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Celebrating the Contributions of Daniel C. Waugh

BY STEPHEN E. HANSON

The following speech was given by
Professor Steve Hanson at Dan Waugh’s
retirement event on December 3, 2005.

I have the great honor tonight of being
the only speaker whom Dan has allowed
to sing his praises directly. I have to
admit: this was a hard speech to prepare.
Where should I start? With the book-
length CV of publications, lectures and
many other contributions to scholar-
ship Dan has compiled in his illustrious
career? With praise for his teaching and
mentoring, about which you have heard
so much today from his devoted students?
With Dan’s remarkable photography,
which he has made available on-line to
scholars and communities all over the
world? Or perhaps I could begin by
noting—as I discovered in my research
for this speech—that Dan has been
ranked in the top five in the country for
his age group in orienteering? Looking
over this growing list, I realized that if

I did not restrain myself, we could all

be here a long, long time!

But then it hit me that rather than focus
on Dan’s many accomplishments, it
would be more fitting to begin by talking
about Dan as a human being. For, simply
put, Dan is the most simultaneously
generous and modest scholar I have ever
met. He has given selflessly of his time,
wisdom and expertise, with no thought
at all to his personal advancement, for
decades-and has made the University of
Washington a much better place as a
result. And this modesty and selflessness
is really something to celebrate today, in
a world that far too frequently praises
only the flashy, the polemical and the
ephemeral.

Dan’s modesty and generosity help to
account for why his copious scholarship
on so many diverse topics, ranging from
provincial life in the era of Peter the
Great, to Russian, Western and Chinese

imperial expansion in Central Asia over
the past few centuries, to the contempo-
rary fate of democracy and civil society
in the independent Central Asian states,
has made such an impact-not only here
in the US, but in the many countries on
which he specializes. The renowned
historian of early Russian literature
Dmitrii Likhachev wrote the foreword to
his first book, The Great Turkes Defiance:
On the History of the Apocryphal Corre-
spondence of the Ottoman Sultan in its
Muscovite and Russian Variants. After
Dan published his most recent mono-
graph on The History of a Book: Viatka
and “Non-Modernity” in Russian Culture
of the Era of Peter the Great in the Russian
language, Russian historian Sergei
Kashtanov devoted seven single-spaced
pages to a detailed review, concluding
“The works of Dan Waugh constitute a
great contribution to historical science”
and “Waugh occupies an honored place
in Russian historiography”. Central
Asian scholars similarly appreciate Dan’s
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long commitment to that region; his co-
edited volume on Civil Society in Central
Asia, for example, was a pioneering effort
to bring the rich tapestry of Central
Asian nongovernmental sector to inter-
national attention. Closer to home, Dan’s
suggestions to his colleagues concerning
previously-untapped research materials
have played a pivotal role in inspiring
works such as Frith Maier’s book
Vagabond Life: The Caucasus Journals of
George Kennan and—as I just learned
this evening—Galya Diment’s Pniniad:
Vladimir Nabokov and Marc Szeftel,
which was based on the correspondence
between the famous author and the
University of Washington historian who
was Dan’s direct predecessor here.

Dan’s combination of modesty and
generosity also accounts for why his
students, at all levels, are so devoted to
him. They willingly read the hundreds of
pages of dense historical material on his
syllabi each week; they ponder his
careful, copious, critical remarks; they
accept grades that do not always reflect
the inflation of that currency in recent
years—and they write to him decades
later in search of continuing wisdom and
advice. Dan’s contributions to no less
than three departments—History, Slavic
Languages and Literatures and the

ELLISON CENTER

Jackson School of International Studies
—are without parallel, and the list of
courses he has taught by itself fills a
lengthy section of his CV. Even in his very
last quarter at the UW, Dan is offering a
brand new course on the history of the
Mongols! So Dan’s decision to use the
occasion of his retirement to raise money
for undergraduate travel and research in
Russia, East Europe and Central Asia
through the new James Bicknell Endowed
Fund truly reflects a deep and longstand-
ing commitment to international
education. I hope that as many of you as
possible will support this worthy cause.

Dan’s modesty and generosity, finally,
explain why we are here honoring not
only his outstanding scholarship and
pedagogy, but also his role in saving the
field of Russian, East European and
Central Asian Studies at the University of
Washington. Dan took over as Director
of what was then called the REEU (Russia
and East Europe) program in 1991—my
second year on campus—at a time when
the collapse of the Soviet Union, our loss
of federal funding and widespread
academic dismissal of “area studies” put
us under severe threat. His vision—to
turn our program into a leading national
center that studied the entirety of our
vast region, from the Baltics, to Russia,

At Khunjerab Pass between China and Pakistan.

to the Caucasus, to Central Asia and
beyond—was audacious in the face of
disaster. And in retrospect, Dan’s ability
to inspire others to contribute to this
vision was the main reason our program
survived the 1990s. Working with Guntis
Smidchens and others in the Scandina-
vian Studies Department, as well as with
friends and supporters in the Baltic
heritage communities of the Pacific
Northwest, Dan helped to catalyze the
Baltic Studies Endowment and the Baltic
Studies Summer Institute, which
together have made the UW a leading
national center for the study of the Baltic
region. Working with Ilse Cirtautas and
the Department of Near Eastern Lan-
guages and Civilizations, Dan helped to
put Central Asian studies at the very
center of our program, symbolically
renaming it REECAS. To bring scholar-
ship on the entirety of the region to a
wider public, and to honor renowned
UW professor Donald W. Treadgold, Dan
founded the Donald W. Treadgold Papers
in Russian, East European and Central
Asian Studies, a prestigious working
paper series now published as the
Treadgold Studies series of UW Press,
under the editorship of Glennys Young.
After the tragic events of 9/11 and
subsequent resurgence of public concern
with international affairs in the new
century, the prescience of Dan’s vision is
clear to everyone. But back in 1991, when
there was hardly any glory and certainly
no money to be gained from directing
the REECAS program, it took a person
with truly selfless dedication to the field
to make that vision a reality. As we
celebrate the new Herbert J. Ellison
Endowment which has secured the
institutional survival of our program in
perpetuity, Dan’s contributions to this
cause will not be forgotten.

So, while Dan’s modesty means he will
not ever take credit for his many achieve-
ments or list his own accomplishments
as he really should, this is one time all of
us finally get a chance to embarrass him
as much as possible. One modest effort to
do so is the new Daniel C. Waugh Thesis
Prize for the best Master’s Thesis in the
REECAS program, which will be awarded
for the first time this academic year.
Please join me in a round of applause

to acknowledge the stellar career of our
colleague and friend, Dan Waugh! ¢




As a graduate student in the Jackson School,
I never encountered another professor who
had Dan’s level of commitment to his
students. Where other professors were often
busy pursuing their research, Dan was
always ready to spend hours discussing a
student’s work and offering support and
encouragement. Not afraid to mince words,
Dan treated his students as scholars and
demanded they engage with their subjects.
Not only a Russianist by vocation, he is a
true Russophile at heart., He tried his
hardest to make his students fall in love
with the region. When he lectured about
Peter the Great, he recited a long passage
from Pushkin’s Bronze Horseman-in
Russian first, then in translation.

Dan was my Master’s thesis advisor, and he
was often hard on me, challenging me to
dig deeper into the archives and ask more
probing questions. Many times I left his
office in the basement of Smith Hall and
trudged back to Suzallo grudgingly. It was
an appreciative grudging: I knew that a
different advisor would have let me off
with less; I also knew that I was lucky to
have an academic mentor who really cared.
Dan’s door was always open, and he loved
to delve into and debate the issues I came
across in my thesis work, helping me navi-
gate around what I thought were research
dead-ends.

They were a gift, those hours Dan granted
me in his poorly-lit office. Towers of books
covered all floor space except for the
passage from the door to his desk, the hard
wood visitor’s chair perched precariously
between the towers. It was there that I
learned how to think about history. I know
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that other students also appreciated him
for his committed teaching—and his
idiosyncrasies. Dan was chairman of the
REECAS department the year I completed
my MA. We REECAS majors had a party
for him, and Dan showed up shyly in his
pink belt made of climbing webbing knotted
at the waist—his dress-up one, according
to his wife, Charlotte Green. He was
surprised to see that we were all likewise
styling pink webbed belts.

Fifteen or so years ago, Dan took up serious
study of Central Asian history and current
affairs. He became a strong advocate for
programs and courses on this part of the
world at the UW, and Dan and Charlotte
established themselves as gracious hosts to
the Central Asian scholars who land in
Seattle for a few weeks or a few years. An
invitation to their home guarantees inter-
esting company and conversation, usually
with some adventure slides or stories.

Dan and I share a passion for mountain-
eering, and for the annals of 19th century
travelers in Central Asia. This intersection
of interests led to a friendship that has
endured for two decades. Over those years,
I have watched Dan tackle one ambitious
climbing challenge after another in major
mountain ranges of the world. He has sum-
mited the nearly 25,000-foot Mustag Ata
in Xinjiang Province of northwestern China,
and climbed in Pakistan’s Karakoram.

But for Dan, it is never just a mountain.
His zeal for travel and mountain explora-
tion is always fueled by intellectual
curiosity, and his intellectual curiosity
always brings to light—and often to
print—intriguing historical material.

While in the MA program, I developed an
interest in the unpublished journals and
letters of George Kennan, the first Ameri-
can to cross the Caucasus (in 1870). Dan
encouraged me to take a serious research
approach and apply for an Avar language
study FLAS grant, and to spend time
working with the original documents in the
Library of Congress. Then he prodded me
to produce a book. He was steadfast and
tireless in is his support for the project, and
my MA thesis became the 265-page hard-
cover Vagabond Life: The Caucasus
Journals of George Kennan (UW Press
2003).

Once again, Dan had pushed a student to
do much more than the minimum required.
He had also generously contributed scores
of hours to making it a reality: the manu-
script emerged from nearly two years in the
peer review process about the time that I
had had a baby and founded a software
company. Dan nagged me not to let the
project go by the wayside.When he realized
it was impossible for me to carve out the
several weeks required to complete revisions
required by the publisher, he took the
manuscript in hand himself and saw it
into print. His dedication to the pursuit of
history is too pure for him to have let the
Kennan journals continue to languish in
obscurity. And the finished product was a
much better book for Dan’s contributions
to 1t.

If Dan Waugh is retiring from teaching, it
can only mean that he will be writing more
books, and climbing more mountains,
because Dan is incapable of truly retiring.

— author name?

Professor Daniel C. Waugh has been one of
the most dedicated mentors I have ever
known. And it was because of his mentor-
ing that I managed to complete my doctoral
studies. At first, Professor Waugh was
skeptical about a potential graduate
student in Central Asian History who did
not read Russian. Due to his encourage-
ment, I began to learn Russian along with
Uzbek, Kazakh, Kyrgyz and Tajik. I owe
my knowledge and affection for Russian
language and literature to him. His vast
knowledge of imperial Russian history,
although sometimes intimidating, was an
invaluable resource during my studies in
the History Department of the University
of Washington. As my adviser, Professor

Waugh encouraged me to push my limits.
He challenged me to deliver the best work
I could muster. I am not the only one who
benefited from his “tough love” teaching
methods. Like me, many of my cohorts
received superb mentorship and hands-on
education from Professor Waugh. At the
time, we all bemoaned how demanding he
was, but we are thankful to him for not
letting us take the easy route.

In addition to being an exemplary advisor
and mentor, Professor Waugh, has made a
remarkable contribution to Central Asian
studies. His comprehensive Silk Road

courses, his unique web page, his beautiful

photographs, and his affection for the

people and the mountains of Central Asia
made me appreciate my own interests in
this region even more. I especially feel lucky
that we share a passion for learning about
Kyrgyzstan. He is one of the hardest working
academics. He has succeeded in reaching
out to the community with his knowledge
of Central Asia and Imperial Russia. I look
forward to seeing more of his wonderful
photographs and reading about his new
research now that he has more time away
from his duties in the History Department.

Enjoy some of Dan Waugh’s favorite photos
at: http://faculty.washington.edu/dwaugh/
dwphotographs.html

— author name?
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LAADA BILANIUK, Assistant Professor of
Anthropology, recently published,
Contested Tongues: Language Politics and
Cultural Correction in Ukraine. This
work is part of Cornell Press’ the “Culture
and Society After Socialism” Series,
edited by Bruce Grant and Nancy Ries.

During the controversial 2004 elections
that led to the “Orange Revolution” in
Ukraine, cultural and linguistic differ-
ences threatened to break apart the coun-
try. Contested Tongues explains the
complex linguistic and cultural politics
in a bilingual country where the two
main languages are closely related but
their statuses are hotly contested. Laada
Bilaniuk finds that the social divisions in
Ukraine are historically rooted, ideologi-
cally constructed, and inseparable from
linguistic practice. She does not take the
labeled categories as givens but in this
book questions what “Ukrainian” and
“Russian” mean to different people, and
how the boundaries between these cate-
gories may be blurred in unstable times.

The Shidler Journal of Law, Commerce
and Technology recently published
ANTHONY MILEWSKI’s article, “Stream-
lined Sales and Use Tax Agreement: Is
your Business Ready for Compliance?”
The article examines the implications of
new legislation aimed at taxing internet
sales. Anthony is second-year REECAS
MA student currently doing research in
St. Petersburg Russia. You can find his
article at: www.Ictjournal.washington.
edu/Vol2/a007Milewski.html.

In January 2006, KATARZYNA DZIWIREK,
Associate Professor Department of Slavic
Languages and Literature received a
Royalty Research Fund Scholar award for
the 2006—07 academic year. The award is
intended to fund work on her book
Complex Emotions: A Contrastive Corpus-
Based Study of Polish and English Emotion
Expression.

FREDERICK LORENZ, part-time lecturer
at the Jackson School of International
Studies, traveled to Saint Petersburg in
March 2006 to deliver lectures at the Law
Faculty, Saint Petersburg State University
(President Putin’s alma mater). He also
spoke to a gathering of journalists at the
Regional Press Institute of Northwest
Russia on the topic “Freedom of the Press
in the United States”.

AUTUMN CUTTER was recently hired as

a Senior Program Officer for the Inter-
national Visitor Program at the World
Affairs Council. The World Affairs
Council is a non-profit, non-partisan
organization that aims to promote greater
understanding of global affairs in the
Pacific Northwest.

JASON JARRELL, a concurrent degree
graduate student in REECAS and the
Evans School for Public Affairs, was
recently selected for the Alfa Bank
Fellowship program for 2006—07. Alfa
Fellows spend three months at the Higher
School of Economics in Moscow, two
weeks in seminars and meetings with
government and private sector leaders
and subsequently work for six months in
various leading Russian organizations.

Issue 6, Fall 2005 of Glossos includes
BOJAN BELIC’s article, “Infinitive is
Difficult to Lose: What Governs Varia-
tion of Complements in Unique Control
in Serbian”. In this article she provides a
novel explanation for the variation of
complements in Serbian (CVS) from the
position of the latest views of control,
more specifically unique control, of
which CVS is a particularly curious kind.
She closely analyzes CVS with adjectives
as matrix heads exclusively. It turns out
that the factor indicating the actual
presence, or absence for that matter, of
the matrix argument in the analyzed
configuration produces substantially
different results when it comes to the
choice of the complement in CVS.

In the forthcoming March/April issue

of Problems of Post Communism, two
REECAS faculty each contribute an article
to a special section on “Russia and Non-
Proliferation”. Professor CHRISTOPHER
JONES, of the Jackson School’s Interna-
tional Studies department, is author of
the lead article, “The Axis of Non-
Proliferation”. Additionally, Ambassador
THOMAS GRAHAM is the author of a study
of the role of “National Technical Means”
in making arms control agreements
possible. Additionally, Carol Kessler,
Director of the Northwest National
Laboratory and a sponsor of the Institute
for Global and Regional Security Studies
at UW, contributed a piece on current
proliferation issues concerning Russia.
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20 Years After Chornobyl:
RBMK Reactors Remain an Explosive Topic

BY BRANT PAULSON

Perhaps nothing has shaped the nuclear
energy debate more completely than the
tragedy of Chornobyl, 20 years ago this
spring. In the early hours of April 26,
1986, an explosion destroyed Unit No. 4
at V.I. Lenin Nuclear Power Plant (NPP)
in north-central Ukraine. Ironically, the
world’s worst nuclear accident occurred
during a safety test just before the reactor
shutdown for scheduled maintenance.
Performing an experiment, plant
operators wanted to determine if they
could use the mechanical energy of the
slowing turbine to drive emergency
equipment and core cooling pumps in
the event of a loss of station power. Since
any interruption in the flow of coolant
to the reactor’s core would cause nuclear
fuel to overheat very quickly, they sought
a way to prevent this extremely danger-
ous situation. While a worthy goal, the
accident at Chornobyl resulted from a
combination of a general disregard for
safety, operator error and fundamental
flaws in the RBMK? reactor design.

Fulfilling Moscow’s plans typically
trumped all other concerns during the
Soviet era. In the case of the fateful
experiment at Chornobyl, this led offi-
cials to ignore even basic safety proce-
dures in order to fulfill the requirements
of the safety test. Operators disabled the
automatic safety systems in order to
simulate an emergency blackout—
proving to be one of the most serious
operator errors. Experts believe that if
the emergency system had functioned,
the accident would not have been nearly
as severe.® Equally detrimental, techni-
cians reduced power to about half of an
RBMK’s normal operating level for the
test, posing serious difficulties for the
operators. At reduced power levels, RBMK
reactors become highly unstable due to
“xenon poisoning”, a phenomenon
discovered at the B Reactor in Hanford in
1944. Simply put, decreased power results
in the production of xenon gas. The
presence of xenon gas in turn inhibits the
nuclear reaction, which causes a further
reduction in power. In an RBMK reactor,
power is regulated by moving neutron-
absorbing control rods up and down

Chornobyl nuclear power plant with sarcophagus.

within the core. Withdrawing the control
rods increases power, while inserting
them decreases power. In order to combat
xenon poisoning and to increase the
power of the reactor to the level required
for the test, operators at Chornobyl
grossly violated safety regulations by
removing all but 6—8 of the RBMK’s 211
control rods. Standard operating rules
required a minimum of 30 control rods
inserted into the core at all times.*

In addition to a disregard for safety and
operator error, the reactor design contrib-
uted to the disaster. Soviet engineers
originally designed RBMKs as dual pur-
pose reactors for the production of both
plutonium and electrical power. It is
problematic then that Russia’s RBMKs
lack a hermetically sealed containment
structure—something found on all
commercial reactors in the US.

The phrase “positive void coefficient”
describes the positive feedback loop
inherent in the RBMK design. In simple
terms, in a reactor with a “positive void
coefficient”, excess steam leads to
increased power generation. More power
creates more heat, which generates more

© VADIM MbUCHKIN, IAEA

steam and then more power, creating a
vicious cycle that can escalate rapidly.

Moreover, RBMKs use graphite to
moderate the nuclear reaction. Graphite
functions not as a control to power
output, but rather as a means of sustain-
ing the nuclear reaction. Graphite slows
down neutrons released during the
fission process so that they are more
likely to hit other nuclei and sustain the
nuclear reaction. The RBMK reactor core
consists of 1,700 metric tons of graphite.
Using graphite as a moderator is prob-
lematic due to its flammable nature and
the difficulty in extinguishing it once
ignited.
Soviet designers made the mistake of
using graphite on the tips of the neutron-
absorbing control rods. One meter long
graphite “riders” are attached to a five
meter absorbent segment. So when control
rods are inserting into the core, the
graphite tip enters first, which essentially
increases the power. Only after inserting
the rods one meter into the core do they
begin to reduce the power of the reactor.
Moreover, when the control rods are
inserted, the graphite tips displace water,
continued on page 6
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a neutron-absorber, thus increasing
reactivity even further.’

All three of these problems in combina-
tion led to the explosion that occurred 36
seconds after the beginning of the safety
experiment. As the generator began to
spin down, its electrical output declined,
which reduced the flow of cooling water
to the core. Less water cooling the core
produced more steam. The additional
steam created additional power due to
the RBMK’s “positive void coefficient”.
Within four seconds, the reactor reached
100 times its normal full capacity. When
operators reinserted the control rods in
a desperate attempt to shut down the
reactor, the graphite-tipped control rods
entered the core and displaced cooling
water. This, in turn, increased the power
of the reactor resulting in a massive
chemical explosion that ignited the 1,700
metric tons of graphite used in the core.
The graphite fire raged for 10 days and
released an estimated 14 Ebq® of radioac-
tive substances into the environment—
400 times as much as the Hiroshima
atomic bomb.”

While most experts agree upon the
causes of the Chornobyl catastrophe, its
long-term effects remain hotly debated.
Early reports attributed tens or even
hundreds of thousands of radiation
deaths to the Chornobyl accident. The
Chornobyl Forum, a group of experts
from 8 United Nation agencies and the
governments of Belarus, Russia and
Ukraine, released a comprehensive report
in September 2005 that estimated a total
of only 4,000 deaths may be attributed to
radiation exposure. This figure includes
50 emergency workers, who succumbed
to acute radiation poisoning, and 9
children, who died of thyroid cancer.?
The study found no radiation-induced
increase in mortality due to cancers
(excluding the nine cases of thyroid
cancer), no evidence of decreased fertility
and no increase in congenital malforma-
tions. Rather than radiation exposure,
the forum found, “The mental health
impact of Chornobyl is the largest public
health problem unleashed by the
accident to date”.’ The report states that
psychological distress, anxiety, depres-
sion, poverty and “lifestyle” diseases pose
a far greater threat to the population
than radiation exposure.

Many of those affected by the disaster
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The remaining RBMK reactors in Russia.

quickly criticized the report. Officials
from Belarus and Ukraine dispute the
findings and plan to write rebuttals and
demand revisions in the final report.!0
Environmental organizations also
expressed their skepticism. Greenpeace
accused the Chornobyl Forum of
“Whitewashing the impacts of one of the
most serious industrial accidents in
human history”.!! Leading Russian
environmental organizations, including
Ekozashchista and the Socio-Ecological
Union, formed a coalition to ensure that
Chornobyl continues to receive proper
recognition as the world’s worst nuclear
catastrophe.!?

A scathing editorial by Aleksei Yablokov,
a correspondent member of the Russian
Academy of Sciences and head of the
Russian Green party, entitled “Chornobyl
Revisited: Truth, Half-Truths and Lies”
appeared in Nezavisimaya Gazeta and
described the Chornobyl Forum report as
“A desperate attempt to distort the true
picture of the consequences of the
explosion at Chornobyl...minimizing the
scale of the worst technological catastro-
phe in history”.!? Although some disagree
as to the impact of the Chornobyl
disaster, its effects were felt throughout
the world, including here in Washington
State.

The US operated one nuclear reactor that
shared many design similarities with the
RBMK—the N Reactor, located at the
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Hanford Site in southeastern Washington.
Like RMBKSs in Russia, design features
of the N Reactor in Hanford included
production of both electrical power and
plutonium, the use of graphite as a
moderator, water as the coolant and the
lack of a containment structure to prevent
radioactive leakage to the environment in
the event of an accident. Furthermore,
the N Reactor contained nearly double
the amount of nuclear fuel and was more
than 20 years older than Unit No. 4 at
the Chornobyl NPP.1

Within days of the explosion at Chor-
nobyl, there were calls to decommission
the N Reactor at Hanford.!> After a post-
Chornobyl departmental review, the US
Department of Energy (DOE) ordered
$50 million in safety modifications to
the emergency cooling systems and the
control room, but did not include a
containment structure in the planned
upgrade.!® A year after the Chornobyl
disaster, the US government decided to
keep the N Reactor dormant except in
the event of a national security crisis."”
Finally, in early 1988, the DOE said that
it would not reopen the N Reactor despite
having spent $70 million on safety
improvements.!® Workers completed
deactivation procedures for all N Reactor
facilities in 1998. However, environmen-
tal cleanup activities continue today.

Although Ukraine has likewise aban-
doned all power production via RBMKs,
nuclear power continues to play a signi-
ficant role in Ukraine. Nuclear plants
generate over half of Ukraine’s electric-
ity.!? Ukraine shut down Chornobyl
NPP’s Unit No. 3, in December 2000, thus
ending the use of RBMK power produc-
tion in the country. Ukraine’s functioning
NPPs utilize a design that includes a
containment structure and is not charac-
terized by a “positive void coefficient”.

While the United States and Ukraine no
longer use this type of reactor, the threat
of RBMK meltdown still remains. Of
Russia’s 31 civilian nuclear power
reactors, 11 at the Kursk, Leningrad and
Smolensk NPPs are RBMK reactors.
Overall, NPPs provide 16% of total
electric power generation and nearly 30%
of electric power needs? in the European
part of Russia. TAEA?! data reveal that
RBMKSs generated nearly half of all of
Russia’s nuclear power in 2004.22 RBMKs
have spent increasingly more time
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generating power since the Russian
economy began to pick up in the mid-
1990s, spending just over 80,000 hours
online in 1995 and over 100,000 in
2003.23 Russia’s RBMKSs are reaching the
limit of their 30 year designed lifespan—
the average RBMK reactor has seen more
than 23 years of commercial operation.
Yet, it appears few of these RBMKs will
be decommissioned anytime soon.

Rosenergoatom, the entity responsible for
the generation of electric and thermal
power at Russia’s NPPs, acknowledges
that maintenance and upgrades necessary
to provide “Time extension for plants
approaching the end of their design life”
are first-priority objectives in order to
meet nuclear power generation require-
ments outlined by Russia’s overall energy
strategy to the year 2020.%* Following
modernization upgrades, Rostekhnadzor,
the Russian Nuclear, Industrial and
Environmental Regulatory Authority,
approved lifetime extensions for four
first-generation RBMK reactors: Lenin-
grad 1 and 2 and Kursk 1 and 2. While
modernization programs contribute to
the safety of these plants, Western safety
experts generally agree that due to its
inherent design deficiencies, even

SISRE Students at Hanford’s B Reactor. Author second from left.
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upgraded RBMKs cannot meet interna-
tional safety standards.>

It appears likely that Rostekhnadzor will
grant lifetime extensions for all of the
remaining RBMKs. During his first
meeting with President Putin, newly
appointed Minister of Atomic Energy
Sergei Kiriyenko stated that NPPs will
provide 25% of Russia’s electricity by
2030.26 Reaching this goal will require
lifetime extensions of existing plants in
conjunction the construction of new
NPPs. During this meeting, Putin
commented that the nuclear “Sector has
never let [Russia] down”.?” Hopefully,
this will continue to be the case as
Russia’s aging RBMKs will likely remain
in service for another 20 years.

Brant Paulson is a graduate student in
Russian, Eastern European and Central Asian
Studies at the University of Washington. His
interests include energy and environmental
issues in Russia and the Caspian region.

—

This is the transliteration of the Ukrainian version of the

name, while “Chernobyl” is a transliteration from the Russian.

In Russian, the initials RBMK stand for reactor bolshoy
moshchnosty kanalny, “high-power boiling channel reactor.”

3 Medvedeyv, Zhores A. The Legacy of Chornobyl. New York:
Norton, 1990. 28.
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A Recount of the Conference on Political Economics

of Eastern Europe

BY KAZIMIERZ POZNANSKI

Although small in size, the conference on
Political Economics of Eastern Europe,
aggressively examined the current
financial state of the countries of Eastern
Europe. The three speakers, all econo-
mists with Eastern European expertise,
provided in-depth assessments. They
particularly focused on Eastern Europe’s
market-building reforms, commonly
called post-communist transition.

Professor Leon Podkaminer came to the
conference from the Vienna Institute of
International Economy, the leading West
European think tank working on Eastern
Europe. He addressed some big-picture
topics as he analyzed the region’s
macroeconomic performance. He
explained that the region is now emerg-
ing from a deep recession initiated both
by the transition to independent states
and by shifting to a market-economy.

As evidence of this trend, he showed data
indicating growth rates well above the
average for Western Europe. Using the
Barro model, Podkaminer calculated that
“catching up” with Western Europe is
within the reach of most East European
economies. Much of this economic
growth has been fed by net imports and
trade deficits, he explained. Inflow of
foreign investment and large-scale
foreign borrowing allowed these countries
to accumulate substantial reserves of
foreign currency.

There are signs, however, that the region
is moving from trade deficits toward
trade surpluses. The recent positive
balance achieved by the Czech Republic

is an indication of this trend. Even
though great advances have been made
in the economy, much of the region’s
population remains unemployed. Other
lingering economic problems, such as
wide-spread poverty, also originated in
the transition period. All-in-all, the
economic outlook in Eastern Europe,
according to Professor Leon Podkaminer,
is one of both great promise and numer-
ous obstacles.

Professor Jan Monkiewicz of the Central
School of Commerce in Warsaw, contin-
ued the discussion by addressing the
condition of the financial sector, namely
banking and insurance. By now, most of
the banks and insurance companies have
been privatized by turning them over to
foreign investors. In the insurance sector,
foreign investors have also established
some new companies. Large-scale
recapitalization of banks by the respec-
tive states has preceded the sale of banks,
reaching as high as $12 billion in Poland.
This recapitalization is due to the recent
stellar performance of those banks.

Interestingly, as in the case of Poland,
half of the credit issued today comes from
abroad and not from the privatized local
branches. Thus, only state regulation
remains in the hands of East Europeans.
However, the most recent European
Union reforms may change this situation.
Within the proposed rules, bank branch-
es, or branches of insurance companies
could be controlled by the country of
their origin.

Professor Kazimierz Poznanski dealt with
a very similar topic. He also looked at the
role of foreign investors in the regional
privatization, focusing on two sectors:
banking and steel production. The
question of the valuation, or pricing of
assets offered for sale by the states was
raised. Using Poland as a point of
reference, he found both banks and
steel-mills were being sold with deep
discounts. For instance, it is a rule of
thumb in the Western world to set prices
for takeovers of steel-mills at one billion
dollars per million tons of capacity. In
Poland, as well as the Czech Republic,
Romania, Russia and Slovakia, the steel-
mills have sold for close to one-tenth of
the routine price. The poor economic
conditions, lack of state support, inad-
equate experience in asset pricing as well
as priority given to fast privatization are
among the reasons for this difference.

In conclusion, state leaders have intended
to set aside the expected payoff from
these foreign investments for further
restructure incentives. This, in turn,
would provide for robust economic
acceleration—a recovery from the initial
recession—and the alleviation of the
problems laid out by both Podkaminer
and Monkiewicz.

Other talks in the series included
Professor Richard Ericson of North
Carolina University’s talk on “Neo-
Patrimonialism in Putin’s Russia”, and
UC-Berkeley Professor Andrew Janos’
lecture on “Historical Perspectives on
Eastern European Agriculture”. ¢

Yiddish Theater Conference

An international conference devoted to the history, repertoire, and legacies of the Yiddish theatre.
Begins May 7 with a special film by the National Center for Jewish Film, Between Two Worlds: Yiddish
Cinema. Followed by a two-day conference, May 8—-9, 2006, held at the UW Faculty Club, and UW Hillel.
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Personal Reflections on the Bumpy Road to
Reconciliation: Life in Former Yugoslavia After a
Decade of Separation

BY ALEKSANDRA PETROVIC

Generations of people who came of age
in the former Yugoslavia nostalgically
remember the unencumbered travels of
their youth. In those days, they could
spontaneously hop on a train to party for
the weekend in Zagreb or Belgrade; take
a bus to Sarajevo just to get “the best
burek! in the country”; or catch a plane
to Dubrovnik to hear a concert at the
Summer Festival. While on the road,
they would meet other travelers, ex-
changing both their experiences and
different points of view. These chance
interactions often forged long-lasting
friendships. Subsequent, frequent visits
to each other’s homes in different regions
solidified friendships and also fostered
mutual understanding. Thus, the people
of Yugoslavia brought their motto,
“brotherhood and unity”, to life.

By the time I was old enough to travel,
however, the government only allowed
military brigades and refugee convoys to
cross over between the regions. With the
signing of the Dayton Accord, borders
were drawn, communication collapsed
and longstanding connections broken.
Today, 10 years after the wars, the rare
passenger on the train from Belgrade to
Zagreb travels for reasons other than
attending a party. No direct bus lines
exist between Sarajevo and Belgrade,
and travelers have an easier time getting
to Dubrovnik from Seattle than from
Belgrade.

Nonetheless, last summer, I decided to
make a long-overdue trip across former
Yugoslavia. I joined a group of students
from the University of Washington in
the Comparative History of Ideas
Department’s summer Exploration
Seminar. Professor Norman Wacker, the
leader of the program, designed the
Exploration Seminar to offer a deeper
look into the problems of ethnic conflict,
the role of nationalism, conflict resolu-
tion and post-conflict reconciliation in
former Yugoslavia. Through readings,
site visits and class discussions, we
explored these topics in depth. As we

Recently rebulit bridge in Mostar, Bosnia—a symbol of Yugoslav unity.

spent four-weeks sojourning in four of
the most important cities of the former
Yugoslavia: Dubrovnik, Sarajevo,
Belgrade and Zagreb. We had an oppor-
tunity to hear lectures by government
and international agency officials, local
scholars and NGO representatives. Our
travels afforded us an opportunity to
observe and reflect on the social and
political developments of the former
Yugoslavia since the wars. We also met
students from the local universities and
heard their opinions on the situation.

But most importantly for me, the seminar
gave me the opportunity to see first-
hand how the people of war-shattered
Yugoslavia live today.

The extent of the similarities between
life in Croatia, Serbia and Bosnia struck
me. Naturally, commonalities in culture
still exist; people eat similar food, drink
on similar occasions and listen to similar
music. Even with three different official
names, the same language serves as
the means of communication across the
three countries. Bijelo Dugme, a rock
continued on page 10
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continued from page 9

band icon of the 1970s and 1980s in
Yugoslavia, still drew equally large
crowds to its concerts in Zagreb, Sarajevo
and Belgrade in the summer of 2005. But,
perhaps of greater import, the concerns
that shape the social and political life of
these three states share certain character-
istics. One of our lecturers, Maja
Zitinski, Professor of Business Ethics at
the University of Dubrovnik, spoke
about corruption in politics, the lack of
free media, unemployment and the
rampant nepotism pervasive in profes-
sional fields. Only her last name and the
specifics of her lecture distinguished this
lecture as pertaining to Croatia. In fact,
it paralleled the lectures we heard in
Serbia and Bosnia both in the problems
she outlined and their effects on the
individual country.

Faced with these problems for many
years without a way to influence them,
people have become largely apolitical and
disillusioned about their role within the
political system. My friends, who 10
years ago participated in the student
protests against election fraud, today see
no point in voting. Others with whom I
spoke in Zagreb have expressed not only
alack of interest, but a desire to stay out

Author in front of Belgrade’s City Hall.
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Part of a campaign to raise awareness about crime in Srebrenica.

of the political realm altogether. Discus-
sions about politics over a cup of Turkish
coffee, so often present during the war
and the years immediately thereafter,
have disappeared. It seems people have
withdrawn into their close circle of
family and friends, intent on living a
“normal” life.

The gap between
reality and the overly
positive public image,
which the media and
politicians spend a lot
of effort promoting,
exacerbates this sense
of alienation. The
success of tourism in
Dubrovnik, unfortu-
nately, is not represen-
tative of the rest of
the Croatian economy.
The multi-ethnic
society in Bosnia
remains neither
harmonious nor self-
sufficient. A few
examples of successful
privatization, such as
Bambi Food Concern
in Pozarevac, Serbia,
fail to amount to
successful transition
to a market economy.
In their bid to join the
European Union, the

governments of Serbia, Croatia and
Bosnia try to emphasize the positive
changes in their respective countries.
But, the disparity between rhetoric and
the actual pace of progress undermines
everyone’s faith in the system.

The gap between public statements and
private reality grows wider when dealing
with war-related issues. Recently, the
Muslims of Srebrenica started receiving
official titles to the land and property
they formerly owned. These lands fall
within the borders of the Bosnian entity,
Republika Srpska. The media portrayed
this step to the outside world as evidence
of refugees finally returning to their
homes. The reports failed to communi-
cate the whole truth. During our visit to
Tuzla, I spoke to three students who fled
as refugees from Srebrenica. Their
accounts painted a very different picture
from that which I had heard through the
media. Among those they knew who had
received titles, all planned to sell or had
already sold their properties. Likewise
the parents of these three students hope
to get their titles soon, and to sell
thereafter. This exemplifies the three
states’ governments’ eager portrayal of
any semblance of progress as evidence of
reconciliation. Yet, many deep issues
remain unaddressed. As evident in the
Srebrenica example, the three communi-
ties remain unable to trust one another.
Sadly, what progress does exist has
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resulted from the wars’ paralyzing affect
upon people’s memory. Thus, people
push aside their disputes, refuse to
discuss them and instead focus on their
daily life. This “progress” cannot last;
actual reconciliation remains out of
reach.

The slow pace of true reconciliation,
however, should surprise no one. Living
divided for more than 10 years, with no
opportunity to travel or to interact, the
three communities have lost connection
with one another. While likenesses
between the three countries remain, the
peoples of Bosnia, Serbia and Croatia
have grown unaware of what they all
share. The war destroyed the sense of

commonality that connected the peoples
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and helped them to understand and trust
each other. Friendships, personal con-
tacts and interactions of all kinds across
the borders have abruptly come to

an end.

The only real hope for reconciliation is
through the repair and strengthening of
personal ties. The trip left me with the
impression that the means to rebuild
those connections are still there. For,
although the people I met only reluctantly
talked about their lives, they eagerly
listened to anyone describing life on the
other side of the border. They desired to
visit the other states, but had formed no
definite plans as to when or how.
Remarkable and promising, their will to
reconnect exists despite the challenging

years of seperation. This lingering wish
may prove the best hope for reestablish-
ing the sense of familiarity prerequisite
to reconciliation and lasting peace. ®

Aleksandra Petrovic is a second-year REECAS
MA graduate student. Originally from Serbia,
she came to the US in 1999 as part of a
cultural exchange program. Her primary fields
of study are the language and history of the
Balkans. Her thesis will investigate the
influence of language on national identity in
Bosnia since 1990.

1 A pastry filled with cheese or spinach.

THE TWELFTH ANNUAL RUSSIAN, EAST EUROPEAN AND CENTRAL ASIAN STUDIES

NORTHWEST CONFERENCE

Occupation and
Revolution in Eurasia’s
Borderlands

Saturday, April 29, 2006

9:15AM-5:00PM
UW-TACOMA CAMPUS, TACOMA, WASHINGTON

SESSION 1 (10:00-11:30am)

e Internet and Communication Technologies in Central Asia
e Culture and Civil Society in the Baltics
e Water, Conservation and Communities in Transition

LUNCH & PLENARY (1:15-3:15pm)
e Occupation and Revolution in Eurasia’s Borderlands

SESSION 2 (11:45am-1:15pm)

e Balancing Security Concerns in Regional Relations
e The Balkans: Language, Identity and the Homeland
e Roundtable: Modernizing Russia’s Educational System

SESSION 3 (3:30-5:00pm)

e Revolution, Resistance and the Press
e Russia: Past, Present and Future

e |egal Rights and Reform in Eurasia

For more information or registration, please call the Ellison Center at (206) 543-4852 or email reecas@u.washington.edu
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Full of Hot Air? Russia and the Kyoto Protocol

BY JASON C. JARRELL

A little over a year ago, the much debated
Kyoto Protocol became a legally binding

international agreement—Ilargely thanks
to Russia. Just why Russia supported this
agreement is open to debate.

In a move unexpected by most Russian
observers and environmentalists alike,
Russia’s State Duma ratified the Kyoto
Protocol by nearly a 4—1 majority.
Following the State Duma’s lead, Russian
President Vladimir Putin signed the
treaty in late October of 2004. This event
was significant both for its unexpected
nature and its momentous results. By
ratifying the protocol, Russia effectively
brought the nearly decade-old agreement
into international effect. The terms of the
protocol state that all countries ratifying
the protocol must comprise 55% of the
world’s produced greenhouse gases for it
to take effect. Russia contributes just over
17% of the six listed greenhouse gases on
the protocol, enough to push the total
over the critical threshold of 55%.2 In
February of 2005, 90 days after Putin’s
signing, the Kyoto Protocol became law
in more than 125 countries, with the
notable exception of the United States.
Incidentally, aside from Russia, only the
United States could have single-handedly
brought the agreement past the required
threshold.?

Just why Russia, a resource-rich, indus-
trialized country with an abysmally poor
environmental policy record, signed the
protocol remains open to debate. How-
ever, what Russia has to gain—and
potentially to lose—by acceding to the
international agreement is fast becoming
apparent. If navigated wisely, Russia may
stand to gain both economically and
politically through its collaboration with
the protocol. The protocol primarily
aims collectively to reduce carbon emi-
ssions by 5% below 1990 levels.* Russia
currently emits carbon levels estimated
to be 32% below 1990 levels due to its
industrial decline since the Soviet
collapse in 1991. This excess remaining
surplus gives them a unique advantage
in meeting the protocol’s standards.>
Furthermore, this surplus of so-called
“hot air,” or carbon emission credits,
offers Russia potentially very lucrative

Russian smokestacks.

trades on the international carbon
emissions quota market created by the
protocol.

However, carbon emissions and GDP
economic growth are positively corre-
lated, meaning that any increases in GDP
inevitably require an increase in carbon
emissions. As an economy in transition
that has experienced a considerable loss
in production and major restructuring
in the last decade, Russian industries,
and more broadly the Russian economy,
remain particularly vulnerable. Energy
production and utilization fuel economic
growth. As energy consumption produces
carbon emissions, the Kyoto Protocol—
by design—presents a real threat to any
nation’s long-term economic development
without careful policy planning.

Moreover, Russia is increasingly depen-
dent on its oil and gas industry, which
comprise 40% of the nation’s export
revenues. As the recent gas row with
Ukraine has shown, Russia fully intends
to be one of the world’s largest energy
players. However, by acceding to the
protocol, Russia has legally committed to
the protocol’s limitations and sanctions
until the year 2012. Based on past energy
consumption patterns and related
economic growth, varying projections
indicate that Russia will surpass its 1990
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levels of carbon emissions as early as
2007 (2011 under more conservative
growth scenarios) [Figure 1].° Under this
scenario, economic growth would be
stymied at that point unless Russia takes
other measures or becomes a purchaser
of carbon emission credits itself. Therein
lays the crux of Russia’s challenge:
complying with the protocol without
falling victim to short-sighted policies
that will adversely affect the future
economic welfare of the Russia and its
citizens.

To understand more of the design of the
protocol, let us turn to its origins. The
Kyoto Protocol stems from the United
Nations’ Framework Convention on
Climate Change (UNFCC), which the
UN adopted in 1992. Over 169 countries,
including the Russian Federation, signed
it at the United Nations Conference on
Environment and Development
(UNCED) international environmental
summit in Rio de Janeiro that same year.
As an international body, the UNFCC
seeks to recognize officially the phenom-
enon of climate change and its potential
threat to world’s population; to establish
an international framework for govern-
ments multilaterally to research climate
change, to develop and to implement
strategies for its stabilization and

© RIA-NOVOSTI



prevention and to create and to enforce
mechanisms for its compliance. The
Kyoto Protocol subsequently became the
backbone of the UNFCC. With 84 signa-
tories, including Russia, it came before
the UNFCC in 1997 for future consider-
ation and individual country approval.

As for its purpose, the Kyoto Protocol
targets the curbing of greenhouse gas
production. The UNFCC has identified
certain gases as contributing to global
warming as greenhouse gases. Global
warming specifically refers to the gradu-
ally increasing mean world temperature,
which scientists warn could melt the
polar ice caps. This, in turn, could signi-
ficantly affect weather patterns, raise sea
levels, flood coastal zones and decrease
the world’s fresh water supply as salt
water mixes with fresh water further
upstream in river deltas.

Although a majority of the world’s
scientists and research institutions agree
upon the existence of climate change,
considerable debate continues concern-
ing what causes it and how effective the
Kyoto Protocol will be in combating
these changes. In fact, the Russian
Academy of Sciences, the most esteemed
research center in Russia, does not
support the Kyoto Protocol. However,
the protocol does include provisions for
scientific review and amendment,
allowing for change to both the protocol’s
approach and methods.”

Beyond the debate in the scientific
community over the protocol’s merits,
many economists, including those in
Russia, have levied harsh criticism
against the agreement. Economic deci-
sions frequently create environmental
externalities, and environmental
decisions can likewise produce economic
externalities. President Putin’s former
economic advisor, Andrei Illarionov,
voiced the most vociferous and public
economic-based arguments against the
protocol. Illarionov argued that any
limitations on carbon emissions would
directly limit economic development and
he predicted a loss of $1 trillion in eco-
nomic growth over the following 7 years.
If true, this would severely hinder
President Putin’s publicly stated goal of
doubling Russia’s GDP by 2010.8

In contrast, the Russian Ministry of
Trade and Economic Development
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(MTED) officially supported the
ratification of the protocol. MTED saw
significant potential in Russia’s 32%
surplus of emissions on the emerging
carbon trading market. Early projections
indicated that Russia could reap billions
of dollars of annual revenue from the
London-based carbon-emissions trade
through the sale of its “hot air” credits,
particularly to Europe and Japan. Due to
its large amount of “hot air” credits,
Russia holds the potential to act as a
price-setting monopoly on the interna-
tional carbon market. In the first week of
October 2004, over 670,000 tons of
carbon emissions credits were traded on
the EU market in anticipation of Russia’s
ratification of the protocol. Multiple
source estimates calculated Russia’s

Germany, along with many of the other
modern industrial adherents to the
protocol, have long employed energy
efficient technologies in their industries.
Furthering efficiency will require
considerably more effort and investment.
Thus, the marginal value for carbon
emission abatement will only increase.
Recent research in Japan has shown that
the government must implement a $423/
ton tax on carbon emissions that exceed
standards in order to provide financial
incentive for Japanese industries to
increase their abatement ability. There-
fore, countries such as Germany and
Japan have an economic interest in
maintaining Russia’s supply of carbon
emission credits at a cost lower than their
marginal cost of abatement. In this
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potential profits to be approximately $20
billion at market rates—nearly 6% of
Russia’s current real GDP. In 2004, the
Environment and Economic Centre in
Moscow had figured that the price per
ton of carbon credits may exceed $20/ton
in 2008. Yet by January 2006, the price
already exceeded all predictions, reaching
approximately $30/ton.’

Russian industries may also gain from
foreign technology transfer. Multiple
participating countries have commit-
ments under the protocol to lower their
emissions beyond 5%. For example,
Germany is one of a number of European
nations that have a threshold of emissions
decrease set as high as 12%.1° Yet,

regard, Russia stands to gain from both
the sale of its surplus carbon credits and
the transfer of more energy efficient
technologies.

Compliance with the Kyoto Protocol
also has the capacity to benefit the vast
Russian forests through built-in eco-
nomic incentives. Multiple articles of
the protocol provide for mechanisms to
offset carbon emissions through
environmentally sound land-use policies
that provide environmental “sinks.”
Russian borders contain over 20% of
the world’s forested land. These forests
serve as one of the world’s largest CO»
scrubbers.!! Under the Kyoto Protocol,
Russia could supplement its already large

continued on page 14
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continued from page 13

“hot air” surplus through improved
forest management policies that would
support the protocol, increase carbon
emissions trading revenue and slow
deforestation in some of Russia’s most
pristine regions. As Russia enforces land-
use policies for their forest resources, the
timber industry will likewise be forced
to revitalize. As opposed to relying on
raw log exports to Asia, limited logging
will increase value-added business activi-
ties such as wood processing, plywood
production and the like.

All-in-all, while the Kyoto Protocol offers
Russia hope for the immediate future, it
also represents a potential hindrance to
forthcoming economic growth. The
balance of this dichotomy poses a
challenge to the Russian government as
it tries to make sound choices yielding
both economic and environmental
benefits. This question remains unan-
swered. Although the protocol has been
in effect for one year, little has actually
changed in Russia. After a period of high
hopes and positive outlooks following
the protocol’s activation, leading Russian
environmentalists have expressed regret
that the Russian government has taken
few, if any, steps towards implementa-
tion. Following a roundtable discussion
of Russian environmental NGOs and
energy corporations, including Russian
Company “Unified Energy Systems”
(RAO UES) (which alone contributes
3% of the world’s greenhouse gases) and
Gazpromenergo, on the protocol in
September of 2005, the head of the
Russian Ecological Investment Center
commented to the Russian press, “At
present, I have the impression that Russia
is simply not ready to use a favorable
situation for its own benefit.”2

This sadly may be the case, at least for
the time being. The “Green Investment
Scheme” was created to reinvest revenue
from the quota market in the environ-
mental sector in Russia in order to
reduce greenhouse gases. Yet Russia still
does not have a clear strategy to regulate
and to monitor domestic emissions, to
coordinate Kyoto-related activities
amongst its own governmental minis-
tries and international bodies or to
define mechanisms for trading on the
emissions market. Moreover, Russian
governmental ministries and depart-
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ments have remained reluctant to take
responsibility for implementing their
share of the protocol’s mechanisms and
obligations, virtually miring the agree-
ment in the entropy of the Russian
bureaucracy. The NGO sector, including
environmental organizations, has been a
key source of information and a growing
link between the public and private
sectors. Recently passed Russian
legislation limiting the NGO sector may
also protract the protocol’s successful
integration.

Without a centralized Russian task force
vested with the authority to coordinate
the protocol’s implementation, little is
likely to change in the near future. All
the while, Russia’s energy consumption
continues to increase and 2012 is fast
approaching. The Russian government
remains passive in entering the market,
seeking environmental investment and
fostering foreign technology transfers,
despite the short time-window for
making gains on the quota market.
Mikhail Kozeltsev, Director of the
Russian Regional Ecological Center
which has organized roundtables on the
protocol’s implementation, commented
on the dangers of Russia’s lack of a
proactive stance and coordination:
“Potential foreign players on the quota
market would like to have a clear idea
about a portfolio of projects related to
the Kyoto mechanisms, and about the
responsibilities of specific ministries,
federal agencies and services involved in
Kyoto-related activities. The absence of
procedures for approving such projects
makes them less competitive at inter-
national tenders, and the funds that
Russia could have attracted go to other
countries.”!?

When Russia signed the Kyoto Protocol,
speculation existed that Russia’s motiva-
tion was primarily to seek support from
Europe for accession into the WTO.
This may have been the case; as the past
year has shown, the Russian government
was not entirely clear on the agreement’s
obligations. Regardless of motivation,
however, Russia is now bound to the
Kyoto Protocol for the next six years.
Subsequent years will reveal whether
Russia was just full of hot air when it
acceded to the treaty if it will soon need
to start buying it. ¢
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Jason C. Jarrell is a graduate student in
REECAS and the Evans School for Public
Affairs.
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Tangen. The Kyoto Mechanisms and Russian Climate
Politics. The Royal Institute of International Affairs, 2000;
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Rossiya: Economicheski Rost i Kiotski Protokol (Russia:
Economic Growth and the Kyoto Protocol). World Wildlife
Federation, 2004; Kyoto Protocol: Russia may lose out on
quota market. Russian News and Information Agency,
Novosti. December, 2005. http://en.rian.ru/
analysis/20050912/41371413.html; Climate Change:
Crunch Time for Kyoto. Nature Publishing Group. Septem-
ber, 2004. www.nature.com/nature/journal/v431/n7004/
full/431012a_fs.html; Financial Times. http://news.ft.
com/cms/s/d8997e7a-8ell-11da-8fda-0000779e2340.
html; /ETA. www.ieta.org/ieta/www/pages/index.php;
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change. UNFCC. http://unfccc.int/2860.php; January,
2006. www.iea.ru.
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International Affairs: 2000.
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Announcing the New Embodiment of Treadgold Papers:
TREADGOLD STUDIES

PUBLISHED IN CON]UNCTION wiTH UW PRrEss

DoNALD W. TREADGOLD STUDIES ON RussiA, EAsT EUROPE AND CENTRAL ASIA - New!

Reginald E. Zelnik
Perils of Pankratova: Some Stories from the Annals of Soviet Historiography

PBI'I]S Of Professor Reginald E. Zelnik, who died in a tragic accident in May 2004, was one of the

most respected and beloved historians of Russia. His last manuscript is a biography of

l)‘dnjc[’atova Anna Pankratova, a woman from Odessa who became a leading labor historian and aca-
demic administrator in the Soviet Union from the 1920s to her death in 1957. Her experience

during World War Il in Kazakhstan, in Soviet Central Asia, led her to champion the national
cause of the Kazakhs.

Reeinald E. Zelnik Accompanying Zelnik’s monograph are essays by Laura Engelstein, David A. Hollinger,
g 4

Benjamin Nathans, Yuri Slezkine and Glennys Young. The volume also encompasses
excerpts from two Soviet texts mentioned in Zelnik’s monograph, a list of his PhD students
at Berkeley and his curriculum vitae.

University of Washington Press
ISBN 0-295-98520-8 $12.95

Orders: Email uwpord@u.washington.edu, or call 1-800-441-4115

THE DoNALD W. TREADGOLD PAPERS IN RUSSIAN, EAST EUROPEAN AND CENTRAL ASIAN STUDIES

SELECTED BACK ISSUES
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39:

38:

34:
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31:

27:
22:
20:

19:

The Birth of Modern Russian National Identity and the Icon Painters of Palekh (2004) — Andrew Jenks ($7.50)

‘Great Russians’ and ‘Little Russians’: Russian-Ukrainian Relations and Perceptions in Historical Perspective
(2003) — Andreas Kappeler ($7.50)

Macedonia’s Child-Grandfathers: The Transnational Politics of Memory, Exile, and Return, 1948-1998 (2003) —
Keith S. Brown ($7.50)

Statistical Falsification in the Soviet Union: A Comparative Study of Projections, Biases, and Trust (2002) —
Mark Tauger ($7.50)

Nationalism, Culture, and Religion in Croatia since 1990 (2001) — Vjeran Pavlakovi_, editor ($7.50)

Military Threats and Threat Assessment in Russia’s New Defense Doctrine and Security Concept (2001) —
Stephen Blank ($7.50)

Eastern Europe and the Natural Law Tradition (2000) — Sabrina P. Ramet ($7.50)
The Serb Lobby in the United Kingdom (1999) — Carole Hodge ($7.50)

Nationalism, Populism and Other Threats to Liberal Democracy in Post-Communist Europe (1999) —
Vladimir Tismaneanu ($6.50)

Ethnic Cleansing in Twentieth-Century Europe (1998) — Norman Naimark (THIRD PRINTING, $6.50)

Prices are as marked. Please add $1.00 for international orders, 8.8% tax for WA state residents. Orders and subscriptions should be directed to:
Managing Editor, The Donald W. Treadgold Papers in Russian, East European and Central Asian Studies, Jackson School of International Studies,
University of Washington, Box 353650, Seattle, WA 98195-3650. Tel: 206-221-6348, Fax: 206-685-0668, E-mail: treadgld@u.washington.edu
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UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

THE HENRY M. JACKSON
SCHOOL OF INTERNATIONAL
STUDIES, OUTREACH CENTERS

2006 SUMMER SEMINAR FOR EDUCATORS OF GRADES 6 AND UP

OPEN A BOOK, OPEN YOUR WORLD:

Exploring International Literature

JUNE 27-28, 2006
KANE HALL, ROOM 110
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON, SEATTLE CAMPUS

The Outreach Centers at The Henry M. Jackson School of International Studies invite you to attend the annual Summer
Seminar for educators, June 27-28, 2006. This year’s seminar, Open a Book, Open Your World: Exploring International
Literature, will bring scholars and master teachers together to examine international literature and the ways it can be
used to teach about our world. This two-day seminar is designed for middle school, high school, and community college
educators. Please join us!

Registration deadline: June 21, 2006. We expect this event to fill quickly, so please register as early as possible.

Registration fee: $80 includes parking/bus vouchers, coffee and morning pastries, lunch and 16 WA state clock hours
(you must attend the entire seminar to receive clock hours). Please make checks or money orders payable to the
University of Washington. Travel stipends are available for teachers from 75 miles away or more.

Registration validation: Registration can only be accepted by mail and must include payment in full.

Mail form to: East Asia Center, University of Washington, Box 353650, Seattle, WA 98195. Questions or inquiries, please
call 206-543-6938, or contact barnesk@u.washington.edu. You will receive a confirmation packet with a receipt, map,
driving and parking directions and program details.

REGISTRATION FORM
Name
Mailing address
Daytime phone Email
School Grade level
Do you wish to receive clock hours? __ Travel stipend? Seattle bus fare?
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Reading Between the Lines: Native and Russian Sources
In Regional Archives in Uzbekistan

BY FLORIAN SCHWARZ

On May 2, 1893, Samarkand officially
celebrated the 25th anniversary of the
Russian conquest of the city. Dozens of
members of the city’s Muslim elite
submitted an elaborate document to the
Russian military governor of Samarkand,
adorned with the imprints of their seals.
The document recounted the history in
two languages. The chief judge, the
highest ranking Muslim notable of the
city signed the text written in Turkil.

A Russian version accompanied the Turki
original on the same sheet. In this
document, which was read to the public
in a ceremony, the Muslim notables
confirmed their loyalty to the Russian
Emperor.

At first glance, this document merely
reflects the degree to which the Russian
colonial administration had gained
control over the native population in that
quarter of a century. A close look at the
text and the translation, however, reveals
that this is more than just a material
testimony to a momentous historical
occasion. It opens a small window into
the communication between imperial
power and local elites.

Immediately, the first sentences reveal a
slightly divergent perception of how
Samarkand became part of the Russian
Empire. “On the 2nd of May 1868, by the
will of God the city of Samarkand and
its territories fell to the Great Emperor”,
said the chief judge. Yet the Russian
translation reads, “On the 2nd of May
1868, by the will of God the Great
Emperor conquered Samarkand, the
Zerafshan valley and its numerous
people.” This different attribution of
historic agency continues throughout the
document. So too, quite divergent inter-
pretations of the achievements of Russian
rule pervade the Turki and Russian
versions. The Russian text’s assertion
“Already in the first years of the rule of
the Mighty White Tsar, the population
of Samarkand could breath freely again
and began to live in peace” is not exactly
a literal translation of the original Turki
version: “Since that day the subjects,
people and merchants worked only for
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Legal document (detail), Samarkand 1903, Smarkand State Museum.

their own needs in peace and tranquility.”
The judge then pointed out “The govern-
ment of the Great Emperor left our shari’a
(Islamic law) in its traditional way”.

The translator rendered it in Russian as
“The Great Emperor in his boundless
benevolence gave us full freedom of
religion and preserved our shariat and
popular manners and customs which we
inherited from our ancestors.” Thus, the
chief judge acknowledges key elements of
Russian imperial practice in Turkestan.
The imperial rhetoric of a “civilizing
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mission”, however, appears only in the
Russian translation.

In many ways, this document highlights
the fundamental role of language and
communication in the reality of empire.
The use of Turki instead of Persian as the
language of official communication of
the native population, for example,

© FLORIAN SCHWARZ

reflects Russian imperial language politics.

The decades before the Russian conquest
had seen the active promotion of the use
of Persian as the language of (Islamic)

continued on page 18
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continued from page 17

civilization at the expense of local
languages in areas under Bukharan rule.
Russian colonial administration, for its
part, promoted the use of Turki. This
policy was for a practical reason: many
colonial officials already knew Tatar, a
Turkic language. Also, Turki was con-
sidered an effective antidote against the
persianate, Islamic culture of “backward,
despotic and fanatic” Bukhara.? Hence,
Turki became the “language of moder-
nity” in Bukhara.

It is not possible here to follow all the
trajectories that cross in this document.
Suffice it to say that the slightly garbled
communication of May 2, 1893 was not
simply a matter of Christian, Russian
“enlightened Imperialists” versus
“traditional Muslims”. Rather, I have
chosen to introduce this document as an

ELLISON CENTER

example of the non-Russian (or not
exclusively Russian) materials that can be
found in Uzbek regional archives. This
document has been preserved in the State
museum of History, Culture and Art in
Samarkand. Although the archival
collections of the regional museums in
Uzbekistan are dwarfed by the fabulous
treasures of the Central State Archive in
Tashkent, they are nonetheless invaluable
resources for historians of Central Asia.

The State Museum in Samarkand owes
its international reputation mainly to its
archaeological collections in the bulky
main building near the Registan and the
branch museum located on the city
mound of old Samarkand. But, it has
much more to offer. The main building
on the Registan also accommodates an
important collection of Islamic manu-

1893 document commemorating the Russian conquest of Samarqand, written in both Turki and Russian.
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scripts and a small archive.? The
Museum of Local History, Culture and
Nature (Kraevedcheskii muzei), now a
branch of the State Museum, houses a
second, more significant, collection of
historical documents. The Kraevedcheskii
muzei is a hidden gem in Samarkand,
located in a colonial building in the
Russian part of the town. The museum
is worth visiting if only for its splendid
main hall* (and if you find your way to
the Kraevedcheskii muzei, you should
not miss out on the nearby International
Museum of Peace and Solidarity!?).

The majority of the documents in the
Samarkand collection stem from the
Russian colonial period, i.e. the half
century between the conquest of the city
in May 1868 and the revolution of 1917.
They allow for fascinating insights into



the interaction between the native
population and the imperial administra-
tion. The documents also expose the
constraints and possibilities of living in
a colonial society.® Not all documents are
as complex as the public speech of the
chief judge of Samarkand, but most
reflect, in varying degrees, a gradual
change in language use. As long as only
Muslim parties were involved, docu-
ments continued to be drafted according
to Islamic law and following established
standard formulars, like this one, dated
1903. The main body of this legal
document is written in Persian, but the
court registration in the margin is in
Turki and dated in the Christian era.
The judge imprinted his traditional seal,
inscribed with his name in Persian script,
but added a second seal that gave only
the name of the court district in Russian.
And then there are of course the Russian
fee stamps. In the communication
between the native population and the
Russian administration, Turki became
the principal language. The use of
Russian in documents signified the
serious nature of a text, as in Russian-
Turki bilingual tax receipts or the entirely
Russian summons of Muslim notables to
the head of the district of Samarkand.

Like the dual-language documents, the
Kraevedcheskii muzei is evidence of
Russian influence and perspective in the
Central Asian world. Today, the
Kraevedcheskii muzei shelters a collection
of historical documents and manuscripts
from the Bukhara state museum and
archaeological reserve.” In 1912, the
Russian-Asiatic Bank erected this
impressive brick building in the heart

of the Old City. It was a convenient loca-
tion for a bank—close to its potential
customers, the buyers and sellers in the
nearby bazaars. For centuries, they
turned left from the main bazaar to do
business with the traditional bankers in
the “money-changers’ dome”. Now they
turned right to bring their money to the
Russian bank, a few steps down the alley.

Despite its size, the Russian Bank fits
very well into its traditional architectural
environment. Were it not for the large
European windows, it could almost pass
for a madrasa. The ground floor and one
hall upstairs are now occupied by an
exhibition of modern Bukharan art. The
authorities have closed most of the first
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Bukhara, Building of the Russian-Asiatic Bank (1912). In the background: the Money-Changer’s Dome.

floor to the public. Its large halls have
been preserved in their original appear-
ance, but are in a pitiful state, due to lack
of funds for upkeep. The future of the
building remains uncertain, but I hope
that it will be possible to preserve it in
the framework of the State Museum.
One of the halls upstairs would make a
perfect (and secure) reading room for the
manuscript and document collection.

In contrast to Samarkand, Bukhara was
not incorporated into the Russian Empire
after 1868 and thus it retained its formal
sovereignty until the early 1920s.
Therefore, the character of the Bukharan
collection of historical documents is
quite different from its peer in Samar-
kand (although there, too, by far the
majority of documents stem from the
period between the 1860s and 1920).8

A significant feature of the Bukharin
collection is the presence of documents
that were issued from places like Najaf,
Medina and Kabul. They testify to the
continuing connection between the
Emirate of Bukhara and the Middle East
throughout the colonial period.

The Russian conquest of Central Asia,
the incorporation of “Turkestan” into the
Empire and the role of Russian Central
Asia in the “Great Game” have captivated
the imagination of historians of Central
Asia for almost one and a half centuries.
The changing political conditions and
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better accessibility of archives since the
late 1980s have encouraged new
approaches to the modern historical
account of Central Asia. The Soviet
experience, in Central Asia in particular,
is receiving new historical attention
(although by no means as much as it
deserves). The colonial history of
Central Asia, too, is currently undergo-
ing major revision. The Persian, Turki
and occasional Arabic documents in the
Central State Archive and regional
collections in Uzbekistan offer insight
into the history of colonial Central Asia
that cannot be gained through the ex-
clusive use of Russian sources. Dedicated
researchers at institutions like the State
Museums in Samarkand and Bukhara
are working on improving the accessibil-
ity of their collections, although lack of
funding hampers their efforts.

In 19th Century Central Asia, the
histories of the Russian Empire and the
Middle East meet and overlap. An
exploration of native, as well as Russian,
sources will contribute to a more
balanced and differentiated history of
colonial Central Asia, a history that does
justice to the experiences of its people.
The regional archives in Uzbekistan are
a good place to begin this exploration. ¢

Florian Schwarz is an Assistant Professor in
the Department of History. He is currently
working on an analytical catalogue of 16th to

© FLORIAN SCHWARZ
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continued from page 19

early 20th century documents from the
Khanate/Emirate of Bukhara and the Russian
colonial period.

“Turki” describes any Turkic language used in Central Asia
before the creation of the modern “national languages”.

Rzehak, Lutzc. ,Vom Persischen zum Tadschikischen:
sprachliches Handeln und Sprachplanung.” Transoxanien
zwischen Tradition, Moderne und Sowjetmacht (1900—
1956). Wiesbaden, 2001.

In 2003 the exhibition of Islamic manuscripts in the
Registan museum was refurbished with funding from the
U.S. Embassy in Tashkent: www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/pix/b/
eur/25065.htm

ul. Kasidov 51, ask the taxi driver to bring you to the
hammam No.1.

International Museum of Peace and Solidarity.
www.civilsoc.org/nisorgs/uzbek/peacemsm.htm .

Besides local documents the Samarkand collection
contains a substantial group of 19th and early 20th
century documents from the Khanat of Khiva. See
Schwarz, Florian. “Bargeldstiftungen im Chanat von
Chiwa, 1840-1922" (Cash endowments in the Khanate of
Khiva). Der Islam 80 (2003): 79-93.

Bukhara State Architectural Art Museum-Preserve. 2002.
http://bukhara-museum.narod.ru.

On the history and contents of the Bukharan collections
see Bahadir Kazakov, Bukharan Documents: the
Collection in the District Library Bukhara, Berlin 2001.

Missing Russian Studies Ad

DEPARTMENT OF NEAR EASTERN LANGUAGES

AND CIVILIZATION

DEPARTMENT OF NEAR EASTERN LANGUAGES
AND CIVILIZATION

Eighteenth Annual Nicholas Poppe Symposium

INNER/CENTRAL
ASTIAN STUDIES

SATURDAY, MAY 6, 2006, 8:30 AM - 6:00 PM
DENNY HALL 215 AND 215A

Papers from students and faculty pertaining to Inner or Central Asia
are being solicited. Please submit abstracts (250 words maximum)
by April 30, 2006 to:

llse D. Cirtautas

Department of Near Eastern Languages and Civilization
Denny Hall, Box 353120, University of Washington, 98115
Phone: (206) 543-9963 / Fax: (206) 686-7936

e-mail: icirt@u.washington.edu

ORGANIZED BY the UW Central Asian Studies Group (subgroups: Uzbek Circle

and Kazakh and Kirghiz Studies Group)

SPONSORED BY the Department of Near Eastern Languages & Civilization; Russian, East
European and Central Asian Studies (REECAS) and Middle East Studies in the Henry M.
Jackson School of International Studies.

For information about attending the conference, you may also
contact Dr. Cirtautas.

This summer, Intensive Elementary Uighur will be taught in
compliation with a Translation Workshop. Under the guidance
of Hamit Zakir, students will work on translations of Uighur
literature and historical texts. A wide selection of Uighur films
and documentaries will be available for viewing. Selected
translations will be read to an invited audience of faculty,
students and members of the Seattle-Tashkent Sister City
Association. The most outstanding translation will be awarded
with the Nicholas Poppe Prize for the Best Translation of Oral
or Written Central Asian Turkic Literature.

FELLOWSHIPS ARE AVAILABLE

For information, contact:

llse D. Cirtautas, Director of the Central Asian Turkic Program,
Department of Near Eastern Languages & Civilization,

229 Denny Hall, DH-20, University of Washington, Seattle, WA
98115; tel: (206) 543-9963; e-mail: icirt@u.washington.edu

20




REECAS NEWSLETTER

Visiting Scholars

BY CARRIE DYK

ELEONORA FAYZULLAEVA is a visiting
Fulbright Scholar from Tashkent, Uzbeki-
stan. She has more than 20 years of
academic experience in research, teaching
and management of educational depart-
ments in Uzbek Universities. She likewise
has over 10 years of experience in program
management and grant-making. Her
technical experience is focused on gender,
training and media. With this background, she has come to the
University of Washington to do further research on “The Study
of Gender Curriculum Development and Assessing Gender
Integration into Humanity Subjects in American Universities.”

© ELLISON CENTER

She is also investigating the teaching methodology utilized in
American classrooms for gender studies.

Eleonora hopes to see her research result in the eventual
implementation of Gender Studies courses in the university
core curriculum in Uzbekistan. This, she explains, “Will
enhance the formation of students’ outlook in accordance with
the latest world analytical achievements and serve to further
develop gender theory in the scientific context of Uzbekistan.”
Moreover, she hopes to convince Uzbek government officials
that gender issues are important not only for international
relations, but also for development since there can be no
democracy without gender equality.

KUBAT ASAN UULU is at the University of
Washington on a Junior Faculty Develop-
ment Program grant from the Department
of State. This five-month grant will allow
him to work on developing two new
courses, “The American Historiography of
the Central Asia of the 20th Century” and
“National Movements and Nationalism in
20th Century Central Asia” for Naryn
State University, Kyrgyzstan. From his research, he will produce
teaching materials, readers, textbooks and pamphlets for use
in the aforementioned classes. In addition to exploring these
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subject matters, Asan Uulu is attending conferences, seminars,
and classes to learn from American scholars as well as make
contacts within the field.

Asan Uulu graduated from the Moscow State University’s
Department of History in 1992. Upon his graduation, he
taught at Bishkek Humanities University for four years. He has
continued his teaching career at Naryn State University since
1996. Currently, he teaches courses on the history of Central
Asia, Turkic peoples and ancient Greece and Rome. He has
received numerous awards for his teaching, including Honors
from the Kyrgyz Republic Ministry of Education.

DONO ZIAYEVA is another scholar who came
to us from Tashkent, Uzbekistan, as part
of the Title Five Comparative Religion
Grant. A graduate from the History and
Law Faculty at the Pedagogical University
in Uzbekistan, she began her teaching
career at the University of History’s
Academy of Sciences. Dono returned to
graduate school to get her PhD from the
Institute of Oriental Studies in 1990 and Doctor of Science in
1998. She has been teaching at the Institute of History in

© DONO ZIAYEVA

Tashkent since 1994, leading classes on topics relating to
colonial and religious history in Uzbekistan.

Enjoying the “wealth” of information to be found at Suzallo
Library, Dono spent much of her time in Seattle preparing for
the creation of a textbook on the History of Religion and
Culture in Uzbekistan. This textbook will be used for future
classes at her university, the Institute of History. Another
element of preparation for these comparative religion classes is
her observance of pedagogical practices. She is also excited to
be making important contacts with other scholars in her field.

DONIYOR MURATOV came to the University
of Washington as part of the Title Five
grant aimed at promoting the teaching of
Comparative Religion in five of Uzbeki-
stan’s major Universities. Doniyor is a
graduate from the Oriental Institute of
Uzbekistan, receiving his diploma in 1999.
Upon his graduation, he began research at
the Tashkent Islamic University focusing
on Abdullah As-Subazmuni’s work, Kasf al-asar. His PhD
dissertation was on Movarounnahr and Kharasan, two Central

© ELLISON CENTER

Asian kingdoms of the Middle Ages, as seen in the Hadith. In
addition to his research, Doniyor has been teaching a begin-
ning level course on Religious Studies and an upper-division
course on Hadith Studies to the students at the Tashkent
Islamic University.

During his time in Seattle, Doniyor is developing his compara-
tive studies focusing on the similarities and differences
between the Hadith and the Talmud. Upon his return to
Uzbekistan, he will be engaged in developing master’s level
courses on his topic.
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TIMUR BAISERKEEV, a Herbert H.
Humphrey Fellow, came to the University
of Washington from Kyrgyzstan. He
graduated from the Kyrgyz Institute of
Economics and Management for his
undergraduate education and then from
the Academy of Management under the
President of the Kyrgyz Republic with a
Master’s degree in Public Administration.
Even before completing his graduate studies, Timur was active
in the non-profit sector, as a Coordinator for the youth
organization, “Leader”. With more than 60% of the population
considered young adults, Timur became interested in finding
ways to encourage their involvement in the political process.

This led him to work as the Director of National Democratic
Institute’s Information Centre for Democracy in Karakol and
eventually to found the NGO, Atuul (Citizen).

During his time in Seattle, Timur has been busy attending
various public hearings and City Counsel meetings, visiting
Olympia to observe citizen involvement in government and
observing projects organized by Seattle-based NGOs. Upon his
return to Kyrgyzstan, he hopes to expand Atuul to the national
level and to implement new projects to encourage student
activity in the political process. One project he plans to imple-
ment involves honoring local leaders as a means of inspiring
young leaders.

ANDREY VARLAMOV graduated from the
Sarotov State University’s Biology Depart-
ment in 1993. His interest in environmen-
tal issues led him to join “Russia’s Bird
Conservation Union” two years later. Three
years ago, he traded in his volunteer status
for that of a full-time employee of this
organization analogous to the Audubon
society in the United States.

Out of a desire to learn more about how to engage the general
population in his organization’s activities, Andrey applied for,

and was granted, a Herbert H. Humphrey Fellowship. Through
his fellowship, Andrey is auditing classes on Environmental
Policy, Management of Non-Profit Organizations, Manage-
ment of Endangered Species and Leadership Development. For
the Professional Affiliation component of his fellowship,
Andrey plans to work with the Seattle Chapter of the Audubon
Society. Upon his return to Russia, he wants to encourage the
general population to be more involved in environmental
issues, particularly in encouraging the government to develop
much needed environmental policies.

NATALIA GAVRILOVA is a Carnegie Research
Fellow, who came to UW because it is “one
of the best research universities”. She is
particularly interested in the remarkable
collection of Slavic Literature, where she is
finding materials written by Joseph
Brodsky. An author formerly censored in
the Soviet Union, Brodsky’s materials can
be found in Russia only in hand-written
samizdat copies whose ownership was punishable by imprison-

ment if discovered. She is utilizing the more extensive materials
here to research Brodsky’s perception of Anglo-American
poetry.

While in the United States, Natalia plans to take partin a
Comparative Studies: Literature conference in New York
entitled, “Making Friendship”. She will also present on English
and American Poetry at the Symposium for students in the
Slavic Languages and Literatures Department.

ARMAN MOLDAKHMETOV of Kazakhstan
says, “The world is very small.” This stems
from his growing understanding of the
interconnectedness of nations. In addition
to having a BSc from Moscow State
Timeryazev Agricultural Academy and an
MPA from the Western-staffed Kazakhstan
Institute of Management, Economics and
Strategic Research, Arman has gained a
broader understanding of the world. This full world paradigm
was also enhanced through his professional experience
including employment at the Soros Foundation, the Royal
Netherlands Embassy and the Foreign Investors’ Council. In
the FIC, he interacted with representatives of foreign compa-
nies interested in a variety of fields. These interactions fostered
his growing interest in the globalization process. Consequently,
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Arman applied and was accepted to the Hubert H. Humprhey
Fellowship program.

The Humphrey fellowship includes both academic resources as
well as practical, work-related experience. Hence, Arman has
been taking advantage of classes and lectures by visiting
scholars here at UW, learning more about the political and
economic issues of various countries throughout the world. At
the end of his fellowship this spring, he plans to go to Washing-
ton, DC to work with the Overseas Private Investment Corpo-
ration, which helps US businesses operate abroad. Upon his
return to Kazakhstan, Arman plans to help his maturing
nation steer through some of the obstacles before it. He believes
that his time at UW will equip him to do just that from both
the private or the public sector.
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KARINE TASLAKYAN studied at Yeravan
State University, graduating from the
department of Economics in 1997. In the
workforce, she realized it would be
beneficial to diversify her knowledge.
Therefore, she participated in the 2003
International Summer School in Norway’s
“Energy Planning and Sustainable Develop-
ment” program. She is now continuing her
education as a Muskie Fellow through IREX. The Program,
which brings students from the former Soviet Union to study
in the US, will fund two years of study in a Master’s program
in Public Affairs at UW.
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Recognizing Armenia’s very limited natural resources and its
small size, Karine sees human capital as its primary resource.
In order to utilize human capital, however, energy is necessary.
Thus, reliable energy is vital to the country’s future. For this
reason, she has come to Seattle to study Environmental Policy
to help prevent energy crises. Her education is something that
will give her an advantage as she returns to Armenia with plans
to influence public policy. Among her immediate plans, to start
an NGO focusing on sustainable development and energy
security.

LEILA PISNAMAZOV came to the University
of Washington from Moldova. She
congruently studied at the Academy of
Economic Sciences and the Theological
Pedagogical College in Moldova graduating
in 2000 and 2003 respectively. She returned
to school to get her MBA, graduating from
the Academy of Public Administration in
2004. Professionally, she has been working
for Mission Without Borders, which is a Christian humani-
tarian organization serving people physically, emotionally and
spiritually throughout East Europe. Her experience in the
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office has helped her to realize that the biggest asset in an
organization is the staff.

As a Herbert H. Humphrey Fellow, Leila is learning more
about the development of Human Resources. She specifically
hopes to gain skills in motivating people, resolving conflicts,
retaining talent in an organization and implementing and
managing change. In addition to Human Resources, Leila is
interested in elderly care. Moldova does not provide govern-
ment funding for the elderly, so she wants to help educate and
motivate families to better care for their elderly.

SVITLANA BATSYUKOVA came to Seattle
from Ukraine in order to get a second MPA.
She received her undergraduate diploma
from the Donbass Mining and Metallur-
gical Institute in 2001. The National
Academy of Public Administration, The
President of Ukraine, Kharkiv Regional
Institute in her home country was the
institute from which she received her first
MPA. Her primary area of interest is, specifically that of
Human Trafficking. Her studies are funded by IREX’s Edmond
Muskie fellowship.
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After graduation, Svitlana will return to Ukraine to help her
country in either a government position or with an interna-
tional organizations such as the World Bank or the UN.
Human trafficking is virtually an unexplored issue in Ukraine
although statistically it focuses on Slavic peoples. Svitlana
hopes to encourage her colleagues to take advantage of
international resources available to help stop this problem.
Furthermore, she wants to help educate others in appropriate
methods of research and implementation.

ROVSHAN ABDULLAEV is Dono Ziayeva’s
colleague at the Institute of History in the
Academy of Sciences in Tashkent. His
interest in history originally led him to
study at the Tashkent State University’s
History Faculty, graduating with a diploma
in 1974. He then went on to Fergana
Pedagogical Institute’s History Faculty,
graduating with a diploma in 1978 and a
PhD in 1983. He continued his study at the Institute of History
at the Academy of Sciences of the USSR (Moscow) in 1991 and
a Doctor of Sciences at the Institute of History at the Academy
of Sciences in Uzbekistan in 1993.
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The goal of his visit to Seattle is to conduct research on the
ideological processes in Turkistan at the beginning of the 20th
Century. More specifically, he is looking into the creation of
National Political Parties, the Jadid movement, and other
“problems”. He will incorporate both his research at the library
and his interactions with experts at UW into at textbook he
will write after his time in Seattle comes to an end in late April.
He will co-author this textbook on the History of Religion and
Culture in Uzbekistan with Dono Ziayeva. He also intends to
write a number of shorter articles for publication as well as give
presentations at other state schools this fall related to what he
has learned about Comparative Religion at UW.



UPCOMING ELLISON CENTER EVENTS

APRIL 29: 12th Annual REECAS NW Conference at UW Tacoma
“Occupation and Revolution in Eurasia’s Borderlands.”

9:00 am-6:00 pm. For more information visit http://jsis/washington.

edu/ellison/reecasnw.shtml or to register for a lunch
call 206-543-4852 or e-mail reecas@u.washington.edu.

MAY 1: The Donald Treadgold Memorial Lecture

“Occupations in Borderlands: Russian and German Policies in
Ukraine, 1914-1918.” Dr. Mark von Hagen, Boris Bakhmeteff Pro-
fessor of Russian studies, Professor of History, Columbia University.
Parrington Hall Commons, Room 308, 3:30 pm. A reception will
follow.

MAY 6: 18th Annual Poppe Symposium

“Inner/Central Asian Studies.” Denny Hall 215 and 215A,
8:30-6:00 pm. For more information contact Professor Cirtautas
at 206-543-9963 or icirt@u.washington.edu.

MAY 7-9: Yiddish Theater Conference
“Yiddish Theater Revisited: New Perspectives on Drama and
Performance.” University of Washington Club. For more information

contact Rochelle Roseman at 206-543-4835 or roseman@
u.washington.edu.

MAY 12: Jackson School — Extensions Program Series:

Hot Spots in Our World

“When is Democracy a Threat to stability? Central Asian Leaders
Argue Their Case.” Charles F. Carlson, Former Director of Central
Asian Services, Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty. Walker-Ames,
7:00-8:30 pm. Fee. To register call 206-897-8939 or
1-800-506-1325.

JUNE 27-28: Summer Seminar for Educators

“Open a Book, Open Your World: Exploring International Literature.”
Kane Hall Room 110. Fee. Questions or inquiries, please call
206-543-6938 or e-mail barnesk@u.washington.edu.

For more information on these and other events, go to the Ellison
Center website: http://depts.washington.edu/reecas.
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