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Pamela Braun Cohen, Yuri Orlov, and Natan Sharansky greet one
another prior to testimony.

UCSJ HOLDS PUBLIC
HEARING TO DISCUSS
SOVIET HUMAN RIGHTS
VIOLATIONS

Quoting Andrei Sakharov’s observation that “Our only
protection against abuse is the spotlight of public opinion
and the involvement of our friends around the world,”
Senator William Armstrong of Colorado convened the
first of a series of UCS] Commissions of Inquiry intended
to focus attention on Soviet practices in the field of
human rights.

Despite difficult weather conditions, the event was
held as scheduled in the Russell Senate Office Building
Caucus Room on January 23. And true to its stated pur-
pose, the Commission examined current Soviet rhetoric
that the Soviet state is a liberal, open society.

Also subjected to close scrutiny were the “new” Soviet
concerns for human rights and the newly implemented
Soviet policies which the Soviets falsely claim speed up
and simplify the emigration process.

The testimony began shortly after 10 a.m. with an
opening statement by former Prisoner-of-Conscience
Dr. Yuri Orlov, in which he called for a “more practical
approach to developments in the human rights area.”

In discussing such an approach, Dr. Orlov said that the
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situation and that situation has not changed. Therefore, I
do not see any need to change the amendment. First,
improvements in emigration policies, second, the easing
of trade restrictions. But not the other way around.”

Orlov was followed by former Prisoner-of-Conscience
Natan Sharansky, who delivered a powerful summary of
the current Soviet Jewry situation. He concluded by
urging that the public be cautious “not to be deceived by
one, two or three good gestures and at the same time
ignore those messages which the Soviet Union sends the
Jews who want to emigrate.”

Referring specifically to the new Soviet emigration
policy that took effect on January 1, Sharansky stated that
the law “excludes more than 90 percent of those Jews who
have already expressed the desire to leave the Soviet
Union from this process. They are asking for help. They
are saying that this is the most dangerous anti-emigration
step ever undertaken in the Soviet Union since the begin-
ning of emigration.”

Sharansky noted, “The Soviets will try to get
everything they want from the West, to cancel all the
restrictions, to cancel the Jackson-Vanik Amendment, to
get access to state-of-the-art technology and so on. It
shouldn’t be a ping-pong game, when the Soviet Union
releases one dissident, then America cancels their restric-
tions, then the Soviet Union will make one more
gesture.”

THANKS TO OUR MEMBERS —without
whose support this commission would
not have been possible.

Serving with Senator Armstrong as Commissioners
were Senator Charles Grassley of lowa, Former Senator
Richard Stone of Florida and Mr. Stuart Eisenstat, former
domestic policy aide to President Carter. All freely par-
ticipated in the proceedings by directly questioning the
witnesses on specific topics including Soviet anti-
Semitism, evidence of Jewish cultural genocide and the
public relations abilities of Soviet leader Mikhail
Gorbachev.

Sharansky and Orlov responded by detailing their first-
hand experiences with the Soviet judiciary and penal
systems, and offered further insight into the diplomatic,
social and political differences between the Soviet Union
and the United States.

The all-day meeting received wide press and television
coverage, including correspondents from all major net-

Jackson-Vanik Amendment “was adopted in a certain (continued on page 8)
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MESSAGE FROM THE
NATIONAL PRESIDENT
Pamela Braun Cohen

This is my first opportunity to speak to you in the
Quarterly Report since I was elected president of UCS].
And the first thing I want to do is to tell you how much
you are appreciated. The 100,000 members of the
UCSJ—and you personally—provide the Jewish resis-
tance movement in the Soviet Union with hope. You
empower the Refuseniks, and UCS]J, through your active
witness and commitment.

Elie Wiesel has spoken eloquently from his own
experience about the need of all who are oppressed,
imprisoned and exiled to know that others in the free
world have the courage to care. They live on this knowl-
edge. Your personal involvement, through UCS], lets
every Soviet Jew and their Soviet jailers know there are
people watching their every move. People who are com-
mitted to their rescue and freedom. That is why every
Refusenik is so thankful for you and the action you take
on their behalf through UCS].

This is especially true today when our action is more
crucial than ever before. Because today, we are entering a
period of maximum danger for the 400,000 Soviet Jews
who desperately desire to emigrate to Israel or the West.

And, ironically, it is also a period of maximum oppor-
tunity for the Soviet Jewry movement, but only if we
understand the subtle changes now taking place in the
Soviet Union.

Historically, Soviet national policy has refused to allow
free and open travel or emigration for any of its citizens.
And the Soviets rigidly cling to this policy unless they
have powerful incentives to build favor with the United
States. At those times, emigration is permitted for cer-
tain minority groups—especially Jews.

In other words, as far as the Soviets are concerned,
Jews are for sale. Jews are capital the Soviets will spend
as needed. And low emigration figures prove that the
Soviets will always charge as much as possible.

In 1979, the Soviets allowed 52,000 Jews to emigrate
and only 1,000 or so were freed each year since. Then,
this year, the numbers began to climb until monthly
averages rose to more than 500. And the numbers started
their increase only because the Soviets sense that the
U.S. may be willing to enter into arms and trade
agreements the Soviets desperately need.

For a number of economic and security reasons, the
USSR is in precisely the kind of vulnerable position that
has always led to human rights concessions to the
United States. And with Secretary of State George
Shultz so strongly advocating human rights as an
integral part of American foreign policy, the United
States has never been in a stronger bargaining position.

This is the time for us to act together in strength. This
is a time we can seize the moment through our carefully
selected goals and policies.

There is no space here for a detailed discussion of the
issues —that will be undertaken in a future issue of the
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Quarterly Report. But there are some points I would like
you to keep in mind.

First, it’s important to note that even though emigra-
tion numbers are slightly up just now, the process for
approving future emigration is systematically being
closed down.

Thousands of Refuseniks are now being refused on
charges that they or their family members allegedly
possess national secrets. Others are denied because a
member —often a remote member—of their family has
not released them from financial support claims. And
with the adoption of a new emigration code this past
January, restrictions placed on emigration for the pur-
pose of family reunification mean that if a Refusenik
doesn’t have immediate family already residing in Israel,
he/she can’'t even apply.

Virtually no new emigration applications are being
accepted. And it won’t be long before the Soviets will
claim that Jews no longer wish to leave. This is why we
urgently need to redefine the rights of all Soviet Jews to
emigrate in terms of internationally accepted norms. We
must stop playing by the Soviets’ unacceptable rules.

Second, we must always bear in mind that the single
highest priority for the Soviet Jewry movement is to
achieve the highest sustained level of emigration
possible.

We must work for the freedom of all Jews wishing to
leave the Soviet Union whether repatriation to Israel or
reunification with their family somewhere else is
desired. We must never accept “national security” or
“regime considerations” or any other political catch-all
as grounds for refusal.

While we support efforts to encourage Soviet Jews to
freely choose Israel, we must not violate the right of free
choice for individuals seeking emigration to the United
States or other Western countries. The Secretary of State
must be encouraged to press for acceptance of direct
invitations by divided family members in the U.S. so that
Soviet Jews can leave the USSR on visas other than those
issued by Israel if they so desire. This is the point of our
article published in The New York Times.

Third, we must not sell the Jackson-Vanik and Steven-
son Amendments short.

Not one of the 400,000 Refuseniks should be expected
to wait seven or eight more years to rejoin their families
or to emigrate to Israel. To accept 10,000 as an acceptable
number dooms hundreds of thousands to 40 years in the
desert. Our minimum requirement the Soviets must
meet for relief from the sanctions should remain at
50,000 annual departures. In the Soviet Union’s present
economic despair, these sanctions are even more useful
than they have been in other years. And beyond mere
economic considerations, Jackson-Vanik remains a vital
symbol of hope to the Refuseniks and carries the
message that the United States is committed to their
rescue and their cause.

Finally, we must remind ourselves that the emerging
Soviet “liberalizations” we read about are mainly
economic reforms to increase productivity, not to affect
human rights.

plight of Soviet Jews in the slightest. In truth, there has
actually been an ominous increase in anti-Semitic agita-
tion through the emergence of groups like Pamyat, a
vicious organization that preaches the need for
pogroms. Instead of prosecuting those who demonstrate
to gain their freedom, the Soviets must be pressured to
prosecute such criminal groups as the Pamyat if they are
to be taken seriously among the family of humane
nations.

This very brief summary highlights the policies that
UCSJ is developing and advocating. Meanwhile, with
your great support, we continue to communicate
directly—every day of the year—with the Refuseniks we
represent.

Please visit our national office when you are in
Washington. Our staff is headed by Micah H. Naftalin,
our new Washington Representative who speaks for us
in the nation’s capitol. And I especially hope you will
come to the UCS] Annual Meeting—your Annual
Meeting — September 13-15. We need your presence.

Sincerely,
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Pamela Braun Cohen
National President, UCS]J

UCS] MATZOH WELCOMED
BY WASHINGTON HOMELESS

Washington, D.C.—Thousands of boxes of matzoh —
each symbolizing the exodus of the Jews from Egypt,
and each bearing a UCS]J label — were delivered to the
Soviet Embassy as part of an historic UCS] Passover
campaign. The matzoh was sent to Soviet Ambassador
Yuri Dubinin to call attention to the plight of the more
than 400,000 Jews whose desire to leave the Soviet Union
has been blocked.

Each one-pound box of unleavened bread bore a pre-
printed label which declared, “Please Deliver to One of
the 400,000 Jews Who Wish to Leave the Soviet Union.”

But each attempt to deliver the packages to the Soviet
Embassy resulted in the matzoh being refused. Micah
Naftalin, UCS]’s Washington Representative, said of the
situation, “The Soviets’ refusal to accept the matzoh is
symbolic of its refusal to open the gates of emigration.”

UCS] was then notified by postal authorities that the
Washington postal warehouse was accumulating a small
mountain of packages that could not be delivered. And
the decision was made to put the food to good use.

So several truckloads of matzoh were delivered to
Luther Place, a Washington church that feeds hundreds
of Washington’s homeless and impoverished.

“If the matzoh can’t be used by Jews leaving for an
exodus out of Egypt, which in the contemporary mean-

The reforms we see reported have not improved the

ing is the Soviet Union,” said Reverend John Steinbruck, |

who supervises Luther Place, “why not let it be used by
the homeless?”

UCS] offered the matzoh to Steinbruck because of his
long record of work on behalf of Soviet Refuseniks.

As he presented Reverend Steinbruck with the
matzoh, Naftalin noted the special relationship between
the hungry in Washington and two prominent
Refuseniks, Lev Elbert and Leonid Yusefovich, who were
engaged in lengthy hunger strikes.

John Rosenberg and Reverend Steinbruck loading matzo onto trucks
bound for delivery to Washington's homeless.

Said Naftalin, “We join in solidarity with Reverend
Steinbruck in distributing to the poor of this city the
symbolic bread of affliction that UCS] members
throughout the country have been sending with the
universal plea to let all our people go.” %

[Editor’s Note: UCS]J has been advised that due to the
nature of postal delivery, some boxes of matzoh arrived
at the Soviet Embassy well after the presentation to the
hungry and homeless served by Reverend Steinbruck.
These boxes, also refused, were then returned to the
original sender.

If your box of matzoh was returned to you, take heart.
The importance of your gesture was the message you
sent—the message that you maintain a heartfelt concern
for our brothers and sisters trapped by unjust Soviet
policy. And that you are willing to act on their behalf
until every Soviet Jew desiring to emigrate is at last free.
And that message the Soviets did receive.]
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¥ DENIAL OF THE
10 EMIGRATE.

Alexander Slepak speaking at the rally on Capitol steps. With him are (I-r) Jeanne Kirkpatrick, Elie Wiesel, and brother, Leonid.

SEVENTEEN-DAY HUNGER
STRIKE DOES NOT WEAKEN
ALEXANDER SLEPAK'S
SPIRIT

On March 27, 1987, Alexander Slepak began a
seventeen-day hunger strike —one day for each of the
seventeen years his parents have lived in refusal. He did
so with the full support, help and coordinated efforts of
the Union of Councils for Soviet Jews.

His parents are Vladimir and Maria Slepak. Known in
the Soviet Union as the mother and father of the Jewish
emigration movement, they have been refused permis-
sion to emigrate from the Soviet Union for seventeen
years. They, too, began a hunger strike on the same day
as their son—his on the steps of the United States Capi-
tol, theirs in front of the Supreme Soviet.

On April 13, the final day of the strike, UCS] coor-
dinated a huge rally on the steps of the Capitol. Its
purpose, according to Pamela Braun Cohen, National
President of the UCS], was to bring to the attention of
the world the desperation of the Slepaks and the 400,000
other Refuseniks who still struggle to survive in the pain
of refusal. .

It was here that Alexander Slepak chose to complete
his hunger strike. It was here that Alexander—a father of
two children— would share the frustration and suffering
he feels because of his long separation from his parents.

The first to speak at the emotion-laden rally just before
Passover was Micah Naftalin, Washington Represen-
tative of the UCS]. On this bright, sunny Sunday which
contrasted so sharply with the painful subject being
discussed, Naftalin called the Slepaks “the mother and
father of the Jewish reawakening movement. They sym-
bolize the 400,000 Refuseniks and other Jews who have
risked their lives and safety merely by having the cour-
age to say they wish to escape the state-sponsored
anti-Semitism of the Soviet Union.”

Naftalin then introduced Alexander Slepak. Now a
physician living in Philadelphia, Alexander left the
Soviet Union in 1977. Weak from seventeen days without
food, he spoke from the steps of the Capitol “on behalf
of my parents and all others.”

Slepak spoke of Secretary of State George Shultz’s
request to meet with his parents during their hunger
strike while Shultz was in Moscow. But his father was
detained and only later released.

“Is that Glasnost, is that the openness, Mr. Gor-
bachev?” Slepak asked. “Is this the real sign that my
parents will soon be free according to all civilized norms
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and democratization that has been promised? Or have
we just lifted the mask and seen the real Gorbachev and
the real government?”

Referring to his father as a modern Moses leading his
people to freedom, Slepak said, “It is time for Moses to
leave Pharaoh (Gorbachev). It is time for him to be
picked up on the arms of the Jewish people and taken
out of Russia. But we also can’t forget all the others. Do
not forget our fight . ... do not forget the suffering,” he
cautioned the crowd.

He was followed by Ambassador Jeanne Kirkpatrick,
who said the Slepaks were “precious in themselves and
important because they stand for hundreds of
thousands of others.”

Ambassador Kirkpatrick passed the microphone to
Nobel Peace Prize winner and spokesman for the suffer-
ing of Jews everywhere, Elie Wiesel.

Wiesel spoke directly to Mr. Gorbachev when he said,
... aslong as Vladimir and Maria Slepak are being
harassed, imprisoned, psychologically tortured,
tormented, I cannot believe in you. I don’t understand,
Mr. Gorbachev. What is in it for you in keeping the
Slepaks there? What have they done to you? What have
they done to the Soviet Union? Let them come to their
families. Seventeen years is enough.”

He, too, looked at the crowd and said, “Keep pro-
testing, keep remembering ... the Slepaks have
maintained their hope because they know we care.”

“If you turn your eyes from us,

even for a moment,

we will cease to exist.”
—Vladimir Slepak

The ongoing commitment of the UCS]J, Alexander’s act
of courage, and that of his parents, brought to the atten-
tion of the world, in as public a fashion as possible, the
plight of the Jews of the Soviet Union.

The rally was coordinated by the office of National
President, Pamela Braun Cohen. A number of member
councils, including those in Long Island, Philadelphia,
Chicago, San Francisco, Miami and Denver, held rallies
on the same day. Across the country, UCS] brought to
the American public the plight of not only the Slepaks,
but all Refuseniks.

“We have made the world more aware,” said Cohen,
“and continue to do so every day, of the desperation of
the 400,000 struggling to leave the iron grip of Soviet
tyranny.

“The Slepaks have worked tirelessly, for 20 years, to
provide aid and comfort to the Refuseniks in the Soviet
Union.

“It is critical that the Union of Councils for Soviet Jews
increase substantially our commitment to the freedom of
these two human beings who have cared so much for so
many others. They deserve to see the grandchildren
they’ve never laid eyes on other than in photographs,
never held in their arms, never kissed or hugged.

“Alexander’s hunger strike, and that of his parents,

17 DAYS OF HUNGER
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Local outpouring of support for the plight of the Slepaks during the
rally opening.

were powerful statements in addition to being painful
personal deprivations. But that is the story of the Slepak
family —the movement has always taken precedence for

them, even over their own physical comfort.

“The Slepaks are true Jewish heroes and the UCS]
pledges to do everything humanly possible to see to it
that they reach the Promised Land they so richly deserve
to reach.” %

A SLEPAK RETROSPECTIVE...

Vladimir and Maria Slepak forever changed the
world'’s view of the plight of Soviet Jews in the 1960’s.
More than any others, these brave souls showed us how
terrible the lives of Refuseniks really were.

They were among the founding members, in the mid-
1960s, of the Jewish “reawakening” in the Soviet Union.
From the strength of their fervor and convictions came
the shape, the scope, the direction, and the very soul of
the Jewish emigration movement.

It was the Slepaks who said that official and individual
anti-Semitism in the Soviet Union made it impossible to
ever live a full Jewish life in that country. They saw no
hope that anti-Semitism would ever leave the natural
order of the Soviet Union.

It was to their apartment, in Moscow, that Jews seek-
ing emigration came for advice, encouragement,
comfort. It was Vladimir who organized Judaic study
and Hebrew classes. It was Maria who shared her hope,
her spirit and her soul to everyone in need.

And so many times Vladimir and Maria accompanied
their fellow Jews to the airport when their visas were
granted, only to be left behind at the gate watching the
others fly off to freedom.

It is a supreme injustice, a crime against humanity,
that these two human beings —who are counted among
the originators of the Moscow Helsinki Watch Group—
are still in refusal after seventeen years of harassment,
abuse and exile.

They, whose past sacrifices have meant so much to so
many, now deserve a response of enthusiastic support
from us. %
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The following article is reprinted as it appeared on the

editorial page of The New York Times, Thursday, June
18, 1987.

This important message is another example of the

many ways in which UCS] serves as the voice of the
Refuseniks.

Ehe New Jork Times

Give Soviet Jews a Choice

By Pamela B. Cohen
and Micah H. Naftalin

everal American Jewish
organizations have en-
dorsed an lsraeli plan
that would require all
Jews leaving the Soviet
Union to go to lsrlz‘ael vn:
ania, thereby automatica y con-
?el::‘:g Israeli citizenship on lhe;r(\)
and making it harder for them
come to the United States. 2
The plan denies lhe'emxgramst'na_
right to determine their own d('elsnl\eir
tion and should be pppqsed unu‘t' £
choice of final deztmauon and citiz!
ip is guaranteed. >
Shg’ulrsr%ntly, Jews leaving the Sovxg(t)
Union fly first to vienna. Those :do
want to go to Israel from there ce: e
so. Alternatively, they can ﬂyh‘ rh n
Vienna to the United _States, whic!
what most Jewish emigrants do. =4
Israel wants to close the Dpt“todes-
flying first to Viegna,méa\;snedl o
needs the s
gg::elflylhat emigrants can 'offe;‘r.
What's more, Israelis feel it 1s t;
duty of Jewish emigrants to felurger—
Israel, their homeland. That is \;in %
standable, but the proposed policy -
coercive and would Qelay, sometm:n +
for years, the reunion 9( man%l'l elive
grants with family members W (‘)‘ o
in the United St:tes. fTh}:emeérenp asi
be on freedom of choice.
Sh%\:llger Israeli law, a Soviet refugiie‘
acquires Israeli citi;enshlp aulomtaas
cally upon landing in l_srael. Bll’lciti-
soon as the émigrés gain Israe 1t g
zenship, they also lose refugee S ader
under American Jaw. Thus, in or i
to enter the United States from ;A
rael, émigres must appléswnhm
immigration quotas.
no;‘r:alelsuref?’]srael needs and wan}t\sl
to attract Soviet Jews. But the ngn
of people to emigrate g;flymt:ma i)é
ry willing to ac
g\)l‘:\"(a:teed by the Universal Delcla;
ration of Human Rights and the I;:mai_
Act of the Helsinki Accords. mv_
grants hardly deserve further g:)e
ernmental coercion as they %hg
across the border to frgedom. Vs
searingly painful' conflict requl
full, public discussion.

tion level — they will receive in ex-

nd arms agreements
i :’:d: :role in a Middle East
1 ﬂ htS ane: pel;)n(grénce
DlreCt lg peftcfvguld be a grave miscalcula(fif(;r:
i 0
¢ Jewish leaders to
to Israel from froewards in exchange for such a_IOV{
i emigration level when the Russians
Rumanla have never before had stronger m(m(i
a k i vations to improve Athelr recor
18 - 1t of allowing Jews 10 emigrate. g
To warrant American support for
harder direct flights, further d:plomaucsm:g
atives by Israel and the United tg i
fOI' them to are necessary. We strongly urge bo

nations (0 consider the following
oints:

R First, Israel should ponclqde fan
agreement with the Soylet Union 101;
the voluntary repatriation to Israel O
all Soviet Jews without regard to

family ties. Such an agreemcnl wr(r)x\ilsd
send a needed an;l una;n?;iﬁlous <
welcome from 15 ;
Sagzcoofnd, the United ‘Slales shoullc(iJ
initiate negotiations with _Mosco_w o
confirm the princxp_]e Qf hAee emlg(lhe
tion based on invitations ffomll %
United States as well as lsrdels. L
time to recognize that many '('mds
Jews, especially the tens of thmbsd_r:ed
whose families live In the Uni i
States, see our country as their p
stination.

ferTrtfidrg,eit must be made clear thz_\l
the direct flight issue plays no paxl”t 10r}
American insistence on high levsc s .
Jewish emigration frqm lh_e DV\‘/e-
Union and on human rights impro

he Russians. )
m%‘];\(esszy ;re painful con51d‘cranons-
both for the American Jewish ]com—
munity and for Israel. But the 0:5;_
term strength of Soviet Jewry € s
gration efforts, anq the vw\_b;htyde—
American human rights pohcnez_ g
pend on the Russians’ continue! apd
preciation that American Jews Zz?al
their leadership reflect the es{seg al
values of the United States an ID
Government.

enter the U.S.

)
iges limiting emigrants free-
doirir(:‘stl;f1 choice, the 1sraeh‘plan [I"\as
caused disputes that are distrac m%
world attention from lhe thef 155:5—
facing Soviet Jews, which is to prore
sure the Soviet Union to allow m
emigrate.
Je\“k;;;rogivegthe Russians more am';
munition for their propaganda waAré
Surely, Soviet officialswnll recoigr:rz\d
the irony of the Israeli proposa L
use it to embarrass vthe lysrgeh' Oso
ernment by releasing emlgresmm
committed to going to the Wgsl e
they will stage demonstrations
-Gurion Airport.
BeSnecGruetary of State George P Srf\ullz_
remains firmly commmed to fr:e:e
dom of choice, but he is aware 0 Ler
difficulty of cha(rjlgin;g m:c(ézhn:lrlr‘\g)date
es in order 10 ¢

gifyi%? Jews without similar ahcco;\;»—
modation for refugees from other oy
gions. To do sO would undermm: Cer-
fidence in the fairness of the Am

1 ee program. ’
lca;ul;el:\l:a%mopre, chan_ging the lransxl
station from Austria to Rum_ama_
would push the entire Je\_msh em;gral
tion program out of the mternauoniz:_
spotlight and far from American e
fluence. It would also make lhefp o
gram susceptible to pressure mlo
Arab countries that might w?r}l i
urge Moscow 0 cut off the flow

ews to Israel.

: The Russians anticipate thatv by ac-
cepting direct flights and a lm:)l(;ejdefvs;
calation of emigration to 11,000 J ]
— only one-fifth of the 1979 emigra

S R W

i sident, and
pamela B. Cohen 1s presi 7 ¢
Micah H. Naftalin is Wgshmg{on re_;l).
resentative, of the Union of Counctls
for Soviet Jews, an advocacy organi-
zation.
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UCSJ ANNUAL MEETING
SCHEDULED

The Annual Meeting of the Union of Councils for
Soviet Jews has been scheduled to take place in
Washington, D.C., on September 13, 14 and 15.

This year’s meeting will feature speakers from the
Administration and Congress and will include a visit to

Congress to express our concerns on the current direc-
tion Soviet Human Rights is taking. It will culminate
Sunday with a rally of Soviet-American emigres on the
Capitol grounds where we will present the Vladimir
Slepak Award to a distinguished American.

There will be a lengthy discussion of our policies and
we encourage every one of our members to attend!

Please contact our Washington office if you can attend
or require further information. We hope to see you there!

DAY

Singer, Ida Milgrom, Leonid Sharansky, Katherine
Porter and Annette Lantos approached the Soviet
Embassy in Washington, D.C., carrying armfuls of

in Eastern Bloc countries.

The Union of Councils for Soviet Jews demonstrated
its solidarity with, and support of, this woman-to-
woman commemoration which takes place each year.

Speaking with reporters about the day’s events, (I-r) Lynn Singer, Pat

Spiller, Ida Milgrom, Pamela Braun Cohen, Lev Blitshein, Leonid
Sharansky

This year’s action symbolized UCS]’s solidarity with
the more than six dozen Soviet women from eight cities
across the Soviet Union who had gone on a hunger
strike to focus world attention on the endless sentence of
life in refusal imposed upon them—and hundreds of

thousands of other Soviet Jews —by the Soviet
government.

Leonid Sharansky noted, “We only want to direct
attention to these women. They say, ‘Don’t forget us.”

Following the flower presentation, a luncheon honor-
ing Ida Milgrom, mother of Natan and Leonid
Sharansky, was held with UCS] President Pamela Braun

Cohen and past president of UCSJ Lynn Singer as
featured speakers.

Members of the Washington Committee for Soviet
Jewry, Omaha Committee and the Colorado Committee
of Concern all attended the luncheon as did members of
the Committee of 21 and the Congressional Wives,
groups of Congressional wives who have been extraor-
dinarily active on behalf of Soviet Jewry and, in
particular, on behalf of the Prisoners of Conscience.

A call was placed to Ida Nudel and Judith Ratner
(whose sister was present) and a number of Congres-

sional wives had the opportunity to speak with these
women in Moscow.

Summarizing the day’s events, President Cohen
remarked, “I hope our actions send a clear signal to the

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S

On Wednesday, March 11, Pamela Braun Cohen, Lynn

brightly colored flowers. The bouquets were delivered in
honor of International Women'’s Day which is celebrated

Soviet government that we are inextricably linked to
these Soviet women and their desperate strike for the

right to emigrate and once again be reunited with their
families.”

The Union of Councils for Soviet Jews has, as its man-
date, solidarity with the Jews of the Soviet Union in
whatever way it is possible to show it. UCS] strives to
bring the plight of Soviet Jewry to the forefront and keep
the issue alive and burning in the minds and hearts of
concerned people everywhere. %

UCSJ PRESIDENT AND
WASHINGTON

REPRESENTATIVE RETURN
HOME FROM VIENNA

CONFERENCE ON HUMAN
RIGHTS

As the third session of the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe reconvened in Vienna on May 5,
Pamela Braun Cohen, UCS] National President, and
Micah Naftalin, UCS] Washington Representative, were
present to serve the needs and interests of Soviet Jewry.

The conference was the latest in a series of meetings
scheduled to monitor compliance of the 35 signatory
nations with the provisions outlined in the Final Act of
the Helsinki Accords. Of particular importance to the
UCS]J was the opportunity to impress upon the delega-
tions of the United States and other Western nations the
most recent Soviet violations of the Helsinki Agreement.

The primary concern was to ensure that these delega-
tions understand that, while there was some slight
escalation in the emigration numbers, the Soviets were
closing the emigration process by refusing exit visas to
long-term Refuseniks based on the erroneous allegations
that they had access to secrets—and denying the right of
thousands to apply because of the narrow interpretation
of the Soviets” enforcement of the new Emigration Code.

UCS] was present directly and personally to confront
the Soviet government delegation. In an unprecedented
three-hour meeting, Cohen and Naftalin met with a
deputy of the All Union OVIR, the agency controlling
the issuance of visas. UCS] raised the issue of the
Soviets’ flagrant violations of the Helsinki Act and
strongly opposed the widespread refusals based on
secrecy. Individual cases were cited. Protests were
lodged. Written complaints and appeals by Refuseniks
were given. During this blunt discussion, the Soviet
officials admitted that the present state of increased

numbers of Soviet Jews receiving permission to emigrate
is only a temporary stage.

UCS] served as the voice of the Refuseniks and
reminded all delegates that the lives of 400,000 Soviet
Jews who wish to emigrate, to be repatriated to Israel, or
once again to join their families, bear strong testimony to

(continued on page 8)
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the failure of the Soviet government to live up to this
agreement despite the current public relations position
the Soviets are attempting to advance.

The UCS]J delegates reported that the United States
delegation, under the inspired and committed leader-
ship of Ambassador Warren Zimmerman, consistently
demonstrated a firm commitment to the human rights
issues contained in the accords, and clearly links these

if the Soviets cannot honor international agreements
affecting their own citizens—with Jewish emigration as
an example —then they cannot be trusted in the areas of
arms reductions or other negotiations.

Like UCS]J, the United States delegation has shown an
abiding commitment to a sustained level of large
numbers of Jews emigrating from the Soviet Union. And
all delegation members regard the increased levels of the
past few months as but a token move.

The U.S. delegates also expressed alarm at the Soviets’
obvious pattern of reducing the number of new applica-
tions for exit visas by increasingly using national
security as a reason for denial.

Such firm stances, which were uniformly endorsed by
many other NATO-power delegations, were deemed
encouraging by members of the UCS] delegation—

mance as documented through action rather than
words, and any future agreements in the areas of
economic development and national security.

Such a decision would condemn hundreds of
thousands of Soviet Jews to life sentences of continued
suffering in the Soviet Union.

One of the actions that must be taken immediately is
to reject the Soviet proposal to schedule an international
human rights meeting for Moscow later this year unless
there is clear evidence that the Soviets have abandoned

their tragic policies. The evidence must take the form of
high numbers of Jewish emigrants for a sustained period
of time.

Vienna confirmed the UCS] position that the West
must not give away anything, nor lose any political
leverage, until the 400,000 Soviet Jews who desire to
emigrate are free. ¥

issues to the issue of security. They frequently assert that

especially the firm linkage between human rights perfor-

(VIOLATIONS — continued from page 1)

works; C-Span, AP, UPI, Reuters, The Jewish Telegraphic
Agency, The Washington Times, The Denver Post, The
Los Angeles Times and The Des Moines Register.

Arriving late because of inclement weather, McGill
University Law Professor Irwin Cotler concluded the
meeting with a statement that included policy recom-
mendations for future dealings with the Soviets on
human rights questions.

Professor Cotler, who served as Sharansky’s attorney,
declared that, “Soviet law itself, even in the age of Gor-
bachev, emerges not as a protection of rights, but as an
instrument of repression.”

As Professor Cotler reached his conclusion, he hit
upon the truth of the state of human rights in the Soviet
Union by summarizing the thousands of words entered
into evidence that day. “Soviet human rights are there by
way of declaration and discourse and representation and
cosmetics,” he said. “They have yet to be implemented as
amatter of both Soviet law and Soviet reality.” ¥
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“Through our suffering we [Prisoners of Conscience]
have been able to push the gates of the U.S.S.R. just
slightly ajav. Through the tiny opening we have made
in the Ivon Curtain, Jews manage to get out of the
U.S.S.R....But the opening is small and vulner-
able, and we implove all of you in the firee world to
keep a close watch on the opening and not to allow the
gates to be slammed shut again.”’

—Ida Nudel—
Refusentk and former Prisoner of Conscience
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