitism.

The international conference of
Communist and Labour parties
held in 1969 was called *“to launch
the widest possible movement of
protest against... racial and national
discrimination, Zionism and anti-
Scmitism,™

The bomb explosion near the
Paris synagogue in October 1980
and the events that followed it in
France and West Germany
reminded the world once again of the
gravity of the threat presented by
anti-Semitism, of the relevance of
the struggle against it, the struggle
in which the Communist parties of
Kurope are taking an active part,

A

What was the contribution of the
Soviet Union to this struggle? An
anti-Zionist campaign un-
precedented in scale, was launched
in the Soviet Union.

The catalogue of the Central
Soviet hbrary, the V.I. Lenin
[.ibrury, lists under the heading
“The Struggle Against Nationalist
ideology™ 44 anti-Zionist books and
booklets in Russian, Ukrainian, as
well as English, French and other
languages. Almost all of them were
published in the USSR in the years
1969-1980. About one-third of all
the publications in that section of
the catalogue is devoted to criticism
of Zionism.

It is hard to understand why the
debunking of the nationalist
ideology of a people who make up
0.3 per cent of the world population
and 0.7 per cent of that of the USSR
has become a dominating tendency
in the struggle of the CPSU against
nationalism within the USSR and
overseas.

How much attention is devoted to
anti-Semitism, which lead in the
20th. century first to the death of
150,000 to 300,000 Jews at the hands
ol the Black Hundreds, the White
Guards and other pogromists in the
Ukraine, Moldavia and Russia, and
then to the murder of six million
Jews, the victims of Nazism?

The same sectian of the library
citalogue includes three publica-
tions dealing with the subjects of
“Zionism and Anti-Semitism™ and
two booklets dealing with criticism
of anti-Scmitism as such: one of
them was published 50 years ago in
Byelorussian and the other 15 years
ago in Ukrainian. _

Even had no problem of anti-
semitism existed in the USSR, such
massive propaganda directed
against  Jewish  nationalism  could
cause a ‘‘reanimation’ of
Judeophobia without a bulanced
unmasking of anti-Jewish prejudices
and theories.

Anti-Scintic tendencies and pre-
judices have never really disap-
peared in the USSR, as they most
probably did not disappear in inany
other countries. Insults addressed to
Jews; rumours that go back to the

, Middle Ages about the use of Chris-

tian blood by the Jews and rumours
that originated in the Soviet Union
during the period of the **Doctors’
Plot’’ about Jewish doctors
mutilating non-Jewish  babies in
maternity  clinics and  mutilating
non-Jewish patients in hospitals;
clashes almost leading to pogroms;
desecration of Jewish cemeteries;
anti-Semitic grafliti on walls, on
apartment doors on- memorials to
the fallen - - all expressed to a vary-
ing extent the “anti-Semitism from
helow ™
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AU other levels Jews encounter
anti-Semitic publications — in-
cluding an article of that kind
- printed in the children’s newspaper
Pionerskava Pravda - that are most
often presented as part of the saine
strupgle against Zionism,

Jews also meet with discrimina-
tion in finding employment and jn
advancement at work and in their
studies according o officia
statistics, while the number of stu-
dents in Soviet universities  and
technical colleges increased by 3
per ocent from 1970-71 1o 1974-75,
the number of Jews decreased by 18
per cent; it s significant that the
reduction s most sizable in the
highest and most eminent levels of
the education system: the number
of students in technical colleges
decreased by 11 per cent; the
number in universitics by 28 per
cent and the number of Jewish post-
graduates has decreased by 43 per
cent from 1970 to 1975; at the
beginning of the 1976-77 academic
yeiar, the number of Jews in
technical colleges was reduced by
another 6 per cent and in the
universitics by 12 per cent.

F. HAVING TURNED into a na-
tion without a language, without a
culture and history, feeling helpless
when facing the anti-Semitic
prejudices of the population, the
“anti-Zionist" propaganda of the
mass media and the discriminatory
practices of the various state
organizations, Soviet Jews are
doomed to national extinction.

Forced cultural assimilation,
often taking place in hostile
national surroundings, deforms the
self-awarcness and the self-respect
of tens of thousands of Jews. Mixed
marriages, 4 quite natural
phenomenon in the conditions of
common settlement of numerous
nations, are turned into an instru-
ment of official change of one’s
national belonging,

According to sociological studies
conducted at the end of the '60s and
published in the Soviet press, 80-90
per cent of the children from mar-
riages between Jews and Russians
are registered in their documents as
Russians (in the USSR the passports
and other documents of the citizens
contain records of their nationality).
Is such an asymetry in the results of
mixed marriages possible in normal
conditions of the life of a nation?
Hastened assimilation and a low
birth-rate (which is also partly con-
nected with the psychological state
of the nation) have resulted in a
rapid -decrease in the number of
Jews residing in the USSR.

According to the census, at the
beginning of. 1979, there were
1,811,000 in the USSR while there
were 2,151,000 Jews living there in
1970 and 2,268,000 in 1959, Even
without taking into account the
cmigration (that amounted to less
than 200,000 in the period from
1959 to January 1979), the Jewish
population of the country decreased
by more than 12 per cent during the
last 20 years. Against the
background of the increase in the
population of the prevalent national
majorities residing in the USSR, the
demographic decline in the Jewish
population is, in fact, un-
precedented.

G. THE SITUATION of the Jews in

the USSR is especially aggravated
by the political factor, the extreme-
ly hostile relations between the
USSR and Israel on the political
level. Regardless of their attitude
towards politics and the social
system of the Israeli state, Jews
demonstrate a natural desire for
mutual contacts with. their historic

~ homeland, restored after 2,000

years of dispersion; they are in-
terested in everything that takes
place in-the country, .

However, since diplomatic rela-
tigns between the two countries
were broken off in 1967, connec-
tions in the fields of culture, science
and cducation have also been
severed. There has never been a
Soviet-Israeli Friendship Society in
the USSR although such a society
has been active in Israel during all
these years. :

The Soviet mass media describe
the life of the Jewish state in an ex-
clusively negative manner and ig-
nore any kinds of success achieved
by Israclis in science, technology or
agriculture. All this causes great dis-
tress to the Jews and, at the same
time, provides additional grounds
for anti-Semitism. )

Contrary to other East European
countries that also broke off
diplomatic relations with Israel, the
Soviet Union has also stopped any
kind of tourist traffic between the
two countries. As a result, hundreds
and thousands of families are

deprived of the possibility of

remaining Soviet citizens and
mecting  with their relutives and
friends living in Israel,

)

AS A RESULT of the above-
mentioned circumstances, and not
sceing any fuvourable-prospects for
themselves or for their people in the
USSR, many Soviet Jews decided to
take a difficult and crucial step: to
emigrate from the USSR to Israel or
to other countries that have large
and vigorous Jewish communities.

"Dear delegates and guests of the
Congress, in 1976 the Communist
parties of Europe called for a strug-
gle “for the ratification and strict
observance by all the European
states of the international covenants
on human rights proposed by the
UN." It is common knowledge that
the right to leave one’s country of
residence is included in the
category of clementary human
rights. It was recorded, in par-
ti-ular, in the International Charter
on Civil and Political Rights, which
had been ratified by the USSR and
had become incorporated in Soviet
law.

To what degree is this right being
observed in practice? Soviet Jews
have been compelled to fight for
many years for its realization and
many of them (including more than
70 persons during the last 10 years)
have paid in prisons, exile and
labour camps for their persistent de-
mands to be able to repatriate to
Isracl. However, since the begin-
ning of the '70s, Jews started
cmigrating from the country, both
as the result of the struggle of Soviet
Jews themselves and as a result of
the support given by the world
public to this struggle.

This process has never been an
casy one. The submission of an ap-
plication for emigration lead to a
significant deterioration in the ap-
plicant’s social status. The terms for
considering such applications have
always been arbitrary, and negative
answers have often been given
without legal grounds, or without
any explanation at all, and there has
never been a way of appealing
against them legally.,

Tens of families who have applied
for emigration five to ten ycars ago,
and whose members have not had
any access to classified projects for
more than 10 years, are stll being
kept in the USSR for “secrecy”
reasons.

The receipt of an exit visa to go to
Israel has always led to the
automatic deprivation of one’s
Soviet citizenship and the right 1o a
pension in compensation for years
of honest work in the Soviet Union.
After leaving the USSR, Jews are
deprived of the possibility of going
back if fur some reason they did not
succeed in settling overseas. They
are compelled o sever, forever,
personal connections formed over
the years, without having the nor-
mal possibility of maintaining them.
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Yet, at the heginning of 1980, the
number of emigrants has reached
250,000, i.c. every tenth Jew has left
the Soviet Union; tens of thousands
of families starting planning their
lives in connection with the
prospect of emigrating. People gave
up work they loved, changed their
professions, became uncmployed —
all in order to avoid difficulties in
emigrating. Families were broken
up bhecause of various circum-
stances, parents left before their
children  did, children left their
parents behind - and all this was
done on the assumption that they

will be reunited in future in Israel or

in.one of the Western countries.
‘Emigration  tendencies  became
more and more popular from 1976-
79 (some 36,000 emigrated in 1978
and S3,000 in 1979), but after that
the process was suddenly forced to

slow down considerably. The:

number of emigration permits is-

sued per month was reduced five-to-

six-lold during the last year,

OEFICIAL institutions considering
the applications of persons wishing
o emigrate started -using on a very
wide scale, absurd explanations for
refusing to grant emigration per-

- mits,. which were completely con-

tradictory to the above-mentioned
international  covenant:  “‘insuf-
ficient degree of kinship,” *clas-
sified nature of the relatives’ work'
and simply “‘inexpediency of
emigration.”” According to in-
complete data, the ‘‘army of
refuseniks” makes up about 40,000
people. The gravity of their situa-
tion is made even more difficult by
the fact that being deprived of any
legal rights in connection with this
question, these people can find
themselves in this situatiorr for
many. years, because the terms of

validity of refusuts 0 applications |

for emigration ure not fixed.

210 West 91 Street
New York, N.Y. 10024
(212) 799-8900

New restrictions are introduced
all the time in order to hinder
emigration. In’ the Ukraine,
Moldavia and in Leningrad, ap-
plications' for emigration are ac-
cepted only from persons who have
received invitations from “direct”
relatives (even brothers and sisters
are not included in this category
in the Ukraine). In addition,
hundreds of cases have been
reported of persons being unable to
receive the invitations sent to them,
numerous times, by their relatives in
Israel. -

A special situation has ow:

become apparent in Moscow. Most
of the persons who applied for
emigration in Moscow have ' not
been receiving replies to their ap-
plications for the last year and a
half, or ¢ven two. years. Suddenly,
on the eve of the CPSU congress,
many of them received exit visas.
Unfortunately, these long-awaited

positive changes are taking place in-

Moscow only, the city’ where the
party congress is due to open, and if
we evaluate many of the circum.-
stances, these changes appear to be
only- temporary. :

THE PRESENT situation of Soviet
Jews can be described as follows; on
one: hand, there is the whole range
of factors that have a crippling ef-
fect on their national and individual
fates and compel them to emigrate,
which continue to exist in full force;
on the other hand, it is becoming
practically impossible to emigrate.

Summing up, we can declare that
the Jews of the USSR are facing the
threat of a national catastrophe.

It is still possible to prevent it.

Moscow: (Signed)

Minkin, lsuy; Rozenshtein, Aleksander:
Spector; V.Z.: Gut, Boris; Sorkin,
Viadimir: Dubyanskaya, Elena; Drugova,
Etya; Reznikov, Gennady; Kre-
men. Mikhail; Balashinskaya, Marta;
Chernobylsky, Boris; Ratner, Yudif;
Lorentzson, Aleksey, Elkina, Berta; Dubin,
Victor; Tesmenetsky, Leonid; Makar-
Limanov, Leonid; Khasina, Natalia; Khasin,
Gennady; Driyaova, Tamara; Reitman, Mark:
Vasilevskaya, Nataliya; Vasilevsky, Anatoly;
Rysin, Aleksandr; Lubenskaya, Ludmils; Rez-
nitsky, Aleksandr; Khrakovskuys, Nautuliyu;
Aronov, Valery: Fleishhakker, Murn; Gelfer,
Valery; levitansky, Gennady; Levitunskaya,
Anna; Abrumovich, Pavel; Prestin, Viudimir;
Berenfeld, Mark; Gurevich, Evgeny;
Vinogradov, Igor; Begun, Yosif; Siobodkin,
G.N.; Umanskaya, E.L.; Brichov, M.L.;
Bernshtein, LN.; Nekludova, E.A.; Fulmakht,
Victor; Rozing, V.B.; Rozina, F.1.;, Vail, V.E.;
Sapiro, LL.; Victorov, M.A.; Solomudin,
A.A.; Batovrin, S.Yu.; Batovrin, N.Yu.;
Potekhina, L.1..; Kushnirov, D.A ; Strongina,
1.B.. Vinokurov, A.V.; Vinokurova, M.Z.;
Grossman, Oksuna Davidovna;
Borshchevskaya, A.Z.; Rudin, A L.; Rychuk,
S.S.. Gurevich, Aron; Levitsky, Gri[ov;
Slobodkin, Grigory; Shchegolev, L.V,
Nekrasov, M.Yu.; Zubri, G.L.; Feldshtein,
E.A.; Popov, 0.A; Klots, B.E.; Englin, A.L.;
Kuperman, A.F.; Rabinovich, V.L.; Toker,
G.L:Sirotenko, E.L.; Smolyanskays, A.L.:
Lomonosov, M.V.; Azarkh, Samuil;
Bakhmutsky, M.A.; loffe, O.V.; Yukobson,
M.A.. Shchegoleva, 1.V.; Yakobson, A.L.;
Magarik, V.A.. Magurik, A.V.; Shipov, A A.;
Rudich, M.E_; Lishnitser, A.L.; Neiman, M 1.
Rodny, Yu.M.; Altshul, 1.Ya.; Rodny, M.I.;
Yuzefovich, L.Yu.; Gluzman, E.IL; Dorina,
R.D.; Doring, S.E.; Shvartsman, A.M.;
Korinets, L.. Korinets, S.; Grossman, Dina;
Roitburd, Tsilya; Koshurovsky, Yuly; Essas,
llya; Kvartina, Anna; Shtern, Yury; Shtcrn,
Flena.

Leningrad:

Lelichenok, R.1; Kuik, Z.B.; Karolin,
Yu.V.{ Levin, Z.Sh.; Genusov, A.A.; Furman,
L.M.;" Radomysisky, 1.B.; Taratuta, Aba:
Kagunovich, G.M.; Geishis, M.1.; Geishus,
E.L, Lutskaya, E.E.; Yuzefpolskaya, S.Yu,

Kishnlev:

Vainshtein, Leonid; Vodovoz, David;
Lokshin, Usip; Leiderman, Grigory; Munblit,
Aron.

Gorky:
Volvovskayu, |.A

Student Struggle for Soviet Jewry

1118 Avenue J
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11230
(212) 253-3800
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Appendix V

HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSE IN ARMENTIA
| -1)The Case of Father Garnik Tsarukyan

. amnesty
internationa

SPECTAL APPEAL NO 6 1924 ’ 1 August 1974

SUBJECT: The forcible confinement to psychiatric hospital of FAT!ZD GARMI
TSARUKYAN )

AI COLCERI!: AI is concerned that rather Tsarukyan is confined for wolitical
rather than medical reasons, and regards him as a prisoner of
conscience.

BACXGROULD: Father Tsarukyan, a priest of the Armenian (resorian Church, has

been confined to Erevan psychiatric hospital against his will since 2 'larch 1.k,
Reports dated 24 March say that he has been harred visits from friends and
relatives. Father Tsaruyan was confined shortly after he lost 1is. jod for
alleging corruption among the church hierarchy at an assembly in February 19%%,
According to friends and relatives, he has siown no symnoms of wmental illness

in the past. Nor is there evidence from his case history to suggest that he
represents a 'danger' to himself or to others. AI believes he is confined for-
exercising nis right to freedom of expression in a non-violent way.

Garnik Tsarutyan was born in Creece in 1934, one of the Arrienian diaspora which
fled persecution in the Ottoman LSmpire Letween 1894 and 1922, In 1947 his fanily
returned to Soviet Armenia, and Tsarukyan graduated from the Echiiaczin seminary
as a priest in 1954, e has a long history of conflict with the autaorities,
centring on nis relizious beliefs. In 1955 he was sentenced to 3 years imprisonment
for his refusal to do military service on religious grounds. In 1961 he was
dismissed from his job after he criticised the behaviour of church leaders. e
applied to emigrate, but had his passport confiscated and in 1963 was given one
year's imprisonment for "parasitism! Luring the 1970's Father sarutiran spoke

out against the destruction of Armenian religious and cultural monuments, and
associated himself with the unofficial Armenian -elsiniti monitoring _roup,a auwman
rights cormitte set up in 1977. The group stopped its activity after its leading
members had been arrested and imprisoned.

RECOMMEIDED ACTIO!NS: Please send courteous letters to the authorities listed
below . ° tiroughout the veriod recommended for action. xnress concern that
Father Tsarukiyan is confined in the absence of any evidence that he is mentally
ill, or'so¢ially dangerous', and urge his immediate, unconditional release.
Zxpress special concern at the reports that he has been illegcally denrived of
visits. '

To the Pirector of the Hospital . . To the Frocurator of Erevan
SSSR A . SSSR

Arm.SSR E -7 Arme SSR

ge Erevan : v g. Erevan

ul. G.Ovsepyana 20 : Gorodskaya Frokuratura
Oblastnaya psikhbolnitsa , ' Prokuroru

Nachalniku ' _ : '

To the Erevan l'epartment of iealth : To the First Secretary of the
SSSR Communist Party of the armenian .JSR
Arm. SSR SSSR

g. Erevan : Arm.SSR

Gorodskoy otdel zdravookhraneniya ‘ " e Zrevan

Upolnomochennomu Pervomu Selwretaryu Tsi KPArm.SSR

K+S.DEHIRCHYAN



EXTERNAL \ AI Index: EUR 46/15/86
Distr: SC/CO/GR/PG

March 1986 Amnesty International
’ International Secretariat
1 Easton Street
London WC1X 8DJ
United Kingdom

USSR:THE CASE OF FATHER GARNIK TSARUKYAN

(Imprisoned archdeacon of the Armenian Gregorian Church)

Father Garnik Tsarukyan, an archdeacon of the Armenian Gregorian Church, has
been confined against his will to Yerevan psychiatric hospital since 1984.
The information available to Amnesty International shows unequivocally that
he is forcibly confined not for medical reasons, but for the non-violent
exercise of his right to freedom of expression. Amnesty International has
therefore adopted him as a prisoner of conscience.

Garnik Tsarukyan was arrested in February 1984 during the Feast of St.
~Sarkis, after he had made a: speech in Echmiadzin Cathedral in which he
~accused church leaders of collaborating with the Committee for State Security

(KGB). On 2 March 1984 Tsarukyan was moved from police custody and placed
against his will in Section Eight of Yerevan psychiatric hospital, where he
"remained confined in March 1986.

Amnesty International does not know if Father Tsarukyan was confined without
charges, or if he was charged with a criminal offence but ruled unfit to
stand trial and committed to a psychiatric hospital under the criminal
procedure. At the end of March 1984 it was reported that he had been denied
visits from friends and relatives, but since then Amnesty International has
. received no reports about the conditions of his conflnement or about what
drug treatment, if any, is being given to him.

Soviet law prescribes forcible psychiatric confinement only for individuals
who are shown to be both mentally ill and an evident danger to themselves or
to others. From eye-witness accounts, there is no evidence that Father
Tsarukyan was physically dangerous at the time of his arrest. Nor did he have
a history of mental illness, according to reports from friends and relatives.

Amnesty International 1is concerned that Garnik Tsarukyan s compulsory
confinement is not justified on medical grounds, but is being used to punish

him for expressing views that were politically wunacceptable to the
authorities.
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Z)ARMINIAN PRlSOle» OF CONSCIENCE IN THE USSR

1. Background
In 191);'the Turks drove the Armenians out of western Armenia,
fkilling 1.5 million people in the process. Armenia then formed
an alliance with tsarist Russia as'the,oniy possible way out of
this predicament. Under tsarist Russia, Armenia hecame "Yerevan
dlstrlct".iburing the Russian Revolution, Armenia separated from
Russia and on May 78, 1918 was declared an independent republic.

' The National Dashnak Party, in power'at that time, had a program
similar to that of the Russian Social Revoiutionaries. At. the end
of WWl,. the new Soviet Russian government signed a treaty with

 _Turkey(wh1ch had been a German ally) and Germany, granting the
’Armenlan cities of Kars and Ardahan to Turkey. The Dashnak governme
51gned the Batum agreement with Turkey, which permitted Armenia
to retain status as an independent state for two more years., In
Nov., 1920, Red Army troops occupied Armenia and forced the Dashnak
government to résign. Armenia then becamé part of the Soviet Union.
Western Armenia remained in the possession of Turkey, while Armenia
Qas again divided by the Soviets, with part of its territory given
to the neighboring state Abzerbaidzhan. At pfesent 40% of Soviet
Armenians live outside their homeland. They cannot return home as
there is no space for them. 80% of Soviet Abzerbaidzhan is Armenia
but the Armenian population is governed by an Abzerbaidzhani
admlnlstratlon. There is extreme tension between the Armenian and
Ab&erba1dzhan populations . Armenians are particularly concerned

. regardlng the Soviet Union's failure to negotiate with Turkey for

- the return of western Armenia. The"national-patriotic" movement
within Armenia, which seeks to address these issues, 1s reganled
as "anti-Soviet" by government authorities and has been driven
underground., Most Armenia prisoners of conscience are members of

this"nationalist"movement.

) dant At Py

Inte s an 0 rung impartiatly for the ielease of sl prrsaners of conscience. tan and prompt tnals for poltical pnsoners and an end 1o
torure end executions. R is lunded Dy donations oM RS MEMDErS AN Biy4x V1078 throughout The waorld




Emergence of the Armenian Dissident Movement

?he Union of Armenian Youth appeared in 1963 and remained
active until 1966. 1In 1965 this group held mass demonstrations
on the 50th anniversary of the death of 1.5 million Armenians

at ?he hands of the Turks. 100,000 people marched on April

24 in Yerevan and Moscow. Police beat demonstrators and broke up

the demonstration. In 1965, K. Nvannisvan wrote on behalt of
the Armenian community to the Central Committee of the Commuaist
Party formulating a proposal that the Batum apgrecment be annullea
and that the Armenians be permitted to resettle in their own
homeland. In 1966, the National Inification Party was founded in
Yerevan on the platform designed by Ovannisyan, orgpanized by

the artist Aykanuz Khachatryan and the students Stepan Zatikvan
and Shﬁgen Arutyunyan. The NUP published a newspaper, the Beacon,

and a journal, In the Name of the ilomeland. In 1968, the founders &

the NUP were arrested. The party remained active, and its 1eadershif

suffered further arrests, including that of Paruvr Ayrikyan, a
writer of popular songs,and a student at Yerevan Polyvtechnical
Institute. he and 5 other students were charged with "anti-Soviel
agitation", Ayrikyan served 4 yrs. in a strict regime camp, was
released, sentenced again to 7 years, and, at the end of his
term, Wwas sentenced yet again, to an additional 3 yrs. in camp.
While in camp, he has continued his work with the NUP. By 1975,
at least 80 NUP members had been tried and sentenced for their

peaceful political activities. The MNUP has continued to publish
samizdat articles and to appeal to Arnenians, and others, in the
west, for support in their efforts to «reate an independent
Armenia. In 1974(Aug. 4) Ayrikyan and other prisoners conducted a
fast to appeal to the UN for an investipation of Soviet crimvu apaigs
the people of Armenia.

In 1977 a human rights group, the Armeni#n Helsinki Watch Group,
was founded to monitor violations of civil and human rights 1in
Armenia. Eduard Arutyunyan became the leader of the group. Othe
members included: Samvel Osyan, Robert Nazaryan, and Shagan Arutynnr,

The group followed the gdals set forth in the Helsinki accords

and added one more:to strive for Armenian membership in the LN,

A report of tne Armenian Helsinki Watch pgroup was sent to the el o
conference in April, 1977 summarizing Soviet repression ol tae
Armenian Janguapge and culture, enumerating violations of the L

Fipghts of prisoners, and providing lists of people whe ad heen



removed from their jobs for ideological reasons. The report also
included 1lists of people who had been denied the right to

emigrate. Nazaryan Shagen Arutyunyan were arrested in 1977,

Osyan left the group, deeming their work hopeless, and Eduard
Arutyunyan announced to the public that the Armenian Helsinki

Watch group had been destroyed. Nevertheless, human rights activism
continued. In 1978 a new constitution was drafted for Armenia.
Public protests succeeded in preventing the expected change of

the national language from Armenian to Russian.

3. Human Rights Activism in the 1980s

Underground activities continued under the guidelines of
the NUP., On May 14, 1980 Alexandrrﬁanu:haryan mas arrested on
charges of participating in an underground organization. Others
convicted for nationalist activities at this time included:
Marzpet Arutyunyan, Vartan Arutyunyan, Ishkan Mkrtchyan, Samvel
Yyegiazaryan, and Oganes Agababyan.Arrests and trials of human risnts
and other activists in Armenia have continued. Hhile.those arrestoa
in the '60s and '70s were primarily students, those arrested todav
seem to.be older, and to be members of the intelligensia, or others
with felatively high-ranking positions. The primary demand of these
acfivfsts remainé the same: independence for Armenia, and*puarantee
of basic civil and human rights to her people.

Armenian prisoners presently adopted by Amnesty lInternational
include: ’
Paruyr Ayrikyan, Azat Arshakyap, darzpet Arutyunyan, Vartan
Arutyunyan, Sirvard Avagyan, Georgy Homizuri, Alexander Manucharyan
Ashot Navarsardyan, Rafael Oganyan;&Rafael ?épayan. Amnesty
"International regards these people as prisoners of conscience, in
that they all are detained solely for their political beliefs and

ethnic origin. A.I. is also concerned regarding the recent death

of Helsinski monitor Eduard Artyunyan 8 days after being released
from detention. ’
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Peace Group in Soviet Union Runs
Into Heavy Pressure me Kremlm

BY BOHDAN FARYMA
New York City Tribune Staff

Evidence has surfaced. indicating that
the KGB is undertaking an intensive
campaign to disband an independent
peace group in the Soviet Union, the
Second World Press (SWP) reports.

Last Wednesday, Alexander Zaitsey,
a member of the Group for the Estab-
lishment of Trust between the East and
the West (the Trust Group), was arrest-
ed and consigned to a psychiatric hospi-
tal in Moscow for his activities with the
group, according to SWP, an interna-
tional news service monitoring human
rights abuses in the Soviet Union.

Zaitsev had previously been de-
tained Sept. 2 while participating in a
Moscow seminar organized by the inde-
pendent peace group.

On Nov. 29, Anatoly Cherkasov,
another Trust Group member, was
arrested in a Moscow subway station
and also put into a mental hospital.

Cherkasov had traveled to the Sovi-
et capital with a letter from Kuibyshev
peace activists urging Soviet leader
Mikhail Gorbachev and President Rea-
gan to come to an agreement concern-
ing the jamming of Western broadcasts
to the Soviet Union.

Cherkasov, confined three times in
the past to mental institutions for his
dissident activities, resides in Kuiby-
shev, 550 miles southeast of Moscow.

CENTER FOR DEMOCRACY
ANATOLY CHERKASOV was put
into a mental hospital for supporting the
activities of an unofficial peace group.

Three days before, on Nov. 26,
peace activist Sérgei Svetushkin, a
graduate of the Moscow Institute of
Foreign Affairs, was arrested and
charged with “parasitism.” Svetushkin
has not been able to find a job because
of his record as a dissident. -

On Nov. 27, the historian Andrei
Krivov, also a Trust Group member,
was arrested and put injail for 15 days.

An Attempt to Demonstrate

To defend their colleagues, Trust
Group activists tried to organize a dem-
onstration on Dec. 1 for the release of

all “prisoners of peace” in the Soviet
Union.

However, the KGB was able to pre-
vent the protest action by putting most
of the group's members under house
arrest. Only two women — the wife of
the imprisoned Krivoy, Irina, and Nata-
lia Akulenok — showed up at the main
entrance to Moscow’s Gorky Park, the
site of the rally.

\ Inanother case, Nina Kovalenko, an
artist from Moscow and also a Trust
Group member, was sent to a psychiat-
ric hospital Sept. 27 — the day she was
arrested for trying to demonstmte for
the release of Nicholas Daniloff, the
American journalist then detained by
Soviet authorities and accused of es-
pionage.

Kovalenko had successfully staged a
demonstration for Daniloff on Sept. 20.

In addition to imprisoning members
of the Trust Group, the Soviet author-
ities have resorted to expelling those
peace activists they may deem less vul-
nerable to persecution. On Nov. 24, the
family of Trust Group member Gutman
Levitan was told to leave the Soviet
Union within 3 days.

Established in May 1982, the Trust
Group believes that stable peace in the
world is possible only as a result of
broad personal contacts, including cul-
tural and information exchange be-
tween the Soviet Union and the West,
without restriction from governments.

During the group’s 4 years of exis-
tence, most of its activists have been
subjected to persecution and harass-
ments, from summonses to appear in
court to short-term jailings and incar-
ceration in mental hospitals.
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“We do not wish to accuse either side of
unwillingness to further peace, and far less,

of any aggressive intent in the future. We are
convinced of their sincere striving for peace:
and the prevention of nuclear war. However, the
search for paths to disarmament is a complex
one. We all share equal responsibility for the

future.”
" Group to Establish
Trust Between the -
USSR and the USA
Introduction

In June 1982 the formation of an unofficial
“Group to Establish Trust Between the USSR and
the USA” was announced at a press conference in
Moscow to which both Soviet and foreign journal-

ists were invited. The group launched itself with an

“Appeal to the Governments and Public of the
USSR and the USA” containing five proposals for
multi-lateral disarmament and international
~ cultural exchanges. Its stated aim was to create a
- climate of international trust in which muiti-lateral

disarmament could be secured. In later months the-

group proposed to further its aim through a
program of seminars and cultural exchanges
between the Soviet Union and the United States.
The Group was represented at the conference by
eleven Soviet citizens from Moscow and the
surrounding region. They were Sergei Batovrin,
Viktor Blok, Boris Kalyuzhny, Gennady Krochik,
Sergei Rosenoer, Igor Sobkov, Yury Khornopoulo,
Ludmila and Mickail Ostrovsky and Maria and
Viadimir Fleishgakker; apart from Batovrin, who is
an artist, the members of the group were mostly
professional scientists and mathematicians.

On the day of its formation the Group submitted ,

‘arequest to the Moscow City Soviet of Workers'
Deputies for permission to register as an official
‘organization. Despite the constitutionality of its
activity, eight individuals are known to have been
prosecuted for their association with the group
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since it was formed. The arrest of these eight
people took place against a background of aimost
continuous official harassment of many of the
Group’s members and supporters. Amnesty Inter-
national possesses copies of more than 30 appeals
put out by the Group, containing over 80 proposals
for the preservation of-international peace. It also
has detailed information about the practical activ-
ities of the Group. In none of this material is there
any evidence to suggest that the Group's members
used or advocated the use of violence in support of
their aims, nor is this suggested by the criminal
charges brought against the eight individuals who
have to date been prosecuted.

Supportfor .
the Group

The original Appeal invited Soviet citizens and
peace groups abroad to collect and share new
proposals for the furtherance of peace. It was
signed by an additional 74 individual supporters
from the Moscow region and the Ukrainian and
Latvian republics. In the summer of 1982, appeals
were issued by similar groups set up in the
Ukrainian city of Odessa and in Novosibirsk in
central Siberia. The statement put out by the
Odessan groups was signed by seven people and
contained three proposals. In July 1982 the .
Novosibirsk group issued an “Appeal to the
Governments and Peoples of East and West"” in
which it urged greater scientific collaboration
in working for peace. A later statement put out by
the Novosibirsk groups was also signed by seven
people. Sergei Batovrin estimated that by
November 1982 the Group to Establish Trust's
Founding Appeal had been signed by 900 Soviet
citizens from twelve different cities, including
cities in Siberia, Estonia, Latvia and the Ukraine.

At the time of preparing this leaflet it is not

_ . known if the Group continues formally to be active.

Nor is it possible to estimate with any accuracy
the current number of its supporters since the
Group stopped keeping membership records after
KGB officials confiscated early lists in July 1982.
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In January 1983, however, Sergei Batovrin reported
that groups similar to the Moscow one were con-
tinuing to function in Odessa, Novosibirsk and
Leningrad. In an interview given after his
emigration in May 1983 Batovrin said the Moscow
Group to Establish Trust had a current member-
ship.of 16. o '

Harassment

From its first days, members and supporters of
the Group to Establish Trust have been subjected
to persistent official harassment. Within one week
of its formation, eight members of the Group—
Sergei Rosenoer, Viktor Blok, Boris Kalyuzhny,
Maria and Viadimir Fleishgakker, Sergei Batovrin,
Ludmila and Mikhail Ostrovsky—had received

official warnings from the Moscow City Procuracy

that their activities were illegal.

On 12 June 1982 Gennady Krochik and Boris
Kalyuzhny were detained by police as they left the
flat of Sergei Rosenoer and questioned for four
hours. According to Gennady Krochik’s account

. of their interview they were told by Colonel Andrei o

Mikhailov of the Department of Internal Affairs
that their group was “anarchic” and that the
foreign radio stations were using its appeal to
“discredit Soviet peace initiatives.” They were
accused of having allied with “refuseniks,
parasites and criminals” and were urged to join the
official Soviet Committee for the Defense of Peace
(an officially sponsored body which supports
Soviet government initiatives in the sphere of
foreign policy; its membership numbers over 40
million). ‘

On 12 June Sergei Rosenoer and Sergei Batovrin
proposed to man a 24 hour telephone link to gather
proposals for creating international trust; they.
were confined to their homes by police and their
telephones were disconnected. Sergei Batovrin

‘remained confined to his home under police guard

for more than one month, until 15 July.

On 16 July two members of the group, Dr. Yury
Khronopoulo and Dr. Yury Medvedkov were
arrested in Moscow on a questionable charge of

“petty hooliganism” and given an administrative
sentence of 15 days’ imprisonment by the Lenin
District Court.

In a samizdat compilation dated 10 August 1982
the Group estimated that its members had spent a
total of 90 days confined to their homes under
police guard, and had been subjected to 35 official
warnings to stop their activities. Between June
1982 and September 1983 Viktor Blok, Gennady

‘Krochik, Dr. Yury Khronopoulo, Valery Godyak,

Oleg Radzinsky and Sergei Rosenoer are known to
have been dismissed from their jobs after having

been visited at their places of work by KGB

officials who urged them to leave the Group. On 16 .
September 1983 Rosenoer was arrested and given

an administrative sentence of 10 days’ imprison-

ment. Viadimir Fleishgakker was arrested at his

home on 27 September and sentenced to 15 days’
imprisonment on charges which have not yet been
specified.

Arrestand
Imprisonment

On 14 July 1982 Aleksandr Shatravka and
Vladimir Mishchenko were arrested in the Tyumen
region of southwest Siberia where they were
employed tapping pine-tar at the forestry works
in the settlement of Vanyegan. On 13 July they had
circulated the “Appeal to the Governments and
Public of the USSR and the USA” among the
workers at the lumber factory and had collected 15
signatures. Shatravka was on his way to Moscow,
where he reportedly intended to await the arrival of
the international “Peace March 1982” on 21 July,
when he was detained. His suitcase was searched
at the station and a copy of the Appeal was
confiscated, after which he and Mishchenko were
arrested. The two men were charged with
“circulating anti-Soviet slander” and were sent
to the regional psychiatric hospital in Tobolsk. In
November 1982 they were transferred to the
Serbsky Institute of Forensic Psychiatry in
Moscow to undergo further examination. Both
were ruled responsible for their actions and fit to
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stand trial and were sent back to Tyumen region.
Shatravka and Mishchenko were tried in April
1983. The basis of the charge against the two men
was that they had circulated the Appeal of the
Group to Establish Trust. In addition, Shatravka
was accused of having painted slogans saying
“Freedom to Soviet defenders of Human Rights!”

. and ‘.‘the USSR is the prison of the people” on the
outside walls of a hut in the taiga where he had

lived in j980. He was acquitted of a second charge
of.“forging a document.” Aleksandr Shatravka was

- sentenced to three years' imprisonment; Viadimir

Mishchenko received a one year sentence.

Little information is available on Viadimir
Mishchenko, who comes from Nalchik in Stavropol
region. He was released from prison in August
1983 after completing his sentence. Aleksandr
Shatravka is serving his sentence in a corrective

. labor colony for criminal prisoners, but the exact

.addrgss of the colony is not yet known. In August
1983 it was reported that he had declared a hunger:

- strike, which he intended to continue until the

closure of the Conference on Security and Cooper-
_ation in Europe in Madrid, in protest against his
‘imprisonment. .

The day before the same “Peace March 1982” to
which Shatravka was en route-when he was

- arrested, Oleg Radzinsky was stopped on a

Moscow street and taken for questioning. He was

- informed that criminal proceedings had been

started against him on a charge of “anti-Soviet
agitation and propaganda,” but was released
shortly afterwards. Radzinsky, 26 years old, was
one of the first signatories to the Appeal
publicized by the Group to Establish Trust on

4 June 1982. On 14 June an anonymous telephone
caller reportedly told him to withdraw his name.

~ He refused and on the following day, he formally

joined the Group. The next day he was dismissed
from his job as an evening class teacher at the
Institute of Pedagogic Studies of the USSR
Academy of Sciences. On 26 October Radzinsky

- was arrested and taken to Lefortovo investigation

prison. In November, like Shatravka and: .
Mishchenko, he was transferred to the Serbsky
Institute of Forensic Psychiatry and made to
undergo psychiatric examination. He was ruled

responsible for his actions and fit to stand trial.

According to Soviet law a person who has been
charged may be kept in custody without trial for a
maximum of nine months, and then only with the
special sanction of the Procurator General of the
USSR. On 15 October 1983, more than 11 months
after his arrest, a Moscow court sentenced Oleg
Radzinsky to one year's imprisonment, to be
followed by five years’ internal exile. Radzinsky
is reported to suffer from chronic asthma, a
stomach ulcer, cholecystitis, and a spinal disability
which makes it difficult for him to sit up.

Vadim Yankov, a mathematician from Dolgo-
prudny in Moscow region, was also one of the first
signatories to the Appeal in June 1982. He was
arrested on 9 August 1982 in Moscow on a charge
of “anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda” and
placed in Lefortovo investigation prison to await
trial. The basis of the criminal charges against
Vadim Yankov were reported to have been an
article he wrote in November 1981 and circulated
in samizdat the following year in which he called
on Soviet workers to follow the example set by
Polish workers in forming an independent trade

" union, and his support of the Group to Establish

Trust. On 20 January 1983 a court in Moscow
convicted him under Article 70 of the RSFSR
Criminal Code and sentenced him to four years’
imprisonment to be followed by three years’
internal exile. He is serving the first part of his
sentence in a strict regime corrective labor colony
for political prisoners in Mordovia region.

On 6 January 1983 in Latvia KGB officials are
reported to have searched more than 50 private
homes. Lydia Doronina, a Baptist, was arrested in
Ogre and charged with “anti-Soviet agitation and
propaganda.” A number of statements put out by
the Group to Establish Trust and documents on
violations of human rights compiled by the
unofficial Moscow Helsinki monitoring group were
confiscated from her home. Between 2 and 15
August 1983 her case was heard by the Latvian
Supreme Court in Riga, and she was sentenced to
five years’ imprisonment to be followed by three
years' internal exile. Doronina, who is 57 years old,

- |s reported to have required regular medical treat-

ment for tuberculosis and to have suffered from




since 1978 has campaigned for improved
conditions for the disabled in the USSR. Vorona,

- now 30 years cld, is a religious believer from

Novosibirsk and is reported to be officially
registered as an invalid though his exact disability
is not known. Little is known about the inves-
tigation of Vorona’s case. Evidently he was sent
for psychiatric examination and ruled not respon-
sible for his actions; in September 1983 it was
reported that he had been forcibly confined to
Dnepropetrovsk Special Psychiatric Hospital in the
Ukraine for an indefinite period.

Help

Amnesty International is concerned that Soviet
citizens who are members of or express support
for the Group to Establish Trust continue to be
harassed, imprisoned, put in mental hospitals, or
deprived of their freedom for peacefully exercising
their rights of expression and association.

Please voice your concern for these imprisoned
or detained peace activists. Send courteous
appeals for their release to:

Yuri Zhukov

Chairman of the Soviet Peace Committee
129010 I-10 Moskva

ul. Pushkinskaya 15a

Soyvetski Komitet Zashchity Mira
Predsedatelyu Y. Zhukovu

USSR

and

A. Rekunkov

Procurator-General of the USSR
Moskva

Prospekt Mira 36

Prokuratura SSSR

Generainomu Prokuroru

A. Rekunkovu :

USSR

Please send copies of your correspondence to the
Soviet Embassy. o

" Embassy of the USSR
. Chancery: 1125-16th St. NW-

Washington, DC 20036

g

»



Appendix VII

PUNITTIVE U S E OF
T HE MILITARY DRAFT

1) T H E CASE OF EVGENY PALANKER

We have just received word that nineteen-year-old Evgeny
Palanker’s medical exemption from military service has been
revoked and that he is about to be drafted.

The fragile condition of Evgeny’s health gives rise to
fear that he will not survive a tour of duty in the Soviet army.

In April, 1985, Evgeny was granted a medical exemption from
army service. Less than two months later, this exemption was
revoked and he was summoned once again to appear before the
military medical commission. Evgeny’'s father Vili was told by a
Soviet official, "We told you to keep quiet and you didn’t."
Vili understood this to mean that the revocation of Evgeny’s
medical exemption was ‘"punishment" for the family’s May, 1985
meetings with four American musicians who subsequently were
deported from the USSR. ‘At about this time, a Soviet official
whom Vili asked for assistance replied that the Palankers were
"too well known" for him to do anything.

In July, 1985, Evgeny again received an exemption. This was
revoked the following October, after Evgeny Wwas examined in
Moscow. In April, 1986, Dr. Zograbyan, the finest neurosurgeon
in Armenia, recommended immediate hospitalization. 1In June,
Evgeny was admitted to the military hospital in Tbilisi.

We have just learned that all medical certificates have been

rejected and Evgeny faces imminent induction into the Soviet
army. ' , ’

1



Evgeny ‘s Medical History

In 1972, when Evgeny was five years old, he fell from the
family’s third floor apartment and hit his head on the stone
floor below. He was so seriously injured that it was thought
that he would die. His gradual recovery was considered a
miracle. However, as a result of this accident, his health was
permanently impaired and he required hospitalization many times:
in 1974, twice in 1978, in 1982, 1983, and 1984. Since the
accident, he has been under the constant supervision of
neurologists and has taken daily medication. Because of his
medical condition, he was educated largely at home. In recent
years, his condition has worsened. During the academic year
1985-86, he has been on leave of absence from the university
because of his health problems.

In lay language, Evgeny suffers from constant and severe
headaches, deteriorating eyesight, and recurrent loss of
consciousness. He has a traumatic [i.e. caused by the head
injury] epileptic condition with symptoms similar to that of a
stroke victim. He is not fit for military service and his call-
up is clearly punitive in nature. :

The Palankers have appealed to us for help. We have been
reliably informed that letters would be most effective if sent
to:

Marshal Sergei Sokolov
Minister of Defense

ul. Kirova 37

Moscow 103160, RUSSIA, USSR

Ask whether the Red Army is so desperate that.sick children
must be drafted.

Air mail letters .are 44 cents. Don’t forget to mention that
Evgeny Palanker is from Erevan. WRITE TODAY!

--— Do whatever else you can to publicize Evgeny’s plight.
--- Enlist the support of Western politicians and religious
leaders. .

Do not forget our friends the Palankers when they need us
the most. . :

HK/6/86



_,23 ANALYSIS-OF THE USE OF THE MILITARY DRAFT

TO PERSECUTE REFUSENIKS

Throughout the history of Russia and continuing through the history of
the Soviet Union the laws regulating the draft have been manipulated to
persecute Jewish refuseniks. Soviet Jews who have expressed a desire to
emigrate are persecuted and often imprisoned by inappropriate applications
of the draft laws. The means employed by Soviet civil and criminal autho-
rities to use draft laws as a form of punishment against Soviet Jews include
the following: ‘ ' -

A. THE DRAFTING OF RESERVISTS IN ORDER TO EXPOSE THEM TO STATE SECRETS,

THUS PREVENTING THEM FROM EMIGRATING

The drafting of refusenik reservists (ages 27-50) into the military is
used against cultural activists to delay emigration. After serving in the
army the government may claim that that person possesses 'state secrets"
and: thereby prevent them from emigrating.

B. THE DRAFTING OF PHYSICALLY UNFIT INDIVIDUALS DESERVING OF MEDICAL

EXEMPTIONS

Individuals eligible for draft are first examined for general fitness.
Those who are declared unfit receive medical exemptions from the military.
According to one source Soviet procedure requires that the certificates
underlying a medical exemption be reconfirmed annually. Recently there has
been a trend to rescind the exemptions of refuseniks, thereby subjecting
" those who are unfit for military service.

C. THE DRAFTING OF REFUSENIKS WHO ARE ISRAELI CITIZENS AND THEREFORE,

ARE NOT ELIGIBLE FOR THE SOVIET DRAFT

In order to establish that someone has illegally evaded the draft, it
must be shown that an individual has done so intentionally or negligently.
Those refuseniks who have become Israeli citizens believe that conscription
is not applicable to them. Therefore, an intentional evasion did not occur.

D. THE INDUCTION OF DRAFT-AGE REFUSENIKS FOR THE PURPOSE OF EXPOSING

THEM TO STATE SECRETS, THUS PREVENTING THEM AND THEIR FAMILIES FROM

EMIGRATING

Inducting draft-age refuseniks (ages 18-26) into the military is used
against cultural activists to delay emigration. After serving in the army
the government may claim that a person possesses ''state secrets' and thereby
prevent him from emigrating.



E. THE UNJUSTIFIED REJECTION OF REFUSENIKS FROM HIGHER EDUCATIONAL

INSTITUTIONS, THEREBY SUBJECTING THEM TO THE DRAFT

Article 35(a) of the USSR Law on Universal Military Service provides
that draft deferments for continuation of education are granted to students. .
Therefore, persons eligible for an educational deferment are not evading the
draft. Furthermore, discrimination against and unsubstantiated rejection of
Jewish students from higher educational institutions leave them unjustifiably

susceptible to the draft, as they are no longer eligible for an educational
deferment.

Article 34 of the USSR Constitution states:

Citizens of the USSR are equal before the law,
without distinction of origin, social or property
status, race or nationality, sex, education,
language, attitude to religion, type and nature
of occupation, domicile or other status. The
equal rights of citizens of the USSR are guaran-
teed in all fields of economic, political, social
and cultural life.

Article 36 of the USSR Constitution states:

Citizens of the USSR of different races and
nationalities have equal rights....

Any direct or indirect limitation of the rights

of citizens or establishemnt of direct or indirect
privileges on grounds of race or nationality, any
advocacy or racial or national exclusiveness, hosti-
lity or contempt are punishable by law. |,

Article 45 of the USSR Constitution states:

Citizens of ‘the USSR have the right to education.
Ko THE REFUSAL TO GRAWT MILUTARY DEFERMENTS TO REFUSENIKS STUDEWTS

Blatant discrimination exists against refuseniks when they are denicd
the opportunity to complete their education prior to their military service.
CONCLUSION

Many refuseniks are now forced to serve in the military and risk
being denied permission to emigrate in order to avoid imprisonment. This
analysis illustrates the Soviet government's insidious use of draft laws
as yet another means of repression against Soviet Jews. The world community
must consider the "entrapment" of these individuals by the misuse of draft
laws as a violation of their human rights and should call for the immediate
release of these courageous refuseniks.

NOTE:
The cases used to document this memorandum are:

Lev Elbert, Yakov Gorodetsky, Boris Lifshitz,
Evgeny Palanker, Betzalel Shalolashvilli,

Simon Shnirman, Misha Taratuta, Boris Vainerman,
and Alexander Yakir.

The complete 10 page document is available from
the Soviet Jewrv Legal Advocacy Center (893-2331)



Appendix VIII

INTERFERENCE WITH POSTAL
COMMUNTICATIONS

The following text is taken from a Commi

_ : mittee of Concerned
Sc1ent1§ts rgpor? dated December 1986. The problems faced by
Refusenik scientists discussed in the report are typical of
problems encountered by Refuseniks in general.

Mail and Telephone Communication

As stated above, the treatment accorded scholars who have applied to emi-
grate has resulted in diminution of their contacts with their professional
counterparts. Interference with the delivery of the mail sent to them from
abroad compounds their isolation and violétes the intent of the participating
States "...of further developing contacts-among governmental institutions and
associations and nOﬂ-gqvernmental-associations...and'individuals [(Basket I11I

1(h)]. Targeted individuals either do not receive or receive only sporadic-
ally personql letters, professional correspondence and scholarly journals
sent from abroad. The Ministry of Post of the Soviet Union effectively in-
terferes with the remaining ties these selected people have with the outside

world, including their colleagues in the West.



In 1984, the Universal Postal Union, acting upon the resolution of the
U.S. delegation at the Hamburg congress, pa§sed new regulations, one of which
stated that when delivery of mail is "specified" to an individual, then that
individual's signature must be obtained and dppear on a return receipt. Ano-
ther resolution adopted at that Congress provided that all participating toun-
tries list reasons for the seizure of any packages and describe the offending
items.

Kenneth Birman,’a computer scientist at Cornell University, mailed a
package of preprints dealing with éomputerized analysis of electrocardiograms
to Viktor Brailovsky of Moscow in August 1984. The package was registered
.with a return receipt requested. The pink receipt card was returned to Birman
with a signature. But another scientist who visited Brailovsky in May 1985
learned that Birman's package had never been received. Birman then had a
tracer put on the package only to learn in November 1985 that thé Ministry of
Post in the USSR claimed that the case was closed.

Matthew Greenstone, a research entomologist with the Departmént of Agri-
culture, has been corresponding with six refusenik biologists. The response
to his letters sent monthly with the return receipt requested, has been poor.
0f 31 pieces of méil sent, only five receipts have been returned. Two pieces
of mail were returned unopened: one because of a technicality having to do
with the return receipt, the other with no explanation at all. This last

piece of mail was sent to David Goldfarb, a molecular geneticist who was fi-



nally granted permissién to leave the Soviet Union in 1986 after a major in-

ternational campaign.

Refuseﬁik astrophrsicist Yakov Al'pert has en American colleague who
would like to correspond with him. However, over the last year, that col-
league has trxed on a number of occasions to wrlte Prof. Al'pert and send him

reprlnts and even a copy of a review of Al'pert' s own book Letters sent with

- the. return recelpt requested never arrlved at their destination. In frustra-

‘tion, the sc1entxst wrote, "I am not asking the Soviets to free Dr. Al' pert

(although that would be nice), but just to let me talk to him in a manner con-
sistent with their laws and regulations.”

in addition}to reduced mail centacts,‘refusenik scientists regularty find
that their telephone service has been interrupted punitively. This past sum-
mer, refusenik physician losif Irlin went on a hunger strike to protest the
continued refusal of his exit visa. As his colleagues around the world learn-
ed the news, they tried to telephone him with messages of support. Not only
did his telephone cease functioning,'but he also did not receive telegrams of
support sent to him. (n.b. losif Irlin arrived in Israel on November 30, 1986)

Geneticistkvelery Soyfer wrote in a letter dated November 28, 1985, that
his family had received no mail for two years . An earlier letter reported
that their telephone had been disconnected during 1985, further COmpounQing
their isolation. |

As of June 1986, cybernet1c1st Viktor Brailovsky and Irina Bra1lovsky
were receiving no mail. This nondelivery of mail encompasses, among other

items, issues of the Notices of the American Mathematical Society, a sub-

scription to which was first entered in Irina's name in November 1984.

Mathematician Mark Freidlin received only one copy of the Annals of Prob-

ability last year,. even though he is one of its editors.



Another harassment that refusenik and dissident scholars suffer is
interférence with their collegial periodical mail, which violates'the inten-
tion "to facilitate the improvement of the dissemination on thei} territory
of...printed publications; periodical and non-periodical, from the other

‘participating States." [Basket II1, 2 (ii)] For the most part,. those with
subscriptions ﬁo technical and professional journals receive is§ues sporad-
‘ically if at.alL;' | . _

Scientific sbcieties, understandably frustrated over ‘nondelivery, then
stop sending'mailings.to thoée scientists, isolating them further from their
colleagues abroad. For example, this March, the American Physical Society
(APS). discontinued sending mailings to Nobel laureate Andrei Sakharov because
they learned that he was not receiving his mail.

Members of the APS try to maintain a constant flow of mail'into the
Soviet Union £o~oppressed'colleagues and to keep track of the reéponses
received. The society reports as follows: |

"A.  No correspondence [received] either way:
Gregory Supin and Alexander Lerner

B. Members write to the following but receive no response:
Marks Kovner, Mark Lvovsky, Joself Dyadkin, Boris Dashevsky,
L. Ozersky, Mikhail Kholmyansky, Vitaly Yourick, Leonid
Shabashev, Mikhail Reizer, Mikhail Marinov, Yuri Golfand,
Oscar Mendeleev.

C. A member writes to Boris Laikhtman, but gets no response.
However, he has learned that Laikhtman receives the Bul-
letin of the APS, but not Physics Today, which is not
delivered.™ (Letter dated June 24, 1985, of Julian Heick-
in, Committee on the International Freedom of Scientists of
the American Physical Society.)

Abram. Kagan of Leningrad, in whose name subscriptions to several scienti-

fic journals have been entered, reported in July 1984 that the last issue he

had received of Physics Today was the 50th Anniversary issued which_was dated

November 1981. He also stated that he received Science and Scientific Ameri-

can only sporadically.
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Officers Interrogate
- Americans Visiting
Residents in Odessa

By FELICITY BARRINGER
Special 1o The New York Times

MOSCOW, Jan. 24 — American tour-
ists visiting Soviet homes in Odessa
have been questioned three times in the
last three weeks by the police, Western
diplomats said this week.

The diplomats said that while the
Soviet authorities had for years ques-
tioned some tourists who make visits to

Soviet homes that are not previously  ‘

cleared with the Government, the re-
cent rash of incidents was unusual.

It also suggested that even under the
more open administration of Mikhail S.
Gorbachev, the authorities remain sus-
picious about unsupervised personal
contacts between Western visitors and
Soviet citizens. )

The most recent incident occurred
Tuesday, when a visit by a_group of
four Americans to a home in Odessa
was interrupted by the police. Officers
questioned the Americans on the spot,
and later resumed the questioning at
their hotel while recording the sessions
with a video camera, according to a
source familiar with the incident.

The tourists involved apparently left
Moscow on Thursday and could not be
reached for comment.

Western diplomats say incidents of
harassment are not uncommon. They
usually involve Westerners who meet
with- dissidents. '

- But they were puzzled by the use of a
video camera. In one case, a man in-
volved in the questioning identified
himself as a reporter for the Govern-
ment press agency Tass.

The interrogation in all three Odessa
_cases began with innocuous questions
about how the tourists had liked their
visit, what they had seen and where
they had been, according to a person
familiar with the incidents. Then the
questioners asked about the tourists’
Soviet contacts, how they had met, and
whether they had exchanged anything.

In every case, the interrogators
hinted that the Soviet citizens involved
might face trouble with the authorities.

The first two incidents, earlier this
month, each involved two American
tourists. :
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U.S. musicians get .
taste of Soviet ire

‘By Rita McWilliams

- THE WASHINGTON TIMES

Merryl Goldberg and three other
Boston area musicians set out in
May for the Soviet Union to explore
the. roots of the music they play —
Yiddish folk music called Klezmer.

But Soviet officials cut their trip
short by several days after the group
met with fellow musicians who are
Soviet dissidents, they said.

.. Miss Goldberg said one of the dis-
sidents, Tenghiz Gudava, has been
arrested since the visit and charged
with anti-Soviet slander.

" Other musicians they played with
in Tbilisi, the capital of Soviet Geor-
gia, were Isai Goldshtein and his
brother, Grigory, who founded the
Georgian- Helsinki Monitoring
Group to monitor compliance with
the human rights provisions of the
Helsinki accords, in- which the
Soviet Union promised to expand
personal liberties for its citizens.

The Goldshteins were searched
and questioned by Soviet authorities
after the visit, Miss Goldberg said.
They told her of Mr. Gudava's arrest.

: The Boston musicians, who were
expelled from the Soviet Union May
29 for meeting with “negative peo-
ple” and returning to their hotel
after midnight, will perform with
other musicians today at the Ray-
burn House Office Building to call
attention to the plight of human-
rights activists in the Soviet Union
on the 10th anniversary of the Hel-
sinki accords.

- The event is being co-sponsored
by the Commission on Security and
Cooperation in Europe, the Congres-
sjonal Human Rights Caucus, the
Union of Councils for Soviet Jews,
Roston Action for Soviet Jewry and
the Washington Committee for
Suviet Jewry. .

- Rep. Steny Hoyer, D-Md., a co-
chairman of the Commission on

Security and Cooperation in Europe
— also called the Helsinki Commis-
sion — is expected to read a
statement insisting that the Soviet
Union comply with the human-
rights provisions of the accords.

House Speaker Thomas P. O'Neill
Jr. is planning to attend, as are a
number of other members of Con-
gress, according to the Helsinki
Commission.

Miss Goldberg, 26, who lives in
Somerville, Mass., said she traveled
to the Soviet Union because the kind
of music her group — The Klezmer
Conservatory Band — plays has its
roots in Eastern Europe, especially
Russia and Poland.

The musicians had been reading
about musical groups in those coun-
tries, learned of The Phantoms, a
band of Soviet refuseniks — those
who have been denied exit visas —
and decided to try to find them.

They succeeded, Miss Goldberg
said, in Tbilisi. She said Klezmer
music has been suppressed in the
Soviet Union because of its connec-
tion with Judaism.

During their visit, they played
Klezmer, which Miss Goldberg, a
saxophone player, said the Soviet
musicians had never heard. The
Phantoms played classical and folk
music. She said one of their favorite
songs was “Jingle Bells” and
another was “Somewhere Over the
Rainbow.”

“It's funny because now we won't
ever really hear that song quite in
the same way again,” Miss Goldberg
said. She said a. recording of the
Phantoms' music will be played
today at the concert.

Miss Goldberg said members of
her group were followed by a KGB
officer during their trip but were

never told they had an 11 p.m. cur-
few.

The IU't_wl)iugtuu Cimeg

“They just make up the rules as
they go along. They decided to inter-
rupt our trip,” she said, even though
the KGB agent, whom they nick-
named “Kevin,” told her on a plane
trip to Moscow that her group was
harmless.

“He said it was ridiculous,” Miss
Goldberg said. “They perceived us
as more of a threat than we were, but
soon found out we were harmless. He
said, ‘We know you are not terrorists.
We know you are good musicians,
but. you are meeting with negative
people "

She said the KGB agent told her
during a plane trip from Armenia to
Moscow that he loved the “Blues
Brothers,” a movie made in the
United States that he said he confis-
cated from the Soviet black market.
They also talked about taxes and
nuclear disarmament, and she said
the agent agreed that citizens in both
countries want- disarmament but
that distrust between the two gov-
ernments makes that impossible.

The agent questioned the musi-
cians for five hours upon their
arrival in Moscow on May 20, she
said. Later, when they saw him on an
airplane, they greeted each other.
“We said, ‘Hi, how are you?’ He said,
‘Fine, how are you?' We said, ‘Fine.
He said, ‘I hope so’ It was like a
{"ellini spy story. It was very movie-
ike.”
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By Michae! E. Ruane
Inquirer Slaff Wruer

The Soviet official in Thilisi, in
Soviet Georgia, told Hankus Netsky
that he and the three other members
of his Yiddish folk band had been

. assoclating with “pegative persons.”

This was their last warning. .

The next day in Yerevan, in Soviet
Armenia, another official told the
Mount Airy native and his friends.
that for disobeying the rules they
‘were being
-United States. Immediately.

. Thus did the brief tour of the So-:

" viet Union by American members of
Boston's Klezmer Conservatory Band
..come to an abrupt and unscheduled

end.

-~ Netsky, 30, the Central High gradu-

. ate and founder of the folk band,
‘vesterday gave the details of the So-
viet expulsion, after arriving from

. ‘Qweden, where he and the others

. were flown from Moscow on Wednes-

“day.
- ‘It was the end of a trip that began
-‘Mav 21 with a six-hour wait in the
" "Moscow airport’and authorities ask-
"“ing the four if they were “members
.of an organization hostile to the So-
viet Union.” :
- Netsky, in 8 telephone interview

vy SN e meen

vexiled" back t0 the.

from John F. Kennedy Airport in
New York City, said, “We were defl-
nitely looked upon as if we were
coming with a mission that was
against the Soviet Union."

The group was being assisted by
Boston's Action For Soviet Jewry and
did plan to meet and perform for
numerous Soviet “refuseniks,”
Netsky said, but he answered “no” 10
the hostile group question.

“We are all musicians,” Netsky
said. “We play Yiddish music, We are
very interested in the Soviet Union.”
Accompanying Netsky were musi-
cians Merryl Goldberg, Jeff Wars-
chauer and Rosalie Gerug.
now: live in the Boston area.

The Klezmer Conservatory Band is-
pased in Boston but has a strong
Jocal following and performs often
in the Philadelphia area. The group
left for the Soviet Union the day
after performing at the Germantown
Jewish Center.

The band plays klezmer music, an
upbeat Yiddish folk music brought 10
the United States at the turn of the
century by Eastern European Jews.
The word klezmer comes from the
Hebrew klei zemer, meaning instru-
ments of song.

g
Netsky said the group had planned

All four

'\

ive evicted by Soviets

10 stay in the Soviet Union until June

S. They had stayed several days in
Moscow and then traveled to Thilisi

and Yerevan.

He said they met with numerous
refuseniks — Soviet Jews who have
been refused permission to emigrate
to Israel — as well as oppressed Cath-
olics and other dissidents.

He mentioned the plights of Catho-
lic musicians Tenghiz and Eduoard
Gudava, in whose Tbilisi apartment
they performed Sunday with the

Phantom Orchestra, a collection of

dissident musicians, and that of the
family of refusenik I[sai Goldstein, .
who founded the orchestra.. -

Netsky said they and others have
suffered harassment, physical abuse
and sometimes unfair imprisonment
at the hands of authorities.

Netsky said that when the officials
decided to expel the four Americans,
they first wanted to put them on the
first flight out of Yeresan — 8 flight
10 Beirut. Instead, they were flown to
Moscow, where Netsky said officials
went through belongings, erased
tape recordings and examined ad-
dress books. :

oIt was wild,” Netsky said of the
whole episode. "It was an adven-
ture.”
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Soviels c.\pcl' four
Boston musicians

MOSCOW - A band of Yiddish-
style musicians from Boston has
been expelled from the Soviet
Union after meeting and holding
an impromptu ccncert with hu-
man nghts acuvists in Soviet
Georgia. The US Embassy sald
vesterday that the four-member
band left Moscow Wednesday
without seeing, US Embassy staff.
He said they were not given any
reason for the expulsion. and US
officials were waiting for informa-
tion from the Soviet Foreign Min-
istry. The spokesman said the ex-
pulsion appeared to be linked to
the meeting with the Georgian dis-
sidents. but gave no further de-
tails. He would not identify the
four people expelied. Bul Eduard
Gudava. 30. a member of a group
set up in the southern Soviet Re-
public of Guorgla to munitor the
Helsinki Act, said by telephwne
that the four belonged to a group
called the Boston Klezmer Conser-
vatory Band. Gudava named one
as "Ned” Hankus Netsky and the
others simply as Rosalie. Jeff and
Mery). He said they were in the So-
viet Union as tourists. (Reuter)
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Comm. from Action for Soviet Jewry, Inc., trans-
mitting a proposed policy statement on the Cam—
bridge-Erevan Sister City Program, dated Decem-
ber, 1986.

In City Council,

March , 1987





