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Abstract (Deutsch)

Propaganda ist ein kraftvolles Instument des Informationskrieges. Die Hassrede ist ein
Junges, aber gefihrliches Phinomen der Kommunikation, das starke Ahnlichkeiten mit
militaristischer Propaganda zeigt. Konnten diese zwei Phdnomene miteinander verbunden
sein? Diese Studie verfolgt das Ziel, eine Antwort auf diese Frage mit Riickblick auf den
laufenden Konflikt zwischen Russland und Ukraine zu finden. Zwei verschiedene Ansétze zu
Propaganda, ndmlich von Harold Lasswell und von Noam Chomsky, wurden miteinander und
mit dem Konzept der Hassrede vergliechen. Das wurde mithilfe von kritischer Diskursanalyse
und Inhaltsanalyse der konfliktbezogenen russischen und ukrainischen Mediatexte gemacht.
Diese Studie strebt auch danach, den existierenden Forschungsstand zu ukrainischen Medien
in der Zeit des Konfliktes mit Russland zu erweitern.

Schliisselworter: Propaganda, Propagandamodelle, Klassische Propagandatheorie,
Hegemonisches Propagandamodell, Harold Lasswell, Noam Chomsky, Hassrede,
Informationskrieg, Russland, Ukraine, Russisch-Ukrainischer Konflikt, Krim, Donbas,

Inhaltsanalyse, Kritische Diskursanalyse, CDA.

Abstract (English)
Propaganda is a powerful tool of information warfare. Hate speech is a young, but dangerous
phenomenon in communication that shows strong similarities with military propaganda. Can
these two phenomena be related to each other? This study aims to find an answer to this
question against the backdrop of the ongoing Russian-Ukrainian conflict. Two different
approaches to propaganda — by Harold Lasswell and Noam Chomsky — were compared to
each other and to the hate speech concept. This was done through critical discourse analysis
and content analysis of conflict-related Russian and Ukrainian media texts. This study also
aspires to extend the existing research on Ukrainian media content during its conflict with
Russia.
Keywords: Propaganda, Propaganda models, Classic propaganda theory, Hegemonic
propaganda model, Harold Lasswell, Noam Chomsky, Hate speech, Information war, Russia,
Ukraine, Russian-Ukrainian conflict, Crimea, Donbas, Content analysis, Critical discourse

analysis, CDA.
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Hate Speech and Propaganda in Russian-Ukrainian Conflict
§1. Introduction

Technological innovations, globalization, accessibility and transparency of
information are without doubt exerting a massive impact on human life. These factors
transform the way countries and other actors of international relations conduct warfare
as well. Since the late 20" century, traditional armed conflicts are being complemented
with by information war. Information war, perceived as a fourth generation of warfare
(Jonmes et al., 2002), can be defined as “information operations conducted during time of
crisis or conflict to achieve or promote specific objectives over a specific adversary”
(Joyner & Lotrionte, 2001: 826—827). Some scholars and analysts even believe that in
future, traditional wars will be completely transformed into information wars, with
conflicts relocating from the traditional battlefields into the sphere of communication,
taking a symbolical form. It is a powerful weapon that applies pressure upon the enemy,
misleading and morally suppressing him (Jonsson & Seely, 2015).

One of the most recent and illustrative examples of the synthesis of traditional
and information war is the conflict between Russia and Ukraine that started in the late
2013. The relations between these two Post-Soviet republics have always been far from
perfect (Arbatova & Dynkin, 2016; Jonsson & Seely, 2015): both within the Soviet
Union and especially after its collapse. However, soon after November 2392013 when
the revolution in Ukraine called “Euromaidan” (named after the central square of Kyiv
where it began) broke out, their relations have entered the stage of an armed
confrontation. However, even before the military confrontation broke out, the two sides
started an information war against each other (Bérzins, 2014; Darczewska, 2014a;

Darczewska, 2014b; Jonsson & Seely, 2015).
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Since and the annexation of Crimea in 2014 and the beginning of the Russian-
Ukrainian conflict, many scholars have conducted research on the information war
accompanying the armed conflict. Most previous studies focus on the Russian side of
the story, namely, on Russian communication campaigns against Ukraine. These
campaigns are characterized by militarism and disinformation (Furgacz, 2016),
falsification of history (Lisian, 2010), use of derogatory racist terms concerning
Ukrainian people even in the state-run media channels (Pomerantsev & Weiss, 2014).
Their effect on ordinary people has been proved not only by American scholars (Gerber
& Zavisca, 2016), but by a Russian state-run statistical bureau as well (Volkov &
Goncharov, 2014).

These attributes are strikingly similar to those of propaganda: an integral part
and tool of information war (Xie & Boyd-Barrett, 2015: 67). It is an old phenomenon
which originated in the late Middle Ages within the discourse of the Catholic Church
(Bussemer, 2008). However, by the early 20" century, propaganda has left the religious
context, transforming into a tool of warfare during WWI. The main aim of propaganda
is to influence and ultimately shape the public opinion in a way that is preferable to the
communicator, even this might involve twisting of facts, militarization, use of
derogatory language in reference to opponents, and other typical traits of propaganda.

The use of derogatory language in reference to opponents is a key attribute of
another negative phenomenon of communication: hate speech. This phenomenon has
emerged from one of the core democratic values, the freedom of expression; however it
is a serious threat to this very value. A message is regarded as hate speech if it inflicts
moral suffering or results in physical harm towards a certain sociodemographical group

or its individual members. Rwandan genocide of 1994 is the most illustrative example
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of racist hate speech exploited as a tool of warfare. The similarity of attributes as well as
the fact that these two phenomena can be tools of info war, have led to a speculation
that they might be related to each other.

This similarity between Russian communication campaigns and propaganda has
been noticed by scholars and journalists. As a result, they are analyzing the Russian
communication towards and about Ukraine as propaganda. The phrase “Russian
propaganda” can be even regarded as a kind of a set phrase. Furthermore, the fact that
propaganda was actively exploited by the KGB, contributes to the consolidation of these
associations (Darczewska, 2014a: 7). As a result, a perception of Russia as an aggressor
has been established among Western academics and journalists. Ukraine is perceived as
a victim of this aggression that only engages in self-protection. Thus, any Ukrainian
media campaigns involving Russia are viewed as justified.

Nevertheless, a rise of Ukrainian nationalism as a result of Crimea annexation
and the ongoing conflict in the east of its territory (Gerber & Zavisca, 2016: §3) makes
it difficult to treat Ukraine barely as an innocent victim of its neighbor’s aggression.
Despite the recognized progress in terms of media freedoms (Freedom House, 2017;
Pérzgen, 2016), Ukraine 1s also taking active part in this “war of narratives and
interpretations” (Darczewska, 2014b: 9), and its media rhetoric towards Russia is often
far from neutral and unbiased (Kuznetsova, 2016). Fact manipulation is not uncommon
in Ukraine, especially in the pre-election periods, including the “...manipulation by the
owners of commercial channels who use media to achieve their [personal] goals”
(Kozyryatska, 2016. 3) and paid media content, also known as “jeansa” (Porzgen,
2016). After 2014, biased presentation of the EU and Russia in the Ukrainian media is

noticeable: whereas the EU is idealized, Russia is presented with noticeable hostility

10
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(Shinkaruk, 2017: 106—107). Moreover, subjectivity is evident in Ukrainian academic
research of the conflict with Russia. The majority of Ukrainian scholars (i.e.,
Demyanchuk, 2015; Holovka & Tokarsky, 2016, Lernatovych, 2013; Vasylyk &
Polyanska, 2017) is rather straightforward and directly accuses Russia of aggressive
propaganda and biased presentation of information. They claim that “Russia is an
aggressor that only understands the language of force” (Demyanchuk, 2015: 85),
describe Russian media as a weapon of info war and claim that Russian journalists
“follow the words of Goebbels” (Holovka and Tokarsky, 2016: 310). Another alarming
discovery is the presence of racist slurs, mostly (yet not exclusively) against ethnic
Russians in the Ukrainian media (Popova & Solodun, 2016). This is a trend that started
before the armed conflict with Russia, as proved by the analysis of xenophobia in
Ukrainian media (Kuznetsova, 2012).

Despite this numerous evidence, the subject of Russian and Ukrainian
propaganda (especially regarding the latter) is still under research in the academia. Due
to the fact that this is a new and still developing case, there is a wide number of
competing evidence. The Ukrainian scholars themselves (i.e., Demyanchuk, 2015;
Holovka & Tokarsky, 2016; Kozyryatska, 2016), as well as some Western researchers
(i.e., Darczewska, 2014a & 2014b; Furgacz, 2016; Gerber & Zavisca, 2016, Snyder,
2014), adhere to the viewpoint that Ukraine is not practicing propaganda against Russia
or anyone else. On the contrary, Russian media, public figures and scholars speak of
“russophobic hate speech” in the Ukrainian media, and of hostile, even fascist,
propaganda (i.e., Glazyev, 2017; Kislitsyn & Petrova, 2017; Skorkin, 2014). This
research gap, i.e. this competing evidence, provides a topic for closer inquiry and

investigation.

11
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This study is pursuing the two main aims. First of all, its goal is to investigate
and discover the relation between propaganda and hate speech as tools of information
war. Secondly, this work aims to clarify the competing evidence regarding Ukrainian
communication in terms of its conflict with Russia and find out whether it would be
legitimate to speak of “Ukrainian propaganda” and “russophobic hate speech”. This will
be achieved through the critical analysis of the two countries’ media discourse regarding
their conflict with each other. The results of the critical discourse analysis will be
complemented by the content analysis of typical Russian and Ukrainian media texts that
were published from the annexation of Crimea (mid-March 2014) until the end of 2017.
Apart from that, policy analysis was conducted to obtain an insight into the
phenomenon of hate speech.

The following chapter of this paper contains the review of the existing literature
on propaganda, hate speech, the Russian-Ukrainian conflict and the two countries’
communication campaigns against each other; it also introduces the research questions
and hypotheses. The following chapter describes the implemented research methods and
the analyzed media content. Chapter 4 contains the analyses themselves, whose results
are discussed in Chapter 5. The one but last chapter describes limitations of the study
and suggests topics and implications for future research that could be done on the

matter.

12
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§2. Literature Review
This chapter is dedicated to the overview of the existing research that has been
done on topics of information war, propaganda, hate speech, and Russian-Ukrainian
conflict. Despite numerous studies in these fields, the academia lacks studies conducted

on the connection between all of these phenomena.

§2.1. Information War

Since the late 1980s, the world has witnessed a change in the international
relations paradigm. The end of Cold War and collapse of the bipolar world order have
marked an era of greater cooperation between the actors, which also required more
information exchange and transparency. On the other hand, globalization and its
manifestations, including the IT boom and severe market competition, and an increased
vulnerability of national sovereignty have catalyzed the development of information
war, sometimes also called “info war” or “IW”.

Some analysts (for example, Molander et al., 1996) limit this phenomenon only
to its cyberspace aspect, or the so-called “hacker warfare” which means malware attacks
on the enemy’s computer system. However, this study agrees with the other ‘wing ‘of
analysts and academia (represented by i.e. Libicki, 1995, Jones et al., 2002, Jones &
Kovacich, 2016; Szafranski, 1997 and Tumber & Webster, 2006) which adheres to the
viewpoint that information war is a multifaceted phenomenon, with cyber war only
being one of them. Secondly, as Libicki (1995) argues, information war never exists
alone: it is always coexists with any kind of confrontation in the material world.

In his work, Szafranski (1997) underlines numerous times that the decision to

start information war comes exclusively from the leadership: be it political

13
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establishment of a country or a commercial organization’s top management. Speaking
about information war as a tool of political confrontation, the scholars underline that it
is not solely a tool of war in undemocratic regimes. Western democracies actively
engage in information warfare with their external opponents as well. Despite being
rather emotional at times, the book by Nancy Snow (2003) is an illustrative example of
this, describing USA’s communication campaigns against Saddam Hussein’s Iraq.

In this regard, Tumber & Webster (2006) give the key role in information war to
the media. The analysts argue that the media are the key mediators of information
warfare to the audience. Therefore, in order to achieve strategic information war aims, it
is crucial for the attacker to be perceived favorably by the leading media, i.e. to obtain
and secure a positive image in their eyes. In democratic regimes of the Internet age, it is
a difficult task.

Like any other types of warfare, the main aim of information war is to defeat and
subjugate the enemy (Szafranski, 1997). However, its main advantage in contrast to the
traditional war is, first of all, its ability to defeat and subjugate the enemy without
physically destroying them or their infrastructure; secondly, its speed and reach. An
information war attack may occur in a matter of seconds from any corner of the globe
(Jones & Kovacich, 2016).

Usually, information attacks are aimed against external enemies. However, they
can be used against internal opponents as well. The areas of information war are very
broad and various. So, the “internal enemy” does not only mean political opposition to
the ruling regime, but also an organization’s market competitors (Jones et al., 2002). In
this case, one can speak about “economic information warfare”, as defined by Libicki

(1995), who distinguishes between totally seven types of information warfare. This

14
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work, however, does not focus on the economic aspect of Russian-Ukrainian
confrontation. Speaking in Libicki’s terms, the information war between Russia and
Ukraine is similar to the type that he describes as psychological warfare: “the use of
information against the human mind” (Libicki, 1995: 35). In this type of information
war, the attacker manipulates the opponents’ beliefs, fears and discourse and twists the
facts, thus morally suppress the enemy in order to ultimately gain moral victory over it.
This strategy is described as a tool of information war in general by Jones & Kovacich
(2016). However, the main weapon of information war is not the information per se, but
the communication and its elements: words, audio and visual elements (Szafranski,
1997).

As a type of warfare that employs communication as its main weapon,
information warfare has got many tools. Xie and Boyd-Barrett (2015) mention one of
them: propaganda. This reference is crucial, as modern academia and journalism
frequently speak about “Russian propaganda” in terms of this country’s modern conflict
with Ukraine. For this reason, the phenomenon of propaganda will be given extra

attention in this paper and examined in details in the following subchapter.

§2.2. Propaganda and Its Two Models

As it was mentioned above, one of the main tools of information war is
propaganda. It is a special type of communication whose main aim is to promote certain
ideas for a lasting period of time, often by embellishing these ideas and slandering the
opposite opinions. Although it is often associated with hateful communication
campaigns of dictatorships such as Nazi Germany, propaganda may not exclusively

have a destructive nature. Academia distinguishes three large types of propaganda,
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labeling them with colors: white, gray and black (Becker, 1949). This classification is
based on the source of information. ‘White’ propaganda is distinguished by
transparency of the source and clearly announced aims. Therefore it is sometimes
identified with PR, advertising and promotion campaigns (i.e., propaganda of healthy
lifestyle) (Bussemer, 2008: 32). ‘Grey’ propaganda provides sources of information as
well, however, these sources are unreliable and therefore, its trustworthiness is doubtful
(Guth, 2009: 3). The last type is ‘black’ propaganda, where the messages lack any
references and sources of information and may be completely deceitful. For this reason,
it is often used by undemocratic regimes to discredit its political opponents, and the lack
of alternative opinions in such regimes leaves the opponents little chance of gaining
support and fighting back (Jowett & O’Donnell, 2014: 23—24).

This paper will deal with the ‘gray’ and ‘black’ forms of propaganda,
sometimes united by the term “concealed propaganda” referring to the concealing of
information sources (Guth, 2009: 2). Snow’s definition of propaganda matches the
characteristics of its ‘black’ and ‘gray’ manifestations and explains what they do:
“Propaganda injects false or misleading information into the media in order to influence
the behavior of populations here and abroad”. (Snow, 2003: 37) Now and further on in
the text ‘grey’ and ‘black’ i.e. ‘concealed’ propaganda will be analyzed and referred to
as ‘propaganda’ only for the cause of text simplicity.

Propaganda has been a subject of interest and research for numerous scholars
from various fields, from history and political science to law, psychology and
communication science. It is a multidisciplinary term with a centuries-long history. It
traces its origins back to the late Medieval times, and was mostly associated with

religion before World War I, when it was used by conflicting nations to discredit the
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enemy and set their peoples and armies against them. However, propaganda reached its
peak within the totalitarian regimes, especially in the Third Reich and the USSR
(Bussemer, 2008: 27; Dupré, 2013: 137—138). The former’s propaganda machinery was
by far more massive and aggressive than that of many other countries, later becoming
the most prominent example of propaganda and thus the subject of numerous studies of
the phenomenon (Bussemer, 2008: 13). Propaganda became so strongly associated with
totalitarian and authoritarian regimes that even today it is seldom perceived outside
them. Apart from undemocratic regimes, propaganda is often mentioned in reference to
the communication of terrorist organizations with the rest of the world, i.e. Daesh or
Boko Haram (Wyszomierski, 2015).

During different periods of modern history, there have been different approaches
to defining propaganda. There is an explanation for this uncertainty. As mentioned
above, WWI was a forceful ‘trigger’ for the development of modern non-religious
propaganda. The political regime of a country and its condition after WWI determined
the way propaganda developed within it. In the early 20™ century Western democracies
propaganda was a neutral-to-positive phenomenon, an integral part of a democratic
society and an essential tool for managing the country and its economy (Bernays, 1928).
This paper however does not aim to go deep into the history of the phenomenon, but
rather to stick to its most modern form.

In the 20" century, numerous propaganda theories were proposed, among them —
the Theory of Political Propaganda, also called the Classical Propaganda Theory by
Harold Lasswell. Lasswell’s theory is worth mentioning as one of the first attempts to

give a systematic approach to political propaganda. It was developed in the first half of
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the 20™ century as a reaction to WWI and WWII, but this theory enjoys great popularity
today as well.

The scholar defines propaganda as “management of collective attitudes by the
manipulation of significant symbols” (Lasswell, 1927: 627) and underlines that
collective attitudes cannot be observed apart from individual attitudes. He also notes
that collective attitudes are prone to change, which may, for instance, occur in case
when the propagated messages are proven false, i.e. if the leader cannot meet the
people’s expectations. In other words, any ideology fails if the reality proves it false
(Patrick & Thrall, 2007: 101-102). Speaking of military propaganda, the scholar sees
its aim in “mobilization of opinions” (Lasswell, 1938: 14). This means that propaganda
is not only a powerful demoralizing weapon against the enemy. Most important is the
“inner” propaganda that demonizes the enemy in the eyes of the country’s own army
and civil population. Moreover, propaganda also helps to maintain the public morale
during times of war accompanied with hunger, losses and need for extreme economy
and to keep people’s belief in the war as a necessary measure. In other words, to quote
Taylor (1997), the “sanitized version of war via the media helps to sustain public
support for it” (p. 104). However, Lasswell (1938) underlines that in times of peace
propaganda is the prerogative of undemocratic societies (p. 16).

Another important peculiarity of this theory is that it gives great importance to
public opinion and its ability to indeed influence the course of propaganda. “The
bedrock beliefs of the masses are [...] important [...] because propaganda must align
with common beliefs for it to be effective” (Patrick & Thrall, 2007: p. 103); thus
making propaganda extremely adaptable to social changes and public demands. “Social

structures” or societal basic values — income, safety, respect and power — are believed to
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influence the content of propaganda (Smith, Lasswell, & Casey, 1946). Namely, even in
military propaganda of undemocratic regimes the leader has to deal with criticism from
his opponents and therefore may be forced to change his rhetoric when the situation
requires it. In this regard, Lasswell argues, propagandists have to be familiar with
psychology of the masses before they start communicating.

In contrast, there is the Hegemonic Propaganda Model by Herman and
Chomsky (1986). The authors have been criticized by many scholars as “apologists of
totalitarian regimes” and “controversial figures” (Mullen, 2009: 19). Although this
model was developed in the USA during the Reagan era and thus mainly focuses on the
American society of that time, its authors believe that nowadays globalization has made
their propaganda model applicable in other corners of the world, including the Post-
Soviet countries. (/bid., 18). This theory implies that in a country where power and
wealth are concentrated in the hands of a relatively small ruling elite, media channels
are also under its control. Media serve as a mediator of messages between the
government and the masses, and the news are being selected based on the “important
domestic power interests” (Herman & Chomsky, 1986: p. 35). In this way, the
government is able to spread favorable propaganda and control the public discourse;
this being especially true in turbulent times of war and other political crises. According
to Chomsky (1997), the main mechanism of such propaganda includes diverting public
attention away from real societal problems and keeping the populace interested in other,
less meaningful topics instead. This is achieved by the five methods that the author
highlights through the analysis of media communication in the USA during the Vietnam
and Gulf wars. These methods were largely supported by numerous other scholars

(Baran & Davis, 2011; Bussemer, 2008; Ellul, 1973; Jowett & O ’Donnell, 2015,
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Hanisch-Wolfram, 2014, Kohl, 2011). According to Chomsky, the methods of

propaganda are:

1. Incitement of fear among the population,

2. Excessive militarization,

3. Falsification of history in order to make it favorable and fit the ultimate goal of
propaganda,

4. ‘Demonization’ of enemies, concentration on their faults and evil deeds, whereas the
“self” is portrayed as righteous and fighting for a noble cause, and

5. Selective presentation of facts: disinformation, over-simplification of events and
messages, one-sided (read: favorable) presentation of events, ripping words out of
context etc.

This model is a development of the 1971 hegemonic theory of the Italian
Marxist Gramsci. He stated that the ruling elites in capitalist states are suppressing the
working class by manipulated symbolic communication through mass media (as quoted
in Patrick & Thrall, 2007: 97). This theory also posits the leader’s total control of the
public opinion and state’s policy and even his ability to impose attitudes unfavorable to

the populace, making it believe and support them.

§2.3. Hate Speech

The review of literature on information war and propaganda has demonstrated
that these two phenomena among others involve the employment of hateful,
discriminatory rhetoric in reference to the communicator’s opponents. These
characteristics resemble another term and phenomenon that is analyzed in this paper:

hate speech, also known as “harmful speech” or “speech of harm” (Leets, 2002);
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“dangerous speech”, “fear speech” and “inflammatory speech” (Gagliardone, Gal,
Alves, & Martinez, 2015: 12; Banesch, 2012). The term was introduced in the late 20t
century and has since then been a subject of research and study by scholars from various
disciplines — and also a subject of interest for human rights activists and governmental
officials.

Numerous studies have been carried out on hate speech. The deep harm it causes
both to individuals and social groups all over the globe has been proven by numerous
scholars (Delgado, 1982, Gelbert & McNamara, 2016, Matsuda, 1989, Sellars, 2016
etc.) and can be thus considered an axiom. Measuring hate speech, as well as defining
messages as such is difficult due to extremely personal interpretations of what hateful
content is. Regulating hate speech is also a difficult task, as it develops a clash between
freedom of expression and protection of human dignity. Thus, one of these two
foundation stones of democracy has to be ‘sacrificed’ for the sake of the other to some
extent (Gagliardone et al., 2015: 11). However, if not battled, hate speech can have
devastating consequences: both in short and long term. It results not only in real
violence against target groups, up to massive physical exterminations (i.e. genocides of
Jews by Nazis, of Tutsis by Hutus in Rwanda etc.). It also changes the people’s mindset
in a way that the target groups are perceived as indeed deserving to be hated,
discriminated and even physically destroyed (Benesch, 2014, Leets, 2002: 345).

The scholars have discovered that the most common victim groups of hate
speech are ethnic, religious groups and women. Less common but not neglectable
victims include various social and economic groups, for example, the LGBTQ+ people.
The hate speech definition proposed by Burnap and Williams (2014) that focuses on the

first target group, namely: “written expressions of hateful and antagonistic sentiment
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towards a particular race, ethnicity and religion” (p. 2) is yet only partially true
because it focuses merely on the written form of hate speech, neglecting its other
manifestations, and also neglects other possible victim groups. For example, one of the
most atrocious direct results of hate speech is the 1994 Rwandan genocide. There and
then, the main channels through which hateful messages against the Tutsi people were
distributed were in fact radio and television, not the print media (Benesch, 2012).
However, regarding distribution channels, this definition is truthful, as hate speech —
although it is often the opposite, especially in undemocratic regimes — is not
broadcasted through media only.

Therefore, this study supports the definition of hate speech, suggested by
Gagliardone and his colleagues (2015): “Expressions that advocate incitement to harm
(particularly, discrimination, hostility or violence) based upon the target’s being
identified with a certain social or demographic group” (p. 10). Similar definitions were
proposed by other scholars (Benesch, 2012 & 2014, Gelber & McNamara, 2016, Leets,

2002; Ross et al., 2017, Sellars, 2016).

§2.4. Relation between Hate Speech and Propaganda

Direct comparisons of hate speech and propaganda are vague and de-facto
missing in relevant research studies. Yet the elements of propaganda mentioned earlier
in this paper can be traced in numerous studies carried out on hate speech, and vice
versa. For example, both propaganda and hate speech deal with a certain target, or
victim group, which is subject to aggression, verbal attacks, hatred and discrimination.
To express these, derogatory and even dehumanizing language can be used to refer to

the victim groups (Benesch, 2012; Benesch, 2014). Furthermore, case studies of
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Yugoslav war and Rwanda genocide prove that systematical incitement of fear towards
a target group by political elites can provoke physical violence against the target group
(Benesch, 2014, Simmons & Mueller, 2001: 188, 191). Violence is an inevitable result
of racist hate speech and racist propaganda as well, as studies of the American society
have shown (Delgado, 1982; Matsuda, 1989). However, it is not clear whether this is
also true for modern Russia and Ukraine. Twisting and denial of history — one of the
main methods of military propaganda — is a fertile ground for the development of hate
speech. Herewith the victim group is often being accused of deceptive propaganda and
twisting of history in its favor. In certain cases denial of history can even become a part
of some states’ ideology (Fraser, 2009; Davidovitch & Dana, 2017). Selective and
biased presentations of facts, very common for military hegemonic propaganda, have
also been noticed within pre-election media campaigns in the Democratic Republic of

Congo (Vollhardt, Coutin, Staub, Weiss, & Deflander, 2007).

§2.5. Research Questions

The analysis of literature demonstrates the significant role that is attached to
media propaganda in science and society. Especially in authoritarian, i.e. so-called
“hybrid regimes” that balance between democracy and authoritarianism (Shulman,
2015), like Russia and Ukraine both are. Here propaganda serves as a powerful tool of
shaping the public opinion and swaying it into the current that is favorable for the ruling
elites. In times of war, propaganda — be it offensive or defensive — becomes a dangerous
weapon in the rear aimed to create a “demonic image” of the enemy and breed hatred
among the local population towards it. As studies show, it is done with astonishing

speed and efficiency, and can have long-lasting effect.
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Hate speech is a relatively new phenomenon in communication, however history
has proved how devastating its effect can be if distributed through mass media channels
and not fought against. Despite numerous legal international regulations, hate speech is
unfortunately still present in media. It is obvious that hate speech, like propaganda, is a
serious threat to such essential human rights as freedom of information and right to
human dignity. Through this, they are a serious threat to democracy itself.

Furthermore, as literature review has demonstrated, propaganda (as described by
both Lasswell and Chomsky) and hate speech seem to have many common
characteristics in their content, method and aims. These similarities bring up the
assumption that these two phenomena might be related to each other and that they may
in some way complement one another, especially in periods of instability: for example,
during deep social and economic crises and war.

The modern Russian-Ukrainian conflict presents an outstanding example. First
of all, it is the most recent case still unfolding in front of our eyes. Although a large
number of studies have already been written on this topic, they mainly touch upon the
Russian propaganda, namely, its background and content. The studies dedicated to the
Ukrainian side of the story are, on the one hand, written in the Ukrainian language and
are thus unavailable for the international academia. On the other hand, they either
discuss internal political situation in Ukraine only, or their comparison to Russian media
propaganda is defensive and lacking objection to some extent. Therefore, a need of an
objective comparative analysis of Ukrainian media content available for English-
speaking scholars persists. Furthermore, both sides in the conflict accuse each other of
aggressive military propaganda, especially concerning Ukraine. This research gap

requires more profound inquiry and clarification.
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Based on the above-mentioned, the aim of this paper is to find an answer to the
following research question:
RQ;. In which way are propaganda and hate speech related to each other in the

ongoing conflict between Russia and Ukraine?

More specifically, this paper will examine the relation of propaganda and hate
speech between the two propaganda theories i.e. models described by Chomsky and
Lasswell. Therefore, the following sub-question is also to be answered:

SQ;: What role, if any, does hate speech play in the two propaganda models by
Lasswell and Chomsky, looking at the case study of the ongoing conflict between Russia
and Ukraine?

As discussed, Russian communication campaigns are regarded as propaganda
both within the academic community and in media. They have been researched more
thoroughly than the Ukrainian communication campaigns against Russia. Therefore, the
further interest of this work is connected with Ukraine’s side of the story. Turning back
to what was said about the lack of previous studies addressing Ukrainian involvement in
the info war with Russia, the second sub-question is introduced:

SO;: Is Ukraine practicing russophobic hate speech in media within its conflict

with Russia?

§2.6. Hypotheses
The discoveries of the existing studies, especially the works of Lasswell and
Chomsky, allow making certain forecasts on the possible outcomes of this study. Based

on the literature review, three hypotheses have been derived.
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First of all, both propaganda models see demonization of the enemy as an
essential part of propaganda mechanisms. This can be achieved among others by use of
derogatory terms and dehumanization of the enemy, which is also a feature of hate
speech. Therefore, Hypothesis 1 is introduced, stating that:

H1. Hate speech is a tool of propaganda within both propaganda models.

Secondly, speaking of propaganda theories (or models) separately and relying on
what was said before about them, this paper proposes the following relationship each of
them has with hate speech. Chomsky’s model appears to be more closely related to
propaganda of undemocratic regimes which are more likely to practice hostile and
aggressive media attacks on their enemies. In this regard, Hypothesis 2 is proposed.

H?2. Hegemonic propaganda model by Chomsky employs more hate speech than
Lasswell’s classic propaganda theory.

Regarding the sides of the conflict and their participation in the info war,
Hypothesis 3 is proposed. With reference to what is already known about Ukrainian
media, xenophobic rhetoric might well be present there, however not as prominent as in
texts by their Russian counterparts.

H3. The amount of russophobic hate speech in Ukrainian media texts is smaller

than ukrainophobic hate speech in Russian media texts.
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§3. Methodology

In order to find answers to the research questions and test the hypotheses, this
paper adopts a qualitative method of research, namely a mixture of content analysis and
discourse analysis. This chapter explains what kind of methods they are and takes the
first steps to their implementation in the first subchapter “Preparation Steps”. For
example, the to-be-analyzed material, i.e. Russian and Ukrainian media texts, are
introduced and their selection criteria are explained; as well as the coding units.
Moreover, an analysis of policies and legal documents has been conducted at this stage
in order to get a better insight into the phenomenon of hate speech and its legal
regulation: both internationally and in the two countries of interest.

An extremely important prerequisite for a successful analysis of media text is the
knowledge of the to-be-analyzed situation’s context. This is especially important in
analysis of such complex and multidisciplinary phenomena as Russian-Ukrainian
relations. For this reason, an overview of Russian-Ukrainian relations after the collapse

of the USSR has been introduced at this stage as a first part of the methodology.

§3.1. Preparation Steps

§3.1.1. Content Selection

The amount of news pieces published in both countries about each other from
the Euromaidan (November 231 2017) till December 31% 2017 is astonishing.
According to the Google News tool, around /0.925.500 Ukraine-relevant news pieces
were published in Russia in the given time period. This number was composed out of
the following news pieces published in the above-mentioned period of time: ~6.850.000

news pieces with the tag “Ukraine”; ~1.490.000 news pieces tagged “Ukrainian crisis”;
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~1.100.000 news pieces tagged “Crimea”; ~529.000 news pieces tagged “Donbas’;
~436.000 news pieces tagged “DPR” and ~272.000 tagged “LPR”; and ~248.500 news
pieces tagged “Integration of Crimea [into Russia]”. The Ukrainian media published
around 6.855.500 news pieces about Russia in the above-mentioned time-period. This
number was composed out of the following quantities of news pieces per tag:
~2.005.000 tagged “Crimea”; ~1.503.000 tagged “Russia”; ~1.264.300 tagged
“Donbas”; ~738.000 with the tag “Donetsk province” and ~579,100 “Luhansk
province”; ~656.600 pieces tagged “Russian aggression”; and ~109.500 tagged “Crimea
annexation”. This massive amount of information needed to be narrowed down in order
to conduct a research.

First of all, the amount of texts to be analyzed was limited to ten typical pieces
from both countries of interest were selected. Half of them were Ukrainian, the other
half was Russian. The texts selected from both countries needed to touch upon Russian-
Ukrainian relations after the annexation of Crimea from the geopolitical perspective,
and not simply retell an event. Therefore, news reports shorter than 100 words were not
taken into consideration

The Crimean crisis of March 2014 is a unique case in contemporary history. For
the first time since WWII, a part of territory of a sovereign European country was
annexed by another state. The Crimean case also triggered other separatist and
independence movements across Europe (i.e., Scotland, Catalonia). The annexation of
Crimea was the starting point of Russian-Ukrainian conflict. For this reason, the texts
that were published after the annexation were selected as a part of the conflict discourse.

A typical trait of both countries’ media field is that the texts are published in the

respective national languages of the both countries: Russian and Ukrainian. However,
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an important remark needs to be made at this moment. The distinctive feature of
Ukrainian media is their bilingualism: a vast number of Ukrainian media channels are
broadcasting in Russian language as well. (Pérzgen, 2016) Also, a large number of
Ukrainians consumes Russian media channels. However, recent studies show that their
number has significantly dropped since the conflict with Russia had started (/nternews,
2016). Regarding this fact, Russian media channels were excluded from the pool in the
Ukrainian set of texts.

The other main text selection criterion was the popularity of their sources: in
other words, their wide reach. Only large nationwide media channels were selected
based on the statistic data for Russia and Ukraine. For the sake of objectivity, data of
several statistic sources were compared to each other. Based upon that, those channels
that were among top 5 in all ranking lists were selected. Another crucial factor for
selection was the texts’ online availability in written form. This criterion was necessary
in order to be able to retrieve the full text after a long period of time.

The last important factor was the texts’ political orientation. The channels
supporting their own country were used for both Russia and Ukraine. In case of
Ukraine, though, it would be not completely correct to say “pro-government media”.
For example, an author may not support president Poroshenko and his government, but
still feel hostility towards Russia and write about it in a respective way. Moreover, there
is another important nuance: in Ukrainian provinces inhabited predominantly by ethnic
Russians (southeastern Ukraine), media support of Russia and pro-Russian Donbas
rebels is noticeable. It would not be a mistake to state that media from this part of
Ukraine replicate opinions expressed in the Russian media to a certain extent, and are

thus highly unlikely to contain russophobic hate speech. Therefore, pro-Russian media
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channels from Ukraine were not taken into consideration. For the same reason and
because of their small reach, oppositional and government-critical media channels are
also not regarded in the Russian set of texts.

To sum up the above-mentioned, the top five Russian media channels that fulfill
the selection criteria are (in alphabetical order) (Brand Analytics, 2017; Rambler, 2017):

1. “Komsomolskaya Pravda” (http://www.kp.ru),

2. “Lenta.ru” (https://lenta.ru),

3. “Moskovskiy Komsomolets™ (http://www.mk.ru),

4. “RIA Novosti” (http://www.ria.ru), and

5. “Vestiru” (https://www.vesti.ru/).

In Ukraine, ranked top 5 news media channels that fulfill the selection criteria
are (in alphabetical order) (Broadcasting Board of Governors , 2014; De Jong et al.,
2015, Internews, 2016):

1. “5 Kanal” (https:/www.5.ua/),

2. “Hromadske Telebachennya” (https://hromadske.ua/),

3. “Kanal 24” (https://24tv.ua),

4. “1+1/TSN” (https://tsn.ua), and

5. “Ukrayinska Pravda” (http://www.pravda.com.ua).

The texts were selected in a way that there is one text addressing each topic that
is prominent in the Russian and Ukrainian media discourse regarding the other country.
The channel distribution of topics was done randomly. Texts were selected from the ten
listed media channels’ websites. Notably, there was no repetition of the text authors in
either country’s set of texts. The originals of all texts as well as their translations into

English made by this study’s author can be found in Appendix A of this paper.
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Table 1.

Distribution of Article’s Topics and Their Original Media Channels

Topic Title of publication translated into English, media channel of origin

Russian Set Ukrainian Set

Crimea “Crimea After Two Years”, “Russian Racism in Crimea”,
Komsomolskaya Pravda Kanal 24

Other country’s “Path to Bright Past”, “Putin’s Greatest Fear Came True”,

inner policy Lenta.ru Ukrayinska Pravda

Other country’s “Bandera Will Not Help Ukraine:  “Kremlin’s “Trojan horse”: Social
foreign policy  Nezalezhnaya Fell Out with All Its Media Admitted They Were Used to

Neighbors”, Manipulate USA”,
Moskovskiy Komsomolets Hromadske Telebachennya

Donbas “In Ukraine, Freedom of Speech ~ “Set a Fire Trap: A Story of Hero of
Was Definitely Abolished and Ukraine Who Laid Mines under
Nazism Fortified”, Enemy’s Infantry Combat Vehicle”,
RIA Novosti 5 Kanal

Other country’s “Poroshenko Giggles and Turns “Words about Crimea, Thoughts

government / Ukrainians Into EU Slaves”, about Empire”,

president Vesti.ru 1+1/TSN

§3.1.2. Hate Speech Policy Analysis

In democratic countries, the legal system clearly defines what a violation of
human dignity that requires legal punishment is. This makes a timely legal reaction to
hate speech possible (Ross et al., 2017).

The need of legal reaction to hate speech has emerged as a reaction of the
international community to the WWII and the atrocities of the Nazi regime. (Kiibler,
1998: 336) On the global level, it the UN International Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, particularly its Article 4 implies obligation to
declare any forms of incitement of racial hatred and superiority, as well as any
incitement of such (including racist propaganda) a criminal offense (/CERD, Art. 4).
Another significant UN document, the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights (ICCPR), defines freedom of expression as an essential human right. It also

encourages prohibition of any forms of military propaganda, as well as racial and
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religious discrimination (/ICCPR, Art. 19-20). On the European level, there are
recommendations issued by the Council of Europe in 1997. The latest hate speech-
related COE Recommendation No. 1805 (2007) addresses blasphemous hate speech
only and is thus not relevant to this study. As both Russia and Ukraine are COE
members, the two 1997 COE recommendations are applicable to both of them.

The first one, Recommendation Ne R 97 (20), deserves special attention. First of
all, it gives its own definition of hate speech as “all forms of expression which spread,
incite, promote or justify racial hatred, xenophobia, anti-Semitism or other forms of
hatred based on intolerance” and stresses the great danger of hate speech when
disseminated through media channels. In this regard, the Recommendation points out
the special legal responsibility of national media channels alongside with the media
authors who broadcast content that can be interpreted as hate speech. However,
broadcasting topics related to hatred and intolerance is restricted and regulated by
Article 10: “Freedom of Expression” of the ECHR, and, according to it, may be limited
only by certain cases outlined (“in the interests of national security, territorial integrity
[...], for the prevention of disorder or crime, for the protection of health or morals [and]
reputation”) (ECHR, Art. 10). Concerning the role of mass media in hate speech
dissemination, Recommendation Ne R 97 (21) stresses the importance of fostering
principles of tolerance and multiculturalism within national media houses and among
media workers, and implementing these principles into codes of conduct. It also
encourages objective, non-biased and respectful depiction of other cultural communities
in the media (p. 110).

On the local level of both countries of interest, hate speech is also legally

regulated: both by laws and journalistic codes of conduct, although not directly named
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“hate speech” (Arapova & Kuzevanova, 2011; Jackson, 2016). In Russia, the most
noteworthy documents are the country’s Constitution and the Federal Law “On the
Mass Media”. Article 29 of the Russian Constitution does not only guarantee freedom
of information and expression, but also forbids any forms of social, racial, religious or
linguistic discrimination, as well as its propaganda (St. 29 Konstitutsii Rossiyskoy
Federatsii). The Federal Law “On Mass Media”, Article 4, forbids exploitation of mass
media as a means of disseminating materials that “promote terrorism [...], [contain]
other extremist materials, [...] pornography, cult of violence and cruelty, and [...]
obscenities” (St. 4, Zakon RF “O Sredstvakh Massovoy Informatsii”’). Article 51 forbids
journalists to broadcast discrediting information based on the person’s “gender, age,
race or ethnicity, language, [...] religion, profession, place of residence or employment,
as well as their political preferences”. (St. 51, Zakon RF “O Sredstvakh Massovoy
Informatsii”).

In Ukraine, relevant legal documents are the also country’s Constitution, the law
“On Protection of Public Moral” and “Code of Ethics of the Ukrainian Journalist”. The
Ukrainian Constitution, unlike the Russian one, does not directly prohibit dissemination
of hate speech, but it guarantees equal rights regardless of gender, race, religion and
social status (St. 24) and prohibits establishing political parties whose programs contain
violent propaganda, “incitement of inter-ethnic, racial, or religious enmity, and the
encroachment on human rights and freedoms and the health of the population” (S%. 37,
Konstitutsiya Ukrayiny). The law “On Protection of Public Moral” prohibits production
and distribution of information that contains “propaganda of war, ethnical and religious
hatred [...] fascism and neo-fascism [...] bigotry, blasphemy [...] ignorance” and

discrimination based on age, physical or mental disability (St. 2, Zakon Ukrayiny vid

33



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 34

20.11.2004 Ne 1296-15). Article 15 of the “Code of Ethics of the Ukrainian Journalist”
proclaims that no-one shall be discriminated based on their gender, language, race,
religion, social status or political views, as well as physical illness or disability (Sz. 15,

Kodeks Etyky Ukrayins ’koho Zhurnalista).

§3.1.3. Characteristics Charts

In order to test Hypotheses 1, 2 and 3 based on the selected media texts, a basis
of characteristics needed to be created, according to which propaganda models and hate
speech could be compared to each other. To do this, the following typical characteristics
of hate speech based on its legal definitions and attributes were outlined. Also
peculiarities of this particular study were taken into consideration while formulating the
criteria. For example, gender intolerance, a prominent aspect of modern hate speech, is,
irrelevant for this study, because this paper focuses on hatred of two nations towards
each other; therefore, it was not included in the list of attributes. Finally, a detailed and
accurate characteristic of hate speech in comparison with neutral speech outlined by
Johanna Vollhardt and her colleagues was used as a reference (Vollhardt et al., 2007:
30). Each attribute is coded as “HS,,”, namely:

Table 2.

Characteristics of Hate Speech

HS;: Written or oral expression;

HS>: Addresses a certain social group and / or its individual members;

HS3;: Contains expressions of hostility towards this social group and / or its members;
HS,: Accusations addressed to this social group and / or its members;

HSs: Dehumanizing, derogatory language, slurs in reference to this social group and /
or its members (aggressive nationalism);

HSs: One-sided, biased presentation of facts;
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HS7: Simple language;

HSjs: Charged with negative emotions (such as sadness, hatred, fear).

The similar charts were created for each propaganda model based on their
typical characteristics, outlined in the previous chapter and coded “CPT,” and “HPM,”,
respectively. The Common Propaganda Attributes coded as “CPA,” will be reviewed
both separately and as parts of both models.

Table 3.

Characteristics Charts for Propaganda

Classic Propaganda Theory Hegemonic Propaganda Model
(Lasswell) (Chomsky)
CPT: Manipulation of significant symbols HPM,: Total governmental control;
CPT,: Mobilization of public opinion; HPM>: Media channels controlled by ruling
CPTj;: Demoralization of enemy; elites;
CPT,: Adaptation of rhetoric to HPM;: Distracting public attention from
public opinion swings. real problems;

HPM : Incitement of fear.

Common Propaganda Attributes (both models)

CPA ;. Militarization;
CPA;: Falsification of history;
CPA;3: Demonization of enemies;

CPA,: Selective presentation of facts.

As the charts demonstrate, the Classic Propaganda Theory focuses mostly on the
recipients and senders of the message. In contrast, the Hegemonic Propaganda Model
and common attributes bring the message’s content into focus. Therefore, the role of
hate speech in each propaganda model will be evaluated based on the matches between

the following characteristics pairs (see next page):
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HS, - CPT; HS¢— HPM, HS; — CPA;
HS; - CPT, HSs — HPM, HSs — CPA;
HS, - CPT; HSs — HPM; HSs — CPA;
HS4 - CPT4 HSs — HPM, HSs — CPA4
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§3.2. Directed Content Analysis

One of the key scholars of content analysis, Klaus Krippendorff, defines it as a
“research technique for making replicable and valid inferences from texts (or other
meaningful matter) to the contexts of their use.” (Krippendorff, 2004: 18) Under ‘texts’
the scholar understands not only written and printed words, but also visual and
electronic material. This is an old method used by numerous scholars to analyze texts —
regardless of their form and source, and is still growing and developing.

This method goes from a viewpoint that a text per se has no meaning or aim.
What matters are the concepts that authors and readers put into it, as well as the social,
economic, ideological etc. background. These factors need to be taken into
consideration. Furthermore, the fact of crucial importance for this study is that content
analysis was implemented to analyze military propaganda, especially WWII
propaganda.

There are different approaches to content analysis. Choosing among them highly
depends on the goals and research questions the scholar sets. In their study, Hsieh and
Shannon (2005) give detailed descriptions of three types of content analysis. One of
them is the so-called “directed content analysis”, or “deductive content analysis” (Elo &
Kyngds, 2008: 109), or “structuring content analysis” (Mayring, 1991: 213). The goal
of this approach is to test or extend relevant previous studies or existing theories that

“direct” the new research, its research questions and hypotheses. For instance, the main
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phenomena described in earlier studies determine the future coding categories of s new
study. The scholar may also have to introduce new coding subcategories that represent
the subtypes of the initial phenomenon, thus extending the initial theory.

The main difficulty of this approach is that an excessively strong orientation on
the “directing” theory may cause the scholar to ignore some important details which can
lead to inaccurate results of the new study (Hsieh & Shannon, 2005: 1281-1283).

Furthermore, the risk of one-sided text interpretation persists, which emerges
when the scholar starts to analyze the matter subjectively, based on their own
experience and attitude — especially when dealing with sensitive matters (Elo & Kyngds,
2008; Kohl, 2011; Hsieh and Shannon, 2005; Granenheim & Lundman, 2003). These
risks bring up the concepts of credibility and trustworthiness, crucial for any type of
qualitative content analysis. While credibility means the correspondence of data and its
analysis to the initial goal of the study, transferability questions whether research
outcomes can be applied to other circumstances and focus groups (Graneheim &
Lundman, 2003: 109—-110). 1t is crucial to adhere to these principles in order to conduct
a reliable worthwhile study. The author of this study seeks to hold on to these principles
as well and be maximally objective, despite certain personal attitudes on the case and
general condemnation of any forms of propaganda and hate speech.

The main stages of the directing i.e. deductive or structuring content analysis are
the following (Elo & Kyngds, 2008; Geller, Kaplan, & Lasswell, 1942; Graneheim &
Lundman, 2003, Krippendorff, 2004, Mayring, 1991).

1. Preparation stage:
a. Selection of analysis units, and

b. Understanding the context and the background.
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2. Organizing stage:
a. Development of the analysis matrices (based on the theory),
b. Selection of data:
1. Grouping of data by content,
ii. Categorization and sub-categorization of data, and
iii. Abstraction (i.e. giving names to categories and sub-categories),
c. Category-based data coding,
d. Testing of hypotheses, and
e. Checks, revisions, eventual re-testing.
3. Final stage:

a. Preparing and reporting the study results.

§3.2.1. Analysis Units

The first step in the organizing stage of content analysis is the collection and
definition of unit symbols (Geller, Kaplan, & Lasswell, 1942). This study uses
syntactical and categorical approaches (Krippendorff, 2004: 104—1006) to definition of
the analysis units: namely, relevant words and their variations: (metaphoric) synonymes,
related terms from the relevant theory, etc.

For the Russian set of texts, the codes used by Holovka and Tokarsky (2016) are
used as a fundament for the coding units, as they were used to conduct content analysis
of two Russian newspapers in period from 2014 till 2015. These were enriched and
adjusted based on the texts selected for this analysis. For the Ukrainian set of texts, a
new set of codes was developed. Thus, the following sampling and coding units were

outlined (see Table 4). The full list of coding units can be found in Appendix B.
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Table 4
Sampling and Coding Units
Russian Set Ukrainian Set
Sampling Unit Coding Unit Sampling Unit Coding Unit
Ukraine’s territory 1. Crimea Russia and its 1. Russia
and regions 2. Donbas “allies” 2. Crimea after
3. Rest of Ukraine annexation, DPR and
LPR
Ukraine’s population Russian and pro- 1. Russian “agents”
Russian population 2. Crimean post-
annexation authorities,
Donbas rebels
Ukraine’s ruling 1. Politicians Russian politicians 1. Putin and his team
elites 2. Regime & 2. Historic
ideology personalities
Ukraine’s policy 1. Inner policy Russia’s foreign 1. Involvement in
2. Foreign policy  |policy Crimea and Donbas
and foreign partners 2. Involvement into
of Ukraine USA elections
Social and political Euromaidan Russian internal 1. Political regime
process in Ukraine policy 2. Everyday life
Russia and Russians in contrast to Ukraine and Ukrainians in contrast to
Ukraine and Ukrainians Russia, Russians and “pro-Russians”

§3.3. Critical Discourse Analysis

It is important to mention the difference between approaches of the two sides on
the nature of the conflict. Ukraine adheres to the viewpoint that both the Crimean crisis
and the violence in Donbas were provoked and supported by Russia. Ukraine thus refers
to these areas as “occupied territories”. In contrast, Russia insists that Crimea’s
integration into Russia was a result of a democratic referendum which reflects the civic
stance of the majority of Crimean population. Concerning the Donbas war, Moscow
refers to it as a civil war in Ukraine between the pro-Russian “opolchentsy” (“rebels”)
of Donbas and Kyivan regime. This collision of interpretations complicates the
negotiation process and eventual conflict resolution. What are the reason and the origin

of this difference in approaches to the same situation and the same personalities?
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Russian-Ukrainian relations have always been extremely complex (for details,
see next subchapter). They have been shaped by most diverse events, phenomena and
personalities, and other factors. These and other aspects of the problem prove its
complexity. For this reason it would be a mistake to rely on the analysis of the media
texts’ content alone (Fairclough, 2012).

The words do not only exist per se, outside the environment and the context in
which they are said or written. It is thus important to be aware of the discourse of each
media text that is analyzed. Under “discourse”, the scholars understand the
interpretation of the environment which shapes not only the language, but also people’s
identities and world perception in a particular society (Brown & Yule, 1983;
Chouliaraki & Fairclough, 2010). Van Dijk (1998) refers to discourse as a “spoken or a
written verbal product” (p. 194) of language, of the act of communication between at
least two parties: the writer i.e. speaker and the reader i.e. listener, such as
understanding of a discourse is mostly subjective, depending on the individual
understanding of the context and mental model for the discussed matter (/bid.;
McGregor, 2003).

Discourse in its turn is shaped by ideologies: sets of beliefs and perceptions that
are considered an axiom by their adherents. Discourse plays an important role in the
dissemination of an ideology. Based on certain linguistic tools, as well as some non-
verbal components (the speaker’s intonation, mimics, gestures etc.) one can recognize
the ideology hiding behind the discourse (Van Dijk, 2006).

Academia identifies two basic types of discourse analysis: descriptive and
critical. Descriptive discourse analysis aims to look deeper into linguistic patterns of the

text for the sake of better understanding of the language and its functions. In other
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words, this approach deals more with the semiotic aspect of the texts analyzed.
However it is yet different from the pure linguistic approach and analysis which focuses
solely on grammatical structures of the text (Van Dijk, 1991, 46).

This paper however applies the second approach, the critical discourse analysis,
or shortly CDA. It requires unraveling the ideology and problems it deals with, making
sense of social phenomena that shape the discourse unique to the particular society, and
finding out the relations between power and discourse are the aims of critical discourse
analysis. To a certain extent, critical discourse analysts even offer their own solution to
the negotiated problem (Gee, 2004: 9; McGregor, 2003; Van Dijk, 1993: 252).

According to the above mentioned, critical discourse analysis is not subjective
(Kohl, 2011; McGregor, 2003), as it is based on the researcher’s individual
understanding of the discourse. Therefore a certain threat of biasing the research always
persists, especially in matters involving two conflicting sides. For this reason, some
scholars might argue that this method is far from scientific (Gee, 2004. 9). Despite this
opinion, critical discourse analysis is an established method of propaganda and hate
speech analysis. For example, the CDA has discovered that it was not only ideology, but
also numerous social and economic factors that have influenced the judophobic
propaganda of Nazi Germany (Kohl, 2011). This is also true for the critical discourse
analysis of hate speech: historical and cultural clashes were found to be the trigger for a
massive hate speech media campaign which resulted in Rwandan genocide (Benesch,
2012; Benesch, 2014). Taking into account the geopolitical i.e. ideological nature of the
current Russian-Ukrainian conflict, discourse analysis seems applicable to this case.

Against this background, the answer to the question asked at the beginning of

this subchapter is clear. The difference in how Russia and Ukraine refer to the same

41



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 42

events, phenomena and personalities in their media reflects the difference within the

discourses of the two countries. Under “discourses”, the dominant media discourses in

each of the two countries are understood. Any communication science scholar needs to
be aware of this discourse clash while analyzing Russian-Ukrainian conflict.

There are numerous approaches i.e. schools of critical discourse analysis. They
vary depending on the author, the country of origin and other factors. The CDA in this
study was conducted against the backdrop of approaches of Norman Fairclough and
Teun Adrianus Van Dijk. These two scholars” methods were chosen, as they are the core
figures and first developers of this analysis method. Numerous scholars from various
disciplines all over the globe rely on their studies to conduct their own research. Thus
the methods and approaches described by Fairclough and Van Dijk can be regarded as
trustworthy.

The four stages of critical discourse analysis according to Norman Fairclough
(Chouliaraki & Fairclough, 1999: 60; Fairclough, 2001, p. 125; Fairclough, 2009) are:
1. Identification of a social problem in the text. At first, a major social problem is

identified, and then — its narrow, i.e. more specific manifestation.

2. Identification of obstacles to tackling of this problem. In other words, the researcher
determines semiotic and social factors that do not allow the problem to be solved. At
this stage, the analyses themselves are conducted. More specifically, Chouliaraki
and Fairclough talk about three main analyses on this stage (Chouliaraki &
Fairclough, 1999: 61-63):

a. Conjuncture analysis: 1.e., analysis of a large-scale problem that the

discourse is located in;
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b. Practice analysis: it’s sense is in identification of connections between the
discourse and other factors (social relations, material practice, mental
factors) of a particular social practice;

c. Semiotic discourse analysis: the analysis of the text itself and its linguistic
patterns that incorporate the power relations and ideology hiding behind it.
Among others, the researcher needs to pay attention to the following
discourse structures of a written text outlined by Van Dijk (1995):

o Syntax (word order, sentence complexity);

o Lexicon (“terrorists” vs. “freedom fighters”; euphemisms etc.);

o Local semantics (victim blaming, disclaimers);

o Topicalization (avoiding negative topics for the “Us”-group);

o Schematic structures (intentional downgrading of important topics);
o Rhetoric (metaphors, dehumanization, thymes etc.).

3. Identification of connection between the problem and the existing social order. Is
the problem an integral part of it? Is it a product an existing ideology? These
questions need to be answered at this stage.

4. Identification of possible solutions to the problem and obstacles. This solution has
to be based on the gap between semiotic and social obstacles identified on Stage 2.

5. Critical reflection on the analysis. Realistic reflection on the conducted analysis,

description of limitations.

§3.4. Understanding Context: Roots of Russian-Ukrainian Conflict
The roots of modern hostility between Russia and Ukraine lie deep in the history

of the two countries and their bilateral relations.
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Over the centuries of coexistence and common history, a great similarity
between Ukrainians and ethnic Russians has developed. The two nations share not only
physical similarities, but also common religious, cultural, linguistic and psychological
elements. There is a large number of “russified” Ukrainians in Russia, and of
“ukrainized” Russians in Ukraine who have perfectly fit in within the other country’s
society (Lieven, 1999). This unique similarity was exploited by nationalists on both
sides. Whereas for Ukrainian nationalists it is a hurdle for acquiring new supporters
among ordinary people, for Russian imperialists it is an excuse for claims that
Ukrainians are in fact Russians and therefore their country’s territory also belongs to
Russia (/bid., p. 2).

In the times of the Russian Empire, Ukrainian independence was suppressed by
the central government, and the population was intensively “russified”. In this regard,
Lieven (1999) aptly compares Russian-Ukrainian relations of that time with those of
England and Ireland, respectively (/bid., p. 25). However, Moscow practiced the same
policy of ‘russification’ towards all other ethnic minorities of the Empire.

In contrast, the Soviets were by far more tolerant towards Ukrainian national
identity, especially in the 1920s and in years before WWII, with the exception of
Holodomor, the famine of 1932-1933 which Ukraine is officially perceives as an act of
genocide against Ukrainian people (Zakon Ukrayiny vid 28.11.2006 Ne 376-V).
However, it is by the end of the Soviet era that the basis of the modern conflict between
the two nations has formed. The government of the Soviet Ukraine sought for more
independence within the Union and more equality with the central power in Moscow.
This resulted in the rise of Ukrainian nationalism in the late 1980s, with 90% of

Ukrainians voting for Ukraine’s independence from the USSR at the referendum in
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1991. The independent Ukraine, especially under president Leonid Kuchma (1994 —
2005), pursued a policy of “ukrainization” (i.e. active promotion and granting a
privileged status to Ukrainian language, traditions and culture over those of the ethnic
minorities).

In the 1990s, Russia was also undergoing a similar process as well. After the
USSR and socialism had collapsed, Russia was in search of a new state ideology that
could unite the large country and its various peoples and keep them together (Lisidn,
2010). In the mid-to-late 1990s, an attempt was made to adapt to European, i.e.,
Western, set of values. However, this time of Russian history was marked with severe
social, economic hardships, devastating wars in Chechnya and deep identity crisis for
many Russians. As the USSR collapsed, the economically weak Russia as its successor
state de-facto lost the status of a second global superpower (Taylor, 1997: 56): this was
an extreme humiliation for many Russians (Shevtsova, 2015). Therefore, a large
number of Russians perceives the “wild 90s” as an era of unrest and chaos for which the
weak pro-Western government alone is to blame (Furgacz, 2016; Lifian, 2010). All
these factors were quite easily exploited by the conservative powers under Putin who
declared the conceptions of a “multipolar world”, “Eurasianism”, and most importantly
the so-called “derzhavnost”: “belief in the primacy and greatness of the Russian state”
(Merry, 2016: 23) This concept is briefly yet accurately expressed by Kubanev and
Nabilkina (2015): “The leading role in European-Asian Union belongs to Russia.” (p.
330). Indeed, as the most economically stable of all Post-Soviet republics (except the
three Baltic republics) and the only one among them that plays the greatest international
role, Russia is truly the dominant power of the Post-Soviet region. It is able to control

the elites and economies of the other eleven states, supporting them economically in
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exchange for absolute loyalty on the international level — or, at least, neutrality (Bérzins,
2014). Therefore, Ukraine’s striving for more independence and closeness to the West
caused immediate reaction in Russia.

The majority of scholars agree on the following main reasons for Russia’s
actions against Ukraine: the country’s ambitions to once again dominate the post-Soviet
region (Darczewska, 2014a; Darczewska, 2014b; Gotz, 2015; Gotz, 2016a; Marten,
2015); Kremlin’s striving to distract Russian society from the country’s real internal
problems, especially after the 2011-2012 protests (Lizian, 2010); and, as a result, the
need to raise Putin’s plummeted voting numbers. The second approach is dominant
among Russian scholars, although it also has supporters abroad (i.e., Boyd-Barrett,
2017; Glazyev, 2015; Kubanev & Nabilkina, 2015; Tsygankov, 2015). In contrast, a
wide number of Western scholars and analysts (Bérzins, 2014, Darczewska, 2014a &
2014b; De Jong et al., 2015, Furgacz, 2016, Gerber & Zavisca, 2016, Gétz 2015;
Jonsson & Seely, 2015, Lirian, 2010; Sakwa, 2014, Snyder, 2014) are adherents of the
former approach, often in connection with the third.

Merry (2016), however, also sees the Ukrainian crisis as a result of a clash on a
much larger, symbolic scale, coming from the sphere of geopolitics. She speaks of a
clash between the Russian “Great Power approach” (striving for supremacy in the
region), and the European “shared sovereignty approach” (pp. 22 — 23). This stance in a
slightly different interpretation is shared by Putin’s two main geopolitical advisors, Igor
Panarin and Alexandr Dugin. Their geopolitical models both postulate that the
“continental Eurasian civilization” (read: Russia) is in eternal struggle with the hostile
“oceanic Euro-Atlantic civilization” (read: USA and NATO) that constantly tries to

destroy Russia. According to them, the “Arab Spring”, the “color revolutions”, the
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2011-2012 anti-government protests in Russia etc. are all American attempts to shatter
Russian dominance in its “sphere of interest”, the Post-Soviet region (Cordesman,
2014). The USA (and the EU as their “puppet”) are directly accused of meddling into
Russia’s “sphere of interest” and of their “aggression and hostility” towards it
throughout the history (note this quote: “During all times Europe, beginning from the
crusaders, brought only death and destruction to Russia” (Kubanev & Nabilkina, 2015,
332). For detailed descriptions of main viewpoints of Dugin’s and Panarin’s
geopolitical schools, see Darczewska, 2014a.

Thus, the current conflict can be regarded a result of Russia’s major discontent
with the pro-Western political course that Ukraine has started to pursue after the
Euromaidan (for an overview of what happened and how protests in Kyiv escalated into
the Donbas war, see Merry, 2016: 26-27, and Trenin, 2014a: 4—6). Aggressive reaction
on pro-Western social movement in the post-Soviet republics is not unique for Russia.
For example, the 1992 Transnistria war in Moldova war and the Russian-Georgian war
of 2008, both of which too resulted in occupation of parts of the other country’s
territory by pro-Russian militants.

However, the current Russian-Ukrainian conflict is unique. Its geographical
closeness to the heart of the EU, omnipresence of the Internet and social networks, as
well as the informational freedom of the digital era have given the modern Russian-
Ukrainian conflict unprecedented international attention, like no other post-Soviet
armed conflict before. With USA and EU supporting Ukraine by all means, this war has
evolved into more than just a local conflict. According to some analysts, it has marked
the beginning of a second Cold War (Charap & Shapiro, 2015; Kalb, 2015; Kroenig,

2015; Levgold, 2014). It would not be an exaggeration to say that Russian-Ukrainian
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conflict is an important milestone in the modern international relations, if not the
turning point.

The status quo in the international relations is such that it imposes limitations on
the info war between the two states. So, Russia’s important international status (the
country being a nuclear power and member of the UN Safety council) does not allow it
to practice ukrainophobic hate speech on the “Rwandan level”; at least, not through the
traditional media channels. This is also relevant for Ukraine. Although it does not have
the same international weight and influence as Russia, its pro-Western political
ambitions determine its behavior. The conflict with Russia and the general international
perception of Ukraine as the victim of aggression also attracts attention of the
international community. Thus Ukraine too cannot openly practice “direct” hate speech
against Russia in its dominant traditional media channels.

To sum up, this research employs a mixed qualitative method of research. The
two main methods are critical discourse analysis, whereas the latter ‘supports’ the
former one. Policy analysis conducted at the very beginning of this chapter helped to
gain more insight into the legal aspect of hate speech and its status — especially in
Russia and Ukraine. The international and national legal regulation of hate speech, as
well as the two countries’ current international status, do not allow them to engage in
more blatant hate speech as some extreme undemocratic regimes have done.

The following chapter makes up the largest part of the paper, because it contains

the CDA and content analysis of the ten selected texts and their discourse.
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§4. Analysis

This is the largest chapter of the research, dedicated to the analyses itself. In
order to avoid any possible conflict of interest, the text sets were analyzed in the
alphabetic order. Thus, the Russian set of texts was analyzed first, followed by the
Ukrainian one. The texts themselves were analyzed in the same order as their topics
were listed in Table 1 (namely, Crimea — Other country’s inner policy — Other country’s
foreign policy — Donbas — Other country’s government / president).

Notably, the texts were analyzed in their original languages. However, for the
convenience of non-Russian- and non-Ukrainian-speaking scholars, all texts excerpts
quoted in this and following chapters are quoted in English; these quotes are taken from
the author-made translations of the texts into English. Full texts in both original
languages, links to the texts online, and the author-made translations of all texts into

English can be found in Appendix A of this paper.

§4.1. Critical Discourse Analysis

In order to understand the content of the texts, an insight into their discourse is
crucial. For this reason, discourse analysis was conducted first.

The previous subchapter aimed to examine the general context of the ongoing
Russian-Ukrainian conflict. However, the particular context of each text — both Russian
and Ukrainian — needs to be examined additionally, as an essential part of critical
discourse analysis. Depending on the particular text, some stages of analysis were
united with each other in the same paragraph, which was indicated in the subheading of
the analysis stage. CDA Stage 5: “Critical reflection on the analysis” will be presented

in Chapter 6 of this paper, “Implications and Suggestions for Future Research”.
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It should be mentioned first that all ten texts are a part of the major problem:
“Russian-Ukrainian conflict” and its general, broad discourse. Each text, however,
addresses different aspects of this problem, even if two of them deal with one event in

the conflict (like Crimea annexation, for example).

§4.1.1. Russian Texts
Text 1: “Crimea after two years”
The media channel
This text was published on the website of the daily Russian newspaper
“Komsomolskaya Pravda”, which was founded in 1925. During Soviet time, it was the
nation-wide print organ of Komsomol, the youth wing of the Soviet Communist Party.
As such, it published articles about popular science, travelling, and literature. Famous
Soviet writers and poets like Vladimir Mayakovski and Arkady Gaidar published their
works in “Komsomolskaya Pravda”. (Encyclopaedia Britannica online, 2017).
“Komsomolskaya Pravda” survived the collapse of the USSR and continued to
work under the same name as a private-owned news medium. It is published both in
Russia and abroad (in Ukraine as well). It is one of the most popular news media in
Russia, and de-facto the only truly nationwide Russian newspaper. (RI4 Novosti, 2010)
It’s chief editor and owner since 1992 is Vladimir Sungorkin, member of several
Russian governmental structures’ public councils. Sungorkin is known for close
relations with the ruling elite and with President Vladimir Putin in particular. In 2014,
Putin rewarded him the Order IV class “For Merit to the Fatherland” for his
newspaper’s “professional and objective” coverage of Crimean crisis (BBC Russia,

2014). In the first quarter of 2018, Sungorkin was an election agent of Putin.
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“Komsomolskaya Pravda” is criticized for its excessive sensationalistic and
tabloid language and frequent publication of fake news. Another object of criticism
towards the medium is its one-sided, pro-government stance. (Venediktov et al., 2009)

Thus it becomes clear that “Komsomolskaya Pravda” publishes those texts
which are in conformity with the official Russian stance, vindicate Russia and present it
and its actions in positive light only. In this regard, it would not be a mistake or
exaggeration to say that the opinions expressed by the authors of “Komsomolskaya
Pravda” are de-facto the opinions of Kremlin. The authors express opinions that
Moscow’s officials cannot due to various reasons.

The author

The text’s author is Israel Shamir, also known under alias “Robert David”, who
calls himself “Russian-Israeli journalist”. He is Russian author, translator and journalist
of Jewish descent baptized into Orthodox Christianity.

Shamir is notorious for his judophobic views and controversial statements about
the state of Israel. He refers to Jews as “Christ-killers”, “parasites” and “virus form of a
human being” (as quoted by lbish & Abunimah, 2001). Shamir is a Holocaust denier,
adherer of Jewish world domination theory and supporter of Palestine (/bid.). In one of
his essays, Shamir states that in 1991, out of their hatred towards Russia, the Soviet-
Russian Jews “supported pro-Western coup of President Yeltsin” in order to collapse
the Soviet Union (Shamir, 2002). He 1s also a friend and supporter of the former Iranian
president Mahmoud Ahmadinejad: another known Holocaust denier who frequently
called to destruction of Israel while in office.

Shamir is a controversial figure, both in Russia and internationally. His true

identity is questionable, and he was accused of falsification of biography. In the lead of
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the analyzed text, Shamir is referred to as “our columnist”. As of April 2018, he still
publishes in “Komsomolskaya Pravda”, although, remarkably, his page on the
newspaper’s website lacks any biography. (Komsomolskaya Pravda, n.d.) As discussed
before, “Komsomolskaya Pravda” publishes articles that reflect the government’s
stance. The fact that Shamir’s text has made it to the audience proves that he is a
supporter of Putin and his political course. For this reason, Sungorkin has turned a blind
eye on Shamir’s judophobia. This raises a question of ethical and moral conscience of
Sungorkin, his editorial team and the newspaper itself.

Problem and obstacles definition

The text was published on March 26" 2016, two years and one week after
Crimea was integrated into Russia. The text addresses the state of events in Crimea at
that moment, more precisely — the current life of Crimean pro-Russian politicians who
played an active role in the annexation of the peninsula. It also reflects on the
annexation itself: namely, what was and what should have been done.

As already mentioned, this text’s discourse is part of the major problem of the
Russian-Ukrainian conflict, whose triggering point was the annexation of Crimea. In the
Crimean case, there is a communication problem described in detail in Ambrosio’s
(2016) study. He discovers that through clever communication campaigns, Russia
strived to create a visibility of juridical legitimacy of Crimea’s “vossoedinenie”
(“reunion’) with Russia. A clever manipulation of internationally established legal
norms and practices (including the principle of self-determination of peoples) should
have made the capture of Crimea legally valid in the eyes of the international
community. Merkel (2014) claims that the Crimean case was not an “annexation”

(which he defines as a forceful capture of foreign territory: like the capture of Kuwait
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by Iraq in 1991), but a secession. This does not eliminate its legal dubiosity, though.
Lack of transparency, threats of violence and numerous human right violations before
and during the Crimean “referendums”, Merkel stresses, have made the entire situation
legally invalid.

Even before Crimea became part of Russia, the USA imposed first sanctions
against “persons involved in Crimean events” (Exec. Ord. No. 13662). The UN
resolution 68/262 “Territorial integrity of Ukraine” adopted by all democratic states of
the world criticizes the Crimean referendums as illegitimate (General Assembly
Resolution 68/262). It is notable that neither of these documents directly mentions
Russia’s responsibility for intervention. However, the constant neutral-to-approving
reactions of Russian authorities on the Crimean events and their dubious claims
(reprinted among others in the very “Komsomolskaya Pravda”: Novikova, 2014) only
aggravated the situation not in Kremlin’s favor. In this regard, one of the elements of
the Russian-Ukrainian conflict that this text largely deals with is the vindication of
Russia’s actions regarding Crimea.

In this text, Russia also attempts to vindicate itself before the Crimeans. By
integrating Crimea into its territory Russia has bound itself to certain responsibilities
towards it. Many Crimeans were inspired by Kremlin’s promises of a safe better life.
However, the immediate harsh international reaction and Russia’s official denial-of-
involvement stance have made the full realization of these promises impossible. Once
again it should be underlined that Russia’s important international status and role within
the international community make it barely possible for it to launch a full-scale military
campaign i.e. an open war with Ukraine. Although Russia by far exceeds Ukraine by

military power even under international sanctions, an open war would trigger an
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immediate reaction from Ukraine’s economically strong foreign partners. It is obvious
that both Europe and Russia do not need a full-scale war.
Semiotic analysis

First of all, the text is written in a simple, colloquial language. The sentences are
relatively short, abundant with idioms, allusions, metaphors and slang. There are no
complicated professional terms, which make the text easy to read. It is much simpler in
comparison to other texts and essays by this author. On the one hand, this is done
because “Komsomolskaya Pravda” is a mass newspaper: its texts must be
understandable for ordinary people without profound professional knowledge. On the
other hand, the rhetoric used by Putin himself in speeches, press conferences etc. is
notably very colloquial and idiomatic as well. Considering the author’s and the
newspaper’s backgrounds, the second phenomenon is an influential factor as well.

Topically, the text can be divided in a following way:

1. Introduction: paragraph 1;

2. Vindication: paragraphs 2 — 7 and 13;

3. Fate of pro-Russian Crimean activists: paragraph 8 — 12; and

4. Conclusion: paragraph 14.

Notably, seven out of fourteen paragraphs are dedicated to the vindication of
Russia’s actions towards Crimea. However, even in other parts, vindication elements
are clearly noticeable, and the semantic discourse elements clearly demonstrate it. And
through vindication peculiarities and language patterns, one can spot the power relations
and the ideology hiding behind the text.

The introductory paragraph resembles a novel. The author begins by describing

Crimean nature and weather at the moment of his visit: “/¢ is chilly in Crimea, a cold
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wind is blowing from the sea, snow lies on the mountains. But, as a solace, almond,
apple, peach trees are blooming”. This is an artistic device called “psychological
parallelism”: the description of nature is used as a metaphor of social and political
situation. The epithets of coldness (“cold”, “chilly”, “snow”) are used to reflect the
difficult economic, social and political situation in Crimea. However, it is spring i.e.
hope of slow, but certain recovery (“as a solace”, “trees are blooming”) after a period
of turmoil (“pink and white clouds of flowers decorate the stiff slopes™) persists. Even
people’s activities — “spas and hotels are undergoing ... renovation” — contribute to
this. The people that Shamir describes are also allegories of new hope after turmoil
(“young tourists ... and joyful couples”) and certain upcoming stability (“ordinary
corpulent holiday-makers”™). It is a reminder of Russia’s hard experience with the 1990ies
turmoil and long-awaited stability associated with Putin. In this regard, Moscow (i.e.
Russia) is mentioned in context of stability: “flights to and from Moscow are full, flights
prices are quite sparing ... like under Leonid llyich [Brezhnev]”. Historical reference to
Brezhnev is not mentioned by chance: his 18-year long rule is known as “Stagnation
Period”, characterized with economic stability. Here, the vindication is not so visible,
although this linguistic opposition of Crimea and Moscow contributes to it.

Most notable are the vindication paragraphs where the author makes use of all
ideology-identifying discourse structures enlisted by Van Dijk. The part begins with the
statement “Crimea returned to Russia”. This verb underlines the official Kremlin
ideology line: the “reunion with Russia” was solely the free will of the Crimeans; and

Crimea was unjustly taken away from Russia (by Khrushchev in 1954). This is followed

by downgrading rhetoric about Ukraine and its new government: “they [Crimeans] visit
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Ukraine and know that there too the life has become far more difficult”, “Ukraine ... is
no more”.

An important and relevant remark about the untranslatable linguistic
phenomenon of the Russian language needs to be made here. Namely, there are two
options to say “in Ukraine” in Russian: na Ukraine and v Ukraine. In terms of
geography, the preposition na is used with islands (i.e., in Sicily: na Sitsilii) and single-
island states (i.e. in Madagascar: na Madagaskare). In contrast, the preposition v is used
with all other countries (i.e., in Austria: v Avstrii). Na Ukraine is an exception and a set
linguistic tradition of the Russian language. In Ukraine itself, however, this variant is
considered discriminatory, as it resembles the phrase na okraine (“on the outskirts”),
referring to the times when Ukraine was a province of the Russian Empire (Graudina,
Itskovich, & Katlinskaya, 2004: 69). The variant v Ukraine is used instead, for it serves
as a linguistic verification of Ukraine’s independence and is used by speakers and
authors in and outside Ukraine who respect this. Pro-Kremlin speakers and authors are
fully aware of this, and thus use the combination na Ukraine for derision.

Derision and downgrading of Ukrainian independence is the same reason why
they use the Ukrainian word nezalezhna (“independent”), Russified into nezalezhnaya,
to refer to Ukraine after Euromaidan. For them, Ukraine has never been and will never
be independent: from its subordination to Russia it has allegedly converted into
subordination to the Western democracies. It is and an example of semantic deprivation
serving ideological purposes. Memorably, the imperialistic ideology treats Ukraine as
Russia’s province, and the interaction with it in equal terms as impossible: hence the

word’s ironic shading and its respective use. Shamir obviously does not treat Ukraine as
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a sovereign country either, because he so freely and openly uses phrases such as “take
the whole Ukraine” more than once.

Derision, derogation of and hatred towards Ukraine can be observed through the
entire text, even though there is only one blatant offense: referring to the new Ukrainian
government as “junta”. When talking about Ukraine, the author inflames fear and hatred
by using metaphors related to suffering, death and destruction: “Donetsk and Luhansk
People’s Republics are... tormented by battles... Russia saved them from demise”.
Another phrase, “Krym ushol by pod Kiev” (literally: “Crimea would have gone under
Kyiv”), makes no sense to a non-Russian speaker, because, apparently, Crimea as a
Ukrainian province has been “under Kyiv” anyway. However, the phrase “ushol by pod
Kiev” is in fact an allusion to a slang idiom uyti pod zemlyu (“to go under the soil”),
which means “to die”.

Paragraphs 4 and 5 of the text are worth special attention. They contain
vindication of Russia’s actions, thoughts on what could have been done, and make-
believe criticism of Russia and Putin himself. The epithet “make-believe” is used,
because in a pro-government Russian newspaper, no real criticism is possible.

Topicalization and ““victim-blaming” is an important tool of Shamir’s
vindication. Notably, he puts the responsibility for capture of Crimea on anyone but
Kremlin, read, Putin. On the one hand, “the Kyivan coup of 2014 is the main reason
that “forced Russia to make a painful decision on Crimea”. On the other hand,
“Crimeans... even before... felt a greater intimacy towards Russia”, which, according to
Shamir, left Russia no choice: “Everyone who judges Putin’s decision on Crimea need
to accept its inevitability. Less could not have been done.” Through this regretful

rhetoric, Shamir de-facto begs the reader to forgive Putin the intervention, turning him
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into a heroic savior of people who were begging him for help. Paradoxically, in the very
next sentence Shamir says: “Russia remains faithful to the principles of non-
intervention, and chose to intervene into the Ukrainian affairs as little as possible.”

Furthermore, Shamir turns to projection, accusing “Them” for what “We” have
done. He blames the ousted Ukrainian president Viktor Yanukovych (“...president
Yanukovych... was afraid to fight”), “governors appointed by Yanukovych” and
“powerful enemies [that] stand against” Russia. The only quasi-direct accusation
(“Moscow lacked confidence and determination”) is put into mouths of the
“immigrants” from Crimea to whom Shamir has allegedly spoken. Donbas war is also
mentioned, but not in a supportive tone either. The author refers it as “Russian Spring”:
an obvious allusion of the Arab Spring. Memorably, Kremlin and its geopolitical
scholars see the Arab Spring as NATO’s plot to shatter Russia’s authority in the Middle
East by toppling pro-Russian leaders of the region. This allusion reflects the
unwillingness of Kremlin to be associated with the “friendly Novorossiya™.

In this regard, it becomes clear that the allegeable criticism of Kremlin in the
paragraphs addressing two pro-Russian activists in Crimea is questionable. The first
activist “wears a t-shirt with Putin’s portrait” and does not blame the Russian leader
anything. Instead, the blame is transferred onto Russian TV channels that are “no longer
interested in him”, the marionette-oppositional Communist Party of Russia who refused
to take him as an MP, and Facebook — for deleting his profile. The second “hero of the
Russian Spring” has problems because of the conflict with a governor and “clerks who
served under Ukrainian rule”, but never because of Kremlin or Putin.

The conclusion paragraph is about Kyiv’s decision to cut off electricity and

water supplies to the occupied Crimea. It contains only three sentences, yet it is
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extremely interesting for the unraveling of ideology. First of all, it again underlines the
derision towards Ukraine, describing the official decisions as an act of hysteria (“cannot

I T

get over it”, “[punitive measures] were unleashed’’). Secondly, it demonstrates the lack
of responsibility of Russian authorities towards Crimea as the new province (why does
Kremlin expect the illegitimate “Kyivan junta” to supply “our Crimea” with electricity
and water?) Finally, little respect is shown to Crimea itself, i.e. its ability to self-
determination: note the subtitle to conclusion paragraph (“If the referendum were held
again, the whole Crimea would stand in line to Russia again™).
Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

Vindication of its actions in Crimea is a crucial problem for Russian ruling elite
and can thus be considered an organic part of the discourse. After the attempt to capture
the entire Ukraine had failed, Kremlin was left with severe economic sanctions,
accusations of international law violations, conflict with Ukraine, and a rather weak
Crimea to take care of. In this situation, Moscow needs the self-vindicating discourse —
for both domestic and foreign audience. Kremlin’s strategy of denial might seem
senseless with so much counter-proof, however the acceptation of its involvement into
Ukrainian affairs could provoke an even harsher international reaction — up to excluding
Russia from the UN Security council (such suggestions have already been announced).
Self-vindication, however vague it may seem at times, yet manages to persuade some
international actors and the large part of Russia’s own population (see research by
Gerber & Zavisca, 2016). However, it is questionable how long will this strategy be
able to endure. It now depends not only on Moscow, but also on Donbas rebels and their
further actions (do they feel betrayed by Kremlin’s denial of involvement?), and on the

international community (further sanctions?).
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Numerous suggestions have been made on how to solve the Crimean problem.
This paper adheres to the viewpoint that the first step to its solution is of
communicational nature, namely: to change Russia’s public discourse from self-
vindication to admitting all committed violations. This needs to be done openly and
directly, and not by giving hints and letting the listeners and readers guess. The second
step is to conduct another Crimean referendum on its self-determination: whether to
stay in Russia, return to Ukraine, or become an independent state. However this
referendum needs to be democratic, completely transparent and open, with as much
foreign observers present as possible. Depending on how the Crimeans vote, further
steps need to be taken in accordance with their decision, without violations and
violence. This will lead to gradual restoration of Russia’s international reputation and

trustworthiness, as well as to the withdrawal of international sanctions.

Text 2: “Path to Bright Past”
The media channel

The text “Path to Bright Past” was published on “Lenta.ru”, a popular Russian
online periodical. For many years, it has been and still is one of the most quoted
Russian online news portals (Etling et al, 2010: 29 — 30). It was founded in 1999 after
the financial crisis with the aim to create the first online newspaper in Russian language.
It had many categories, but it gained and kept its popularity among readers mainly
because of its short and accurate news digests (Kolpakov, 2015). In March 2014,
however, more than the half of “Lenta.ru” journalists and editors (including the chief
editor) were ousted or left the channel on their own. This happened as a result of an

interview with Andriy Tarasenko, one of the leaders of the Ukrainian ultra-right party
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“Right Sector” (Ekho Moskvy, 2014). Critics believe it was done out of ideological
reasons, and as a part of a massive media channels reorganization campaign which aims
to suppress government criticism in the Russian media (Vedomosti, 2014). The current
editor-in-chief of “Lenta.ru” is the 24-year old Vladimir Todorov, a former news
reporter, HSE University graduate and researcher of darknet. Little is known about him.
He was hired by “Lenta.ru” owner in order to make the channel “more provocative,
ironical and hype” and “attract young audience”. (Peopletalk, 2017)

Modern “Lenta.ru” with a new editorial board is criticized by readers for its
irresponsible attitude to the news content, relying on TV content and that “now, the only
KPI of Lenta’s editors is [internet] traffic”. (Sinodov, 2017)

The author

Author of the text is Gevorg Mirzayan. He is a political scientist from Tashkent
currently living and working in Moscow. The focus of Mirzayan’s studies is laid on the
USA. He used to work in the Institute of USA and Canada of Russian Academy of
Sciences. Mirzayan is the author of numerous media articles and a frequent guest in
Russian political talk shows on various topics. He signs his articles as “Lecturer at the
Department of Political Sciences of the Financial University under the President of the
Russian Federation”. Apart from “Lenta.ru”, Mirzayan also writes articles for the
Russian weekly business periodical “Expert” (Natroix.ru, 2017).

A brief overview of Mirzayan’s column on “Expert” website demonstrates that
he is a rigorous supporter of Putin and Trump, an adherer of anti-Western and
ukrainophobic views. Notable are his militaristic, emotionally laden quotations: “[Putin]
Took Sevastopol, took Aleppo, [but he] decided not to take Vienna” (Mirzayan, 2017a),

“Ukraine emerged in ultra-right radicalism” (Mirzayan, 2016d), “revolutionary
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maidanian propaganda” (Mirzayan, 2016b), “Rabid dog with brains” (Mirzayan, 2016c¢)
in reference to the USA State Secretary of Defense James Mattis, etc. Although he is
native Armenian, Mirzayan expressed insulting derogatory comments about Armenians
as well: “[they are] so lame that they are ready to lick up anyone who says well about
[them]” (Mirzayan, 2017b).

Mirzayan is not objective in his analyses. For him, only Russia is right in
international affairs, and only Putin is wise, smart and tactical enough to carry out
clever policies and fool everyone. All other countries are either Russia’s enemies, allies
or ‘sycophants’ who have harmed Russia before, but have realized their ‘mistake’ and
now try to make amends for it (for example, Turkey: see Mirzayan, 2016a).

Problem and obstacles identification

The text was published on April 18" 2014, nine days after the adoption of the
so-called four decommunization laws by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine. The aim of
these laws is to legally eliminate traces of Soviet legacy in Ukraine, perceived as
occupational government. The laws prescribe the ban on communist symbolism and
change of municipality names that contain communist elements or names of communist
leaders. The laws also implied a ban of Ukrainian Communist party.

Decommunization in Ukraine has started since the late 1990ies. However it
received a real boost after the Euromaidan on the wave of the rise of Ukrainian
nationalism, when the country allegedly gained its “second”, symbolic independence —
this time, from Russia through the liquidation of a pro-Russian regime (Viatrovych,
2015). The Ukrainian government views these laws as a “restoration of historic justice”
(Parubiy, 2015) and a means to counter “Russian propaganda” and threats of “Russian

dictatorship” (Viatrovych, 2015). However, the law set received much criticism: not
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only from Russian officials who describe it as “anti-Russian and anti-Ukrainian” (as
quoted by Tumanova, 2015), but also from the international community who viewed the
laws as a threat to freedom of expression and imposing of censorship (4Amnesty
International, 2015; OSCE, 2015).

On the one hand, the aim of decommunization laws is understandable. Ukraine
wants to become a democratic European country. From this point of view its
authoritarian Soviet past marked by Russian dominance is viewed as a dark page of its
history. As Russia is the legal successor state of the USSR, and Russian officials
proudly underline this legacy, Ukraine puts an equality sign between the USSR and
modern Russia. Crimea annexation and Donbas war have triggered a new, more
decisive wave of decommunization in Ukraine. Routing out the ideology of the
“aggressor” and “oppressor’” aims to distance Ukraine from him, even if this would
require sacrificing a part of Ukraine’s own history.

On the other hand, three quarters of a century under communist ideology have
shaped more than one generation of Ukrainians. Russian influence is still very strong.
As a result of “russification” by Soviet authorities, almost all Ukrainians are now
bilingual, and a large number of Ukrainians who were born and raised in the USSR do
not even speak Ukrainian language. Too little time has passed to fully reshape these
people’s mindsets. For example, people of Germany needed more than 20 years to
admit and accept their country’s responsibility for WWII and Nazi crimes against
humanity. This is an extremely difficult and sensitive problem of all European Post-
Soviet countries and of Ukraine in particular: making a balance between its
authoritarian history shared with an “aggressor” and its desirable future as an

independent European democracy. How to make a “painless” transition to democracy,
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how to make peace with the Soviet past and leave it behind? Ukraine needs to find
correct answers to these questions.

The obstacles to solving this problem are numerous. The first group of obstacles
is of internal nature, for instance, the previously discussed historical and human factors.
Centuries of common history have formed ethnical, cultural, religious and linguistic
similarities between Ukrainians and ethnic Russians. Moreover, many Ukrainians have
friends and relatives living in Russia and vice versa. The psychological factor originates
from this: Soviet-raised Ukrainians associate the USSR with time of their youth when
they had state-guaranteed employment and living space, free healthcare etc. These
people perceive the USSR with nostalgia rather than threat. Another set of obstacles is
international. There is a seemingly paradoxical international reaction: the democratic
West, a part of which Ukraine strives to become, criticizes Ukrainian decommunization
as an attack on freedom of speech. Most important, though, is Russian influence
through armed violence in Donbas on the one hand, and information and psychological
pressure (i.e. propaganda) on the other hand.

Semiotic analysis

The analyzed text can be regarded a means of information pressure on Ukraine,
namely an attempt to make it feel ashamed of its “destructive” nationalistic policy, and
ultimately force Ukraine to give up its pro-EU policy and return into Russia’s “sphere
of influence”. The lead to the text reveals not only this aim, but also the imperialistic
ideology it promotes: “Denial of the Soviet era questions the annexation of West-
Ukrainian provinces”.

This text’s rhetoric and general atmosphere it creates is more aggressive than

those of “Crimea after Two Years”. Mirzayan is more straightforward in his criticism
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and less subtle than Shamir. His text is rather poor on metaphors, allusions and
allegories. However, the language is more complicated, it contains less jargon and
colloquialisms, and is very close to the journalistic style. The author’s (regardless of his
political attitudes and views) academic background influences this. It also influences his
clever choice of discourse structures. Although this text is formally addressing the
Ukrainian decommunization laws, the semiotic analysis shows that its main aim in fact
is to downgrade Ukraine and its government.

A notable ideology-revealing discourse structure in this text is pragmatics as
named by Van Dijk (/1995 30). Although it is more noticeable in oral discourse, it can
yet be applied to this particular text as well. The main message of all Mirzayan’s texts
and speeches is the following power relation: supremacy of Russia is axiomatic, not
only in the post-Soviet space, but in the whole world. “Path to Bright Past” is no
exception. Namely, throughout the text, Mirzayan stresses the inferiority of Ukraine to
Russia by describing Ukrainian ruling elite as stupid, incompetent, corrupt, and
aggressive. This attitude ultimately gives him a self-proclaimed, but unfounded right to
give instructions to Ukraine on how to organize its domestic policy (“In Ukrainian
status-quo, an optimal variant would be...”).

Syntactic features such as word order reflect this power relation in the ethnic
discourse too. When the author lists the ethnicities living in Ukraine (“Russians,
Ukrainians, Jews and other ethnicities...””), he names Ukrainians after Russians. The
first notable disclaimer (“Actually, nobody argues that Ukraine... needs a new state
ideology... However...”) again deprives Ukrainians of the right to determine their

country’s future themselves.
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With the second disclaimer (“Of course, in Kyiv they say that no-one will go too
far, but in reality...””), Mirzayan attacks Ukrainian ruling elites, describing them as
deceitful, turning them into unreliable, illegitimate negotiation partners. It is notable
that Putin himself referred to Euromaidan as an “anti-constitutional coup d’état”, and
the post-Euromaidan government as “illegitimate” (Prezident Rossii, 2014). It might
make no sense that Russia feels hostility towards the Ukrainian cabinet and president
Poroshenko after recognizing them as legitimate. The reason is simple: despite the
recognition, the new government of Ukraine still needs to be presented to domestic
public as illegitimate, so that the Russians do not try to repeat Euromaidan. Therefore,
pro-government Russian media keep presenting the Ukrainian government as
illegitimate. For instance, Mirzayan uses very specific /exicon to refer to the Ukrainian
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government: “Kyivan regime”, “coupists”, “would-be patriots etc.”, who bring only
“corruption and inefficiency of state governance”. In this regard, very notable is the
following rhetoric: “Ukrainian government ... (whose interests do not fit the country’s
interests)”. The straightforwardness of this claim leaves the reader with little doubt that
it indeed is so, and contributes to the image of Ukrainian government’s illegitimacy.
Memorably, Russian geopolitics views all revolutions of the late 20™ and 21*
century (including the Euromaidan) as a plot of the NATO, especially the USA, to
destroy Russia’s international weight. Therefore, it is no surprise that, according to
Mirzayan, the West has “bought” the new Ukrainian government and constantly
instructs it how to act in the international arena. This rhetoric both downgrades
Ukrainian elites as incompetent, and cultivates the growing anti-Americanism among

Russians. (“External friends of the Kyivan regime whose opinion... is of paramount

importance for the internal policy of Ukraine’; “United States are interested in
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strengthening Ukrainian... governance... in order to turn the country into a solid anti-
Russian sanitary barrier”). Although this is yet another method of downgrading
Ukraine, it deserves extra attention as it involves international actors.

The main body of imperialistic ideology is hidden in the rhetoric of the text. Not
only hyperboles, rhetoric questions and over- and understatements, but also falsification
of facts is used. This is especially noticeable in the description of the third
“decommunization law” of Ukraine. Mirzayan writes: “The third law aims to
eradicate... the victory over fascism”. In the law’s introduction, both Germany’s Nazi
regime and USSR’s communist regime are proclaimed equally responsible for WWII
(Zakon Ukrayiny vid 09.04.2015 Ne 315-VIII). Any attempts to “forbid May 9th”
[Russian Victory Day. — author’s note] and “non-personified symbols of the Victory —

for example, the ribbon of St. George” that Mirzayan writes about are not mentioned in
the law. In contrast, the law bans flags and anthems of socialist states, images of red
star, hammer and sickle, and portraits of Lenin and Stalin (Zakon Ukrayiny vid
09.04.2015 Ne 317-VIII). This falsification is made in order to contribute to the image of
Ukraine as an ultra-right russophobic dictatorship in the mainstream Russian media.

Another notable type of rhetoric that Van Dijk and Fairclough have not
mentioned in their works is the adoption of the enemy’s rhetoric — notably enough, in
inverted commas; for example the phrase “Russian aggression” and derogatory terms
for Russians used by far-right Ukrainians (“Moskals” and “Colorado beetle’). This
tactic aims to incite hatred among readers towards the “enemy” and at the same time
distance themselves from it, by locking words in inverted commas.

Although allusions are rare in this text, there is one that deserves special

attention. Notably, Mirzayan equalizes various regions of Ukraine to political powers
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that are seated or dominant in them. First of all, there is “Kyiv” (read, “hostile ultra-
right anti-Russian regime”), which is in conflict with the pro-Russian fighters from the
so-called DPR and LPR, which author sees as fully legitimate independent states
(namely, he writes: “...integration of DPR and LPR into Ukraine”). Finally, there are
the “west-Ukrainian provinces” “that were seized from Poland in 1939, read,
illegitimately annexed by Ukraine (actually, by the very USSR that Mirzayan so
rigorously vindicates). This attitude to West Ukraine is twofold. On the one hand, it
supports the claim that adherents of ukrainophobic imperialistic ideology raise: Ukraine
is a “fake state” composed of other countries’ stolen territories (for this point of view,
see Nikolaides, 2016). On the other hand, as Russia has no historic right to claim west-
Ukrainian provinces, these ambitions are projected onto Poland, from which these
“were seized” (“in a suitable moment the Poles can remind of this™).
Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

In the current context, the problem of Ukrainian self-identification is still part of
the social order. The country has already made a number of steps towards its solution. It
must be made clear that only Ukrainians themselves have the legitimate right to
determine their country’s internal affairs and state ideology. This being said, if this
declared ideology is European-style democracy (which is the fact), Ukraine needs to be
well aware of its key principles and adhere to them. In a European democracy, banning
is regarded as an act of censorship unless righteously and reasonably justified.

This is a purely ideological problem, because it revolves around the clash of a
(post-)socialistic and Western mentality and their respective ideologies within one state.
Although this clash is painful and has erupted into violence, it should be underlined that

it has been necessary for the future of Ukraine. Since the collapse of the USSR, Ukraine
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has de-facto been in an ideological limbo. On the one hand, it was striving for more
symbolic independence from Russia and the Soviet past associated with it. On the other
hand, it could not have given up this vast legacy at once, due to numerous internal and
international factors.

At the cusp of 2013 and 2014, Ukraine has ‘broken the ice’ and clearly identified
its development priorities. However it started implementing these priorities with harsh
Soviet-style method of arrests and bans. This might be understandable in the context of
the complex situation in the country’s eastern provinces, but does not fit into the
declared European democracy principles. It would be thus reasonable for Ukraine to
seek assistance and advice from the international democratic community: in forms of
expert discussions, conferences and consultations. And the international community,
especially the EU, should fully accept Ukraine’s strivings and help it in the most

tolerable way possible, thereby not violating its independence.

Text 3: “Bandera Will Not Help Ukraine: Nezalezhnaya Fell Out with All Its

Neighbors”
Media channel

The text addressing Ukrainian foreign policy was published in the newspaper
“Moskovskiy Komsomolets”, often abbreviated as “MK”. Founded in 1919, this is one of
the oldest Russian daily newspapers. It changed name three times and did not publish
from 1931 until 1945. “Moskovskiy Komsomolets™ has a circulation from 700,000 to
930,000 copies depending on the day of publication. (RI4A “O’Key”, 2016) It is

published not only in Russia, but also in several Asian, European and American

69



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

countries. “MK” covers a broad range of topics: from daily news to entertainment
material (RI4 Novosti, 2009).

The editor-and-chief and the only owner of “MK” since 1983 is Pavel Gusev. In
Soviet times, he was one of the leading personalities of the Komsomol. For nine months
in 1992, he has been the Minister of Information and director of the Department of
Information and Propaganda in the City of Moscow government. In 1999, Gusev and
his newspaper were carrying out a harsh criticism campaign against Putin. However, in
the 21% century, Gusev turned away from criticizing president of Russia into supporting
him (Shenderovich, 2010). In 2006, Putin appointed him the President of the
Communication Commission of the Russian Federation Public Chamber. Gusev has
also received a number of orders and awards from the Russian president, as well as
several prestigious social positions. In the 2012 presidential elections of Russia, Gusev
was among Putin’s election agent (Lenta.ru, n.d.). In 2016, Ukrainian president
Poroshenko included Gusev into the sanctions list against Russian media channel
owners. In response, Gusev compared Ukraine to “regimes which existed in Spain in the
1930ies, Portugal and Germany” (Moskovskiy Komsolets, 2016).

The author

Vadim Samodurov is the author of the third text in the Russian set. He is a
journalist, PR expert, co-founder of the analytical and consulting and lobbying agency
“Agency of Strategic Communications”. Apart from “MK”, he worked in other Russian
periodicals: “Novaya Gazeta”, “Itogi” and “Ogonyok”.

Samodurov lives in Serbia and has a dual citizenship of Russia and Serbia.
During 2012 Serbian presidential elections, he was an election agent of elections winner

Tomislav Nikoli¢. Thus, in order to understand Samodurov’s political stance, it is
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enough to examine the figure of Nikoli¢. In the 1990ies, he was the vice-president of the
ultra-right Russophilic Serbian Radical Party founded by the war criminal Vojislav
Seselj. Despite his recently proclaimed pro-EU attitude, Nikolié still supports Seselj’s
ideas of Greater Serbia and Serbs’ supremacy in the Balkans, denies Srebrenica and
Vukovar massacres as acts of genocide. He frequently makes controversial statements
of racist and misogynic character.
Problem and obstacles identification

The text was published on November 19" 2017 in the light of a diplomatic
scandal between Ukraine and Serbia. Namely, in his interview to the Serbian news
agency BIRN (Zivanovic, 2017), the ambassador of Ukraine to Serbia Aleksandrovych
criticized the Serbian government for doing nothing to prevent its citizens fighting on
pro-Russian insurgents’ side in Donbas war. He also underlined that Russia repeatedly
uses militant and paramilitary Serbian groups to destabilize situation in the Western
Balkans and Europe. This interview sparked an outrage in the Serbian public sphere.
Ambassadors of both countries were recalled to consultations, and Aleksandrovych was
accused of anti-Serbian and Russophobic views. A massive hate speech campaign was
launched against the Ukrainian ambassador. Serbian comments in social media called
Aleksandrovych “a diplomatic provocateur”, “enemy of Russians and Serbs” who 1is
“showing off” because he is “backed by the USA” who are “abusing their country”
(Tanjug, 2017b). They also demanded to “keep him in Kyiv as long as possible... for the
sake of [Serbians’] mental health”. (Tanjug, 2017a; Telegraf, 2017)

The issue of Russian involvement in the eternal “powder keg of Europe” — the
Balkans, deserves special attention as well and is relevant for this text’s analysis. In

recent years an increasing presence and growing influence of Russia in this region



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 72

which is traditionally viewed as one of Russia’s key regions of interest in Europe, is
noticeable. Russia seeks to fulfill its strategic aims in the region, and is doing it mainly
through Serbia as its major partner. Russia manipulates a number of factors in order to
accomplish these goals. Namely: traditionally friendly relations with Serbia, the ideas of
cultural and religious closeness of the two peoples, as well as Serbia’s major discontent
with its ongoing deep social, economic and political crisis, the difficult process and
criteria of acquiring EU membership (which include negotiations about Kosovo), and
nursed anger with the USA and NATO for “humiliating” Serbia by Belgrade bombings.
Serbia in its turn perceives Russia in terms of a cultivated historic myth: as its “elder
brother” and friend who never betrayed it in times of historical turmoil. For this reason,
Russian media campaigns against the West and Ukraine are always finding a fruitful
ground and support in Serbia: not only among pro-Russian politicians, but among
ordinary people as well.

Russian-Ukrainian conflict is seldom a topic of Serbian media discourse. When
it happens, in most cases Serbian media simply reprint and translate the information
from the Russian mainstream media channels. In this way, although Serbia and Ukraine
never were in conflict with each other, a negative image of Ukraine among Serbians is
fostered. Against this backdrop, Samodurov’s text was published.

Besides the incident with Aleksandrovych’s interview, the analyzed text
addresses Ukraine’s relations with five other European countries — Hungary, Romania,
Poland, Belarus and Moldova — through the prism of recent incidents and tension points
between them and Ukraine. There are important similarities between these seemingly
different states. Namely, all five countries are post-socialist states with developing

economies. The first three (Hungary, Romania and Poland) are all former Warsaw Pact
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members and current EU members. In all of them the level of democracy has been
dropping at an alarming rate recently, as their conservative and EU-critical governments
impose rather disputable measures and controversial legal restrictions. The last two
(Belarus and Moldova) are former USSR republics. Belarus is a closed-off country
under an autocratic regime and the member of a vague confederation with Russia, its
long-term close ally. Moldova is like Ukraine struggling for cultural and economic
independence and has been facing the problem of pro-Russian separatist movement in
its east since as early as 1990.

Both globally and within Europe, none of these six countries plays a key role in
the international relations. Within the EU, these three populist governments are
sometimes even called “Europe’s troublemakers”, because experts fear that their focus
on their own “national interest” against the common EU well-being could threaten the
core European principles of cooperation, secularity and diversity (Balfour et al., 2016,
Gressel, 2017). 1t 1s notable that Balfour et al. set the close relations of these countries
with Russia as one of the main criteria that “directly affect the well-being of EU
countries and their citizens”. (Balfour et al., 2016: 17) This also explains why
Samodurov chose exactly Russia’s partners and “Europe’s troublemakers” to present
Ukrainian relations with entire Europe as failed. This approach, however, does not
illustrate the real situation, nor depicts the whole state of relations between Ukraine and
Europe, i.e., EU, if the author wanted to stress it, for none of the EU key actors were
mentioned in his text. Namely, if Samodurov wanted to present the analysis of the
deterioration of European-Ukrainian relations, he should have mentioned the condition
of relations between Ukraine and such major and influential European actors as UK,

Germany, France, etc.
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Nevertheless, the problem addressed in this text, namely — the role of Ukrainian
nationalism in the country’s foreign relations — is extremely important and needs to be
elaborated upon. Experts claim that, amid its conflict with Russia, Ukraine sought
inspiration for the fight for independence in its history. It was found, among others, in
Stepan Bandera: the 1940- and 1950-ies leader of the radical nationalist Organization of
Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) and its paramilitary branch, the Ukrainian Insurgent
Army (UPA). Most notably, Bandera himself is responsible for the ideological
inspiration of the Volynhia massacre of Polish civilians during WWII (Woidelko, 2017).
Although Bandera does not enjoy wide national support in the post-Euromaidan
Ukraine (apart from far-right radicals), the government still cautiously exploits his
figure. So, one of the “decommunization laws” included OUN and UPA into the list of
“Fighters for Ukrainian independence” and granted their members’ families special
privileges and honors (Zakon Ukrayiny vid 09.04.2015 Ne 314-VIII). Such noticeable
rise of Bandera’s popularity has raised international concerns. Especially in Poland,
where a conservative nationalistic government came to power in 2015, and where
Bandera is perceived as a second Hitler (Bateson, 2017). This has strained Polish-
Ukrainian relations, which is especially problematic for Ukraine, because Poland was a
key advocate for Ukrainian interests in the EU (Iwaniuk, 2017).

This text is the first one in the Russian set that justly touches upon the real
problem of post-Euromaidan Ukraine. In this regard, Samodurov’s criticism of
Ukrainian government for its exploitation of WWII nationalistic war criminals 1s
reasonable. Nevertheless, Samodurov aims not to speak for victims of radical Ukrainian

nationalism, but, like in previous text — to deride and downgrade Ukraine. The language
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he uses, and the fact that Russian-Polish relations have always been far from friendly,
demonstrates the ideological background and the true aim of this text.
Semiotic analysis

The language style of this text is a mixture of journalistic style and colloquial
language. Such simplified language is used for the sake of readers, i.e. making the text
understandable for the wide masses. The language use contributes greatly to the
spreading of imperialistic ideology hidden behind the text.

Syntactic elements of the text reveal the imperialistic ideology behind it. For
instance, the original title’s first half, where the common structure of the Russian
declarative clause “subject — predicate — object” (“bannepa He momoxxketr Ykpaune”) is
altered into “subject — object — predicate” (“bangepa Ykpaune ne nomoxet”). Although
the word order in Russian language is free, the author’s choice of this variant is
symbolic: placing “Bandera” and “Ukraine” first, he underlines their tight connection.

Similar to this is the “framing” schematic structure in the text. Namely, two
expert opinions on Ukrainian foreign policy that are located at the very end of the text
are announced in the text’s lead, thus creating a “frame” for the rest of the text. This
emphasizing of a subordinate topic is often used in ideologically laden texts. Attracting
readers’ attention to expert opinions in the lead vindicates all criticism as something
approved by political experts, hence truthful and legitimate. However, these expert
opinions are definitely not the main reason why this text was created: otherwise, more
attention would have been given to them, or it would have been an expert interview.

Lexical tools serve the ideological means as well. Notably, the author unites all
six states that have arguments with Ukraine as “Western neighbors”, although among

them, only Poland mostly fits this description. Hungary, Romania and Serbia are not
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“West”: neither geographically (in relation to Ukraine), nor culturally; not to mention
Belarus and Moldova. By using this simplified unification, the author creates an illusion
that the whole democratic world is having problems with Ukraine, ultimately to
discredit its government as hostile, aggressive, and, again — illegitimate. Expressions
referring to the government’s actions (i.e., “games”, “home entertainment”, and
“rudeness”) only contribute to the enforced image of incompetency and aggressiveness.

In contrast, Ukraine’s “opponents” are presented in a positive way, even Poland,
which is Russia’s historic “enemy”. The author mentions neither the conflicts that
Hungary and Poland have with the EU, nor their governments’ reputations as
conservative populists who threaten EU’s unity and stability. Samodurov praises the
Serbian ruling elite’s decisive reaction on ambassador Aleksandrovych’s criticism, but
does not mention its key role in ethnic cleansings of Bosnians and Croatians during
Yugoslav wars. This topicalization serves the same purpose: to discredit Ukraine, even
if its opponents themselves have the same problems as those Ukraine is accused of. This
1s by far not “victim blaming”, but definitely “finger-pointing” at Ukraine, as if it alone
were responsible, i.e., for the tensions in its bilateral relations with Poland. Examples of
Ukraine-Polish relations’ objective analyses can be found in texts by Bateson (2017),
Iwaniuk (2017) and Woidelko (2017), where both countries’ responsibility is equally
analyzed.

The main ideology-revealing discourse structure of this text, however, is
rhetoric. The imperialistic ideology and downgrading of Ukraine is expressed, for
instance, by the frequent use of the already discussed word nezalezhnaya instead of
“Ukraine”; the reference to Ukraine as a “land of the victorious dignity” in the text is of

the same background and serves the same cause. Another ironic word transformation
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example is the author’s neologism “maidanniy”, which can be loosely translated as
“Maidanian”.
Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

Like any other nationalism, Ukrainian nationalism can be both constructive and
destructive, but the separation line between them is very thin. In revolutions and
freedom fighting, its strong motivating and unifying force has made it a powerful
propaganda tool, especially when fortified by memories of relevant historic events. But
when nationalism becomes radical, it can cause tremendous harm: especially to ethnic
minorities, however, to the “carrier” nation as well (for more information on
constructive and destructive nationalism see Davidov, 2011).

The main mistake of the post-socialist nations (including Russia and Ukraine) is
an excessively strong focus on their history and religion as sources of inspiration for
building a new future. This work’s author is strongly convinced that the past needs to be
remembered and learned from, but it must under no circumstances dictate the future, for
this results only in regression and isolation. Only orientation to the future and progress
can guarantee a place in the modern society. Here, nationalism needs to be kept on the
“safe” level so that motivates people to develop their country without any negative
effects. For example, in the USA or Singapore, nationalism brought no harm to the

state. Instead, it contributed to the acceleration of the country’s progress.
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Text 4: “In Ukraine, Freedom of Speech Was Definitely Abolished and

Nazism Fortified”

Media channel

The fourth text from the Russian set addressing the Donbas war against the
backdrop of another problem was published in “RI4 Novosti”, or simply “RIA”: the
leading Russian online news agency. It was registered in April 2014 after the merge of
the old national news agency “RIA Novosti” and radio channel “Voice of Russia” to
create the information agency “Rossiya Segodnya” (not to be confused with the
international TV network “RT”). This merge was initiated by Putin himself as a
measure to enhance the work of state-run media channels (Ukaz Prezidenta RF ot 9
dekabrya 2013 g. N8§94). Now, “RIA Novosti” is a part of the “Rossiya Segodnya”
media group. (RIA Novosti, n.d.)

As a news agency, “RIA Novosti” is famous for their short informative news
pieces that brought the channel its popularity. Many other media channels — both
Russian and international — reprint or quote the information published in “RIA”. The
channel publishes news on politics, economy, sport, science, cultural life in Russia and
abroad. There is also a special section of the website called “Opinions” that contains
longer analytical texts on various topics. The analyzed text was found in this section.

Head of “Rossiya Segodnya” is Dmitry Kiselyov: a Russian journalist, television
presenter, also deputy director of the “A/l-Russia State Television and Radio
Broadcasting Company” (“VGTRK”) (see details on pp. 82 — 83). His most famous TV
program is “Vesti Nedeli” on the state channel “Rossiya-1" since 2012.

Often called “the chief state propagandist of the Kremlin” or “the Kremlin's

propaganda outlet” (Bovt, 2013), Kiselyov is a highly controversial figure, famous for
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his homophobic (i.e., Psychannel, 2014), xenophobic, anti-American (i.e., the notorious
show Vesti nedeli, 2016, when he spoke about “turning the USA into radioactive dust”™),
anti-Ukrainian (i.e., Vesti Nedeli, 2015), anti-opposition (4zar, 2013) and pro-Putin
regime stances. The journalist is often criticized for his aggressive propaganda, for
inciting hatred and fear, manipulating and distorting the facts, providing false data,
offensive comments about Russian and foreign public figures and politicians. After the
Crimean crisis Kiselyov was listed among Russian political and public figures subject to
visa and financial restrictions in the European Union; he was also included into the
similar sanction lists of Ukraine, Canada, Switzerland and Moldova.

Kiselyov has been awarded a number of state medals, including Order of
Friendship, Order “For Merit to the Fatherland” IV class (for the labor achievements,
significant contribution to the social and economic development of the Russian
Federation, achievements in the humanitarian sphere, strengthening of the rule of law,
protection of the rights and interests of citizens, long-term dedicated work) and Russian
Orthodox Church Order of Sergiy Radonezhskiy.

The author

Zakhar Vinogradov, this text’s author, is the Russian political journalist. He was
born in 1958 in Odessa, but in his youth he moved to the Soviet Russia. From 2006 until
2011, he was head of “RIA Novosti” headquarters in Kyiv, and works in Moscow office
of “RIA” since 2011 (Zakhar Vinogradov, n.d.). Vinogradov’s texts in “RIA Novosti”
are all dedicated to criticism of the post-Euromaidan Ukraine, however in his criticism
he uses provocative tabloid-style headings (i.e., “How Poroshenko’s Government Fights
Ukrainian History”: Vinogradov, 2017), dehumanizing metaphors (i.e., ““... Ukrainian

elite turns into wicked spiders™: Vinogradov, 2015b) and rude collocations (i.e.,
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“...Ukraine turned into an authoritarian nationalistic state, and its people are an object
of experiments” (Vinogradov, 2015a).

Three months after the analyzed text was published, the Security Service of
Ukraine forbade Vinogradov to enter the country for five years for his “especially
dangerous activities... that contradict the safety of Ukraine” (Ukrinform, 2017).

Problem and obstacles identification

Notably, Vinogradov is not the first Russian journalist expelled from Ukraine.
Numerous other Russian journalists faced the same measures for “violating [Ukraine’s]
national interests” and “disgracing Ukraine” in their media coverage, as well as for
“fake news stories of anti-Ukrainian nature” (//2.ua, 2017). These measures have faced
criticism from the international community criticism as unnecessary, excessive and
threatening transparency and media freedom (OSCE, 2017; Simon, 2017).

The problem this text addresses is the balance between freedom of expression
and national safety in Ukraine. These two sides of the problem are in fact also the
obstacles to each other being fully realized. Limiting critical journalists in their work is
indeed a serious threat to the freedom of press — one of the key freedoms in any
democratic regime. On the other hand, these measures can be explained as Ukraine’s
methods of countering Russian “attacks” in the information war they are engaged in, for
there are no set methods of dealing with info war attacks.

Semiotic analysis

This text, like the previous one, also addresses an important and topical problem

of Ukraine. Nevertheless, the author’s profile and background, the language he uses and

the general way he exerts his criticism are far from objective analysis. Instead, they
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reveal the ideology and the true aims of the author and his text, namely, to deride,
downgrade Ukraine and incite hatred towards it among his readers.

These aims are achieved by the use of discourse structures already mentioned in
the previous analyses, e.g., colloquialisms (“Ukrainian media ... finish chewing on the
blasts by Vinnytsia™), strong, straightforward claims and accusations (“Poroshenko’s
regime... is definitely turning into a Nazi regime”), use of “enemy rhetoric” in inverted
commas (“And the LPR is an “enemy” organization”), pseudo-rhetoric questions (“So
what is happening in Ukraine?”), and repetitions (“And the same judge... will judge
him. And it will happen in the same court hall. And it seems that...”).

Another notable moment is the constant reference to fascism i.e. Nazism,
comparison and identification of Ukrainian regime with it. Altogether, the word “Nazi”
and its derivatives appear five times in the text. The choice of this ideology is not
coincidental. It is not only connected with noticeable growth of nationalism in Ukraine
and heroization of Stepan Bandera. The USSR, whose successor modern Russia is,
suffered the greatest casualties in WWII, amounting to 20 — 26 million people, which is
nearly 14% of the Soviets’ pre-war population. Among those 20-26 million, around
66% were Russians (Filimoshin, 1999: 98-99). Therefore, for ordinary Russians,
Nazism and WWII are a painful topic, and, without exaggeration, a personal trauma.
Exploiting the Russians’ national trigger of Nazism is a common tool of Russian
propaganda that was already used before the conflict with Ukraine: i.e., against Georgia
(Lenta.ru, 2008), Latvia (Grigoryev, 2012), even Mongolia (4slamova, 2013). This
historic-ideological reference enhances the new Ukrainian government’s illegitimacy

and fosters the hatred of Russian readers towards it.
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Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

Can keeping “the enemy’s information soldiers” away from one’s own territory
indeed be one of the methods to answer to info war attacks? This study’s author is
convinced that in the age of Internet, where any information can be found online, this
measure will hardly bring any desired effect. Information wars are taking place in the
immaterial world of communication, symbols and their interpretations. Therefore, the
author believes that info war attacks need to be countered in the same immaterial way
too. Bans and deportations rarely do any good, unless all other measures have been
exhausted. And in this case, the very Internet can be the most effective tool of
protection i.e. counter-attacks. On the particular example: if “Russian propaganda” is a
matter of national security, the Ukrainian government might consider launching a state-
run website that debunks “fake news” and offensive comments about Ukraine in a most
transparent way, with decent proofs. Such website already exists: it is a non-for-profit
academic initiative StopFake.org. A similar project run on the government level would
not only be more efficient in problem solving, but also underline Ukraine’s commitment

to principles of democracy and freedom.

Text 5: “Poroshenko Giggles and Turns Ukrainians into EU Slaves”
Media channel and the author
“Vesti.ru” is one of the largest Russian news web portals. It was founded in 1999
by a famous Russian political scientist Gleb Pavlovski. Until 2002, it was a part of a
wider project that embraced three information web portals: “Gazeta.ru”, “Lenta.ru” and
“Vesti.ru”, with the first two focusing on providing only news while “Vesti.ru”

specialized on publishing analytical articles. The first chief editor of “Vesti.ru” was
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Anton Nosik, a Russian-Israeli journalist, a public figure and a popular blogger. He was
replaced by Lev Bruni in 2000, when the complete editorial board was replaced. In 2002
the information agency with all three web portals was sold to the “All-Russia State
Television and Radio Broadcasting Company” (“VGTRK”), the largest state-owned
media conglomerate in Russia which incorporates the majority of Russian information
agencies, information companies, TV and radio channels. After joining the “VGTRK?”,
“Vesti.ru” once again changed the complete editorial board, and the agency became
practically the web-site of the popular television news program “Vesti”. Few years later
“Vesti.ru” became the official internet portal of the TV channel “Vesti” (renamed into
“Rossiya-24” in 2010) and the radio “Vesti FM”.

The chief editor of “Rossiya-24” is Evgeniy Bekasov. Former chief producer of
the TV channel “Stolitsa”, a member of the editorial board of the TV channel
“Euronews”, a member of the Public Council under the Ministry of Energy, a member
of the Public Council under Main Directorate for the City of Moscow of the Ministry of
Internal Affairs (RIA Novosti, 2012). In 2014 he was included into the sanction lists of
Ukraine.

The author of the text is the director of “VGTRK” Dmitry Kiselyov (for
information about him, see pp. 78-79).

Being a part of the federal state information television channel “Rossiya-24”,
“Vesti.ru” is criticized by most experts for being a political project aimed at exerting an
impact on public opinion. It is linked with several scandals related with broadcasting the
fake news, biased data (see Shepelin, 2014) and judophobia (REK-TV, 2014). In 2014

“Rossiya-24" was banned in Ukraine (Ukaz Prezydenta Ukrayiny Ne549/2015).
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Problem and obstacles identification

The text was published 10 days after the European Commission adopted visa
liberalization for Ukrainian citizens. It entered into force on June 11" 2017 (Makarenko
& Gavrilko-Alekseev, 2017). This news was celebrated in Ukraine as an important step
to the country’s future EU integration, although it also raised concerns that the number
of illegal Ukrainian migrant workers in the EU might rise. These concerns were not
ungrounded: before the visa liberalization, over one million Ukrainians worked in EU
countries, the majority of which was there illegally. This is especially problematic for
the development of Ukraine (Wolanskyj, 2006). Apart from addressing this concern, the
text’s author also expresses the viewpoint that the visa liberalization was the only
achievement towards EU integration of the post-Euromaidan Ukraine. This he does by
frequent references to Ukrainian government officials and president (his surname
appears eight times in the text, including the title). Thus, this text is dedicated to both
achievements and failures of Ukraine after the Maidan and to the deterioration of the
Ukrainian government, of president Poroshenko in particular.

In this regard, the problem addressed in this text is the problem of governance
effectiveness in Ukraine after the Euromaidan, as well as the effectiveness of the steps
the government takes towards the country’s EU integration. It is a vast,
multidisciplinary problem that involves thorough research and monitoring, i.e. by the
international community. Of course, the effective governance is a complex issue that
requires effective work of numerous parties beyond political elites (Stoker, 1998).
However, in a post-socialist developing democracy with a weak civil society such as

Ukraine, the government’s role is crucial.
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Among the obstacles to a transparent, progressive, EU-oriented governments are
not only foreign political problems such as conflict in Donbas and info war with Russia.
The unwillingness of Ukrainian officials to cooperate can be the first serious obstacle. It
is remarkable that after gaining power, numerous post-Soviet liberal and progressive
politicians gradually lose government accountability and turn to corruption and
repressive measures against their critics. Banning of Russian media channels and
deportation of journalists are a signs that this might happen to the Ukrainian
government too, under cover of “protection of national interests” and patriotism.

Semiotic analysis

The tone of this text is relatively calm, in comparison to the majority of other
Kiselyov’s media appearances. Nevertheless, this text is also purely ideological, and,
like the four previous texts, serves the purpose of derision and deterioration of Ukraine,
1.e., Ukrainian government. The discourse structures reveal these aims.

Firstly, it is worth mentioning that the accent on laughter, i.e. that president
Poroshenko “giggles behind the backs of the Euro-clerks” (who are in fact president of
the European Parliament and Maltese Minister of Interior) during the official signing of
visa liberalization papers. In total, the words ‘giggle’, ‘laugh’ and their derivatives
appear eight times in the text: as much as Poroshenko’s name. This accent serves
ideological aim to represent Poroshenko not only as stupid (the reader gets an
impression that he laughed all the ceremony long), but ultimately also as a cruel dictator
(note this sentence: “The visa-free regime that made Poroshenko giggle so frantically
turns his citizens into slaves for the European Union”). In reality, as the official video
recording (European Parliament, 2017) shows, Poroshenko laughed shortly and only

twice: when EP president Antonio Tajani made a joke (at 00:54) and after his own
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remark “Yes, we did it!” when the papers were signed (at 01:03). Notably, in both cases
all the other politicians in shot laughed as well. Moreover, although Poroshenko
frequently smiles in the video, he still does it less often than the EU officials. Thus, not
only is Kiselyov’s accent on Poroshenko’s laughter ideological, but also twisted to serve
ideological aims.

Another example of twisting the facts is the reference to the 2016 report of the
European Court of Auditors (ECA) on Ukraine. Kiselyov writes: “According to the
results of the year 2016, the European Court of Auditors named Ukraine the most
corrupt state in Europe”. The “results of the year 2016 is in fact the ECA special
report on results of EU’s assistance to Ukraine (both financial and consultative) between
2007 and 2015. (European Court of Auditors, 2016b) The report underlines that
although Ukraine has made progress in fighting corruption (especially after the
Euromaidan), the levels of corruption and shade economy in Ukraine remain very high
and hamper important reforms (p. 37). No word in the report addresses the level of
corruption in Ukraine in statistical comparison to other European countries. Yet the
press release to the special report contained the following sentence (underlining by the
author) “Despite reform efforts, Ukraine is still perceived as the most corrupt country in
Europe" (European Court of Auditors, 2016a: 2) that was reprinted by the Ukrainian
news agency 112.ua as the “proof” that Ukraine was recognized as most corrupt
European country (/72.ua, 2016). There, it was probably found by Kiselyov and reused
in his text. Although Ukraine indeed had the highest level of corruption in Europe in
2016 according to Transparency International (2017), the ECA special report does not

declare that.
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Another rhetorical motif is generalization (“Everyone takes [bribes]: attorneys
and judges, Ministry of Emergency situations clerks, border guards and army people”;
“[Euromaidan] brought only suffering”). By generalization and exaggeration, the text
also creates an impression that all Ukrainians will rush into the EU as illegal workers.

Other lexical and rhetorical structures that were discovered in previous texts are
present here too, such as historic allusions (reference to the Arab spring), epithets of
suffering, degradation and death when referring to life in Ukraine (“plunging into
chaos”, “theft, degradation of state and society, collapse of industry and people’s
impoverishment”, “lies, powerlessness and fear in modern Ukraine” etc.) and
downgrading epithets and metaphors when referring to Ukrainians (“pathetic
Ukrainians”, “slaves for the European Union”, “pariahs”, etc.)

Topicalization is very vivid in this text and serves important internal-political
ideological aims. Namely, a large part of the text is dedicated to description and harsh
criticism of the wealth of Ukrainian politicians (including Yatsenyuk, Avakov and
Poroshenko). These people indeed possess great wealth, and the alarming problem of
oligarchs in the Ukrainian government was noted, among others, in the above-
mentioned ECA report. The analyst must yet remember that this text is aimed at internal
Russian audience. Numerous international reports prove that the problem of corruption
in private and state sectors of Russia is as acute as in Ukraine, and even more acute in
some parameters (Buckley, 2018; Hope, 2017; Transparency International, 2018).
Russia is ranked 131 out of 180 by Transparency International (2017) by level of
corruption, whereas the median household income in Russia is almost half of USA’s
average (OECD Better Life Index, n.d.). Although this text is not about Russia, it

contributes to the shifting of public attention away from the country’s own governance
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problems to the neighboring state. In contrast to Ukraine presented as a collapsing
country with unintelligent, greedy nationalist dictators in power, Russia in its brief
references acts on the one hand as a safe haven for illegal workers from Ukraine, and on
the other hand as generous and merciful for not expelling these people back.

Summing up, although it addresses a real acute problem of Ukrainian
governance, this text is in fact another media tool of spreading the imperialistic
ideology. It aims, on the one hand, to degrade Ukraine, its people and politicians; on the
other hand, although subtly, it also polishes the image of “Self” in comparison to
“Them”. Using acute problems of Ukraine as ideology-covering tool is also a way to
vindicate the info war and armed conflict against it in the eyes of own population.

Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

The problem of ineffective governance of Ukraine is an acute problem, and the
progress is slow and hindered by the Ukrainian authorities’ intransparent way of policy-
making and reluctance to engage in effective fight against corruption.

The role of communication in the combatting of these obstacles is crucial.
Namely, the development and promotion of free and objective analytical journalism that
would focus on Ukrainian governance problems is a first step towards the recognition
and ultimate overcoming of this problem. Issue of frequent transparent and truthful
statistic reports on Ukrainian economy and workforce market would make accusations
of deceitfulness from the side of mainstream Russian media groundless. After a new
transparent and honest discourse of the problem has been established, the further

tangible steps on fighting corruption and improving Ukrainian governance can be taken.
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§4.1.2. Ukrainian Texts

The selected Ukrainian texts, like the Russian ones, are a part of the large
discourse on the Russian-Ukrainian conflict that embraces both armed and information
warfare. Each of them, however, is dedicated to various aspects and manifestations of
this problem, sometimes in interconnection with one another.

Another peculiarity of the selected Ukrainian texts is that two of them were
published in Russian language. On the one hand, the main reason for this is the
previously mentioned phenomenon of bilingualism among the vast majority of
Ukrainians. The other possible reason is that both Ukrainian texts in Russian language
to greater or lesser extent refer to Crimea, where the majority of the population is

Russian-speaking. One of these texts will be analyzed first.

Text 1: “Russian Racism in Crimea”
Media channel
News channel “Kanal 24 is the second-largest Ukrainian TV channel by
audience reach (Dankova, 2014). It was founded in 2006 under the Lviv-based media
conglomerate “TRK Lux”, whose owner is Kateryna Kit-Sadova, wife of the mayor of
Lviv. The general director of “TRK Lux” and of “Kanal 24" is the co-founder and co-
owner of the conglomerate: businessman and politician Roman Andreyko (Telekanal
Novyn 24, n.d.). Apart from “Kanal 24” the conglomerate also includes several Lviv-
based radio stations and online news channels, as well as an advertising agency.
“Kanal 24” presents itself as a source of objective and non-biased news. It

offers political, economic and cultural news of Ukraine (separately for Kyiv and twelve

other large cities) and abroad (/bid.). Its other sections include Blogs, Interviews,
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Videos, Analytical articles etc. The channel also has 31 special programs, among them
two are dedicated to Russia (“Vesti Kremlya” (News of Kremlin) and “Vesti Kremlya —
History”) and one to Crimea (“Krym. Realii”’). Notable is another special program
“Dictators”, which contains biographical videos of historical and modern authoritarian
and totalitarian leaders, among them are Putin, Erdogan, Aliyev, and even Merkel.

In June 2017, “Kanal 24” suffered from a massive hacker attack by cyber-
viruses “Petya” and “NotPetya” that also affected a number of Ukrainian media
channels, ministries, banks, metro networks and airports. After the investigation, the
Ukrainian State Security blamed Russia’s intelligence service for the attack (as quoted
by Radio Free Europe / Radio Liberty, 2017).

The author

The text’s author is Maxim Osadchuk, native Crimean author and blogger. Apart
from “Kanal 24”, he also writes and speaks for other Ukrainian media, such as TSN,
Obozrevartel, Hromadske Radio etc. Before Euromaidan, he was also a lecturer at
Tavrida University.

Osadchuk is a well-known personality in Ukraine. Since 2013, he is an activist
of the local Crimean Euromaidan and fighter in the voluntary battalion “Aidar”.
Although this battalion is composed mostly of nationalistic fighters, Osadchuk claims
that he adheres to leftist views and treats Euromaidan as a “progressive bourgeois-
democratic revolution”. He justifies war in eastern Ukraine as a “protection of Ukraine
against foreign aggression” (informator TV, 2014). As of October 2017, Osadchuk is
also a member of the nationalistic and anti-imperialistic organization “Autonomous

Resistance” inspired by Stepan Bandera’s OUN. In October 2017, Osadchuk and
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several other members of “Autonomous Resistance” were taken into custody by the
State Security of Ukraine over “collaborationism” with Russia (Kovalenko, 2017).

Osadchuk’s views on Russia and president Putin are rather harsh. He labels
Russia as an “aggressor” and “the last empire” and hopes that Putin’s regime will fall
soon as a result of a “Russian Euromaidan” (informator TV, 2014).

Osadchuk proclaims himself a leftist, and at the same time he is or was a
member of openly nationalistic, even far-right, organizations. Moreover, during his
interview with informator TV, he is holding a chopped head of Lenin’s monument. Left-
wing nationalism is not uncommon in the Post-Soviet countries; however, one of its
main principles is the condemnation of ethnic supremacy: a pillar of right-wing
nationalism. This study’s author is convinced that if he were indeed a leftist, first of all,
Osadchuk would not have joined any right-wing organization: first of all, because other
members would hardly accept him as he openly condemns one of their ideology’s core
ideas. Secondly, he would hardly have showed Lenin’s head as a “trophy”. If he did it
out of condemnation of the USSR, it is even more confusing for a leftist to do. Also
confusing are his discriminatory comments about Russia. This study’s author is thus
convinced that Osadchuk is indeed a nationalist, who is presenting himself as leftist for
some reason; probably because the majority of public has negative associations with
right-wing nationalism.

Problem and obstacles identification

Crimea has always been an ethnically diverse peninsula. For a long time, the
absolute majority of the peninsula’s population was composed of the Muslim Crimean
Tatars. Crimean Tatars are the ethnicity of horsemen and warriors emerged in the 13

century as a “mixture” of the Turkic Kipchak tribe and Mongol conquerors (Williams,
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2016). When the Russian empress Catherine the Great conquered Crimea in the late 18"
century, many Tatars fled into their former metropole, the Ottoman Empire. The
remaining Tatars faced displacement into mountainous regions of Crimea and intense
“russification”. During WWII, Crimean Tatars were proclaimed “enemies of the
homeland” for alleged collaboration with the Nazis. Hundreds of Crimean Tatar men
were executed, and up to 200,000 women, children and seniors faced massive
deportation to Uzbekistan in 1944 (Williams, 2002: 334). 1t is only after Stalin’s death,
and especially during Perestroika that the Tatars were able to return to Crimea.
However, ever since then, they have been struggling for independence and recognition
in the now predominantly Russian-inhabited Crimea.

Many Crimean Tatars supported the Euromaidan and protested against the
annexation of Crimea by Russia, claiming that the peninsula belongs to Ukraine. At
first, the Russian government gave promises to solve the Tatars’ problems and grant
them more independence. However, instead, Tatars faced prosecution and
discrimination. Already in 2014, many Crimean Tatar media channels were closed or
banned; two political Crimean Tatar leaders were banned from entering the peninsula
and faced legal prosecution by the Russian government (Kujawa & Morkva, 2015).
Ultimately, in 2016 Milli Mejlis, the representative organ of Crimean Tatars, was
legally banned as an “extremist organization” (Ministry of Justice of the Russian
Federation, 2018: point 58) “whose entire ideology revolves around fighting against
Russia” (as quoted by Reshetilova, 2016). The international community condemns these
actions and calls upon Russia to stop them. EU High Representative Mogherini

(Council of the EU, 2018), 25 states of the Americas and Europe (Mulrean, 2014)
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including Ukraine (Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine, 2016), and the UN Human
Rights High Commissioner (OHCHR, 2016) are among them.

Therefore, this text addresses the problem of ethnic discrimination of Crimean
Tatars by Russian authorities: both historically and after the annexation. As Crimean
Tatars have supported the Euromaidan and protested the annexation, Kremlin needed to
suppress their political influence and partially achieved that by the Soviet method of
bans and arrests. Furthermore, Crimean Tatars have always had strong connections with
Turkey, whose government still supports them (Bildircin, 2017). The main obstacle to
the solution of this problem is the information vacuum in the Russian media and public
discourse about the Crimean Tatars and the problems they face.

The author analyzes this problem against the backdrop of his claim that Russia is
“one of the most racist societies in Eurasia”. This is a straightforward and strong
accusation. However, it is similar to Kiselyov accusing Ukrainian officials of corruption
in the fifth Russian text, but vice versa: here, a Ukrainian nationalist accuses Russian
authorities of racism.

Both internally and externally, Ukraine is commonly treated as a victim of
Russian aggression. Technically speaking, this is a righteous claim. However, nurturing
this victimizing discourse and the respective image of Ukraine does more harm than
good. According to Holstein and Miller (1990), a victim is someone “harmed by forces
beyond his or her control, simultaneously establishing the ‘‘fact” of injury and locating
responsibility for the damage outside the “victim’™ (p. 106). Most threatening for
Ukraine is the last element and its development: namely, shifting the responsibility not
only for direct damage, but for any other current troubles on the “aggressor”. By doing

this, the “victim” frees itself of its own responsibility for failures in matters that can by

93



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 94

no means be dependent on the “aggressor”. This attitude will be further named “victim
ideology” by analogy of the phenomenon analyzed by Berbrier (2000) in his analysis of
self-victimizing discourse of white supremacists in the USA. This ideology will be
searched in the Ukrainian texts.

Semiotic analysis

The victim ideology does not only free the (self-proclaimed) victim from
responsibility. The established victim-role also allows them to accuse the “aggressor” of
anything without strong condemnation. Exactly this happens in this text, whose main
idea is expressed in the first sentence of the fourth paragraph already quoted before:
“Modern Russia remains one of the most racist societies in Eurasia”. The author brings
up strong claims and arguments in favor of this idea and puts them into various
contexts. Hereby, the victim role is transferred from Ukraine and Ukrainians to Crimea
and Crimean Tatars. Ukraine, in contrast, is depicted briefly and as a supporter and
savior of the victim-Crimea (“And one of the main tasks of the pro-Ukrainian human
rights advocates and journalists is to...”).

Historical context plays a key role in this text’s victimizing discourse. The
frequent historical references aim to unify the Russian Empire, the Soviet Union and
modern Russia into one single image of a racist aggressive empire. So, when Osadchuk
refers to Russia and its historic forms, he often uses ironical metaphors, often with
historical background: “imperial state”, “unbreakable Union”, “Great Rus”; all of
which are meant to underline Russia’s imperial, colonialist nature. Memorably,
Osadchuk believes that Ukraine’s conflict with Russia is similar to a colonial war for

liberty.
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Falsification of historic facts is common in ideologically-laden texts, and this
text is not an exception. For instance, Osadchuk writes: “Titular nation ... has the
privileged position, and it was always so, during the entire history of Russia”. This
claim presents an exaggeration of truth. Russians are indeed an ethnic majority, but it
does not mean that ethnic minorities are and were completely deprived of privileges. An
example is the ruling political elite. In modern Russia, head of Chechnya, close friend
and vigorous supporter of Putin Ramzan Kadyrov is ethnic Chechen, mayor of Moscow
Sergei Sobyanin is ethnic Komi, minister of defense Sergei Shoigu is half-Tuvan, etc.
Out of six Soviet General Secretaries (heads of state), only two (Brezhnev and
Gorbachev) were ethnic Russians (Andropov’s true ethnicity is debatable). Russian
Empress Catherine the Great who first “colonized” Crimea was ethnic German; her
successors up to Nicholas II were not purely ethnic Russians either. Obviously, this
exaggeration serves ideological purpose to support the claim that Russia is a racist
society from the top government to the ordinary people.

In this text, the armed conflict is transferred into the legal context. Author
opposes the Russian law: the “paradoxical” repression instrument of Russian ruling
elites (“jaws of the occupational justice”) and the “fair” Ukrainian (“pro-Ukrainian
human rights advocates and journalists”) and international law, that will ultimately end
the “racist empire’s” life (“...future international tribunal dedicated to Russia’s crimes
against humanity”). In contrast to the Russian texts where the authors accused only the
post-Euromaidan Ukrainian government as illegitimate, Osadchuk’s rhetoric depicts
Russia’s mere existence throughout its history as illegitimate. In this regard, he exceeds

the already high grade of radicalism of the Russian texts.
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All democratic societies of the world condemn racism. If racism originates from
the ruling elites, this regime automatically becomes illegitimate in the eyes of the
international community. Thus, Osadchuk’s accusations of “institutional racism” appear
in the text’s title and in every paragraph and add to the illegitimate image of Russia. He
goes so far to state that racism is a “centuries-old tradition” of Russia.

Finally, there is the modern context in which author “proves” that modern
Russia adheres to the “tradition” of racism in Crimea. Here, the author adopts the
enemy’s rhetoric and uses the first-person perspective when retelling the self-
vindication of “an important Crimean clerk”: “And all in all, we have representatives of
indigenous people as MPs”. This method creates an impression of genuineness of the
narrative. The following story about the incident on the late Crimean Tatar activist Vejie
Kashka’s funeral marginalizes this narrative and its speaker. It also marginalizes the
person involved in the incident, former advisor to Putin’s representative in Crimea
Eskender Belyalov, who is referred to as one of these “representatives” (he was forced
to leave the funeral because other invitees shouted at him “Traitor!” for his cooperation
with Russian authorities after Crimea annexation (Gordon, 2017)). Thus, not only
Russia and its authorities are subject to harsh criticism, but also their supporters among
the Crimean Tatars.

Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

The problem of Crimean Tatars’ discrimination obviously persists and is part of
the actual social paradigm. The obstacle that was named before has got a solution from
the sphere of communication. An access of objective and transparent journalism to
Crimea and the Tatars would make all cases of ethnic discrimination against the Tatars

immediately become public, attracting greater attention of the international community.
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However, it is also important for Russian authorities to start communicating with the

Tatars on equal, and not only declare that, and respect the Tatar’s needs and identity.

Text 2: “Putin’s Greatest Fear Comes True”
Media channel

The text addressing Russian internal policy was published in the online
newspaper “Ukrayinska Pravda”. In 1999, three Ukrainian journalists — Georgiy
Gongadze, Olena Prytula and Serhiy Sholokh after their visit to Washington D.C.,
where they spoke about the problems and pressure that Ukrainian journalists face. They
founded “Ukrayinska Pravda” the year after as a medium where they could publish their
investigations of corruption in the Ukrainian ruling elite. In the same year, Gongadze
was kidnapped and murdered. The perpetrators are still unknown, although there is
indirect evidence that he was killed on order of then-president of Ukraine Leonyd
Kuchma.

Olena Prytula, who has previously worked for Reuters, Interfax, became the
editor-in-chief and she remains in this office today (Diuk & McFaul, 2004). She was the
wife of her newspaper’s journalist Pavlo Sheremet who was killed in a car blast in 2016.

Since its establishment, “Ukrayinska Pravda” was a medium of the opposition
and an important source of unbiased information during the 2004 Orange Revolution
and Euromaidan. Among its journalists are the Euromaidan initiators Serhiy Leschenko
and Mustafa Nayem (Nayem, 2014). In 2015, the forum of “Ukrayinska Pravda” was
blocked in Russia because a note to Russian tourists which reads that Crimea is an

occupied territory was discussed there (Ukrayinska Pravda, 2015).
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The author

The author of this text is Oleh Petrovets: politician, lawyer and civic activist. He
began his active civic and political career after the Euromaidan. In 2014, he founded an
anti-corruption civic organization (Deputaty Kyivrady, n.d.). Since 2014, Petrovets
holds the office of MP of the Government of the city of Kyiv. He is also a founder of
two local civic organizations providing the legal support of citizens and enhancing the
effectiveness of the local governance (Biohrafiya Oleha Petrovtsya, n.d.). In 2016, he
has joined the Anti-corruption counsel of the head of the Government of the city of
Kyiv (Deputaty Kyivrady, n.d.). In “Ukrayinska Pravda”, Petrovets publishes analytical
texts on legal issues, but he has also authored texts on political topics, mostly focusing
on Russia and Russian-Ukrainian relations. Notably, all his texts are in Ukrainian
language (Ukrayinska Pravda, n.d.).

Problem and obstacles identification

Against the backdrop of the March 2017 anti-corruption protests in Moscow,
this text addresses the entire row of problems of the modern Russia. All of them can be
united as problems and future of democracy and civil society in Russia. Petrovets also
addresses the problem of the future of Putin’s regime. Notably, by referring to the
Russian authorities’ violation of freedom guarantees prescribed in the Constitution, he
ultimately comes to a conclusion that Putin’s regime is illegitimate. Namely, out of fear
of losing his power, Putin sees any form of civic activity as a threat to his power and
takes ultimate measures against it. Therefore, free and democratic Russia cannot be built
unless his regime is overthrown. The author has no doubt that this will eventually

happen, the question he leaves open is when.
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Thus, according to Petrovets, the obstacles to solving these problems are Putin’s
regime itself and its total control of Russian public life, which is exerted through
violence. Therefore, Petrovets claims, the only way to solve the problem past the
obstacle i.e. to change the status-quo is the revolutionary one.

This being said, the victim ideology is not so vivid in this text. Here, it is not
Ukraine, but the Russian opposition that is victimized, as it is opposing Kremlin’s
politics, i.a. its Ukrainian direction. In this regard, the Russian opposition is viewed as
Ukraine’s “ally” and thus gains the author’s sympathy. However, this text is not as
much about victimization and sympathy towards the oppressed “ally”, as it is about
condemnation of the “aggressor” regime, hopes and anticipation of its violent end.

Nevertheless, placing the role of victims onto the ally-group under the control of
“Them” is also an ideologically laden: it is freeing the “Us” group of the responsibility
for such gruesome forecasts. If said in the first-person perspective: “we hope for this not
for ourselves, but for the sake of our oppressed allies”.

Semiotic analysis

The language style of this text is journalistic, devoid of emotions and
colloquialisms. The “dry” language means that the rhetoric is not the main ideology-
bearing discourse structure. But the other discourse structures reveal it.

For instance, the author uses the so-called “frame” schematic structure of the
text. Namely, the very anticipation of a revolution that would topple Putin, described as
his “greatest fear”, is placed into the title and the text’s very end. This structure
emphasizes this anticipation, turning it into the main topic of the text.

Another important ideology-revealing discourse structure that is used at the very

beginning is contraposition of the “aggressor” to “Self”. The author quotes chapters of
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three Western democracies’ and Ukraine’s constitutions on freedom of peaceful
unarmed assembly. After that, he writes in a separate paragraph: “Even the Constitution
of Russia, however strange it may seem, also protects (at least, as declared in Article
31...)”. This contraposition both discredits “Them” (Russia) as a “fake” democracy and
de-facto dictatorship, and glorifies “Us” (Ukraine) as a part of the democratic West. The
last sentence only proves this: “... Russians still have a chance to become a democratic
part of the civilized world”. On the other hand, the follow-up sentence (“But even the
right of Russians to peaceful assembly declared in the Constitution did not prevent
the... authorities from denying the... protests™) acts as a safeguard against possible
accusations of russophobia: it says, “We are not against Russia, but against its
authorities”. With or without this ‘self-vindication’, Petrovets, like Osadchuk, insists on
the illegitimate character of the Russian ruling elite.

The sentence structures, choice of words and word order, putting some words
into inverted commas add to derision irony towards the ‘arbitrary’ Russian legislature,
ultimately portraying it as a tool of political repression.

Although rhetoric is not so “emotional” as in the previous text and may for this
reason seem not ideologically-laden, it yet is. The choice of lexis regarding Russia and
Putin’s policy (“obscenely sacralized [regime]”, “Putin regime”, “Putin’s propaganda”,
“constant Russian oppression’) shape the image of Russia as a totalitarian dictatorship
with the Leader’s cult, who only understands the language of force (“fear of political
and even physical violence”, numerous reference to arrests, detentions, money fines,
“harsh” and “rigorous” reactions of police security forces).

Last but not least, the author uses rather strong claims that are yet not fully

developed in the text; in other words, understatement. For instance, he writes “another
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world condemnation of the Putin regime” in the introduction. Yet the text does not
contain a single reference to international reaction to the Russian protests. In the end, he
writes about the experts’ evaluation of protests in Russia and then quotes these
summarized opinions yet without mentioning a single expert name. This tactic creates
strong support for the author’s claims, but without proof, these words are ‘an empty
talk’.
Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

The problem of Russian democracy is an important part of the discourse of the
conflict, although regarding the regime itself as an obstacle to its solution is rather
radical and thus questionable. Even if Putin were toppled as a result of the “Russian
Euromaidan”, examples of other countries show how long it takes for the country to
recover after a revolution and how risky this path for democracy is. To quote the
Russian classic author Bulgakov in his novel “Heart of the dog”, “disruption is in the
head”. Therefore, a peaceful and more efficient way of fostering democracy in Russia is
perceived to be the path of constant communication and education of the people on

democracy, their rights and freedoms. This could ultimately lead to a peaceful growth of

democracy and respect for human rights in Russia.

Text 3: “Kremlin’s “Trojan horse”: Social Media Admitted They Were Used to
Manipulate USA”
Media channel
“Hromadske Telebachennya” (Ukrainian for “Civic Television”) is a Ukrainian
Internet broadcasting channel with a formal status of a NGO. It was founded in 2013 by

a group of journalists, rather prominent public figures in the Ukrainian media field most
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of whom have the reputation of independent and trustworthy journalists. “Hromadske”
positions itself as an independent media, focused on broadcasting the unbiased news
without censorship restrictions imposed by the government (Suspilne Movlennya, 2013).

“Hromadske” has several sources of funding, including both private
contributions (i.e., of the “Hromadske” founders), and public contributions from
Ukrainian governmental institutions. A considerable amount of funding is accounted for
grants and financial support from various international sources, such as governments
and embassies of foreign states (including the Embassy of the USA, the Embassy of the
Kingdom of The Netherlands, the Government of Canada, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of Denmark, etc.), international organizations and foundations (such as George Soros
International Renaissance Foundation, the Swedish International Development
Cooperation Agency, the Fritt Ord Foundation, etc.) (Hromadske, 2017)]

“Hromadske” is occasionally subject to criticism mostly for the violation of
journalistic ethics which implies unbiased attitude towards certain public personalities
or information, one-sided reporting of events (Unian, 2016). The internet channel has
also been involved into the scandal with financial malversations by the founder of the
internet channel Roman Skripin (Zakusylo, 2017).

The authors

Natalya Humenyuk is a Ukrainian journalist and TV presenter. Since 2002 she
has been working as the international affairs columnist for a number of Ukrainian media
and information agencies, including “Novy Kanal” and “5 Kanal”. Humenyuk has also
been working as a free-lance correspondent for several Ukrainian (such as “Ukrainskaya
Pravda”, “Ukrainskaya Nedelya”, “Esquire Ukraina” etc.) and international media (“The

Guardian”, “The Independent”, “M6”, etc.) (Ostapa, 2016). She was among the
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initiators and establishers of “Hromadske TV” Internet broadcasting channel. In 2015
Natalya Humenyuk was elected the President of the Program Board of “Hromadske”
and has been holding the office since then (Hromadske, n.d.).

The co-author of the text is Ostap Yarysh, a Ukrainian freelance journalist and
reporter. His articles are published in a number of Ukrainian online media and media
websites. There is very few information about Yarysh or his professional biography, no
official biography or any interview with the journalist is available in the open access in
the Internet in Ukrainian or Russian language.

Problem and obstacles identification

This text addresses the problem of Russia’s hacking interference into 2016 USA
elections, which in its turn is strongly connected to the problem of international cyber-
security. Furthermore, the authors underline the direct role of global social networks
Google, Facebook and Twitter in this problem, as well as their enormous responsibility
that they have betrayed.

In other words, according to the text’s authors, the carelessness and the lack of
responsibility demonstrated by Google, Facebook and Twitter have become the main
obstacles to the solution of this problem. Here, the “victim vs. aggressor” ideology is
traceable, but this time not with the usual “actors”. Memorably, the USA is supporting
Ukraine in its conflict with Russia. The text is built in a way that, by making Russian
hacking interference possible, the social networks appear as collaborators of the
“aggressor”. The title itself proves this.

In this regard, the “victim” and “aggressor” roles are partially projected upon the
respective “allies” of the two parties within the American society. This being said, the

authors clearly distinguish between conventionally named “Ukraine’s friends” and
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“Russia’s collaborators”. The first category includes the “victims” (ordinary American
citizens fooled by “enemy’s” “manipulations”) and their “saviors” (US Senate
intelligence committee who questioned the representatives of Google, Facebook and
Twitter). The second group contains the three social networks and president Trump,
clearly portrayed as “Russia’s man”. Nevertheless, Russia remains the main “aggressor”
who exploits its “allies”, and Ukraine is still the main “victim”, although it is not so
obviously depicted. The semantic analysis will illustrate these ideas in more details.
Semiotic analysis

This text’s language style is journalistic, almost completely deprived of
emotional radical expressions typical for Russian texts. However, the ideology relation
scheme described above is no less visible because of it.

The most vivid ideology revealing discourse structures of this text are /exical
structures and the rhetoric. By using special ideologically laden terms (like the word
“manipulation” and its derivatives that appear ten times in the text, including the title)
and metaphors (“Trojan Horse”), the authors create an image of a criminal, calculative,
deceitful “aggressor” who exploits its foolish “allies” (“[they] became instruments in
the manipulators’ hands”), who vainly vindicate themselves before the justice (“The
leaders of [ Twitter] even promised to rehabilitate themselves... [But] Senators
remained unsatisfied’”). Moreover, none of the companies’ representatives is called by
their names. In contrast, all quoted members of the Senate who questioned them are
named. This method also contributes to the deterioration of the “collaborators” and
promotion of the “allies”. At the same time, quotation of Head of the Investigative
Commission where he refers to Russia as a “foreign enemy state” puts the ideologically

favorable thought of the “Us”-group into the mouth of a person who is more likely to be
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“Their” ally (his Republican party membership is explicit). This tactic both distances
the “Us” from accusations of radicalism and aims to demonstrate “Them” that they were
abandoned by their allies. It also gives “Us” a hope for the near victory over the
“aggressor”.

However, the main ideology-revealing discourse structure of this text is
topicalization, as it is present on various directions. First of all, the authors do not
mention that the Republican Senators and the predominantly Republican US Congress
enjoy little support and sympathies among ordinary Americans. The reason is obvious:
these people and institutions support “Us”, so their mistakes and negative image is
irrelevant.

Secondly, in the one but last paragraph, Ukraine is suddenly mentioned in the
first sentence for no obvious reason (“the word “Ukraine” was never pronounced
[during the hearings] ”). Notably, this appears under the subheading “Why is it
important”. For ideology, this reference is crucial as it points out who the real victim of
the “aggressor” is, at the same time reproaching the “allies” for little attention before
and encouraging them to help: “...using social networks for political manipulations was
raised to such a high level for the first time. ...Cyber-security problems [...] can be
solved not only in individual countries, but also on a global level”.

Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

The problem of cyber-security and the growing responsibility of social networks
is indeed an important issue, not only for the case of Russian-Ukrainian conflict, but for
the entire world as well. Notably, the problems and obstacles somehow provide the
solution to themselves, as the Internet age and digitalization leave little room for

intransparency and information concealment. This is ultimately leading to the legal
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measures, such as the EU-wide development of data protection policy. With cyber-war
being a key branch of information warfare, these measures only contribute to global

safety and better protection against attacks.

Text 4: “Set a Fire Trap: A Story of Hero of Ukraine Who Laid Mines under
Enemy’s Infantry Combat Vehicle”
Media channel
“5 Kanal” (5th Channel) is a TV news channel founded in 2003. It was the first

Ukrainian TV channel which provided daily news. “5 Kanal” has always been an

oppositional TV channel. During the 2004 Orange revolution in Ukraine it was the main

media channel of the opposition, publishing daily broadcasts of protests in Kyiv and
other cities of Ukraine, as well as criticism of Yanukovych. (5 Kanal, n.d.;
Honcharenko & Nemyrovskiy, 2014). According to the report by Ukrainian media
watchdog “Telekritika” (NB: published before the Euromaidan!), “5 Kanal” is one of
the two media channels in Ukraine which present reliable unbiased facts (Onyshkiv,

2010). During the Euromaidan, “5 Kanal” supported the protests.

The founder and owner of “5 Kanal” is the incumbent president of Ukraine Petro

Poroshenko. Notably, before becoming president, Poroshenko owned a number of other
media channels; however, all of them were sold apart from “5 Kanal”. Poroshenko
himself explains this that he kept the ownership of the channel because of its key role
during the Orange Revolution and Euromaidan. “5 Kanal” is unavailable in Crimea,
Donetsk and Luhansk provinces (Honcharenko & Nemyrovskiy, 2014).

Although it enjoys a reputation of reliable news channel, “5 Kanal” still faces

criticism for selective presentation of information, especially in news about Poroshenko.

106



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

So, during the presidential elections, “5 Kanal” broadcasted Poroshenko’s campaign
thrice as much as of his main competitor Yuliia Tymoshenko (Berdynskykh, 2017,
Honcharenko & Nemyrovskiy, 2014).

The authors

Viktoriia Kovalyova and Petro Kovalyov are the authors of this text. Very little
information is available about them online. They are both reporters of “5 Kanal”, and
they specialize in coverage of Donbas war. They finished their studies in Luhansk and
live there. Viktoriia is a supporter of the center-right “Fatherland” party and of several
civic and non-profit Luhansk-based organizations aimed at the ‘Ukrainization’ of
Donbas (Viktoriia Kovalyova, n.d.; Petr Kovalyov, n.d.).

Problem and obstacles identification

The text revolves around a young Ukrainian battalion chief whose soldiers blew
up the infantry combat vehicle of Donbas rebels with mines. For this operation the chief
received a two high Ukrainian awards, including the Order of the Hero of Ukraine.

The beginning of war in Donbas was an unexpected and hard blow for Ukraine
weakened by political turmoil which followed the Euromaidan. Morally, militarily and
economically, the land was unprepared for the armed conflict. Ukraine needed not only
material resources to engage in warfare, but also moral support from the citizens. This
could only be done by presenting the Donbas war as a war for (symbolic) independence
and freedom. One of the old media technologies that helped achieve this is the
glorification of the army and military soldiers. This text is an example of this method’s
implementation.

In this regard, an acute problem of society s militarization and justification of

war 1s raised. This is a multifaceted problem, and the media have been playing a key
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role throughout its existence: they were involved in the emergence of this problem, and
they sustain it by supporting the militarization.

The victim ideology also needs militarization for two reasons: on the one hand,
during the war, it gives people hope and motivation by portraying the “Us”-group as
capable of fighting “Them”. On the other hand, self-victimizing ideology can make use
of the consequences of militarization after the conflict has ended, especially if the war
has been lost. In this case, militarization leads to revanchist sentiments with further
demonization of “Them”, sustaining the conflict in the non-material dimension of
symbols and mindsets, and creating a threat of a new armed conflict. Therefore, the
victim ideology itself is one of the main obstacles to solution of this problem, as well as
the support it receives through the media.

Semiotic analysis

This text is written in Ukrainian language, thus it is targeted on Ukrainian
readers. The language of the texts resembles a novel. It is generally easy to read, as it
lacks complex sentences and long passages. However, there are a lot of military terms,
such as names of military units and army machinery that ordinary readers may not be
familiar with. However, the numerously mentioned rank of the protagonist (i.e.,
commander, chief, major, officer) is rather simple and known to wide public without
military expertise. This might have been done to enhance the protagonist’s experience
and professionalism, but at the same time without paying attention to details.

Generally, the narrative referring to the protagonist is only positive and
praiseful, even in the words of other people about him. He is shown to the reader as
patriotic, fearless, inventive and committed professional, but at the same time he is a

modest (“When asked about his rewards, Tkachuk just jokes. He prefers to talk about
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others”) and sentimental person (“He hurts for people who were forced to leave their
homes because of warfare”). Even the fact that he lost several soldiers is transformed
into valour (“For almost three months’ the Major’s squadron lost only two brothers in
arms”). And so are the other Ukrainian fighters (referred to as the protagonist’s
“brothers in arms”) and volunteers “who were risking their lives”. When describing
their actions, the authors use euphemisms (for example, “[crew of the rebels’ tank was]
liquidated” instead of “killed”).

The description of the pro-Russian rebels makes the clear contrast to that of the
Ukrainian soldiers. Various rhetorical means are used to downgrade them and provoke
the readers’ aversion towards them. From the very title, they are referred to as “enemy”
and other terms with negative connotations (“militants”, “terrorists’); dysphemism are
used to describe them (“/oss of [...] living force”). The Donetsk and Luhansk provinces
that the rebels control (“the East”, “occupied territories”) are here the victim-group that
needs to be set free.

Notably, Russia or its ruling elites are not mentioned. In the Ukrainian political
and media discourse, however, the Donbas rebels are viewed as Russian mercenaries;
therefore, by downgrading them, they downgrade Russia as well. Even if not viewed so,
the fact that Russia frequently speaks, to say the least, in defense of the pro-Russian
insurgents in Ukraine, contributes to this claim and opinion. Therefore, by calling them
“terrorists”, the authors send the respective message to Russia as well.

Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

This text’s discourse is in direct connection with the problem of the deliberate

militarization of the Ukrainian society and is an illustrative example of how

militarization is achieved through media content. Without reshaping the discourse into
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less emotional and more objective, militarization and war glorification will continue to
prosper, and it may have devastating effects on the post-war development of the

Ukrainian society. This would once again require more transparency and objectivity of
the media, more media attention to the groups of people who call for peace and not the

escalation of war.

Text 5: “Words about Crimea, Thoughts about Empire”
Media channel and the author

TV channel “/+17” is a national Ukrainian TV channel and one of the largest
privately owned TV channels in the country. It was founded in 1995 and became an
independent broadcaster in 2005 when the American media corporation “Central
European Media Enterprises” (CEM) bought out 30% of “I1+1 media” stocks. In 2009
CEM sold the media holding to the Ukrainian magnate /hor Kolomoyski, who currently
owns 100% of the company’s shares. Being a politically engaged public figure,
Kolomoyski is famous for his active advocacy of the resistance to the Russian
aggression against Ukraine (Dosier EDINIST, n.d.). “1+1” is one of the most popular
TV channels in Ukraine. According to 2017 data, it had highest ratings amongst all key
types off target audience (with covering 11.6% of audience aged between 18 and 54 and
about 11% of wider audience as well). (/+1, 2017)

“TSN” is a daily news program broadcasted on the “1+1” channel It was first
broadcasted in 1997. “TSN” is the most popular news program in Ukraine, according to
the audience preferences statistics. Over the past few years it held a stable leading place
among Ukrainian news programs, reaching in different years the rating from 7.3% to

31,5% (Telekritika, 2012).
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“TSN” has been often criticized for providing unconfirmed or even false
information, and information from unreliable sources, as well as for misrepresentation
of facts (Shariy, 2014). Moreover, “TSN” as well as “1+1” TV channel have been
subject to journalists’ criticism for practicing censorship, i.a. banning the coverage of
certain events and advocating a defined stance on certain topics (Mirer, 2010).

The text author’s name is Mykola Kolomoyets. Information about him in the
open sources is very scarce. Except for several articles published by the author, only
information available is that Kolomoyets is a legal consultant and a correspondent for
“TSN” that writes articles on Russian-Ukrainian relations.

Problem and obstacles identification

This text addresses four aspects of the so-called “Crimean speech” of Russian
president Putin that he delivered before the parliament of Russia two days after the
Crimean referendum and two days before Crimea was officially integrated into Russia.
At the same time the author also touches upon the legal aspects of the Crimea
annexation, Ukraine’s (re)action on Crimean crisis, ethnic policy of Russia, and the
moral aspect of Crimean events. The author seems confused by Russia’s actions that
purportedly violate the international legal norms and basics of human morality. Based
on the Crimean and Donbas precedent, the author finishes the text with an evident fear
for the future, vaguely referring to a possible nuclear war.

The author’s confusion is explainable. Memorably, the current Russian state
ideology is Eurasianism, “derzhavnost”, the so-called “special path” (“osobiy put”) of
development. This ideology is based on geopolitical dogmas that confirm the country’s

desired image of a superpower. Geopolitics plays a crucial role in Russia’s high-level

decision-making. However, the geopolitics-based governance gets into discordance with
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the established international norms of law, foreign relations, diplomacy etc. that declare
and demand equality and equal responsibility. Speaking metaphorically, Russia and the
West hold a dialogue on the same matter, but in different languages. Therefore, the
main problem discussed in this text is the problem of Russia’s geopolitics-based
interpretation of legitimacy and responsibility.

This “language barrier” is perhaps the main reason of why the Ukrainian crisis is
still far from solution. A constructive dialogue cannot take place if the negotiation
partners are not treating each other as an equal. Therefore it might be regarded as the
key obstacle to the mentioned problem’s solution.

Semiotic analysis

The language of this text is Russian, which makes it understandable for Russian
and the vast majority of Ukrainian readers. It is written from the first-person
perspective, which, on the one hand, gives the reader an impression of direct
involvement into the text. On the other hand, the author automatically distances himself
from possible accusations of insults (he writes, “this is my opinion about him [Putin],
not an attempt to besmirch or dignify him”).

In the first two paragraphs, Kolomoyets makes this opinion explicitly clear. This
opinion fits into the Ukrainian self-victimizing ideology that, as analyses of previous
texts have shown, also includes feelings of deep anger and detestation towards the
“aggressor”. Here, the “aggressor” image is projected upon Russian president Putin.

The author’s enmity towards Putin is explicit and is repeated manifold: Putin is
not simply an enemy, but a “cunning”, “mean, deceitful enemy”, aggressive (i.e., see
comparison of Putin’s diplomacy to street bully fighting), a racist, even a dangerous

mentally incompetent person “who has an access to the nuclear launch suitcase”. The
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introductory quote by Hemingway (“Fascism is a lie told by bullies™) is also symbolic
in the context of this text, for it de-facto means attacking Russia with its own
communication weapon: accusation of fascism.

The author’s references to himself are noteworthy. On the one hand, they are a
contrast to the description and references to Putin: he is respective (“/ was taught to
respect the enemy”), competent (“As a lawyer I am obliged to justify my claim”),
responsible (“my memory is not as selective as [Putin’s]”’).On the other hand, the author
frequently uses the reverse psychology rhetoric. To underline his contrast to Putin, and
Kolomoyets enhances his capability of self-criticism repeatedly makes peculiar excuses
and self-deteriorating comments regarding him and Ukraine (“it is my stance [...] of a
savage with a degree”; “violating the laws and codes, our soldiers did not fight back”)
for something that no-one would normally be accused of. Thus, in Kolomoyets’ text, for
its honesty and “lack of cruelty”, Ukraine becomes the “mean” aggressor’s victim.

Reverse psychology rhetoric also appears, for example, in this passage: “there is
nothing awful [...] that the Russian Federation violated the UN Chart [...] and another
couple of documents [that are] completely useless”. This tactic is similar to what was
labeled as “adopting the enemy’s rhetoric” in previous texts’ analyses and it pursues the
same goals: besmirching, illegitimating the “enemy”. In this passage’s case,
Kolomoyets ostensibly reconstructs the “enemy’s” way of thinking, thus completing its
negative and illegitimate image. The established norms of international law and
common morality imply the exact opposite of what the passage describes; thus, it is

meant to provoke contempt and enmity towards the “enemy”.
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Possible solutions to the problem and obstacles

As discussed before, imperialistic ideology and geopolitics play a crucial role in
Russian governance. Therefore, the identified problem is persistant in the status quo.

Speaking about the obstacle, historical practice shows that the ideology of
equality and cooperation is more effective and viable than the superpower ideology.
Therefore, the author of this study is convinced that, in order to solve both the
Ukrainian crisis and its own problems (i.e. international sanctions), Russia should give
up its current discourse and adopt the ideology of equality and cooperation instead. Not
only the international community, but also Russians themselves would benefit from this

approach.

§4.3. Content Analysis

Bearing in mind the results and findings of the critical discourse analysis, the
content analysis of the ten texts was conducted. It needs to be stressed that the coding
and the analysis was carried out by the author of the study alone. Therefore, the results
of the content analysis are to a certain extent limited by the author’s understanding,
interpretations and perceptions of the texts. Although the author sought to adhere to the
principles of credibility and trustworthiness during the analysis, and a voluntary
reviewer has done an objectivity test after the analysis, a certain amount of bias and
subjectivity may still remain.

The stages of content analysis were outlined in §3.2. “Directed Content
Analysis”. Out of the three stages, Stage 1 was completed in previous chapters, as well

as the half of Stage 2. This subchapter is dedicated to Stage 2d: Testing of hypotheses.
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During the reading of the texts, a wide set of ideologically-laden terms was
found and noted. These words, expressions and their derivatives were split into five
sampling units and eleven coding units’ groups, whereas two sampling units are coding
units at the same time. The belonging of a text to a certain model of propaganda, as well
as the presence of hate speech was determined by the presence or absence of these
sampling and coding units within it, checked by the characteristics charts (see Tables 2
and 3). If at least 50% of the listed attributes were identified within a text, this text was
classified as a tool of a propaganda model which has more matches. The same principle
was applied to hate speech identification.

The analysis was conducted manually, via highlighting the sampling and coding
units and their derivatives on the printed version of the texts in original language. Then,
these units were compared to the attributes of both propaganda models and hate speech,
namely if among these discovered units were those that fitted the attributes of
propaganda models and hate speech.

Notably, the metaphors, allusions and other “indirect” propaganda rhetoric that
were discovered and described during the CDA were not highlighted i.e. taken into

consideration during content analysis.

§4.3.1. Russian Texts’ Content Analysis

In Russian texts, the main direction of hate speech is anti-Ukrainian, and to a
lesser extent anti-Western. However, this study does not focus on anti-Western rhetoric
of Russian media; therefore, it was studied only in reference to Ukraine. Table 5 shows

what exactly in the Russian was regarded as hate speech.
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Table 5.
Interpretation of Hate Speech in Russian Texts
. Hate speech .\
No atiribute Definition Examples
1 Written or oral The message was mediated in  (A// texts)
expression (HS;)  written or spoken form.
2 Addresses a certain The expression addresses: Poroshenko; Bandera;

social group and / or 1) Ukrainians, which include: =~ Western funders; Friends of

its individual
members (HS>)

3 Contains
expressions of

citizens of Ukraine, Ukrainians Ukraine; Feast on Ukraine;
as an ethnicity, famous etc.

Ukrainian historic and now-

living personalities (including

politicians); Ukraine as a

political actor and its

geographic territory with

exclusion of Crimea, DPR and

LPR, i.e. Donetsk and Luhansk

provinces.

2) Persons and / or

organizations that support

Ukraine and / or oppose Donbas

insurgents and Crimea

annexation.

3) Western democracies,

particularly: EU and USA, and

its politicians in their relation to

Ukraine.

Strong unfriendliness towards Coupists; Antiputinism;
Ukrainians; harsh, emotional, Illegal overthrow of the

hostility towards the sometimes ungrounded government; Forgive Ukraine
social group and / or criticism and disapproval of its rudeness; etc.

its members (HS3)

4  Accusations

their actions; delegitimization
of Ukrainian government.

Concentration on Ukraine’s Complete disregard of the

addressed to this ~ mistakes and diminishing / [minorities’] rights; Mass

social group and / or neglecting of its positive plundering of resources;

its members (/1S,) achievements. Also includes  [Poroshenko] increases his
falsification of facts (via capital [on the] permanent
generalization, hyperbole, civil war; etc.

evasions, etc.) that support the
negative image of Ukraine and /
or Ukrainians.
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5 Dehumanizing,
derogatory
language, slurs in
reference to this

References to Ukraine and / or
Ukrainians with downgrading,
derisive terms or epithets.
Aggressive Russian

social group and / or nationalism. Some of these

its members
(aggressive
nationalism) (FS’s)

6 One-sided, biased
presentation of facts
(HS6)

7  Simple language
(HS7)

8 Charged with
negative emotions
(such as sadness,
hatred, fear) (HSs)

terms per se are not negative,
but in the context, they receive
a besmirching tone.

Referring to or presenting only
one opinion or several similar
opinions: the ones that

Anti-Russian “sanitary
barrier”; Nezalezhnaya;
Pariahs; Slaves for the
European Union; Pathetic
Ukrainians; Junta; Nazi
regime; etc.

Ban May 9"; Rewrite the
history; [Poroshenko’s] Last
stronghold in the country

contribute to the negative image [radical nationalists]; etc.

of Ukraine and / or Ukrainians.

The alternative or opposite
opinion(s) are either absent, or
twisted and rejected.

The sentences are short and the [Media] Chew on [the news];

text is very easy to read.

Frequent use of colloquialisms.

Absence of complicated or
disciplinary (i.e., military)
terms.

Go too far; Cannot get over
it; Siphon off the budget;
Witch hunt; etc.

The message contains reference Lawlessness; Collapse;

to a perceived threat to Russia
coming from Ukraine, or
simulated empathy towards

Degradation; Indebted
[Ukraine]; Fear; Hate
campaign; Chaos; People’s

Ukraine and / or Ukrainians, or impoverishment; etc.

hostility towards them. Can
have a demoralizing effect.

Like hate speech, the propaganda is regarded in its anti-Ukrainian manifestation

in Russian texts. Table 6 shows the interpretation of what exactly in the Russian texts

fell under the term of “propaganda”.

Table 6.

Interpretation of Propaganda in Russian Texts

Ne Propaganda attribute

Definition

Examples

Classic propaganda theory (Lasswell)

1 Manipulation of
significant symbols
(CPTy)

Exploitation of symbolic images Ban May 9™; Uniting
significant to the majority of
Russians for ideological
purposes in a way that Ukraine
is presented as the one who
“defiles” them.

[symbol]; Nazism; Nazi
regime; Coup d’état; etc.
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2 Mobilization of Contains a call to action, Take the whole Ukraine;
public opinion encouraging Russians to Repeat the Crimean result;
(CPT>») respond to Ukraine’s actions.  Russian initiative; Annexation

of West-Ukrainian provinces;
etc.

3 Demoralization of By underlining Russia’s power Life has become far more
enemy (CPT3) and / or concentrating on difficult; Chaos; Crisis;
Ukraine’s problems and Inefficiency of state
mistakes, the message aims to  governance; Economy
discourage Ukrainians and implodes; etc.
ultimately shatter their ability to
fight back in the armed conflict.

4 Adaptation of (Hypothetical) Negative rhetoric (Not discovered)
rhetoric to public towards Ukraine and Ukrainians
opinion swings becomes less harsh after a
(CPTy) numbers of Russians large and

thus influential enough begins to
advocate for an improvement of
Russian-Ukrainian relations.

Hegemonic propaganda model (Chomsky)

1 Total governmental The ruling elite controls all (Based on the discoveries of
control (HPM)) spheres of Russia’s public life, CDA)
thus opinion of ordinary people
(especially if in discordance
with the official rhetoric) has no
impact on public life.

2 Media channels A consequence of Attribute 1.  (Based on the discoveries of
controlled by ruling The media channel of text’s CDA)
elites (HPM>) origin is in direct or indirect

control by Russian ruling elites,
thus it publishes only
information favorable to them.

3 Distracting public ~ The problem addressed in the  (Based on the discoveries of
attention from real  text is irrelevant to the Russian CDA)
problems (HPM3)  society and thus has no tangible
significance.

4 Incitement of fear ~ By painting a grim picture of  Crisis; Degradation; Radicals;
(HPM,) Ukrainian reality, the text stirs Nazism; Radical nationalism;
fear among Russians of a similaretc.
scenario in Russia.
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Common propaganda attributes (both models)

1 Militarization (CPA;)Strong accent and praising of ~ Take Crimea; Take the whole
the Russian army and military  Ukraine; etc.
officials (in contrast to those of

Ukraine).
2 Falsification of Historical events are Cutting off from the history;
history (CPA;) deliberately twisted (via Rewriting of Ukrainian
generalization, hyperbole, history; Seized from Poland;

evasions, etc) in a way that they etc.
support the negative image of
Ukraine and / or the positive

image of Russia.

3 Demonization of Excessive besmirching of Glorification of Nazi
enemies (CPAj3) Ukraine and Ukrainians, criminals; Nazi regime; Junta;
sometimes with use of etc.

derogatory and dehumanizing

terms.

4 Selective Facts that may damage Russia’s Delegitimization of the Soviet
presentation of facts positive image are not era; Complete disregard of the
(CPAy) mentioned, as well as positive [minorities’] rights; Abolished

facts about Ukraine. freedom of speech; Russia

saved them [DPR & LPR]
from demise; etc.

The words and coding units count discovered the following statistics (NB: the
numbers are based on the original version of the texts written in Russian language):

Table 7.
Number of ldeologically Laden Expressions Per Each Russian Text

Total Ne of sampling No of words No of ideologically
Ne Short text name ] ] ] ]
and coding units (w / title and lead) (%) laden expressions
1 Crimea... 73 1.043 (100%) 174 (~17%)
2 Path to... 83 1.751 (100%) 176 (~10%)
3 Bandera... 43 737 (100%) 83 (~11%)
4 In Ukraine... 43 763 (100%) 72 (~9%)
5 Poroshenko... 66 917 (100%) 96 (~10%)

MEDIAN ~62 ~1.042 ~120 (~12%)
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Based on data from the Tables 5 and 6, the five Russian texts fulfill the
interpretations of both propaganda models and hate speech in the way presented in
Table 8. The attributes that were found within a text were marked with the tick sign.

The unfulfilled attributes’ cells were left blank.

Table 8.
Propaganda and Hate Speech in Each Russian Text
Attribute Text1 Text2 Text3 Text4  Text5
HS, V v v v v
HS, v v v v
HS; ¥ v v v v
HS, ¥ v v v v
HSs ¢ v
HS¢ Vv v v v
HS, v v v v
HSy ¢ v v v v
TOTAL 7/8 6/8 6/8 7/8 8/8
CPT, V¢ v v v v
CPT, Vv v v
CPT; VvV v v
CPT4
SUB-TOTAL 3/4 2/4 3/4 1/4 2/4
HPM;, ¢ v v v v
HPM, v v v v
HPM; ¢ v
HPM,; ¢ v
SUB-TOTAL 4/4 2/4 2/4 2/4 4/4
CPA, V¥V v
CPA, v
CPA; VvV v v v v
CPA;, V¥V v v v
SUB-TOTAL 3/4 3/4 1/4 2/4 3/4
TOTAL
PROPAGANDA 10/12 7/12 6/12 5/12 9/12

Thus, the attribute pair matching for the five Russian texts is the following.

Table 9.

Attribute Pair Matching: Russian Texts

Attributes pair  Text1 Text2 Text3 Text4 Text5
HS, — CPT; v v v v
HS,; - CPT, v v
HS, — CPT; v v
HS4 - CPT;,

HS¢ — HPM, v v v v
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HSs — HPM, v v v v
HSs — HPM; v v
HSs — HPM, v v
HS; — CPA; v v
HSs — CPA; v

HSs — CPA; v v
HS¢ — CPA4 v v v v

TOTAL 8/12 5/12 3/12 4/12 9/12
TOTAL CPT 4/8 3/8 3/8 1/8 4/8
TOTAL HPM 7/8 4/8 0/8 2/8 7/8

§4.3.2. Ukrainian Texts’ Content Analysis

The same aspects were analyzed in the Ukrainian text, yet from the Ukrainian
perspective and with the use of Ukrainian coding units.

In the five Ukrainian texts, the direction of hate speech and propaganda is anti-
Russian and, to a lesser extent, also against Russia’s “allies”, like pro-Russian rebels of
Donbas and to an even lesser extent — Donald Trump in the USA. Even so, the rhetoric
against them is analyzed in the context of their interaction with Russia. Memorably, the
Donbas rebels are viewed as Russian mercenaries and are not regarded as Ukrainians.

Table 10 illustrates the interpretation of hate speech in the Ukrainian texts.

Table 10.

Interpretation of Hate Speech in Ukrainian Texts

Ne Attribute Definition Examples

1 Written or oral The message was mediated in ~ (A// texts)
expression (HS;) written or spoken form.

2 Addresses a certain  The message addresses: Aggressor; Enemy state;
social group and / or 1) Russians as an ethnicity, as  Occupied territories;
its individual citizens of Russia, Russian Terrorists; Putin; Stalin /
members (FS>) historic and living personalities Jugashvili; etc.

(including politicians); pro-
Russian rebels in Donbas; Russia
and its predecessor states as a
political actor including the DPR
and LPR i.e. Donetsk and
Luhansk provinces under rebels’
control;

2) Persons and / or organizations
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that support Russia, Crimea
annexation and Donbas

insurgents.
3 Contains expressions Strong unfriendliness towards  Street bully; Misuse; Violate
of hostility towards Russians; harsh, emotional, the UN chart; Violate

the social group and / sometimes ungrounded criticism territorial integrity;
or its members (HS3) and disapproval of their actions; Provocation; etc.
delegitimization of Russia and its
predecessor states as such.

4 Accusations Concentration on the negative  Colonization; Deportation;
addressed to this aspects of Russia’s influence on Imperial state; Imperialistic
social group and / or Ukraine and diminishing / policy; Intervention etc.

its members (HS;) neglecting of its positive
achievements. Also includes
falsification of facts (via
generalization, hyperbole,
evasions, etc.) that support the
negative image of Russia and / or

Russians.

5 Dehumanizing, References to Russia and /or ~ Racist society; Savage; Mean
derogatory language, Russians with downgrading, / cunning enemy; Terrorists;
slurs in reference to  derisive terms or epithets. etc.
this social group and Aggressive Ukrainian
/ or its members nationalism. Some of these terms
(aggressive per se are not negative, but in the

nationalism) (HSs5) context, they receive a
besmirching tone.

6 One-sided, biased  Referring to or presenting only Dominance of Russian
presentation of facts one opinion or several similar ~ people; Deliberately tears;
(HSs) opinions: the ones that contribute Persistently dissolves; etc.

to the negative image of Russia
and / or Russians. The alternative
or opposite opinions are either
absent, or twisted and rejected.

7 Simple language The sentences are short and the Does not give a damn,;
(HS7) text is very easy to read. Squeezing out the local

Frequent use of colloquialisms. element; etc.
Absence of complicated or
disciplinary (i.e., military) terms.

8 Charged with The message contains reference Crimes against humanity;
negative emotions  to a threat to Ukraine coming  Suppress the dissatisfied; Fear
(such as sadness, from Russia, simulated empathy of violence; etc.
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hatred, fear) (HSs)

towards Russians, or hostility
towards them. Can have a
demoralizing effect.
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Table 11 demonstrates what in Ukrainian texts was treated as propaganda:

Table 11.

Interpretation of Propaganda in Ukrainian Texts

Ne Propaganda
attribute

Definition

Examples

Classic propaganda theory (Lasswell)

1  Manipulation of Exploitation of symbolic

significant
symbols (CPT/)

2 Mobilization of
public opinion
(CPT)

3 Demoralization
of enemy
(CPT53)

4  Adaptation of
rhetoric to
public opinion
swings (CPTy)

images significant to the
majority of Ukrainians for
ideological purposes in a way
that Russia is presented as the
one who “defiles” them.

Contains a call to action,
encouraging Ukrainians to
respond to Russia’s actions.

By underlining Ukrainians
inner strength and justice and /
or concentrating on Russia’s
problems and mistakes, the
message aims to inflict shame
on Russians and ultimately
encourage them to stop
“aggression” against Ukraine.

(Hypothetical) Negative
rhetoric towards Russia and
Russians becomes less harsh
after a numbers of Ukrainians
large and thus influential
enough begins to advocate an
improvement of Russian-
Ukrainian relations.

Imperialistic policy;
Manipulations; Violate
territorial integrity; etc.

International tribunal
dedicated to Russia’s crimes
against humanity; etc.

Bravery; Hero; Legend;
Absence of cruelty;
Adequate man; etc.

(Not discovered)

Hegemonic propaganda model (Chomsky)

1 Total
governmental
control (HPMs)

The ruling elite controls all
spheres of Ukraine’s public
life, thus opinion of ordinary
people (especially if in

contrary to the official rhetoric)

has no impact on public life.

(Based on the discoveries of
CDA)
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Media channels

A consequence of Attribute 1.

(Based on the discoveries of

controlled by The media channel of text’s CDA)
ruling elites origin is in direct or indirect
(HPMsy) control by Ukrainian ruling
elites, thus it publishes only
information favorable to them.
Distracting The problem addressed in the  (Based on the discoveries of
public attention  text is irrelevant to the CDA)
from real Ukrainian society and thus has
problems no tangible significance.
(HPM7)
Incitement of By painting a grim picture of Bans; Detaining;
fear (HPM5) Russian reality, the text stirs Corruption; Institutional
fear among Ukrainians of the racism; Suppression;
situation in Ukraine which Repressive norms; etc.
could have occurred if there
were no Euromaidan.
Common attributes (both models)
Militarization Strong accent and praising of ~ Bravery; Hero; Absence of
(CPA)) the Ukrainian soldiers and cruelty; Adequate man; etc.

Falsification of
history (CPA;)

Demonization
of enemies
(CPA453)

Selective
presentation of
facts (CPAy)

volunteers, their
professionalism and moral
qualities (in contrast to those of
Russia).

Historical events are
deliberately twisted (via
generalization, hyperbole,
evasions, etc.) in a way that
they support the negative
image of Russia and / or the
positive image of Ukraine.

Excessive besmirching of
Russia and Russians,
sometimes with use of
derogatory and dehumanizing
terms.

Facts that may damage
Ukraine’s positive reputation
are not mentioned, as well as
positive facts about Russia.

Dominance of Russian
people; Destruction; etc.

Racist society; Legal
nihilism; Enemy; Savage;
etc.

Dominance of Russian
people; Forcefully taking
away; etc.

The result of the coding unit and word count in the Ukrainian texts can be found

Ukrainian or Russian language.

in Table 12 (see next page). The word numbers are valid the original texts, i.e. in
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Table 12.
Number of Ideologically Laden Expressions per Each Ukrainian Text

No of

ideologically
laden words (%)

Total Ne of sampling  Ne of words (w /
and coding units title and lead) (%)

N Short text name

1 Russian racism... 33 545 (100%) 54 (~10%)
2 Putin’s greatest 51 864 (100%) 67 (~8%)
fear...
3 “Kremlin’s Trojan 62 1.078 (100%) 84 (~8%)
horse
4 Set a fire trap... 43 634 (100%) 61 (~10%)
> Words about 77 1.124 (100%) 122 (~11%)
Crimea...
MEDIAN ~53 849 (100%) ~78 (~9%)

The mapping of hate speech and propaganda in the Ukrainian media texts is
presented in Table 13.

Table 13.
Propaganda and Hate Speech in Each Ukrainian Text
Attribute  Text 1 Text2 Text3 Text4 Text5

HS, v v v v
HS, v v v v
HS; v v v v
HS, v v v v
HSs v v v
HSs v v v
HS, v v
HSy v v
TOTAL  7/8 38 3/8 5/8 8/8
CPT, VS v v
CPT, v v v
CPT; v v
CPT,
SUB-TOTAL  2/4 24 1/4 3/4 2/4
HPM,
HPM, v v
HPM; v v v v
HPM, v v
SUB-TOTAL  2/4 14 2/4 1/4 2/4
CPA, v
CPA, v
CPA; v v v v v
CPA, v v v v
SUB-TOTAL _ 3/4 24 1/4 3/4 2/4
TOTAL 0 12 42 7/12 6/12

PROPAGANDA
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results:

Finally, the attributes pair matching in the Ukrainian texts has the following

Table 14.

Attribute Pair Matching: Ukrainian Texts

Attributes pair Text]1] Text2 Text3 Text4  Text5
HS, - CPT; v v v v
HS; - CPT, v
HS, - CPT; v
HS; - CPT,

HS¢ — HPM,
HS¢ — HPM, v v
HS¢ — HPM; v v
HSs — HPM, v
HS; — CPA; v
HS¢ — CPA, v
HSs — CPA; v v v v v
HS¢ — CPA4 v v v
TOTAL 6/12 2/12 2/12 5/12 6/12
TOTAL CPT 4/8 2/8 2/8 4/8 4/8
TOTAL HPM 5/8 1/8 1/8 4/8 4/8

To sum up the analysis chapter, this mixed-method approach has revealed some

remarkable trends within the media discourse of Russia and Ukraine. Moreover, the

CDA has once again proved to be the suitable method of the wide-spectrum analysis of

media propaganda. Furthermore, the main ideologies of the two countries that are

shaping their media discourse were identified and revealed. The answers to the research

questions can be given and the hypotheses can be tested based on the analysis results.

The detailed findings and hypotheses testing are given in the following chapter.
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§5. Findings

This chapter is dedicated to the reflection of the analysis findings and the testing
of hypotheses based on them. Firstly, the findings will be presented separately for the
Russian and Ukrainian texts analyses. After that, based on this information, the answers
to the research questions will be given, and the hypotheses — supported, partially
supported or declined.

The analyses of the Russian texts have revealed several important trends. First
and foremost, due to historic reasons, the geopolitical schools of Panarin and Dugin
have a major influence on Russian governance and public life. Being based on the
imperialistic ideology, they give the country’s ruling elite the carte blanche to a rather
aggressive reaction on the events in Ukraine and an interpretation of international law
that seems dubious to the Western democracies.

Secondly, all of the five major media channels from which the texts were taken
are under the direct or indirect control of the country’s political elite. This allows them
to control the media field and agenda of the country, i.e. to channel the public opinion in
the desired way. Knowing this, it would be appropriate to state that in the Russian
media people de-facto reproduce the opinion of Kremlin itself. This is especially
important in terms of the conflict with Ukraine. Although all Russian texts demonstrate
the trend to “demonize” Ukraine, especially the Ukrainian authorities, the dominant
rhetoric of the Russian media regarding Ukraine is not aggressive and dehumanizing,
but rather derisive, ironic and sarcastic. Even those Russian texts which discussed real
acute problems of the Ukrainian society contain this tone and are far from being an

objective analysis. Four out of five Russian texts present only one (type of) opinion.
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This type of rhetoric mitigates the hostility of the message and makes the text
less “propaganda-like”, with explicit ideologically laden rhetoric making out the median
of only 12% of the total number of words. However, taking into consideration all
factors and discourse structures, it matched around 60% of all propaganda criteria. If
split by the two models of propaganda, the median value of match for Russian texts
with the Classical Propaganda Theory is ca. 59% (57,5% match including common
criteria and 60% without them). For the Hegemonic Propaganda Model, the number
makes up 67,5% (70% with and 65% without common attributes). At the same time, the
rhetoric of Russian texts coincides with exactly 85% of the hate speech attributes.
However, concerning propaganda attributes pairs matched within the Russian texts,
37,5% of pairs matched for the Classic Propaganda Theory, and 50% matched for the
Hegemonic Propaganda Model.

At the same time, Ukrainian media channels enjoy by far greater freedom from
political elites’ influence than Russian ones, with only two channels out of five
controlled by acting politicians. This being said, though, all of them lack criticism of the
ruling elites and the country’s overall political course, taking a self-defensive and self-
vindicatory stance. Ukrainian texts demonstrate a contrast to the Russian ones with
stronger abhorrence towards and blaming of the “aggressor”, whereas derisive tone is
also present, but to a lesser extent. The main ideological background of Ukrainian texts
is the so-called “victim ideology” which is manifested in the self-victimization of
Ukraine, excessive blaming of (“finger-pointing” at) Russia and vindication of its own
rather aggressive and hostile opinions. Among them are such extremes as depriving

Russia and its predecessor states of legitimacy to exist (in contrast to Russian rhetoric
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that delegitimizes only the post-Euromaidan government of Ukraine). As a result, the
five Ukrainian texts’ rhetoric corresponds with 65% of hate speech attributes.

Speaking of propaganda, despite being more evident than in Russian texts, the
ideologically laden words and expressions make up the median of only ca. 9% of all
words in the texts matched the propaganda attributes by 51,4%. The rhetoric of
Ukrainian texts matched attributes of Classic Propaganda Theory by the median of ca.
51% (by 52,5% with common attributes and by 50% without them). It matched the
Hegemonic Propaganda Model attributes by the median of ~41% (by 47,5% with
common attributes and by 35% without them). However, only 33,4% of the Classic
Propaganda Theory attributes and ~31% of the Hegemonic Propaganda Model (i.e., less
than 50%) matched with hate speech attributes in the Ukrainian texts.

Therefore, judging by these data, Hypothesis 1 (“Hate speech is a tool of
propaganda within both propaganda models™) is rejected, for it appears to be a tool of
only one propaganda model, the Hegemonic. Hypothesis 2 (“Hegemonic propaganda
model by Chomsky employs more hate speech than Lasswell’s classic propaganda
theory”) is partially supported, or, more precisely, supported for the Russian case, but
rejected for the Ukrainian case. Both countries appear not to employ much blatant hate
speech in their propaganda. Instead, they rely on other lexical tools of propaganda. This
can be explained by the geopolitical context that both countries are a part of. Both of
them are an integral part of political processes in the European continent and globally
(especially Russia), which does not allow the regimes of both states to develop into
blatantly authoritarian regimes able to deploy a full-scale propaganda machinery, as it is

a case of some undemocratic regimes of Asia and Africa.
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The answer to the SQ; “Is Ukraine practicing russophobic hate speech in
media within its conflict with Russia?” is positive. And with Ukrainian 65% match to
hate speech compared to the Russian 85%, Hypothesis 3 (“The amount of russophobic
hate speech in Ukrainian media texts is lower than ukrainophobic hate speech in
Russian media texts”) is supported.

Apart from hypotheses-relevant discoveries, the study has also found out a
notable peculiarity. Namely, the Russian texts seem to fit more into the Hegemonic
Propaganda Model, whereas the Ukrainian texts’s rhetoric rather coincides with the
principles of the Classic Propaganda Theory. A proposed explanation for this is the
difference in ideological backgrounds of the two countries. Each ideology shapes the
discourse and the aims of propaganda rhetoric. For Ukrainians, the main direction of the
rhetoric is defensive, and for Russians — offensive. This could have also caused the
different proportions in matching hate speech and propaganda within them.

Summing up, the analysis of the Russian and Ukrainian media text has given a
rather surprising answer to the research question concerning the role of hate speech in
the propaganda models. Although it is prominent, in the texts, it is not directly tied to
propaganda, or, more precisely, it is not implemented as a full-scale tool of information
war, as it was the case, for example, during the Rwandan genocide. Furthermore, it has
been found that both countries’ media discourses are highly influenced and shaped by
the dominant ideologies in Russia and Ukraine. These do not only shape the media
agenda, but the very policy of the countries: both on the international level and towards
each other. Although this study is broad and multidisciplinary, it still leaves a number of
research gaps and limitations, which will be examined more thoroughly in the following

chapter.
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§6. Implications and Suggestions for Future Research

This chapter is dedicated to the reflection of the study. More precisely, it gives
an overview of the possible research gaps for future generations of scholars that this
study has left or brought up. Moreover, this chapter contains the description of this
study’s limitations that could influence the results of the analyses in this or that way.

This is a pioneering study of connections between propaganda and hate speech
in a modern armed conflict. First of all, this research is a valuable multidisciplinary
reference for further studies of modern Russian-Ukrainian relations in terms of their
conflict. This conflict has become global and influences not only the two participants,
but the global international scene. Moreover, as the conflict is still unfolding and ever
new manifestations of it keep appearing, this study can be an informative basis for
future analysis of them. Nevertheless, this study leaves several “blank spots” which can
give inspiration to further analyses.

One of such gaps is the Ukrainian media and their content. Until this study, they
have been on the outskirts of international academic research. However, after the
Euromaidan and Ukraine’s declaration of the pro-European path of development, its
media policy and media field needs further research — especially on the part of the
international academia. Further objective analysis and expert recommendations will
help shape and develop Ukrainian media channels in a way that they genuinely become
part of the European i.e. Western media system.

Although this study is wide and covers a wide range of phenomena and material,
it is not without certain limitations. They are connected with the study’s topic and
methods. First of all, the Russian-Ukrainian conflict is a complex and delicate topic

which embraces such questions as trust between nations, principles of legitimacy,
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problems of state security etc. This conflict has had a global impact on international
relations, and it is thus rather difficult to preserve neutrality towards this matter.
Secondly, both methods of this study impose the limitations of the researcher’s personal
attitudes, knowledge, understanding and interpretations. The author tried to adhere to
the principles of objectivity, remain as neutral as possible in judgments and analyses,
and not to involve personal opinion on the matter in any way. Nevertheless, the personal
factor cannot be fully excluded.

Moreover, this study selected media channels based on their popularity and
audience reach. Therefore, the relation between propaganda and hate speech in other
media channels remains unknown. Particularly notable and worth further research
would be the investigation of propaganda and hate speech relation in social media
where content control is not so strict. Furthermore, other communication channels and
their exploitation for propaganda tools remain open to studies.

Information warfare is a newly emerged and rapidly unfolding dangerous
phenomenon that threatens the whole world and the very basics and principles of
democracy. There are still no internationally unified ways to counter it without
infringing freedom of expression and information. Further research could investigate
other local manifestations of info war, its impact on democracy from different
perspectives: political, legal, communicational, etc. When applied to some other two
conflicting countries of the world, this study could shed light on the media propaganda
in them, as well as the role of hate speech in it.

Thus, this study leaves a wide range of various phenomena and theory variations
that are yet to be analyzed and touched upon. Future generation of scholars that chose to

dedicate their research to the phenomena of hate speech and propaganda, to this study’s
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methodology, or to any aspect of the Russian-Ukrainian conflict will be able apply
findings of this study as a useful and informative reference in their own papers.
Furthermore, they will be able to mind this study’s limitations and thus avoid or
minimize them in their own works, thus enriching the existing academic research on

any matter touched within this paper.
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§7. Conclusion

The modern digital era when information has become transparent and easily
accessible from all over the globe keeps changing all spheres of human life. One such
sphere that is undergoing major changes is the sphere of conflicts and war. More and
more armed conflicts are being largely supplemented by information war which unfolds
in the sphere of communication and symbols. Its advantage in contrast to the traditional
war is, first of all, its speed and efficiency. Secondly, info war is able to cause extensive
damage without physically killing the enemy and destroying his infrastructure. By
manipulating and exploiting the opponent’s beliefs, fears and discourse, the information
warfare is able to secure a victory over him with long-term effects. The main weapon of
information war is communication and its phenomena.

It is no wonder that a wide number of political regimes has understood the
destructive force of communication and has begun to exploit it and its phenomena as a
tool of warfare. For instance, conflicting countries have been using the phenomenon of
propaganda since the early 20™ century: not only to demoralize the enemy and distort
the public discourse in their own favor, but also to keep their own populations battle-
ready and to persuade them to willingly die “for a cause”. Historically, propaganda has
been associated with undemocratic countries whose power structures allow total control
of the information agenda by the ruling elites. Today, propaganda is still practiced by
such regimes, although due to numerous reasons (among them: globalization and the
need to cooperate with other actors on the international arena) its rhetoric appears as
toned-down in comparison to, for example, judophobic propaganda of Nazi Germany.

Until now, two large approaches to propaganda have been described: the Classic

Propaganda Theory by Lasswell and the Hegemonic Propaganda Model by Chomsky.
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The major difference between them is the evaluation of the role of ideology within
propaganda. While Lasswell leaves a lot of room to the public opinion and its ability to
influence the rhetoric of propaganda, Chomsky claims that the public opinion has little
to no impact on the rhetoric of propaganda, because the government control is too
strong. Despite the different approaches to ideology, these two models agree on several
aspects of propaganda. These common traits include excessive militarization, one-sided
presentation of current and historic events and extreme besmirching of the opponents,
portraying them as evil and dangerous. The last attribute is often manifested in the use
of pejoratives, slurs and derogatory terms in descriptions of opponents.

This very attribute is also the main attribute of another communication
phenomenon: hate speech. Like propaganda, it can have a devastating effect in real life
and inflict physical harm. As historical examples demonstrate, it can even lead to armed
conflicts and acts of violence, and can thus be used as a weapon of information war.
Hate speech 1s a modern phenomenon; however, its attributes and historic cases of its
implementation have brought forth an assumption that it might be used as a tool of
propaganda as well.

The contemporary Russian-Ukrainian conflict presents a remarkable example of
a conflict where armed and information warfare are combined and complement each
other. The two states actively engage in information war against each other, justifying
their own actions and accusing the other side of aggressive racist hate speech and
propaganda. Due to this fact, historic reasons and peculiarities of the two countries and
their bilateral relations, an assumption had been made that, if hate speech and
propaganda are related to each other in any way, the example of Russian-Ukrainian

conflict would demonstrate it.
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In order to examine this problem, a mixed qualitative method was implemented.
Among the employed methods are: critical discourse analysis (CDA), content analysis,
and policy analysis. These methods were chosen because of the complexity and
multifaceted nature of the analyzed problem and phenomenon. The main method of this
study is CDA, and the other methods are employed as supporting methods.

This study has revealed several noteworthy phenomena and trends. First of all,
both Russian and Ukrainian media texts addressing their neighbor are largely
ideologically laden. Although the ideologies behind Russian and Ukrainian texts are
different, the main common aim they follow is, on the one hand, to vindicate the own
country and its role in the conflict, and, on the other hand, to besmirch the other
country, its ruling elite, population, supporters and foreign allies, way of life etc. Even
when the media authors analyze actual problems of the neighboring country, their tone
is still ideologically laden and far from objective. As propaganda is largely built on
ideology according to both models, it can be stated that when it comes to analytical
overview of Russian-Ukrainian bilateral relations since 2013, both countries’
mainstream media largely publish propaganda material.

The second noteworthy discovery is the definition of types of propaganda that
the two countries engage in. It appears that Russian media texts’ rhetoric largely
coincides with attributes of the Hegemonic Propaganda Model; the Ukrainian ones’ —
with those of the Classic Propaganda Theory, respectively. This distribution is
presumptively based on the key ideologies of the two states discourse that influence the
propaganda rhetorics as well.

Furthermore, both Russian and Ukrainian mainstream media texts can be

characterized by the presence of a large amount of hate speech published in their media
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contents. In both cases the main direction of hate speech is nationalistic: anti-Russian
for the Ukrainian texts and anti-Ukrainian for the Russian texts. At the same time, the
study had demonstrated that a typical Ukrainian media text contain less russophobic
hate speech in contrast to the amount of ukrainophobic hate speech in Russian texts.

It has also been found that a typical Russian mainstream media text employs
hate speech as a tool of propaganda to a certain extent, whereas a typical Ukrainian
mainstream media text does not. However, the general trend for the both states is the
majority of texts avoid the use of dehumanizing rhetoric in reference to the “enemy”, in
contrast to the historical examples of violent hate speech (i.e., in Rwanda). The main
tool of propaganda in both cases is rather emotionally laden derisive rhetoric towards
the other country rather than blatant hate speech.

However, an alarming trend is that none of the ten analyzed texts contained even
an indication of a change towards less hostility between the two states and restoration of
normal relations between them. This indicates that the Russian-Ukrainian conflict is still
far from its resolution.

This research has also made some developments of the existing theoretical
background. First of all, it has proven that propaganda and hate speech are both tools of
information war. Secondly, it can be said with certainty that hate speech is an
instrument of the Hegemonic Propaganda Model. The same cannot be said about
Classic Propaganda Theory, though, as this theory is more applicable to the defensive
information war. Further research of the Russian-Ukrainian information war or the
application of this study to other international examples could test these claims and
expand the existing research. The more attention and academic scrutiny information war

and its instruments receive the more controllable and less devastating it will get. Finally,
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this study has broadened the Critical Discourse Analysis theoretical background by the
discovery of a new discourse structure which was not mentioned by previous scholars.
This structure has been called “adoption of the enemy’s rhetoric”. It was employed by
both Russian and Ukrainian texts’ authors. Based on this structure, the analyst can not
only identify the text’s ideology, but also get an insight into how the communicator
aims to present the “enemy’s” way of thinking.

All these findings present an important development in the research of the
information war, its theories, tools and manifestations. They will be a useful
background study not only for scholars of various disciplines, but also for political
analysts, media workers and political advisors, thus contributing to a development of a

safer democratic society.



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 139

References
1+1. (2017, January 4). Kanal “1+1” Stav Liderom za Vsima Komertsiynymy
Audytoriyamy. [Channel “1+1” Became Leader among All Commercial
Audiences]. Retrieved from Channel 1+1 website:

https://1plusl.ua/novyny/kanal-11-stav-liderom-za-vsima-komercijnimi-

auditoriami

5 Kanal. (n.d.). Istoriya. [History]. Retrieved from 5 Kanal website:

https://www.5.ua/about/istoriva

112.ua. (2016, December 7). Ukraine Recognized as the Most Corrupt Country By
European Court of Auditors. Retrieved from //2.ua website:

https://112.international/ukraine-top-news/ukraine-recognized-as-the-most-

corrupt-country-by-european-court-of-auditors-11826.html

112.ua. (2017, August 30). Tendentsioznoe Osveschenie, Provokatsii, Svyazi s
Boevikami: Za Chto Vydvoryayut iz Ukrainy Zhurnalistov [Biased Coverage,
Provocations, Connections with Militants: Why Journalists Get Expelled from
Ukraine]. Retrieved from /172.ua website:

https://112.ua/obshchestvo/tendencioznoe-osveshhenie-provokacii-svyazi-s-

boevikami-za-chto-vydvoryayut-iz-ukrainy-zhurnalistov-406452.html

Alexandrova-Arbatova, N. (2016). Geopolitical Challenges for the Post-Bipolar Europe.

Eastern Journal Of European Studies, Volume 7, Issue 2, 31 — 46.

Ambrosio, T. (2016). The Rhetoric of Irredentism: The Russian Federation’s Perception
Management Campaign and the Annexation of Crimea. Small Wars &

Insurgencies, 27:3, 467-490, DOI: 10.1080/09592318.2016.1151653


https://1plus1.ua/novyny/kanal-11-stav-liderom-za-vsima-komercijnimi-auditoriami
https://1plus1.ua/novyny/kanal-11-stav-liderom-za-vsima-komercijnimi-auditoriami
https://www.5.ua/about/istoriya
https://112.international/ukraine-top-news/ukraine-recognized-as-the-most-corrupt-country-by-european-court-of-auditors-11826.html
https://112.international/ukraine-top-news/ukraine-recognized-as-the-most-corrupt-country-by-european-court-of-auditors-11826.html
https://112.ua/obshchestvo/tendencioznoe-osveshhenie-provokacii-svyazi-s-boevikami-za-chto-vydvoryayut-iz-ukrainy-zhurnalistov-406452.html
https://112.ua/obshchestvo/tendencioznoe-osveshhenie-provokacii-svyazi-s-boevikami-za-chto-vydvoryayut-iz-ukrainy-zhurnalistov-406452.html

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

Amnesty International. (2015, Decemeber 17). Zapret Kommunisticheskoy Partii
Ukrainy — Eto Udar po Svobode Slova v Strane. [Ban of Ukrainian Communist
Party Is a Blow for Freedom of Speech in the Country]. Retrieved from Amnesty

International in Russia website https://amnesty.org.ru/ru/2015-12-17-ukraina/

Arapova, G. Y., & Kuzevanova, S. I. (Eds.) (2011). Yazyk Vrazhdy v SMI. Pravovye I
Eticheskie Standarty. [Hate Speech in the Mass Media. Legal and Ethical

Aspects]. Voronezh: OOO Firma "Elist"

Arbatova, N. K., & Dynkin, A. A. (2016). World Order after Ukraine. Survival, Vol. 58,

No. 1, 71-90. DOI: 10.1080/00396338.2016.1142140

Aslamova, D. (2013, August 14). Pochemu Russkie v Mongolii Prevratilis v
“Proklyatykh Okkupantov”. [Why Russians Turned into “Damned Occupants”
in Monogolia]. Komsomolskaya Pravda. Retrieved from

https://www.kp.ru/daily/26119/3012835/

Azar, 1. (2013, September 25). “Eto Kapriznye Nartsissy, a Ne Oppozitsiya”. [“Those
Are Capricious Narcisses, Not Opposition”]. Lenta.ru. Retrieved from

https://lenta.ru/articles/2013/09/25/kiselev/

Balfour, R., Emmanouilidis, J. A., Grabbe, H., Lochocki, T., Mudde, C., Schmidt, J., ...
& Stratulat, C. (2016, February). Europe’s Troublemakers: the Populist
Challenge to Foreign Policy. European Policy Centre. ISSN-1783-494X
Retrieved from

http://www.epc.eu/documents/uploads/pub_6377 europe_s_troublemakers.pdf?

doc_id=1714

140


https://amnesty.org.ru/ru/2015-12-17-ukraina/
https://www.kp.ru/daily/26119/3012835/
https://lenta.ru/articles/2013/09/25/kiselev/
http://www.epc.eu/documents/uploads/pub_6377_europe_s_troublemakers.pdf?doc_id=1714
http://www.epc.eu/documents/uploads/pub_6377_europe_s_troublemakers.pdf?doc_id=1714

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 141

Baran, S. J., & Davis, D. K. (2011). Mass Communication Theory.: Foundations,

Ferment, and Future. Boston: Cengage Learning. ISBN 978-0-495-89887-0.

Bateson, 1. (2017, January 24). Ukraine and Poland’s History Wars Are a Gift for Putin.

Foreign Policy. Retrieved from http://foreignpolicy.com/2017/01/24/ukraine-

and-polands-history-wars-are-a-gift-for-putin/

BBC Russia. (2014, May 5). SMI: 300 Zhurnalistov Poluchili ot Putina Nagrady za
Krym. [Mass Media: 300 Journalists Received Awards from Putin for Crimea].
Retrieved from BBC Russia website:

https://www.bbc.com/russian/russia/2014/05/140505 putin crimea russian me

dia award

Becker, H. (1949). The Nature and Consequences of Black Propaganda. American

Sociological Review, Vol. 14, No. 2, 221-235. DOI: 10.2307/2086855

Belkin, L.M. & Yurinets, Y. L. (2014). Analiz Sobytiy 2013— 2014 gg. v Ukraine:
Yuridicheskiy I Sotsiologicheskiy Aspekty. [Analysis of 2013-2014 Events In
Ukraine: Legal And Sociological Aspects.|Chasopys Akademiyi advokatury

Ukrayiny, (7,Ne 3), 3-31.

Benesch, S. (2012). Dangerous Speech: A Proposal to Prevent Group Violence.

Retrieved from https://worldpolicy.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Dangerous-

Speech-Guidelines-Benesch-January-2012.pdf

Benesch, S. (2014). Countering Dangerous Speech: New Ideas for Genocide
Prevention. United States Holocaust Memorial Museum. Retrieved from

https://www.ushmm.org/m/pdfs/20140212-benesch-countering-dangerous-

speech.pdf


http://foreignpolicy.com/2017/01/24/ukraine-and-polands-history-wars-are-a-gift-for-putin/
http://foreignpolicy.com/2017/01/24/ukraine-and-polands-history-wars-are-a-gift-for-putin/
https://www.bbc.com/russian/russia/2014/05/140505_putin_crimea_russian_media_award
https://www.bbc.com/russian/russia/2014/05/140505_putin_crimea_russian_media_award
https://worldpolicy.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Dangerous-Speech-Guidelines-Benesch-January-2012.pdf
https://worldpolicy.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Dangerous-Speech-Guidelines-Benesch-January-2012.pdf
https://www.ushmm.org/m/pdfs/20140212-benesch-countering-dangerous-speech.pdf
https://www.ushmm.org/m/pdfs/20140212-benesch-countering-dangerous-speech.pdf

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 142

Berbrier, M. (2000). The Victim Ideology of White Supremacists and White Separatists
in the United States. Sociological Focus, 33:2, 175-191, DOI:

10.1080/00380237.2000.10571164

Berdynskykh, H. (2017, June 21). Tepla Televanna dlya Poroshenko. Chomu
Telekanaly Perestaly Krytykuvaty Prezydenta. [Warm TV Bath for Poroshenko.
Why Did TV Channels Stop Criticizing the President]. Novoe Vremya.

Retrieved from https://nv.ua/ukr/publications/tepla-televanna-dlja-petra-

poroshenko-jak-providni-telekanali-krajini-visvitljujut-dijalnist-glavi-derzhavi-

1356477 .html
Bernays, E. L. (1928). Propaganda. N.Y .: Horace Liveright. ISBN 978-3-936086-35-5.
Beérzins, J. (2014). Russia’s New Generation Warfare in Ukraine: Implications for
Latvian Defense Policy. Policy Paper, 2,2002-2014.

Bildircin, M. M. (2017, October 16). Erdogan in Kirim’a Dair Sézleri Rusya’da
Rahatsizlik Yaratti. [Erdogan's Words on Crimea Cause Discomfort in Russia].

Birglin Gazetesi. Retrieved from https://www.birgun.net/haber-detay/erdogan-

in-kirim-a-dair-sozleri-rusya-da-rahatsizlik-varatti-184653.html

Biohrafiya Oleha Petrovtsya. (n.d.). [Biography of Oleh Petrovets]. Retrieved from the

personal website of Oleh Petrovets: http://petrovets.com.ua/biografija/

Bovt, G. (2013, December 11). The Kremlin’s New Chief Propagandist. The Moscow

Times. Retrieved from https://themoscowtimes.com/articles/the-kremlins-new-

chief-propagandist-30379



https://nv.ua/ukr/publications/tepla-televanna-dlja-petra-poroshenko-jak-providni-telekanali-krajini-visvitljujut-dijalnist-glavi-derzhavi-1356477.html
https://nv.ua/ukr/publications/tepla-televanna-dlja-petra-poroshenko-jak-providni-telekanali-krajini-visvitljujut-dijalnist-glavi-derzhavi-1356477.html
https://nv.ua/ukr/publications/tepla-televanna-dlja-petra-poroshenko-jak-providni-telekanali-krajini-visvitljujut-dijalnist-glavi-derzhavi-1356477.html
https://www.birgun.net/haber-detay/erdogan-in-kirim-a-dair-sozleri-rusya-da-rahatsizlik-yaratti-184653.html
https://www.birgun.net/haber-detay/erdogan-in-kirim-a-dair-sozleri-rusya-da-rahatsizlik-yaratti-184653.html
http://petrovets.com.ua/biografija/
https://themoscowtimes.com/articles/the-kremlins-new-chief-propagandist-30379
https://themoscowtimes.com/articles/the-kremlins-new-chief-propagandist-30379

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 143

Boyd-Barrett, O. (2017). Ukraine, Mainstream Media and Conflict Propaganda.
Journalism Studies, Vol. 18 (8), 1016-1034. DOI:

10.1080/1461670X.2015.1099461

Brand Analytics. (2017, November 1 lth). Top-30 SMI — Integralniy Reyting
Tsitiruemosti v SMI I Sotsmedia, OKTYABR 2017 Goda. [Top-30 Mass Media —
Integral Quotation Ranking of Mass Media and Social Media, OCTOBER

2017]. Retrieved from http://blog.br-analytics.ru/top-30-smi-okt-2017/

Brown, G., & Yule, G. (1983). Discourse Analysis. Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press. ISBN 0 521 24144 8

Buckley, N. (2018, April 10). Corruption and Power in Russia. Foreign Policy Research
Institute: Russia Political Economy Project. Retrieved from the FPRI website:

https://www.fpri.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Buckley.pdf

Bussemer, T. (2008). Propaganda. Konzepte und Theorien. 2., liberarbeitete Auflage.

Wiesbaden: VS Verlag fiir Sozialwissenschaften. ISBN 978-3-531-16160-0.

Buyse, A. (2014). Words of Violence: “Fear Speech,” or How Violent Conflict
Escalation Relates to the Freedom of Expression. Human Rights Quarterly, Vol.

36, No. 4, 779-797.

Charap, S., & Shapiro, J. (2015). Consequences of a New Cold War. Survival, 57(2),

37-46. DOI 10.1080/00396338.2015.1026058

Chomsky, N. (1997). Media Control: The Spectacular Achievements of Propaganda.

N.Y.: Seven Stories Press. ISBN 888363-49-5.


http://blog.br-analytics.ru/top-30-smi-okt-2017/
https://www.fpri.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Buckley.pdf

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 144

Chouliaraki, L., & Fairclough, N. (1999). Discourse In Late Modernity: Rethinking
Critical Discourse Analysis. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press. ISBN 0

7486 1083 9

Chouliaraki, L., & Fairclough, N. (2010). Critical Discourse Analysis in Organizational
Studies: Towards an Integrationist Methodology. Journal of management

studies, 47(6), 1213-1218.

Cordesman, A. H. (2014, May 28). Russia and the “Color Revolution”. Center for
Strategic and International Studies. Retrieved on

https://www.csis.org/analysis/russia-and-%E2%80%9Ccolor-

revolution%E2%80%9D

Council of the EU. (2018, March 16). Declaration by the High Representative Federica
Mogherini on behalf of the EU on the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and the
city of Sevastopol. Retrieved from the Consilium website:

https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-

releases/2018/03/16/declaration-by-the-high-representative-federica-mogherini-

on-behalf-of-the-eu-on-the-autonomous-republic-of-crimea-and-the-city-of-

sevastopol/

Dankova, N. (2014, December 22). Hto Dyhae v Spynu 5-mu [Who Breathes into
[Channel] 5’s Back]. Detektor Media. Retrieved from

http://detector.media/rinok/article/101807/2014-12-22-khto-dikhae-v-spinu-5-

mu/


https://www.csis.org/analysis/russia-and-%E2%80%9Ccolor-revolution%E2%80%9D
https://www.csis.org/analysis/russia-and-%E2%80%9Ccolor-revolution%E2%80%9D
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2018/03/16/declaration-by-the-high-representative-federica-mogherini-on-behalf-of-the-eu-on-the-autonomous-republic-of-crimea-and-the-city-of-sevastopol/
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2018/03/16/declaration-by-the-high-representative-federica-mogherini-on-behalf-of-the-eu-on-the-autonomous-republic-of-crimea-and-the-city-of-sevastopol/
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2018/03/16/declaration-by-the-high-representative-federica-mogherini-on-behalf-of-the-eu-on-the-autonomous-republic-of-crimea-and-the-city-of-sevastopol/
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2018/03/16/declaration-by-the-high-representative-federica-mogherini-on-behalf-of-the-eu-on-the-autonomous-republic-of-crimea-and-the-city-of-sevastopol/
http://detector.media/rinok/article/101807/2014-12-22-khto-dikhae-v-spinu-5-mu/
http://detector.media/rinok/article/101807/2014-12-22-khto-dikhae-v-spinu-5-mu/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

Darczewska, J. (2014a). The Anatomy of Russian Information Warfare. The Crimean
Operation, a Case Study. Warsaw: Centre for Eastern Studies, May 2014, 27.

ISBN 978-83-62936-45-8

Darczewska, J. (2014b). The Information War on Ukraine: New Challenges. Cicero

Foundation Great Debate Paper, 11.

Davidov, E. (2010). Nationalism and Constructive Patriotism: A Longitudinal Test of
Comparability in 22 Countries with the ISSP. International Journal of Public

Opinion Research, 23(1), 88-103. DOI: 101093/ijpor/edq03

Davidovitch, N., & Dana, N. (2017). The Holocaust Paradox: Holocaust Denial and its
Use in the Arab World. Israel Affairs, 23(2), 411-426. DOLI:

10.1080/13537121.2016.1274507.

Demianchuk, Y. (2017). Ahresyvna Zovnishnya Polityka Stalinskoho ta Putinskoho
Politychnykh Rezhymiv: Analohiyi ta Istorychna Arhumentatsiya v Ukrayinskiy
Presi. [Aggressive Foreign Politics of Stalin’s and Putin’s Political Regimes:
Analogies and Historical Argumentation in the Ukrainian Press]. Visnyk of the

Lviv University. Journalism Series. Issue (40), 78-87.

De Jong, S., Oosterveld, W., Usanov, A., Kertysova, K., Ilko, 1., & Gonzalez, J. F. G.
(2015). Beyond the Cold War of Words: How Online Media Can Make a

Difference in The Post-Soviet Space. The Hague Centre for Strategic Studies.

Deputaty Kyivrady. (n.d.). Petrovets Oleh Fedorovych. Retrieved from the website of

the Government of the city of Kyiv: http://kmr.gov.ua/uk/users/petrovets

Diuk, N., & McFaul, M. (2004, December 27). Maykl Makfoll: Svoey Svobodoy

Ukraina Obyazana Zhurnalistam. [Micheal McFaul: Ukraine Ows Journalists Its

145


http://kmr.gov.ua/uk/users/petrovets

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 146

Freedom]. Inosmi.ru. Retrieved from Inosmi website:

https://inosmi.ru/world/20041227/216015.html

Donnelly, J. (2007). The Relative Universality of Human Rights. Human rights

quarterly, 29(2), 281-306.

Dupré, B. (2013). 50 Schliisselideen Politik. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin

Heidelberg. ISBN 978-3-8274-3108-0.

Ekho Moskvy. (2014, March 12). ““Lenta.ru” Poluchila Preduprezhdenie ot
Roskomnadzora za Intervyu s Odnim Iz Liderov “Pravogo Sektora’
[“Lenta.ru” Got a Warning from Roskomnadzor for Interview with One of

“Right Sector” Leaders]. Retrieved from Radio Ekho Moskvy website:

https://echo.msk.ru/news/1277372-echo.html

Ellul, J. (1973). Propaganda. The Formation of Men's Attitudes. N.Y.: Vintage Books.

ISBN 0-394-71874-17.

Elo, S., & Kyngis, H. (2008). The Qualitative Content Analysis Process. Journal of

advanced nursing, 62(1), 107-115. DOI: 10.1111/5.1365-2648.2007.04569.x.

Etling, B., Alexanyan, K., Kelly, J., Faris, R., Palfrey, J., & Gasser, U. (2010, October
19). Public Discourse in the Russian Blogosphere: Mapping RuNet Politics and
Mobilization. Berkman Center Research Publication No. 2010-11. Retrieved

from: http://cyber.harvard.edu/sites/cyber.harvard.edu/files/Public_Discourse_in

_the Russian_Blogosphere 2010.pdf

European Court of Auditors. (2016a, December 7). EU Assistance to Ukraine: Results
so Far Are “Fragile”, Say Auditors. Press Release. Retrieved from the website of

the European Court of Auditors:


https://inosmi.ru/world/20041227/216015.html
https://echo.msk.ru/news/1277372-echo.html
http://cyber.harvard.edu/sites/cyber.harvard.edu/files/Public_Discourse_in_the_Russian_Blogosphere_2010.pdf
http://cyber.harvard.edu/sites/cyber.harvard.edu/files/Public_Discourse_in_the_Russian_Blogosphere_2010.pdf

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 147

https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ECADocuments/INSR16 32/INSR UKRAINE

EN.pdf

European Court of Auditors. (2016b, December 7). Special Report No 32/2016: EU
Assistance to Ukraine. Retrieved from the website of the European Court of

Auditors: https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ ECADocuments/SR16 32/SR UKR

AINE EN.pdf

European Parliament. (2017, May 17). Lex Signing Ceremony in Presence of Petro
POROSHENKUO, President of Ukraine on "Ukraine Visa Liberalisation":
Extracts from the Ceremony And from the Press Point. [Video file]. Retrieved
from the website of the European Parliament Media

centre: https://multimedia.europarl.europa.eu/en/poroshenko-ukraine-visa-

liberalisation-lex-signing 1138412-V v

Exec. Ord. No. 13662, 79 Fed. Reg 16169 (March 20, 2014). Retrieved from

https://www.treasury.gov/resource-

center/sanctions/Programs/Documents/ukraine_eo3.pdf

Fairclough, N. (2001). Critical Discourse Analysis as a Method in Social Scientific
Research. In: Wodak, R., & Meyer, M. (Eds.) Methods of Critical Discourse

Analysis. London: SAGE Publications Ltd. ISBN 0 7619 6153 4

Fairclough, N. (2012). Critical Discourse Analysis. In: Gee, G. P., & Hanford, M.
(Eds.) The Routledge Handbook of Discourse Analysis. London & N.Y.:

Routledge. ISBN: 978-0-415-55107-6

Filimoshin, M. V. (1999). Lyudskie Poteri Vooruzhennykh Sil SSSR. [USSR Army

Casualties]. Mir Rossii. Sotsiologiya. Etnologiya, 8(4), 92-101.


https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ECADocuments/INSR16_32/INSR_UKRAINE_EN.pdf
https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ECADocuments/INSR16_32/INSR_UKRAINE_EN.pdf
https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ECADocuments/SR16_32/SR_UKRAINE_EN.pdf
https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ECADocuments/SR16_32/SR_UKRAINE_EN.pdf
https://multimedia.europarl.europa.eu/en/poroshenko-ukraine-visa-liberalisation-lex-signing_I138412-V_v
https://multimedia.europarl.europa.eu/en/poroshenko-ukraine-visa-liberalisation-lex-signing_I138412-V_v
https://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/Programs/Documents/ukraine_eo3.pdf
https://www.treasury.gov/resource-center/sanctions/Programs/Documents/ukraine_eo3.pdf

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 148

Fond Obschestvennoe Mnenie. (2017). Televidenie v Zhizni Rossiyan. Opros
Naseleniya. [ Television in Russians’ Lives. Population Survey.] Moscow: Fond

Obschestvennoe Mnenie. Retrieved from http://bd.fom.ru/pdf/d05tv2017.pdf

Fraser, D. (2009). ‘On the Internet, Nobody Knows You're a Nazi’: Some Comparative
Legal Aspects of Holocaust Denial on the WWW. In: Weinstein, J., & Hare, 1.
(2009). Extreme Speech and Democracy. Oxford: OUP Oxford, 511-537. ISBN

9780199601790.

Freedom House. (2017). Ukraine. Freedom of the Press 2017. Retrieved from

https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-press/2017/ukraine

Furgacz, P. (2016). Russian Information War in the Ukrainian Conflict. In: Iancu, N.,
Fortuna, A., & Barna, C. (Eds.) Countering Hybrid Threats: Lessons Learned
from Ukraine. Amsterdam: 10S PressBV, 207 —216. doi: 10.3233/978-1-61499-

651-4-207.

Gee, J. P. (2004). An Introduction to Discourse Analysis: Theory and Method. N.Y ..

Routledge. ISBN 0-203-84788-1

Geller, A., Kaplan, D., & Lasswell, H. (1942). An Experimental Comparison of Four
Ways of Coding Editorial Content. Journalism & Mass Communication

Quarterly, 19(4), 362-370.

General Assembly Resolution 59 (I), Calling of an International Conference on
Freedom of Information. 65 Plenary Meeting, 14 December 1946. Retrieved

from https://documents-dds-

ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/033/10/IMG/NR003310.pdf?OpenEle

ment


http://bd.fom.ru/pdf/d05tv2017.pdf
https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-press/2017/ukraine
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/033/10/IMG/NR003310.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/033/10/IMG/NR003310.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/033/10/IMG/NR003310.pdf?OpenElement

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 149

General Assembly Resolution 68/262, Territorial integrity of Ukraine. Sixty-eighth

Session, 1 April 2014. Retrieved from http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc

.asp?symbol=A/RES/68/262

General Assembly resolution 2106 (XX), International Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. 21 December 1965. Retrieved from

http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Professionallnterest/cerd.pdf

General Assembly Resolution 2200A (XXI), International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights. 1495 Plenary Meeting, 16 December 1966.

Retrieved from https://documents-dds-

ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NRO0/005/03/IMG/NR000503.pdf?OpenEle

ment

Gerber, T. P., & Zavisca, J. (2016). Does Russian Propaganda Work? The Washington

Quarterly, 39(2), 79-98. DOI: 10.1080/0163660X.2016.1204398.

Glazyev, S. Yu. (2015). Ukrainskaya Katastrofa. Ot Amerikanskoy Agressii k Mirovoy
Voyne? [Ukrainian Catastrophe. From American Aggression to World War?]

Moscow: Knizhniy Mir. ISBN 978-5-8041-0727-8.

Gordon. (2017, November, 24). Na Pokhorony Veterana Krymskotatarskogo
Natsionalnogo Dvizheniya Kashki Prishli Neskolko Tysyach Krymskih Tatar
[Several Thousands of Crimean Tatars Attended the Funeral of the Veteran of
Crimean-Tatar-National Movement Kashka]. Retrieved from Gordon.ua

website: http://gordonua.com/news/crimea/na-pohorony-veterana-

krymskotatarskogo-nacionalnogo-dvizheniva-kashki-prishli-neskolko-tysyach-

krymskih-tatar-218954.html#comments



http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/68/262
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/68/262
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/ProfessionalInterest/cerd.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/005/03/IMG/NR000503.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/005/03/IMG/NR000503.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/RESOLUTION/GEN/NR0/005/03/IMG/NR000503.pdf?OpenElement
http://gordonua.com/news/crimea/na-pohorony-veterana-krymskotatarskogo-nacionalnogo-dvizheniya-kashki-prishli-neskolko-tysyach-krymskih-tatar-218954.html#comments
http://gordonua.com/news/crimea/na-pohorony-veterana-krymskotatarskogo-nacionalnogo-dvizheniya-kashki-prishli-neskolko-tysyach-krymskih-tatar-218954.html#comments
http://gordonua.com/news/crimea/na-pohorony-veterana-krymskotatarskogo-nacionalnogo-dvizheniya-kashki-prishli-neskolko-tysyach-krymskih-tatar-218954.html#comments

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

Gotz, E. (2015). It's Geopolitics, Stupid: Explaining Russia's Ukraine Policy. Global

Affairs, 1(1), 3-10. DOI: 10.1080/23340460.2015.960184.

Gotz, E. (2016a). Russia, the West, and the Ukraine Crisis: Three Contending
Perspectives. Contemporary Politics, Vol. 22, Issue 3, 249-266. DOI:

10.1080/13569775.2016.1201313

Gotz, E. (2016b). Neorealism and Russia’s Ukraine Policy, 1991 — Present.
Contemporary Politics, Vol. 22, Issue 3, 301-323. DOL:

10.1080/13569775.2016.1201312

Gouré, D. (2017, March 28). NATO Needs a New Iron Curtain to Protect Its Eastern
Border. Lexington Institute. Retrieved from

http://www.lexingtoninstitute.org/nato-needs-new-iron-curtain-protect-eastern-

border/

Graneheim, U. H., & Lundman, B. (2004). Qualitative Content Analysis in Nursing
Research: Concepts, Procedures and Measures to Achieve Trustworthiness.

Nurse education today, 24(2), 105-112.

Graudina, L.K., Itskovich, V. A., & Katlinskaya, L. P. (2004). Grammaticheskaya
Pravilnost Russkoy Rechi. [ Grammatical Correctness of Russian Speech).

Moscow: AST. ISBN 5170258712

Gressel, G. (2017, July). Fellow Travellers: Russia, Anti-Westernism, and Europe’s
Political Parties. European Council on Foreign Relations. Retrieved from:

http://www.ectr.eu/page/-/ECFR225 - FELLOW_TRAVELLERSI1.pdf

Grigoryev, V. (2012, May 12). Rusofobii v Latvii Nachali Uchit s Pelenok [They

Started to Teach [Children] Russophobia from the Cradle]. KM.ru. Retrieved

150


http://www.lexingtoninstitute.org/nato-needs-new-iron-curtain-protect-eastern-border/
http://www.lexingtoninstitute.org/nato-needs-new-iron-curtain-protect-eastern-border/
http://www.ecfr.eu/page/-/ECFR225_-_FELLOW_TRAVELLERS1.pdf

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 151

from http://www.km.ru/bsssr/2012/05/12/geopoliticheskaya-strategiya-zapada-

v-otnoshenii-respublik-bsssr/rusofobii-v-latvii

Guth, D. W. (2009). Black, White and Shades of Gray: The Sixty-Year Debate over
Propaganda versus Public Diplomacy. Journal of Promotion Management, Vol.

14, Issue 3&4, 309-325.

Hanisch-Wolfram, A. (2014). Totalitarian Propaganda As Discourse. In: Postoutenko,
K. (Ed) Totalitarian Communication: Hierarchies, Codes and Messages.

Bielefeld: transcript Verlag, 197 —216. ISBN 978-3-8376-1393-3.

Herman, E. S., & Chomsky, N. (1986). Manufacturing Consent: The Political Economy

of the Mass Media. N.Y.: Pantheon Books. ISBN 978-0-375-71449-8.

Holovka, A.A., & Tokarskiy, O.0. (2016). Rol ZMI v Suchasniyi Informaciyniyu
Viyni. [Role of Mass Media in the Modern Information War]. Young Scientist,

No 6 (33), 309-311.

Holstein, J. A., & Miller, G. (1990). Rethinking Victimization: An Interactional

Approach to Victimology. Symbolic Interaction, Vol. 13, No. 1, 103-122. DOI:

Honcharenko, R., & Nemyrovskiy, B. (2014, July 9). Resurs Poroshenka, abo Navischo
Prezydentu “5 Kanal”. [Poroshenko’s Resourse, Or Why Does President Need

“5 Kanal”]. Deutsche Welle. Retrieved from http://p.dw.com/p/1CYwW7

Hope, S. (Ed.) (2017, October 23). Corruption in Russia: An Overview. Commission on
security and cooperation in Europe (U.S. Helsinki Commission). Retrieved from
the

CSCE website: https://www.csce.gov/sites/helsinkicommission.house.gov/files/

Report%20-%20Corruption%20in%20Russia%20-%20Design%20FINAL.pdf



http://www.km.ru/bsssr/2012/05/12/geopoliticheskaya-strategiya-zapada-v-otnoshenii-respublik-bsssr/rusofobii-v-latvii
http://www.km.ru/bsssr/2012/05/12/geopoliticheskaya-strategiya-zapada-v-otnoshenii-respublik-bsssr/rusofobii-v-latvii
http://p.dw.com/p/1CYw7
https://www.csce.gov/sites/helsinkicommission.house.gov/files/Report%20-%20Corruption%20in%20Russia%20-%20Design%20FINAL.pdf
https://www.csce.gov/sites/helsinkicommission.house.gov/files/Report%20-%20Corruption%20in%20Russia%20-%20Design%20FINAL.pdf

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 152

Hromadske. (n.d.). Yak Tse Pratsyuye. [How It Works]. Retrieved from Hromadske

website: https://hromadske.ua/about#thow work

Hromadske. (2017). 2017 Richnyy Finansovyi Zvit. [2017 Annual Financial Report].

Retrieved from Hromadske website: https://hromadske.ua/finreports/2017-Fin-

report2.pdf

Hsieh, H. F., & Shannon, S. E. (2005). Three Approaches to Qualitative Content
Analysis. Qualitative health research, 15(9), November 2005, 1277-1288. DOI:

10.1177/1049732305276687.

Ibish, H., & Abunimah, A. (2001, April 16). Serious Concerns about Israel Shamir.
Retrieved from The Weblog of Hussein Ibish:

https://web.archive.org/web/20111002073436/http://www.ibishblog.com/article/

2001/04/16/serious conserns about israel shamir

Informator.tv. (2014, December 21). Intervyu s “Istorikom”: Boytsom Batalyona
“Aydar” iz Simferopolya. [Interview with “Historian”: Aidar Battallion Fighter

from Simferopol]. [Video file]. Retrieved from https://youtu.be/c4Fz9716w-U

Israel SHAMIR. (n.d.) In “Komsomolskaya Pravda”. Avtory. [“Komsomolskaya

Pravda”. Authors]. Retrieved from: https://www.kp.ru/daily/author/816198/

Iwaniuk, O. (2017, October 13). Ukrainian-Polish Relations in the Context of the
Memory War: A Game of Lose-Lose. Kennan Institute Focus Ukraine.

Retrieved from http://www.kennan-focusukraine.org/ukrainian-polish-relations-

in-the-context-of-the-memory-war-a-game-of-lose-lose/



https://hromadske.ua/about#how_work
https://hromadske.ua/finreports/2017-Fin-report2.pdf
https://hromadske.ua/finreports/2017-Fin-report2.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20111002073436/http:/www.ibishblog.com/article/2001/04/16/serious_conserns_about_israel_shamir
https://web.archive.org/web/20111002073436/http:/www.ibishblog.com/article/2001/04/16/serious_conserns_about_israel_shamir
https://youtu.be/c4Fz9716w-U
https://www.kp.ru/daily/author/816198/
http://www.kennan-focusukraine.org/ukrainian-polish-relations-in-the-context-of-the-memory-war-a-game-of-lose-lose/
http://www.kennan-focusukraine.org/ukrainian-polish-relations-in-the-context-of-the-memory-war-a-game-of-lose-lose/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 153

Jackson, C. (2016). Legislation as an Indicator of Free Press in Russia. Patterns of
Change from Yeltsin to Putin. Problems of Post-Communism, Vol. 63(5-6): 1—

13,2016, 354-366. DOI: 10.1080/10758216.2016.1164572

Jones, A., & Kovacich, G. L. (2016). Global Information Warfare: the New Digital

Battlefield. Boca Raton: CRC Press. ISBN 978-1-4987-0326-0

Jones, A., Kovacich, G. L., & Luzwick, P. G. (2002). Global Information Warfare:
How Businesses, Governments, and Others Achieve Objectives and Attain

Competitive Advantages. Boca Raton: CRC Press. ISBN 0-8493-1114-4

Jonsson, O., & Seely, R. (2015). Russian Full-Spectrum Conflict: An Appraisal After
Ukraine. The Journal of Slavic Military Studies, 28(1), 1-22. DOI:

10.1080/13518046.2015.998118.

Jowett, G.S., & O’Donnell, V. (2014). Propaganda & Persuasion. Sixth edition. Los

Angeles: SAGE Publications, Inc. ISBN 978-1-452-25753-2.

Joyner, C. C., & Lotrionte, C. (2001). Information Warfare as International Coercion:
Elements of a Legal Framework. European Journal of International Law, Vol.

12, No. 5, 825-865.

Kalb, M. (2015). Imperial Gamble: Putin, Ukraine, and the New Cold War.

Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution Press. ISBN 978-0-8157-2664-7

Kislitsyn, S., & Petrova, S. (2017). K Voprosy o Politischeskom Rezhime Sovremennoy
Ukrainy. [To the Question on Political Regime of Modern Ukraine].

Svobodnaya Mysl, No. 2 (1662), 33-44. ISSN: 0869-4435



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

Kodeks Etyky Ukrayins’koho Zhurnalista. Natsionalna Spilka Zhurnalistiv Ukrayini,
December 13", 2013. [Code of Ethics of the Ukrainian Journalist. National

Union of Ukrainian Journalists]. Retrieved from http://www.nsju.org/page/196

Kohl, D. (2011). The Presentation of “Self” and “Other” In Nazi Propaganda.

Psychology & Society, 4(1), 7-26.

Kolomoyskiy, Thor Valeriyovych. (n.d.) In: Dosier EDINIST. Retrieved from:

https://m.ednist.info/dossier/35

Kolpakov, 1. [Ed.] (2015). Dorogaya Redaktsiya. Podlinnaya Istoriya “Lenty.ru”,
Rasskazannaya Eyo Sozdatelyami. [Dear Editorial Team. True Story of

“Lenta.ru” Told By Its Founders] Moscow: AST. ISBN: 978-5-17-086970-1

Komsomolskaya Pravda. (2017, August 28). In Encyclopcedia Britannica online.

Retrieved from https://www.britannica.com/topic/Komsomolskaya-Pravda

Konstitutsiya Ukrayiny, Ne 1401-VIII vid 02.06.2016, VVR, 2016, Ne 28, St.532.
[Constitution of Ukraine] Retrieved from

http://zakon5.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254%D0%BA/96-%D0%B2%D1%80

Kovalenko, A. (2017, October 12). Agenty Kremlya: Chto Izvestno ob Aktivistah
Krymskogo Evromaydana, Kotorykh “Povyazala” SBU. [Kremlin’s Agents:
What We Know about Activists of Crimean Euromaidan Locked up By SSU].

Depo.ua. Retrieved from https://www.depo.ua/rus/war/agenti-kremlya-scho-

vidomo-pro-aktivistiv-krimskogo-vevromaydanu-yakih-pov-yazala-sbu-

20171012657082

154


http://www.nsju.org/page/196
https://m.ednist.info/dossier/35
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Komsomolskaya-Pravda
http://zakon5.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254%D0%BA/96-%D0%B2%D1%80
https://www.depo.ua/rus/war/agenti-kremlya-scho-vidomo-pro-aktivistiv-krimskogo-yevromaydanu-yakih-pov-yazala-sbu-20171012657082
https://www.depo.ua/rus/war/agenti-kremlya-scho-vidomo-pro-aktivistiv-krimskogo-yevromaydanu-yakih-pov-yazala-sbu-20171012657082
https://www.depo.ua/rus/war/agenti-kremlya-scho-vidomo-pro-aktivistiv-krimskogo-yevromaydanu-yakih-pov-yazala-sbu-20171012657082

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 155

Kozyryatska, S. A. (2016). Ukrayina ta Rosiya: Mediatyzatsiya Politychnoho Prostoru.
[Ukraine and Russia: Mediafication of the Political Space]. Science and

Education a New Dimension. Humanities and Social Sciences, IV(14), L.: 89.

Krippendorft, K. (2004). Content Analysis: An Introduction to Its Methodology. ond

edition. Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications, Inc. ISBN 0-7619-1544-3.

Kroenig, M. (2015). Facing Reality: Getting NATO Ready for a New Cold War.

Survival, 57(1), 49-70. DOI: 10.1080/00396338.2015.1008295

Kubanev, N.A., & Nabilkina L. A. (2015). Otnosheniya Rossii s Ukrainoy I SShA:
Geopoliticheskiy Aspekt. [Relations between Russia, Ukraine and USA:
Geopolitical Aspect] Modern Research of Social Problems, Ne1(45), 329 — 334.

DOI: 10.12731/2218-7405-2015-1-29

Kiibler, F. (1998). How Much Freedom for Racist Speech?: Transnational Aspects of a

Conflict of Human Rights. Hofstra Law Review, Vol. 27, Iss. 2 [1998], Art. 3

Kujawa, K., & Morkva, V. (Eds.) (2015). 2014 Crisis in Ukraine. Perspectives,
Reflections, International Reverberations. 1 Edition. Gliwice, Poland: ASLAN

Publishing House. ISBN: 978-83-939141-7-3

Kuznetcova, O. (2016). Vydova Kharakterystyka Ksenofobiyi v Mas-Media Ukrayiny.
[Special Characteristics of Xenophobia in Ukrainian Mass-Media]. Visnyk of the

Lviv University. Journalism Series. Issue (33), 134—145.

Lasswell, H. D. (1927). The Theory of Political Propaganda. The American Political

Science Review, 21(3), 627-631.

Lasswell, H.D. (1938). Propaganda Technique In the World War. N.Y.: Peter Smith.



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 156

Lenta.ru. (n.d.). Gusev, Pavel. Retrieved from Lenta.ru website:

https://lenta.ru/lib/14160489/

Lenta.ru. (2008, August 10). Khronika Voyny v Yuzhnoy Osetii: Den Vtoroy
[Chronicles of War in South Ossetia: Day Two]. Retrieved from Lenta.ru

website: https://lenta.ru/articles/2008/08/09/ossetia/

Lernatovych, V. (2016). Mediaanneksiya Ukrayini. [Media-Annexation of Ukraine].

Visnyk of the Lviv University. Journalism Series. Issue (38), 168—172.

Legvold, R. (2014). Managing the New Cold War: What Moscow and Washington Can
Learn From the Last One. Foreign Affairs, 93(4), 74-84. Retrieved from

http://commonweb.unifr.ch/artsdean/pub/gestens/f/as/files/4760/39349 202432.

pdf

Libicki, M. (1995). What Is Information Warfare? Washington, D.C.: Institute for

National Strategic Studies.

Lifian, M. V. (2010). History as a Propaganda Tool in Putin’s Russia. Communist and
Post-Communist Studies, 43(2), 167-178.

DOI:10.1016/j.postcomstud.2010.03.001.

Makarenko, G., & Gavrilko-Alekseev, A. (2017, May 17). Ukraina 1 ES Oformili
Bezvizoviy Rezhim. [Ukraine and the EU Adopted Visa-Free Travel]. RBK.
Retrieved from

https://www.rbc.ru/politics/17/05/2017/591¢23d59a7947196b528e39

Mayring, P. (1991). Qualitative Inhaltsanalyse. In: Flick, U., von Kardoff, E., Keupp,

H., von Rosenstiel, L., & Wolff, S. (Eds.). Handbuch qualitative Forschung:


https://lenta.ru/lib/14160489/
https://lenta.ru/articles/2008/08/09/ossetia/
http://commonweb.unifr.ch/artsdean/pub/gestens/f/as/files/4760/39349_202432.pdf
http://commonweb.unifr.ch/artsdean/pub/gestens/f/as/files/4760/39349_202432.pdf
https://www.rbc.ru/politics/17/05/2017/591c23d59a7947196b528e39

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 157

Grundlagen, Konzepte, Methoden und Anwendungen. Munich: Beltz —

Psychologie Verl. Union, pp. 209-213. ISBN 3-621-27105-8.

McGregor, S. L. (2003). Critical Discourse Analysis — A Primer. Kappa Omicron Nu
FORUM (Vol. 15, No. 1). Retrieved from

http://www.kon.org/archives/forum/15-1/mceregorcda.html

Merkel, R. (2014, April 8). Die Krim und das Volkerrecht : Kiihle Ironie der
Geschichte. Frankfurter Allegemeine Zeitung. Retrieved from:

http://www.faz.net/aktuell/feuilleton/debatten/die-krim-und-das-voelkerrecht-

kuehle-ironie-der-geschichte-12884464.html

Merry, E. W. (2016). The Origins of Russia’s War in Ukraine: The Clash of Russian
and European “Civilizational Choices” for Ukraine. In: Wood, E. A.,
Trudolyubov, M., Merry, E. W., Pomeranz, W. E. [Eds]. Roots of Russia's War
in Ukraine. Washington, D.C : Columbia University Press, 22 - 31. ISBN

9780231704533

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine. (2016, February 13). Statement of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine demanding Russian occupation authorities to
cease repressions against Crimean Tatars. Retrieved from the website of the

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine: http://irag.mfa.gov.ua/en/press-

center/news/44731-zajava-mzs-ukrajini-z-vimogoju-pripiniti-represiji-proti-

krimsvykotatarsykogo-narodu

Ministry of Justice of the Russian Federation. (2018, April 27). Perechen
Nekommercheskikh Organizatsiy, v Otnoshenii Kotorykh Sudom Prinyato

Vstupivshee v Zakonnuyu Silu Reshenie o Likvidatsii ili Zaprete Deyatelnosti po


http://www.kon.org/archives/forum/15-1/mcgregorcda.html
http://www.faz.net/aktuell/feuilleton/debatten/die-krim-und-das-voelkerrecht-kuehle-ironie-der-geschichte-12884464.html
http://www.faz.net/aktuell/feuilleton/debatten/die-krim-und-das-voelkerrecht-kuehle-ironie-der-geschichte-12884464.html
http://iraq.mfa.gov.ua/en/press-center/news/44731-zajava-mzs-ukrajini-z-vimogoju-pripiniti-represiji-proti-krimsykotatarsykogo-narodu
http://iraq.mfa.gov.ua/en/press-center/news/44731-zajava-mzs-ukrajini-z-vimogoju-pripiniti-represiji-proti-krimsykotatarsykogo-narodu
http://iraq.mfa.gov.ua/en/press-center/news/44731-zajava-mzs-ukrajini-z-vimogoju-pripiniti-represiji-proti-krimsykotatarsykogo-narodu

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 158

Osnovaniyam, Predusmotrennym FZ “O Protivodeystvii Ekstremistskoy
Deyatelnosti”. [List of Nonprofit Organizations, on Which the Final and
Binding Decision on Liquidation or Banning of Activity Based on the Federal
Law “On Countering Extremist Activity” Has Been Made]. Retrieved from the
website of the Ministry of Justice of the Russian Federation:

http://minjust.ru/nko/perechen zapret

Mirer, P. (2010, May 6). Tsenzura v TSN? Zhurnalisty Zayavlyayut, Rukovodstvo
“1+1” Oprovergaet. [Censorship in TSN? Journalists Claim, Managers of “1+1”
Deny]. MediaPort. Retrieved from:

http://www.mediaport.ua/news/ukraine/70751/tsenzura v tsn jurnalistyi zayavl

vayut rukovodstvo 11 oprovergaet

Mirzayan, G. (2016a, October 12). Putin i Erdogan Vozobnovili Turetskiy I Fruktoviy
Potok. [Putin and Erdogan Renewed the Turkish and Fruit Stream]. Sputnik

Tajikistan. Retrieved from https://ru.sputnik-

tj.com/analytics/20161011/1020839163.html

Mirzayan, G. (2016b, November 23). Lichnye Zalozhniki Poroshenko [Poroshenko’s
Personal Hostages]. Expert Online. Retrieved from

http://expert.ru/2016/11/23/politicheskie-zalozhniki/

Mirzayan, G. (2016c, December 4). Besheniy Pyos s Mozgami. [Rabid Dog with

Brains]. Expert Online. Retrieved from http://expert.ru/2016/12/4/beshenyij-pes-

s-mozgami/


http://minjust.ru/nko/perechen_zapret
http://www.mediaport.ua/news/ukraine/70751/tsenzura_v_tsn_jurnalistyi_zayavlyayut_rukovodstvo_11_oprovergaet
http://www.mediaport.ua/news/ukraine/70751/tsenzura_v_tsn_jurnalistyi_zayavlyayut_rukovodstvo_11_oprovergaet
https://ru.sputnik-tj.com/analytics/20161011/1020839163.html
https://ru.sputnik-tj.com/analytics/20161011/1020839163.html
http://expert.ru/2016/11/23/politicheskie-zalozhniki/
http://expert.ru/2016/12/4/beshenyij-pes-s-mozgami/
http://expert.ru/2016/12/4/beshenyij-pes-s-mozgami/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 159

Mirzayan, G. (2016d, December 30). V Ozhidanii Stuka so Dna [ Awaiting the Knock

from the Bottom]. Expert Online. Retrieved from http://expert.ru/2016/12/30/v-

ozhidanii-stuka-so-dna/

Mirzayan, G. (2017a, January 16). Sevastopol Vzyal, Aleppo Vzyal, Venu Brat Ne Stal.
[Took Sevastopol, Took Aleppo, Decided Not to Take Vienna]. Expert Online.

Retrieved from http://expert.ru/expert/2017/03/sevastopol-vzyal-aleppo-vzyal-

venu-brat-ne-stal/

Mirzayan, G. (2017b, December 2). Armyane Nastolko Uscherbny, chto Gotovy
Vylizyvat Lyubogo, Kto Skazhet o Nih Dobroe Slovo. [Armenians Are so Lame
that They Are Ready to Lick Up Anyone Who Says Good of Them] Retrieved

from Armiya.az website: http://armiya.az/ru/news/125582

Molander, R. C., Riddile, A. S., & Wilson, P. A. (1996). Strategic Information Warfare:

a New Face of War. Santa Monica: RAND. ISBN 0-8330-2352-7

Moskovskiy Komsomolets. (2016, May 27). Vklyuchenniy v Sanktsionniy Spisok
Poroshenko Pavel Gusev: “Napominaet Fashistskuyu Germaniyu”. [Pavel Gusev
Included into Poroshenko’s Sanction List: “Reminds of Fascist Germany”].

Retrieved from http://www.mk.ru/politics/2016/05/27/vklyuchennyy-v-

sankcionnyy-spisok-poroshenko-pavel-gusev-napominaet-fashistskuyu-

germaniyu.html

Mullen, A. (2009). The Propaganda Model after 20 Years: Interview with Edward S.
Herman and Noam Chomsky. Westminster Papers in Communication and

Culture, 6(2).


http://expert.ru/2016/12/30/v-ozhidanii-stuka-so-dna/
http://expert.ru/2016/12/30/v-ozhidanii-stuka-so-dna/
http://expert.ru/expert/2017/03/sevastopol-vzyal-aleppo-vzyal-venu-brat-ne-stal/
http://expert.ru/expert/2017/03/sevastopol-vzyal-aleppo-vzyal-venu-brat-ne-stal/
http://armiya.az/ru/news/125582
http://www.mk.ru/politics/2016/05/27/vklyuchennyy-v-sankcionnyy-spisok-poroshenko-pavel-gusev-napominaet-fashistskuyu-germaniyu.html
http://www.mk.ru/politics/2016/05/27/vklyuchennyy-v-sankcionnyy-spisok-poroshenko-pavel-gusev-napominaet-fashistskuyu-germaniyu.html
http://www.mk.ru/politics/2016/05/27/vklyuchennyy-v-sankcionnyy-spisok-poroshenko-pavel-gusev-napominaet-fashistskuyu-germaniyu.html

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 160

Mulrean, P. (Speaker). (2014, September 14). Joint Statement on Violations of the
Rights of Crimean Tatars and Other Minorities in Crimea. Human Rights
Council 27th Session. Retrieved from the website of the Permanent Mission of
the United States of America to the United Nations and Other International

Organizations in Geneva: https://geneva.usmission.gov/2014/09/24/joint-

statement-on-minorities-in-ukraine/

Natroix.ru. (2017, September 20). Gevorg Mirzayan — Spets po Kulturnomu Zatykaniyu
Rtov. [Gevorg Mirzayan: An Expert in Cultural Mouth-Shutting]. Retrieved

from Natroix.ru website: http://natroix.ru/karera/gevorg-mirzayan-spets-po-

kulturnomu-zatyikaniyu-rtov.html

Nayem, M. (2014, April 4). Uprising in Ukraine: How It All Began. Retrieved from
Open Society Foundations website:

https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/voices/uprising-ukraine-how-it-all-

began

Nikolaides, N. (2016, November 22). Iskazhenie Istorii: Ukraina — Ne Gosudarstvo.
[Falsification of History: Ukraine Is Not a State]. Inosmi.ru. Retrieved from

https://inosmi.ru/politic/20161122/238260880.html

Novikova, A. (2014, March 5). Shoigu: V Krymu Net Rossiyskih Voysk. [Shoigu:
There Are No Russian Soldiers in Crimea]. Komsomolskaya Pravda. Retrieved

from: https://www .kp.ru/online/news/1677649/

OECD Better Life Index. (n.d.). Russian Federation. Retrieved from OECD Better Life

Index website: http://www.oecdbetterlifeindex.org/countries/russian-federation/



https://geneva.usmission.gov/2014/09/24/joint-statement-on-minorities-in-ukraine/
https://geneva.usmission.gov/2014/09/24/joint-statement-on-minorities-in-ukraine/
http://natroix.ru/karera/gevorg-mirzayan-spets-po-kulturnomu-zatyikaniyu-rtov.html
http://natroix.ru/karera/gevorg-mirzayan-spets-po-kulturnomu-zatyikaniyu-rtov.html
https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/voices/uprising-ukraine-how-it-all-began
https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/voices/uprising-ukraine-how-it-all-began
https://inosmi.ru/politic/20161122/238260880.html
https://www.kp.ru/online/news/1677649/
http://www.oecdbetterlifeindex.org/countries/russian-federation/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 161

OHCHR. (2016, May 17). Press Briefing Notes on Crimean Tatars. Retrieved from

OHCHR website: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.as

px?NewsID=19970&LangID=E

Onyshkiv, Y. (2010, May 13). Media Expert: Only Two TV Stations Still Give Viewers
Fair News Coverage. Kyiv Post. Retrieved from

https://www .kyivpost.com/article/content/ukraine-politics/media-expert-only-

two-tv-stations-still-give-viewe-66674.html

Ostapa, S. (2016, February 1). Natalya Humenyuk: Novyny “Hromadskoho
Telebachennya” Mayut Buty Zolotym Standartom Yakosti. [Natalya Humenyuk:
“News of “Hromadske Television” Must Be a Golden Standard of Quality].
[Interview Transcript]. Intervyu z Ukrayiny. Retrieved from

https://rozmova.wordpress.com/2016/03/07/natalya-humenuk-5/

OSCE. (2015, May 18). New Laws in Ukraine Potential Threat to Free Expression and
Free Media, OSCE Representative Says. Retrieved from OSCE website:

https://www.osce.org/fom/158581

OSCE. (2017, August 30). OSCE Media Freedom Representative Calls on Ukraine to
Respect the Work of Foreign Journalists. Retrieved from OSCE website:

https://www.osce.org/fom/337366

Parubiy, A. (2015, May 16). Zakony pro Dekomunizatsiyu Pidpisani. Vitayu!
[Decommunization Laws Were Signed. Congratulations!] Ukrayinska Pravda.

Retrieved from https://blogs.pravda.com.ua/authors/parubiy/5556e6adac751/



http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=19970&LangID=E
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=19970&LangID=E
https://www.kyivpost.com/article/content/ukraine-politics/media-expert-only-two-tv-stations-still-give-viewe-66674.html
https://www.kyivpost.com/article/content/ukraine-politics/media-expert-only-two-tv-stations-still-give-viewe-66674.html
https://rozmova.wordpress.com/2016/03/07/natalya-humenuk-5/
https://www.osce.org/fom/158581
https://www.osce.org/fom/337366
https://blogs.pravda.com.ua/authors/parubiy/5556e6adac75f/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 162

Patrick, B.A., & Thrall, T.A. (2007). Beyond Hegemony: Classical Propaganda Theory
and Presidential Communication Strategy After the Invasion of Iraq. Mass

Communication and Society, 10:1, 95-118. DOI: 10.1080/15205430709337006.

Peopletalk. (2017, September 1). 23-Letniy Viadimir Todorov — Noviy Redaktor
Lenta.ru. Kto On Takoy i Pochemu Chitat “Lentu” Teper Prosto Obyazatelno?
[23-Year Old Vladimir Todorov Is the New Chief Editor of Lenta.ru. Who Is He
and Why Reading “Lenta” Is Simply a Must Now?] Retrieved from

https://news.rambler.ru/other/37798229-23-letniy-vladimir-todorov-novyy-

redaktor-lenta-ru-kto-on-takoy-i-pochemu-chitat-lentu-teper-prosto-obyazatelno/

Petr Kovalyov. (n.d.). In: Facebook [Personal page]. Retrieved from:

https://www.facebook.com/petr.kovalev.79

Pomerantsev, P., & Weiss, M. (2014). The Menace of Unreality: How the Kremlin
Weaponizes Information, Culture and Money. New York: Institute of Modern

Russia.

Porzgen, G. (Ed.) (2016). Facing Reality after the Euromaidan. The Situation of
Journalists and Media in Ukraine. Reporters Without Borders. Retrieved from

https://rsf.org/sites/default/files/journalists_and_media_in_ukraine_ -

_rsf 2016.pdf

Prezident Rossii. (2014, March 4). Vladimir Putin Otvetil na Voprosy Zhurnalistov o
Situatsii v Ukraine. [Vladimir Putin Answered to Journalists’ Questions about
Situation in Ukraine]. Retrieved from the official website of the Russian

President: http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/20366



https://news.rambler.ru/other/37798229-23-letniy-vladimir-todorov-novyy-redaktor-lenta-ru-kto-on-takoy-i-pochemu-chitat-lentu-teper-prosto-obyazatelno/
https://news.rambler.ru/other/37798229-23-letniy-vladimir-todorov-novyy-redaktor-lenta-ru-kto-on-takoy-i-pochemu-chitat-lentu-teper-prosto-obyazatelno/
https://www.facebook.com/petr.kovalev.79
https://rsf.org/sites/default/files/journalists_and_media_in_ukraine_-_rsf_2016.pdf
https://rsf.org/sites/default/files/journalists_and_media_in_ukraine_-_rsf_2016.pdf
http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/20366

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 163

Psychannel. (2014, December 8). Kiselyov o Geyah. [Kiselyov about Gays]. [Video

file]. Retrieved from https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JvJoRSoPuGE

Radio Free Europe / Radio Liberty. (2017, July 1). Ukraine Security Service Blames
Russia For Recent Cyberattack. Retrieved from RFE / RL website:

https://www.rferl.org/a/cyberattack-ukraine-blames-russia/28589606.html

Rambler Top-100: Novosti i SMI [News and Mass Media]. Retrieved from

https://top100.rambler.ru/navi/?theme=1126&type=7&range=month&rgn=1

REK-TV. (2014, February 24). Alexandr Prokhanov o Evreyskih Organizatsiyah.
[Alexandr Prokhanov about Jewish Organizations]. [Video file]. Retrieved from

https://www.vyoutube.com/watch?v=b6v4Zyh45TM

Reshetilova, O. (2016, April 26). Poklonskaya: Medzhlis Nuzhen Tolko dlya
Razzhiganiya Nenavisti i Vrazhdy. [Poklonskaya: Mejlis Only Serves the
Inflammation of Hatred]. Grani.ru. Retrieved from

https://graniru.org/Politics/World/Europe/Ukraine/m.250923.html

RIA Novosti. (n.d.). Istoriya Agentstva. [Agency’s History]. Retrieved from

https://ria.ru/docs/about/ria_history.html

RIA Novosti. (2009, December, 11). Gazeta “Moskovskiy Komsomolets™. Spravka.
[Newspaper “Moskovskiy Komsomolets”. Factsheet]. Retrieved from R/A

Novosti website: https://ria.ru/spravka/20091211/198562973.html

RIA Novosti. (2010, May 25). “Komsomolskaya Pravda”: Istoriya I Nyneshniy Den
Gazety. [“Komsomolskaya Pravda: History and Modern Day of the
Newspaper]. RIA Novosti. Spravki. Retrieved from RIA Novosti website:

https://ria.ru/spravka/20100524/236957896.html



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JvJoRSoPuGE
https://www.rferl.org/a/cyberattack-ukraine-blames-russia/28589606.html
https://top100.rambler.ru/navi/?theme=1126&type=7&range=month&rgn=1
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=b6v4Zyh45TM
https://graniru.org/Politics/World/Europe/Ukraine/m.250923.html
https://ria.ru/docs/about/ria_history.html
https://ria.ru/spravka/20091211/198562973.html
https://ria.ru/spravka/20100524/236957896.html

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 164

RIA Novosti, (2012, October, 26). Biografiya Evgeniya Bekasova. [Evgeniy Bekasov’s
Biography]. Retrieved from RIA Novosti website:

https://ria.ru/spravka/20121026/907031501.html

RIA “O’Key”. (2016). Moskovskiy Komsomolets. Retrieved from RIA “O’Key”

website: http://ok.mk.ru/article.asp?id=75

Romanenko, T.V. (2016) Svoboda Slova v Mediynomu Prostori Suchasnoy Ukrayiny.
[Freedom of Expression in the Media Field of Modern Ukraine]. Young

Scientist, No. 12.1 (40), 275-278.

Sakwa, R. (2014). Frontline Ukraine: Crisis In the Borderlands. London: I.B.Tauris &

Co. Ltd. ISBN 978 1 78453 064 8

Shamir, 1. (2002, November 21). The Elders of Zion and the Masters Discourse.
Retrieved from the personal website of Israel Shamir:

http://www.israelshamir.net/English/Elders of Zion.htm

Shariy, A. (2014, March 31). Propaganda TSN = “Gebbelsovskaya” Propaganda SMI
RF. [TSN’s Propaganda = “Goebbels-style” Propaganda of Russian Mass
Media]. Novosti Ukrainy — Form.UA. Retrieved from https://from-

ua.com/articles/305047-a-sharii-propaganda-tsn-gebbelsovskaya-propaganda-

smi-rf.html

Shulman, E. M. (2015). Prakticheskaya Politologiya: Posobie po Kontaktu s
Realnostyu. [ Practical Politology: A Contact-with-Reality Manual] Moscow:

Izdatelskie Resheniya. ISBN 9785447433376

Shenderovich, V. (2010, March 4) Kto Skazal “Metastazy”? [Who Said ,,Lesions*?]

Ezhednevniy Zhurnal. Retrieved from http://www.ej.ru/?a=note&id=9922



https://ria.ru/spravka/20121026/907031501.html
http://ok.mk.ru/article.asp?id=75
http://www.israelshamir.net/English/Elders_of_Zion.htm
https://from-ua.com/articles/305047-a-sharii-propaganda-tsn-gebbelsovskaya-propaganda-smi-rf.html
https://from-ua.com/articles/305047-a-sharii-propaganda-tsn-gebbelsovskaya-propaganda-smi-rf.html
https://from-ua.com/articles/305047-a-sharii-propaganda-tsn-gebbelsovskaya-propaganda-smi-rf.html
http://www.ej.ru/?a=note&id=9922

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 165

Shepelin, I. (2014, February 27). “V Moskve Ne Hotyat Znat Pravdu. Vashi
Propagandisty Pytayutsya Nam Obyasnit, Chto Proishodit u Nas”. [“In Moscow,
They Do Not Want to Know the Truth. Your Propagandists Try to Explain Us
What Is Happening In Our Land”’]. Republic.ru. Retrieved from

https://republic.ru/russia/v. moskve ne khotvat znat pravdu vashi propagandi

sty pytayutsya nam obvasnit chto proiskhodit u nas-1063466.xhtml

Shevtsova, L. (2015, June 2). Humiliation as a Tool of Blackmail. The American

Interest. Retrieved from https://www.the-american-

interest.com/2015/06/02/humiliation-as-a-tool-of-blackmail/

Shynkaruk, V. (2015). Informatsiyna Polityka Evrointehratsiynoho Kursu Ukrayiny.
[Information Policy of the European Integration Course of Ukraine]. Visnyk

Prykarpatskoho Universytetu, Politolohiya, (9), 105-108.

Simmons, A., & Mueller, J. (2001). Correspondence: The Dynamics of Internal

Conflict. International Security, Vol. 25, No. 4, Spring 2001, 187-190.

Simon, J. (2017, September 18). CPJ Calls on Ukrainian President Petro Poroshenko to
Reaffirm His Commitment to Ensuring Journalists' Safety. [open letter].

Committee to Protect Journalists. Retrieved from https://cpj.org/2017/09/cpi-

calls-on-ukrainian-president-petro-poroshenko-.php

Sinodov, Y. (2017, January 12). Re: Slovo Znatokam: Pochemu Smena Redaktsii Ne
Privodit k Smene Auditorii Izdaniya? [Word to Experts: Why Does Changing
the Editorial Team Not Affect Changing the Periodical’s Audience?] [Blog

comment]. Retrieved from https://roem.ru/12-01-2017/240346/editor-

traf/#comment-245700



https://republic.ru/russia/v_moskve_ne_khotyat_znat_pravdu_vashi_propagandisty_pytayutsya_nam_obyasnit_chto_proiskhodit_u_nas-1063466.xhtml
https://republic.ru/russia/v_moskve_ne_khotyat_znat_pravdu_vashi_propagandisty_pytayutsya_nam_obyasnit_chto_proiskhodit_u_nas-1063466.xhtml
https://www.the-american-interest.com/2015/06/02/humiliation-as-a-tool-of-blackmail/
https://www.the-american-interest.com/2015/06/02/humiliation-as-a-tool-of-blackmail/
https://cpj.org/2017/09/cpj-calls-on-ukrainian-president-petro-poroshenko-.php
https://cpj.org/2017/09/cpj-calls-on-ukrainian-president-petro-poroshenko-.php
https://roem.ru/12-01-2017/240346/editor-traf/#comment-245700
https://roem.ru/12-01-2017/240346/editor-traf/#comment-245700

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 166

Skorkin, K. (2014). Obschiy Yazyk Nenavisti. [Common Language of Hatred].
Otechestvennye Zapiski, No. 6(63). Retrieved from

http://magazines.russ.ru/o0z/2014/6/4s-pr.html

Smith, B. L., Lasswell, H. D., & Casey, R. D. (1946). Propaganda, Communication and
Public Opinion: A Comprehensive Reference Guide. New Jersey: Princeton

University Press. ISBN 978-0691627625

Snow, N. (2003). Information War: American Propaganda, Free Speech and Opinion

Control Since 9/11. N.Y.: Seven Shores Press. ISBN 1-58322-577-9

Snyder, T. (2014). Fascism, Russia, and Ukraine. The New York Review of Books,
20(03).

Sponholz, L. (2018). Hate Speech in den Massenmedien: Theoretische Grundlagen und

Empirische Umsetzung. Wiesbaden: Springer VS. ISBN 978-3-658-15076-1

St. 2 Konstitutsii Rossiyskoy Federatsii ot 12 dekabrya 1993 goda. [Art. 2 of the
Constitution of the Russian Federation adopted on December 12" 1993.]

Retrieved from http://constitution.kremlin.ru/

St. 2 Zagalni Polozhennya, “Zakon Ukrayiny Pro Zahyst Suspilnoyi Morali”, VVR,
2004, N 14, St. 192 [Art. 2 General Terms, Ukrainian Law On Protection of

Public Moral]. Retrieved from http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1296-

15/print1217856518710949

St. 29 Konstitutsii Rossiyskoy Federatsii ot 12 dekabrya 1993 goda. [Art. 29 of the
Constitution of the Russian Federation adopted on December 12" 1993.]

Retrieved from http://constitution.kremlin.ru/.



http://magazines.russ.ru/oz/2014/6/4s-pr.html
http://constitution.kremlin.ru/
http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1296-15/print1217856518710949
http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1296-15/print1217856518710949
http://constitution.kremlin.ru/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 167

Stoker, G. (1998). Governance as Theory: Five Propositions. International social

science journal, 50(155), 17-28. DOI: 10.1111/1468-2451.00106

Suspilne Movlennya. (2013, June 14). “Hromadske TB”: “Vse Hirshe, Nizh Vy
Dumayete, Ale Nadiya Ye”. [“Hromadske TV”: “Everything Is Worse than You
Think, But There Is Hope™]. Retrieved from Suspilne Movlennya website:

http://stv.detector.media/reformuvannya/internet/egromadske tb vse girshe nizh

vi dumaete ale nadiva e/

Szafranski, R. (1995). 4 Theory of Information Warfare,; Preparing for 2020.
Montgomery: Air University, Maxwell Air Force Base. Retrieved from

http://www.dtic.mil/get-tr-doc/pdf?AD=ADA328193

Tanjug. (2017a, November 10). BULATOVIC I DALJE "NA CEKANJU" Ukrajinski
Ambasador se Vraca u Beograd. [Bulatovi¢ Still “On Waiting List” Ukrainian
Ambassador Returns to Belgrade]. Alo! Retrieved from

http://www.alo.rs/vesti/politika/ukrajinski-ambasador-se-vraca-u-

beograd/130866/vest

Tanjug. (2017b, November 21). Ukrajinski Ambasador: Ostaje Stav da Rusija
Zloupotrebljava Srbiju [Ukrainian Ambassador: Stance Remains that Russia
Misuses Serbia]. Vecernje Novosti Online. Retrieved from

http://www.novosti.rs/vesti/naslovna/politika/aktuelno.289.html:697039-

Ukrajinski-ambasador-Ostaje-stav-da-Rusija-zloupotrebljava-Srbiju

Taylor, P. M. (1992). War and the Media: Propaganda And Persuasion In the Gulf

War. Manchester: Manchester University Press. ISBN 0 7190 3753 0


http://stv.detector.media/reformuvannya/internet/gromadske_tb_vse_girshe_nizh_vi_dumaete_ale_nadiya_e/
http://stv.detector.media/reformuvannya/internet/gromadske_tb_vse_girshe_nizh_vi_dumaete_ale_nadiya_e/
http://www.dtic.mil/get-tr-doc/pdf?AD=ADA328193
http://www.alo.rs/vesti/politika/ukrajinski-ambasador-se-vraca-u-beograd/130866/vest
http://www.alo.rs/vesti/politika/ukrajinski-ambasador-se-vraca-u-beograd/130866/vest
http://www.novosti.rs/vesti/naslovna/politika/aktuelno.289.html:697039-Ukrajinski-ambasador-Ostaje-stav-da-Rusija-zloupotrebljava-Srbiju
http://www.novosti.rs/vesti/naslovna/politika/aktuelno.289.html:697039-Ukrajinski-ambasador-Ostaje-stav-da-Rusija-zloupotrebljava-Srbiju

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 168

Taylor, P. M. (1997). Global Communications, International Affairs and the Media

Since 1945. London: Routledge. ISBN 0-415-11678-3

Telegraf. (2017, November 9). Ruska Agencija: Ukrajinski Ambasador Izazvao
Diplomatski Skandal u Srbiji. [Russian Agency: Ukrainian Ambassador Sparked
Diplomatic Scandal in Serbia]. Telegraf. Retrieved from

http:// www.telegraf.rs/vesti/politika/2910442-ruska-agencija-ukrajinski-

ambasador-izazvao-diplomatski-skandal-u-srbiji

Telekanal Novyn 24. (n.d.). Zahalna Informatsiya. (General Information). Retrieved

from Kanal 24 website: https://24tv.ua/general info

Telekritika. (2012, December 4). Vechirniy Vypusk TSN za 3 Hrudnya Zdobuv
Rekordni Pokazniky. [Evening TSN Show of December 3™ Received Record

Figures]. Retrieved from Telekritika website http://ru.telekritika.ua/news/2012-

12-04/77238

Transparency International. (2017, January 25). Corruption Perceptions Index 2016.

Retrieved from Transparency International website: https://www.transparency.o

rg/news/feature/corruption_perceptions_index_2016

Transparency International. (2018, January 25). First Ever Transparency Assessment of
Russia’s 200 Largest Companies. Retrieved from Transparency International
website:

https://www.transparency.org/news/pressrelease/first_ever_transparency_assess

ment_of russias 200 largest companiesl



http://www.telegraf.rs/vesti/politika/2910442-ruska-agencija-ukrajinski-ambasador-izazvao-diplomatski-skandal-u-srbiji
http://www.telegraf.rs/vesti/politika/2910442-ruska-agencija-ukrajinski-ambasador-izazvao-diplomatski-skandal-u-srbiji
https://24tv.ua/general_info
http://ru.telekritika.ua/news/2012-12-04/77238
http://ru.telekritika.ua/news/2012-12-04/77238
https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/corruption_perceptions_index_2016
https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/corruption_perceptions_index_2016
https://www.transparency.org/news/pressrelease/first_ever_transparency_assessment_of_russias_200_largest_companies1
https://www.transparency.org/news/pressrelease/first_ever_transparency_assessment_of_russias_200_largest_companies1

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 169

Trenin, D. (2014a). The Ukraine Crisis And the Resumption of Great-Power Rivalry.
Carnegie Moscow Center. Retrieved from

http://carnegieendowment.org/files/ukraine great power rivalry2014.pdf

Trenin, D. (2014b). Ukraine and the New Divide. Carnegie Moscow Center. Retrieved
from

http://carnegieendowment.org/files/Article Ukraine Trenin Eng Jul2014.pdf

Tsygankov, A. (2015). Vladimir Putin's Last Stand: The Sources of Russia's Ukraine
Policy. Post-Soviet Affairs, 31:4,279-303. DOLI:

10.1080/1060586X.2015.1005903.

Tumanova, T. (2015, April 10). MID Rossii: “Dekommunizatsiya” v Ukraine —
Antirossiyskiy Shag [Foreign Affairs Ministry of Russia: “Decommunization” in
Ukraine Is an Anti-Russian Step]. UNN. Retrieved from

http://www.unn.com.ua/ru/news/1456541-mzs-rosiyi-dekomunizatsiya-v-

ukrayini-antirosiyskiy-krok

Tumber, H., & Webster, F. (2006). Journalists under Fire: Information War and

Journalistic Practices. London: SAGE Publications. ISBN 1-4129-2406-5

Ukaz Prezidenta RF ot 9 dekabrya 2013 g. Ne 894 “O Nekotorykh Merakh po
Povysheniyu Effektivnosti Deyatelnosti Gosudarstvennykh Sredstv Massovoy
Informatsii”. [Decree of the President of Russian Federation on December 9™
2013 Ne 894 “On Certain Measures towards Improving the Efficiency of State
News Media”] Rossiyskaya Gazeta — Federalniy Vypusk Ne 6254 (278), 10

December 2013. Retrieved from https://re.ru/2013/12/09/vkaz-dok.html



http://carnegieendowment.org/files/ukraine_great_power_rivalry2014.pdf
http://carnegieendowment.org/files/Article_Ukraine_Trenin_Eng_Jul2014.pdf
http://www.unn.com.ua/ru/news/1456541-mzs-rosiyi-dekomunizatsiya-v-ukrayini-antirosiyskiy-krok
http://www.unn.com.ua/ru/news/1456541-mzs-rosiyi-dekomunizatsiya-v-ukrayini-antirosiyskiy-krok
https://rg.ru/2013/12/09/ykaz-dok.html

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 170

Ukaz Prezydenta Ukrayiny Ne549/2015 Pro Rishennya Rady Natsionalnoy Bezpeki i
Oborony Ukrayiny vid 2 Veresnya 2015 Roku “Pro Zastosuvannya
Ekonomichnykh ta Inshykh Obmezuvalnykh Zahodiv (Sanktsiy)” [Decree of the
President of Ukraine No549/2015 On the Decision of the Ukrainian Council of
National Security and Defense on September 2" 2015 “On the Application of
Personal Special Economic and Other Restrictive Measures (Sanctions)”].
Retrieved from the official website of the Ukrainian President:

http://www.president.gov.ua/documents/5492015-19437

Ukrayinska Pravda. (n.d.) Oleh Petrovets. Retrieved from Ukrayinska Pravda website:

https://www.pravda.com.ua/authors/516d49{27e378/page 2/

Ukrayinska Pravda. (2015, June 23). RF Ugrozhaet Zablokirovat Dostup k Forumu
“Ukrainskoy Pravdy” [Russia Threats to Block Access to “Ukrayinska Pravda”

Forum]. Retrieved from Ukrayinska Pravda website:

https://www.pravda.com.ua/rus/news/2015/06/23/7072189/

Ukrinform. (2017, November 7). U SBU Nazvaly Prychynu Zaborony na Vyizd v
Ukrayinu Zhurnalisty “RIA Novosty” [SSU Explained the Reason Why “RIA
Novosti” Journalist Is Forbidden to Enter Ukraine]. Novyny Ukrinform.

Retrieved from https://www.ukrinform.ua/rubric-society/2339101-v-sbu-

nazvali-pricinu-zaboroni-na-vizd-v-ukrainu-zurnalistu-ria-novosti.html

UN Human Rights Committee (HRC), General Comment no. 34, Article 19, Freedoms
of Opinion and Expression, 12 September 2011, CCPR/C/GC/34. Retrieved

from http://www.refworld.org/docid/4ed34b562.html



http://www.president.gov.ua/documents/5492015-19437
https://www.pravda.com.ua/authors/516d49f27e378/page_2/
https://www.pravda.com.ua/rus/news/2015/06/23/7072189/
https://www.ukrinform.ua/rubric-society/2339101-v-sbu-nazvali-pricinu-zaboroni-na-vizd-v-ukrainu-zurnalistu-ria-novosti.html
https://www.ukrinform.ua/rubric-society/2339101-v-sbu-nazvali-pricinu-zaboroni-na-vizd-v-ukrainu-zurnalistu-ria-novosti.html
http://www.refworld.org/docid/4ed34b562.html

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 171

Unian. (2016, July 8). Shtab ATO Prosyt SBU Pozabvyty Akredytatsiyi Zhurnalistiv
“Hromadskoho TB”. [ Anti-Terror Operation Headquarters Ask Security Service
of Ukraine to Withdraw Accreditations of “Hromadske TV Journalists].

Retrieved from Unian website: https://www.unian.ua/war/1407806-shtab-ato-

prosit-sbu-zabrati-akreditatsiyu-v-jurnalistiv-gromadskogo-tb.html

United Nations. (1948). Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Retrieved from

http://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/

Van Dijk, T. A. (1991). Racism and the Press. London: Routledge. ISBN 0-415-04733-

1

Van Dijk, T. A. (1993). Principles of Critical Discourse Analysis. Discourse & society,

4(2), 249-283.

Van Dijk, T. A. (1995). Discourse Analysis as Ideology Analysis. In: Schéffner, C., &
Wenden, A. L. [Eds.] Language and Peace, Aldershot: Dartmouth Publishing

Company, 17-33.

Van Dijk, T. A. (1998). Ideology: A Multidisciplinary Approach. London: Sage

Publications Ltd. ISBN 0 7619 5654 9

Van Dijk, T. A. (2006). Ideology and Discourse Analysis. Journal of political

ideologies, 11(2), 115-140. DOI 10.1080/13569310600687908

Vasylyk, L.E., & Polyanska, A. (2017). Zmina Informaciynoho Prostoru AR Krym Pid
Vplyvom Aneksiyi ta Hibridnoyi Viyni. [Shift of the Information Space of
Crimea under Impact of Annexation and Hybrid War]. In: Halych, A. A. (Ed.)
Rehionalni ZMI Ukrayiny: Istoriya, Suchasnyi Stan ta Perspektyvy Rozvytku:

Materialy Internet-Konferentsiyi [Regional Mass Media of Ukraine: History,


https://www.unian.ua/war/1407806-shtab-ato-prosit-sbu-zabrati-akreditatsiyu-v-jurnalistiv-gromadskogo-tb.html
https://www.unian.ua/war/1407806-shtab-ato-prosit-sbu-zabrati-akreditatsiyu-v-jurnalistiv-gromadskogo-tb.html
http://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 172

Contemporary Condition and Development Perspectives: Materials of the
Internet-Conference], Luhansk: Luhansk National University of Taras

Shevchenko, pp. 5-12.

Vedomosti. (2014, March 14). Ot Redaktsii: Spasibo, Kollegi [From Editorial Team:
Thank You, Colleagues]. Retrieved from Vedomosti website:

https://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/articles/2014/03/14/spasibo-kollegi

Venediktov, A. (Moderator), & Shmidt, V., Shamoyan, A., Korolyov, V., Nazarenko,
K., Khudin, K., ... & Tonenkov, A. (Speakers). (2009, May 19). Narod Protiv
“Zhyoltoy Pressy”. [People Against “Tabloids”]. [Radio show transcript].
Retrieved from Radio Ekho Moskvy website:

https://echo.msk.ru/programs/opponent/592358-echo/

Vesti Nedeli. (2015, April 19). Efir of 19.04.2015. [Air on April 19" 2015]. [Video file]

Retrieved from Vesti Nedeli website: http://vesti7.ru/video/1204514/episode/19-

04-2015/

Vesti Nedeli. (2016, October 16). Efir of 16.10.2016. Bespomoschnaya Isterika SShA
po Otnosheniyu k Rossii Zashkalivaet. [ Air on October 16" 2016. USA’s
Helpless Hysteria towards Russia is Ballooning]. [Video file] Retrieved from

Vesti Nedeli website: http://vesti7.ru/video/1583731/episode/16-10-2016/

Viatrovych, V. (2015, May). "Decommunization" and Academic Discussion. Krytyka.

Retrieved from https://krytyka.com/en/solutions/opinions/decommunization-

and-academic-discussion

Viktoriia Kovalyova. (n.d.). In: Facebook [Personal page]. Retrieved from:

https://www.facebook.com/people/BikTopis-Kosanrosa/100002106756079



https://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/articles/2014/03/14/spasibo-kollegi
https://echo.msk.ru/programs/opponent/592358-echo/
http://vesti7.ru/video/1204514/episode/19-04-2015/
http://vesti7.ru/video/1204514/episode/19-04-2015/
http://vesti7.ru/video/1583731/episode/16-10-2016/
https://krytyka.com/en/solutions/opinions/decommunization-and-academic-discussion
https://krytyka.com/en/solutions/opinions/decommunization-and-academic-discussion
https://www.facebook.com/people/Вікторія-Ковальова/100002106756079

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 173

Vinogradov, Z. (2015a, November 21). Dva Goda Maydana: Haos, Nischeta i Razgul
Korruptsii. [Two Years of Maidan: Chaos, Poverty and Rampant Corruption].

RIA Novosti. Retrieved from https://ria.ru/analytics/20151121/1325495612.html

Vinogradov, Z. (2015b, December 18). Eksperty o Tom, Kak Ukrainskaya Elita
Prevraschaetsya v Zlobnykh Paukov. [Experts on How Ukrainian Elite Turns
into Wicked Spiders]. RIA Novosti. Retrieved from

https://ria.ru/analytics/20151218/1344456394.html

Vinogradov, Z. (2017, May 23). Kak Pravitelstvo Poroshenko Srazhaetsya s Ukrainskoy
Istoriey. [How Poroshenko’s Government Fights Ukrainian History]. R/A4

Novosti. Retrieved from https://ria.ru/analytics/20170523/1494919754 .html

Volkov, D., & Goncharov, S. (2014). Rossiyskiy Media-Landshaft: Televidenie, Pressa,
Internet. [Russian Media Landscape: Television, Print, Internet.] Moscow:
Levada-Tsentr, Analiticheskiy Tsentr Yuriya Levady. Retrieved from

http://www.levada.ru/sites/default/files/levada_report_media_0.pdf

Vollhardt, J., Coutin, M., Staub, E., Weiss, G., & Deflander, J. (2007). Deconstructing
Hate Speech in the DRC: A Psychological Media Sensitization Campaign.

Journal of Hate Studies, 5(15), 15-35.

White, J. (2016). Dismiss, Distort, Distract, and Dismay: Continuity and Change in

Russian Disinformation. /ES Policy Brief, Issue 2016/13, May 2016.

Williams, B. G. (2002). The Hidden Ethnic Cleansing of Muslims in the Soviet Union:
The Exile and Repatriation of the Crimean Tatars. Journal of Contemporary

History, Vol 37(3), 323-347. DOI: 10.1177/00220094020370030101


https://ria.ru/analytics/20151121/1325495612.html
https://ria.ru/analytics/20151218/1344456394.html
https://ria.ru/analytics/20170523/1494919754.html
http://www.levada.ru/sites/default/files/levada_report_media_0.pdf

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 174

Williams, B. G. (2016). The Crimean Tatars: From Soviet Genocide to Putin's
Conquest. New York, NY: Oxford University Press. ISBN 978-0-19-049470-4

Wyszomierski, L. E. (2015). Boko Haram And The Discourse Of Mimicry: A Critical
Discourse Analysis Of Media Explanations For Boko Haram’s Improved Video
Propaganda Quality. Critical Studies on Terrorism, 8(3), 503-515. DOI:

10.1080/17539153.2015.1091657.

Woidelko, G. (2017, December 15). The Polish-Ukrainian Battle for the Past. Carnegie

Europe. Retrieved from http://carnegieeurope.eu/strategiceurope/75029

Wolanskyj, L. A. (Ed). (2006). Ukraine’s Policy to Control Illegal Migration.
International Centre for Policy Studies (Kyiv) / Institute for Public Affairs
(Warsaw). Retrieved from

http://icps.com.ua/assets/uploads/images/images/eu/migration policy eng.pdf

World War 2 Statistics. Retrieved from

https://www.secondworldwarhistory.com/world-war-2-statistics.asp

Xie, S., & Boyd-Barrett, O. (2015). External-national TV News Networks’ Way to
America: Is the United States Losing the Global “Information War”?.

International journal of communication, 9: 66 — 83.

Zakhar Vinogradov. (n.d.) In: RI4 Novosti, Avtory [Authors]. Retrieved from

https://ria.ru/authors/vinogradov_zahar/

Zakon RF ot 27.12.1991 Ne 2124-1 (red. ot 25.11.2017) “O sredstvakh massovoy
informatsii ’[Federal Law of the Russian Federation of December 27" 1991 Ne.

2124-1 (edition of November 25™ 2017): “On the Mass Media™]. Retrieved from

http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc LAW_1511/


http://carnegieeurope.eu/strategiceurope/75029
http://icps.com.ua/assets/uploads/images/images/eu/migration_policy_eng.pdf
https://www.secondworldwarhistory.com/world-war-2-statistics.asp
https://ria.ru/authors/vinogradov_zahar/
http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc_LAW_1511/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 175

Zakon Ukrayiny vid 28.11.2006 Ne 376-V “Pro Holodomor 1932-1933 Rokiv V
Ukrayiny”, VVR, 2006, Ne 50, St. 504. [Ukrainian Law On the Holodomor of
1932-1933 in Ukraine] Retrieved from

http://zakon3.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/376-16"

Zakon Ukrayiny vid 20.11.2004 Ne 1296-15 “Pro Zakhyst Suspilnoyi Morali”, VVR,
2004, N 14, St. 192. [Ukrainian Law on Protection of Public Moral]. Retrieved

from http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1296-15

Zakon Ukrayiny vid 09.04.2015 Ne 314-VIII “Pro Pravoviy Status ta Vshanuvannya
Pamyati Bortsiv za Nezalezhnist Ukrayiny u XX Stolitti”, VVR, 2015, No 25,
St.190. [About Legal Status and Honoring the Memory of Fighters for Ukrainian
Independence in the 20th Century] Retrieved from

http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/314-viii

Zakon Ukrayiny vid 09.04.2015 Ne 315-VIII “Pro Uvichennya Peremohy nad
Natsyzmom u Druhiy Svitoviy Viyny 1939 — 1945 Rokiv”, VVR, 2015, Ne 25, St.
191. [Ukrainian Law on the Perpetuation of Victory over the Nazism in the
World War II of Years 1939-1945]. Retrieved from

http://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/315-viii

Zakon Ukrayiny vid 09.04.2015 Ne 317-VIII “Pro Zasuzhdennya Komunistychnoho ta
Natsional-Sotsialistychnoho (Natsystskoho) Totalitarnykh Rezhimiv v Ukrayini
ta Zaboronu Propahandy Yihnoy Symvoliky”, VVR, 2015, Ne 26, St. 219.
[Ukrainian Law on Condemnation of Communist and National-Socialist (Naz1)
Totalitarian Regimes in Ukraine and Ban of Propaganda of Their Symbols].

Retrieved from http://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/317-viii



http://zakon3.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/376-16
http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/1296-15
http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/314-viii
http://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/315-viii
http://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/317-viii

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

Zakusylo, M. (2017, January 24). Skripin 1 Hrishyn vs “Hromadske TB”’: Novi
Podrobytsi iz Sudu (DOPOVNENO). [Skripin and Hrishyn vs “Hromadske
TV”: New Details from the Court (UPDATED)]. Detektor Media. Retrieved

from http://detector.media/community/article/122523/2017-01-24-skripin-i-

orishin-vs-gromadske-tb-novi-podrobitsi-iz-sudu-dopovneno/

Zivanovic, M. (2017, November 1). Russia ‘Using Serbia to Destroy Europe’, Ukraine
Ambassador. BIRN. Retrieved from

https://www.balkaninsight.com/en/article/russia-using-serbia-to-destroy-europe-

ukraine-ambassador-10-31-2017

176


http://detector.media/community/article/122523/2017-01-24-skripin-i-grishin-vs-gromadske-tb-novi-podrobitsi-iz-sudu-dopovneno/
http://detector.media/community/article/122523/2017-01-24-skripin-i-grishin-vs-gromadske-tb-novi-podrobitsi-iz-sudu-dopovneno/
https://www.balkaninsight.com/en/article/russia-using-serbia-to-destroy-europe-ukraine-ambassador-10-31-2017
https://www.balkaninsight.com/en/article/russia-using-serbia-to-destroy-europe-ukraine-ambassador-10-31-2017

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

Appendix A
Media Texts Sets
Preface to Media Text Sets

This appendix contains the two sets of media articles that were analyzed in this
paper. The two sets of media articles are presented in this appendix in alphabetic order.
Thus, the Russian set is presented first, followed by the Ukrainian one. This order is
valid in English, Russian and Ukrainian languages.

These sets contain the original texts of media articles in Russian or Ukrainian
language, followed by the translation of the texts into English. The translations were
done by this study’s author. Articles in this appendix are arranged in the order they were
analyzed.

In the English translation of the 5™ Ukrainian text, the quotations from
Constitutions of different states were taken from their original text (in case of USA
Constitution) or from official English translations of these.

The appendix contains only textual elements of the media articles. Any audio,
visual and audio-visual materials supporting the articles were neither analyzed nor
included in this appendix.

Each media article is preceded by the name of its publishing media channel
spelled in English, the web-link to the original publication on the channel’s website, the
date of publication, and the name of the publication’s author(s) spelled in English, and
in original spelling put in round brackets.

The original bold and italic formatting of the media texts after the article’s title
and the title’s translation was preserved in this appendix, both in original texts and in

English translations.
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Important notes by this study’s author are italicized and given in the English
translations of the texts in square brackets. Their aim is to clarify certain terms, puns or
metaphors in the texts that may not be clear to a non-Russian or non-Ukrainian scholar

i.e. reader.

Media texts: Russian Set
1. Komsomolskaya Pravda

Link: https://www.kp.ru/daily/26507/3376520/

Date of Publication: March 23" 2016
Author: Israel Shamir (Mcpasnp Hlamup)

Original Text:

Kpvim — /leéa I'ooa Cnycmsa

Haw konymuucm - o nvinewnem noiodjiceHuy 2epoes «pyccKoil 8eCHbul»

B Kpsimy npoxiaaHo, AyeT XOJOAHbIA BETEp C MOps, B ropax JIeKUT cHer. Ho B
yTelleHue — ceiiuac 1[BETET MUH/1aJb, S0JOHH, IEPCUK, U OeJbie U po30BbIe 00MaKa
[[BETOB YKPAIIalOT KPYThIe CKIOHBI. TpaBa TOJIbKO HAYMHAET MPOOUBATHCS, a MOPE BCE
erie JensHoe. Pecropanbl B OONBITUHCTBE CBOEM 3aKPBIThl, CAHATOPUU U OTEIH
MPOXOJIAT MPECE30HHYI0 YOOpKY U peMoHT. Ho peiickl B MockBy 1 13 MOCKBBI MOJHBI,
[[EHbI HA aBUAOUIIETHI BIIOJIHE IASIINE U TEPIHUMBIE, CPABHUMBIE C TIOE3/IKON Ha TaKCH
B asponopT — Kak npu Jleonune Unbuue. Ceituac B KpbiM I€TAT MOJIOAbIE TYPUCTHI B
TSDKEIBIX TTOXOAHBIX OOTHHKAX C MajJaTKaMU, BECENbIe MapOYKH, 7151 OOBIYHOTO
MOJIHOTEJIOTO KYPOPTHHKA €I1I€ paHOBaToO.

Bor yxxe n1Ba rosa, kak moyryocTpoB BepHyJIcs B cocTaB Poccuu, u 1o aTomy
CIIy4ar0 MPOILIN MPa3THUKU U Tapajbl, HECKOJIBKO OMpadaeMble mepedosiMu ¢

sHeprueil. A kak camu xuteau KpeiMa? OHU HE COXKAJIEIOT, UTO OCTABWIIN Y KpauHy U
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npucoeTMHUINCh K Poccun. Bo-mepBrIX, moTomy, 4yTo K Poccru oHM 4yBCTBOBAIU U
paHblie O0JBITYI0 0JU30CTh. A BO-BTOPBIX, IOTOMY YTO TOH Y KpaWHbI, B KOTOPOW OHU
KU ¥ KOTOPYIO OHM TIOMHST, YK€ HET, U OHH 3TO 3HAIOT.

HexkoTtopsie — BO3MOXHO, MHOTHE — C TPYCThIO BCIOMHHAIOT O JKM3HU JI0
BoccoeMHEeHMS. LleHbl ObUH Kya HUKE, MPOAYKTHI JOCTYITHEE, )KU3Hb MPOIIE U
JielIeBie, TOBOpAT OHU. Toraa Mbl BC€ MorM ce0e MO3BOJIUTh, ceiiuac — yxke Het. Ho
OHHM OBIBAIOT M HAa YKpauHe, U 3HAIOT, YTO U TaM >KU3Hb CTaja ropaszio TpyJHeH.
Kuesckuii nepeBopot 2014 rona emie 101ro OyaeT KOIMIMapoM BUCETh HaJ HATUMU
cTpaHaMu. 1o (heBpanbCKUil MyTd BBIHYAUI Poccuio mpuHATH 00JIE3HEHHOE pelIeHHe
o Kpeimy.

Ecnu 651 Poccust ve B3sina KpeiM, B c€BacTONONBCKYIO OYXTY BOILLIN OBl
aMepUKaHCKHEe aBUaHOCIBI. Ha 3ToM MOXHO OBbLITO OBl TOCTaBUTh KPECT Ha
YepHOMOPCKOM BOEHHO-MOpPCKOM (hiioTe. EMy mpuIiuiocs 6b1 YaCTUYHO YHTH B
MaJIeHbKHI 1 HepucrocoobeHHbIi mopT HoBopoccuiicka, a OCHOBHO# mMacce -
"smurpupoBats” Ha Tuxuii okean. Hampacusl oka3anuch Obl ctapanus [lerpa,
Exarepunsbl, Ymuiakoa, Haxumosa, Mmatpoca Komiku 1 mpodunx MaTpocoB, 0UIIEpOB U
agmupaiioB. Poccust octanach Ob1 6€3 BOGHHO-MOPCKOTO IITUTa Ha CBoeM tore. Bcee,
ocyxpaatomue pemenue [lyruna mo KpeiMy, 10TKHBI IOHATH €r0 HEM30EKHOCTD.
Mensle caenaTh ObUIO HeNb3s. Bo3MoXkHO, cienoBaio OBl B3ITh 00JbIe, HO Poccus,
BepHas MPUHIIMIIAM HEBMEINIATEIbCTBA, MIPEATNoUsIa Kak MOKHO MEHBIIIE BMEIITUBATHCS B
YKpanHCKHE JIena.

K coxanenuto, qBa roja Ha3a I KUTEIH PYCCKOS3BIYHBIX 00J1acTel YKpauHbl — a
UX BOCeMb, 0T Onecchl 10 XapbKOBa — MPUHSUIA MOTUTHIECKYIO PUTOPUKY

dbeneparbHBIX TeJIEKaHAIOB 3a MPU3BIB K AeHCTBUAM. Tak mogHsack Pycckas BecHa.
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[Tocrne ee nmopa>keHUs MHOYKECTBO MPO-PYCCKUX MOTUTHKOB, KYPHAIHCTOB,
OuszHecMeHOB Oexanu — kTo B PoctoB, ko B MockBy, a MHOTHE — B KpbiM. OcTaimch
u3MyueHHble 0osimu Jlonenkas u Jlyranckas HapoAHble pecryOINKHU, OTKa3aBIIUecs
NPUMHPUTHCS ¢ XyHTOM. Poccus cacna ux ot rubenu, HO HE Jep3HYIa MPUCOEIUHUTD,
— a OHU HAJIeSJIUCh Ha MMOBTOPEHHE KPBIMCKOTO pe3yJibTaTa.

Jnst smurpantoB KpeiM — npeaMeT ropbkoit 3aBUCTU. Tak cTapiiue cecTpbl
CMOTPST Ha CaMyI0 IOHYIO M KPACHUBYIO, BBILIEANIYIO 3aMY3K, U OCTAaBUBIIYIO HX
KyKOBaTh B JieBKax. [y HuX pemienue B3saTh Kpbim — Tonpko KpbsiM — OblI10 Tpareaueii.
Ecnu B3aTh Bcto YKpanHy OblIO TPYIHO 0€3 aKTUBHOW MOIEPKKU MPE3UACHTA
SHykoBHMYA, a TOT MOOOSIICS OOPOTHCS, - TO XOTsI OBl BOCEMb PYCCKOS3BIYHBIX OOsacTeit
Mornu Obl cTaTh Apyx)ecTBeHHOIM HoBopoccuei, - roBopsAT 3MUrpaHThl, U Toraa Kpbim
cTal Obl IOKOMOTHBOM, TSHYIIUM BCE BaroHbl. BO3MOKHOCTb OTAECTUTHCS BCE
Hosopoccun ocraBanacs 10 mas 2014 rona, no npusnanus Poccueit npesnnenra
[Topomenko. He xBaTano TOJIBbKO YOSKIEHHOCTH U PEIIMMOCTUA B MOCKBe.

MHe paccka3zaiu yKpauHCKHE SMUTPAHTBI, UTO B OKPY>KEHUU POCCUICKOTO
npe3uieHTa 6610 Masno cTopoHHUKOB HoBopoccuu. Eciiu Ob1 He HacToiunBOE
TpeboBanue apmun 1 Giiota, To U Kpeim ymen 0v1 mox Kues. KpemieBckue sxkcnepTsl
yOexaanu npe3uieHTa, 4To HapoJ Ha YKpanHe He MOAJIEPKUT PYCCKYI0 MHUIIMATUBY.
OHu He BepuJIH, YTO MOKHO NMPOBECTU pePepeHyM, U O3TOMY Hpe3uaeHT [lytun
MIPOCHJT PYKOBOJCTBO MSTEXKHBIX pecyOnK oTiI0XKUTh pedepernym. (Kak mbl 3HaeMm,
OH Bce ke OblT IpoBezieH ¢ 6ieckoM.) M Ha3HaueHHbIe SIHYyKOBHUYEM I'yOepHATOPbI
ObLIM TOTOBBI cTaTh Ha cTopoHy Poccun. Ho Poccust Bce xonebanace, 1 npuHuMana

TOJIBKO BBIHYXXICHHBIC PCIICHUS.
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A Berperni B Kpsimy Onera LapeBa, BBICOKOTO, CTATHOTO M XapU3MATHUYECKOTO
MOJIOZIOTO (COPOKa C JIMIITHUM JIET OT POAY) Jiujepa. beIBIINi 3aMIIpes; yKpanHCKOTO
napjiaMeHTa, 3aMrJ1aBbl (PpaKuy MpaBsIel TapTUU PETHOHOB — CaMbli KPYIHBIN
MIOJINTUK Y KPauHbl, OTKPBITO CTaBIIMKA HAa CTOpOHY Poccun; MynbTHMWIIIIMOHED,
MO>KEPTBOBABIIMI OYTH BCEM CBOMM HEMAJIBIM COCTOsIHUEM BO nMs HoBopoccuu; Bo
BpeMsI KHEBCKOI'O Maiilana OH ObLT OJTHUM M3 HEMHOTHX, CMEJIO BBICTYIABIIIKX 32 COI03
¢ Poccuei.

OH HocCHT 3eneHyro Maiiky ¢ noptpetoM [lyTtuna u neBuzom «Camblil BEXIUBBINA
npe3usieHT». Brpouem, emy Tak HU pa3y He JOBEJIOCh BCTPETUTHCS C PYCCKUM
npe3usIeHToM. «CBuUTa HE JA0IYCKaeT?» — crnpamuBato s ero. OH crapaercst OTBeYaTh
JTUTUIOMATHYHO, YTOOBI HUKOTO HE 00K eTh. «S1 B U3THaHUU, HO, cllaBa bory, He Ha
Konrime, a B Kpbimy. [IyTH He BcTpeuaeTcss — 1 HE BCTpeUacs HU C OJJHUM U3
YKPAUHCKHUX MMOJTUTHKOB.»

Ja, xoHeuHo, oH B KpreiMy, Biajenelr HeOO0JIbIIOTO CAHATOPHUS, B TIPOIIIOM —
ycanb0bl KHATUHU bapsaTuHckoii, a He B TIopbMe B Kuese. Ho emy Henerko — nocie
YyeThIpex KajeHui B Pasie, mociie BBICOKUX MOCTOB (ITOCIEIHUM — MIpeice1aTelhb
napyiameHTa HoBopoccum) oH Harpoub BBIBEJICH W3 MOTUTHYECKOMN KU3HHU.
®denepanbHble KaHAIBI epecTany UM uHTepecoBarses. KITP® Bpoae nos3sana B
JIEMyTaThl, HO MOTOM Tiepenymana. DeicOyK yaaIui ero CTpaHuIly ¢ TPEeMsCTaMu
THICSTYaMH TIOJIMMUCYNKOB, 0€3 MpaBa 00’KaTIOBaHUS.

OHn cobuparcs uATH Ha PE3UICHTCKUE BEIOOPHI Ha YkpanHe B Mae 2014 rona,
HO €T0 OTTOBOPUIIM — MOJI, HE CIIEIyeT MPUAaBaTh JETUHTUMHOCTH 3TUM BbiOOpaM. OH
CHSIJT CBOIO KaHIHMIATypy, Ha BeIOOpax mooeaw [loporenko, KOToporo mpu3Haia

Poccus, a [lapeB ocrancs Ha 600ax. JKanb, 4TO 3TOT 3aMeUYaTEIbHBIA OTBAYKHBII
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YEJIOBEK C €r0 yAUBUTEIIbHBIM, JOCTOMHBIM BOCXHILEHHS MIPOILIBIM BbIHYKIEH
3aHUMAaThCsl KOMKO-MECTaMH.

B cioxHOM mosioxkeHuu HaxoauTcs U Yasblid, eile oqHo OiecTsiiee UM
Pycckoit Becubl. On koH(puKTYyeT ¢ Ty0epHaTopoM Mensiino. [leficTBuTensHo, 3a 1Ba
POCCHIICKHX TOJa 51 HE YBHJIEN yJy4llleHui B banaknase, caMoM KpacCMBOM U
HeoObIYHOM paitone-npuropone Ceacronons. OOmaprnanHble JoMa, 3aK0JI0YEHHBIN
KMHOTEATpP, CAMOCTPON-KMOCKH MELIAIOT pas3risfaeTh 3Ty xKeMuykuny FOxnoro Kpbima.
Ja u B aApyrux pailoHax He BUJIHO yaydlieHU. JKuTenu roBopsT, 4TO Ha MECTax
0CTaJ0Ch OOJBIIMHCTBO YNHOBHUKOB, CITY>KUBIIUX BO BPeMsl YKPAaUHCKOTO MPaBJICHHUS,
Y OHHU, KaK U IPEXKe, HOPOBAT PACIUIUTh OI0/DKET, a HE YIYUIIUTh OYCHb
NOTpENnaHHy0 HHOPACTPYKTYPY JUBHOTO MOITYOCTPOBA.

MBI MOKEM MOHATh TPYJIHBIE PELIEHUs, KOTOPbIE HHOT1a BEIHYKIEHO
MIPUHUMATh POCCHIICKOE pyKOBOACTBO. Poccust He BCE MOXKET, €l IPOTUBOCTOST
MoTyIiecTBeHHbIe Bparu. Ho 60mbIiie 1oBepus K JII0A5IM, HACTOSIIUAM KUBBIM
AKTUBHBIM JIIO/ISIM, T€POSIM PYCCKOM BECHBI B YKpaWHE TOJIBKO YITPOUMIIO ObI
poccuiickyro Biaactb. 1 Kpbim, rie y MoCKBBI Bee €l1e BBICOKUI KPEAUT JOBEPHS, MOT
OBI cTaTh IJIOMIAIKON /ISt HOBOTO CO03a HapoJa M BIACTH.

MEXIY TEM

Ecau 3aH0B0 nnpoBecTu pedpepenaym, Becb Kpbim onsite BCTaHeT B o4epeab
B Poccuro

HecmoTps Ha penienre kpbIM4aH O0JIbIIIE HUKOTIa HE BO3BPAIIATHCS Ha
VYkpanHy, He3almexKHass HUKaK HEe MOXKET ¢ 3TUM CMUPHUThCA. B xo1 momnum u

HEPEKPBITHE JJOPOT, U 3HEProdyokaaa... I HaM oueHsb yk 3aX0TeJI0Ch TOCMOTPETh, KaK
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KUBET CEMbs YCIIOBCKA, 1101 YbUM PYKOBOACTBOM U ObLIU B30OpBaHbl JIMHHUHU

aJeKTponepenay, Beayume u3 Ykpauasl B Kpbim.

Translation into English:

Crimea after Two Years

Our columnist [writes] about the current condition of the heroes of the “Russian
Spring”’

It is chilly in Crimea; a cold wind is blowing from the sea, snow lies on the
mountains. But as a solace, almond, apple, peach trees are blooming, white and pink
clouds of flowers decorate the stiff slopes. Grass only begins to sprout and the sea is
still chilly. Most restaurants are closed; spas and hotels are undergoing a pre-season
cleaning and renovation. But the flights to and from Moscow are full, flights prices are
quite sparing and endurable in comparison to prices of taxis to the airport — like under
Leonid Ilyich [Brezhnev]. Now young tourists with hard ammunition boots on and tents,
and joyful couples are flying to Crimea; it is still early for an ordinary corpulent
holiday-makers.

It has been two years since Crimea returned to Russia, and on this occasion there
are festivals and parades, somewhat darkened by blackouts. How about Crimeans
themselves? They do not regret leaving Ukraine and rejoining Russia. First of all,
because even before they felt a greater intimacy towards Russia. And secondly because
the Ukraine they lived in and remember is no more, and they know it.

Some — maybe, the majority — remember their life before the reunion [of Crimea
with Russia] with sadness. The prices were much lower, the grocery more available, the

life was simpler and cheaper, they say. Then we could allow ourselves everything, not
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anymore. But they visit Ukraine and know that there too the life has become far more
difficult. The Kyivan coup of 2014 will haunt our countries for a long time to come.
This February coup forced Russia to make a painful decision on Crimea.

Had Russia not taken Crimea, American aircraft carriers would have entered the
port of Sevastopol [Crimean capital city]. That would put an end to the [Russian] Black
Sea Navy. Part of it would have been forced to relocate into the small and unadjusted
port of Novorossiysk, and the rest would have to “immigrate” to the Pacific Ocean. All
labors of Peter [the Great], Catherine [the Great], Ushakov, Nakhimov, sailor Koshka
and other sailors, officers and admirals would have been in vain. Russia would have
been left without a naval shield on its south. Everyone who judges Putin’s decision on
Crimea needs to accept its inevitability. Less could not have been done. Maybe more
should have been taken, but Russia remains faithful to the principles of non-
intervention, chose to intervene as little as possible into the Ukrainian affairs.

Unfortunately, two years ago inhabitants of the Russian-speaking parts of
Ukraine — there are eight of them, from Odessa to Kharkiv — accepted the political
rhetoric of the federal TV channels calling to action. So the Russian Spring was raised.
After its failure many pro-Russian politicians, journalists, businesspeople fled — some to
Rostov, some to Moscow, and many — to Crimea. Donetsk and Luhansk People’s
Republics are left, tormented by battles, refusing to bear with the junta. Russia saved
them from demise, but did not dare to integrate them, — and they hoped to repeat the
Crimean result.

For the emigrants Crimea is an object of bitter envy. It is the way elder sisters
look at the youngest and the prettiest one who got married and left them old maids. If

we take the whole Ukraine, it was hard without president Yanukovych’s [former
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president of Ukraine, ousted as a result of Euromaidan] active support, but he was
afraid to fight, — at least eight Russian-speaking regions could have become a friendly
Novorossiya, — emigrants say, and then Crimea could have become a locomotive
pulling all wagons. The possibility of all Novorossiya separating [from Ukraine]
remained until May 2014, before Russia recognized president Poroshenko. Moscow
lacked confidence and determination.

Ukrainian emigrants told me that there were few supporters of Novorossiya in
Russian president’s team. Without insistent demands of the army and navy Crimea
would have gone under Kyiv. Kremlin experts kept persuading the president that
Ukrainians would not support the Russian initiative. They did not believe that a
referendum could be held, therefore president Putin asked the leaders of rebellious
republics to postpone the referendum (As we know, it was still brilliantly held). And
governors appointed by Yanukovych were ready to stand with Russia. But Russia kept
doubting and made only constrained decisions.

I met Oleg Tsaryov in Crimea, a lofty and charismatic young (in his early
forties) leader. Former deputy head of the Ukrainian parliament, deputy head of the
ruling Party of regions [ Yanukovych’s party] — the greatest politician of Ukraine who
stood with Russia; a multimillionaire who spent almost all his riches in the name of
Novorossiya. During the Kyivan Maidan he was one of the few who boldly advocated
for union with Russia.

He wears a t-shirt with Putin’s portrait and slogan “The most polite president”.
However, he has never had a chance to meet the Russian president. “Did [ Putin’s]
escort not let you?” — I ask him. He tries to reply diplomatically in order not to hurt

anyone. “I am in exile, but, thank God, not on the Kolyma [river in the Russian far
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north. Near its shores numerous Soviet Gulag labor camps were situated], but in
Crimea. Putin does not meet — and never met anyone of Ukrainian politicians”.

Yes, of course, he is in Crimea, the owner of a small spa, formerly the manor of
duchess Baryatinska; and not in prison in Kyiv. But he is having a tough time — after
four cadences in the [ Verkhovna] Rada [ Ukrainian parliament], after high positions (the
last one — chairman of the Novorossiya parliament) he is completely thrown out of the
political life. [Russian] Federal channels are no longer interested in him. KPRF
[Russian Communist party] ostensibly invited him as MP, but then changed its mind.
Facebook deleted his profile with three hundred followers without the right of appeal.

He planned to run for presidential elections in Ukraine in May 2014, but was
persuaded from it — like, do not legitimize these elections. He withdrew his candidacy,
Poroshenko won the elections and was recognized by Russia, and Tsarev was left high
and dry. Such a pity that this amazing and daring man with his unique admirable past
needs to work with hotel rooms.

Chaliy, another brilliant name of the “Russian Spring” is also going through a
tough time. He is in conflict with governor Menyaylo. Indeed, for two Russian years |
have not seen improvements in Balaklava, the most beautiful and unusual suburb region
of Sevastopol. Shabby houses, nailed-up cinema, unauthorized kiosks prevent from
seeing this pearl of South Crimea. And there are no improvements in other regions
either. Locals say that the majority of clerks who served under Ukrainian rule are still in
local governance. As usual, they strive to siphon off the budget and not to improve the
extremely dilapidated infrastructure of the marvelous peninsula.

We can understand the hard decisions that Russian government needs to take

sometimes. Russia cannot do everything, powerful enemies stand against it. But more
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trust towards the people, real living and active people, heroes of the Russian Spring in
Ukraine would only strengthen the Russian government. And Crimea, where Moscow
still enjoys a high credit of trust could become a ground for a new union of people and
government.

MEANWHILE

If the referendum were held again, the whole Crimea would stand in line to
Russia again

Despite the Crimeans’ decision never to return to Ukraine, the “Nezalezhnaya”
just cannot get over it. Blocking of roads and blackouts were unleashed... We would
really like to see the life of the family of the clerk who ordered to blow up the power

lines from Ukraine to Crimea.

2. Lenta.ru

Link: https://lenta.ru/articles/2015/04/18/backtothefuture/

Date of Publication: April 18" 2015
Author: Gevorg Mirzoyan (I'eBopr Mup305H)

Original Text:

Ilyms k Ceéemnomy Ilpowinomy

Ompuyanue cogemcko2o nepuooa cmagum noo 60NPOC NPUCOEOUHEHUe
3anaoHOYKPAUHCKUX obaacmell

VYKpauHa npo10JKaeT Bee IIy0ke U riIy0ke Morpy,aThCs B
nosiHoMacITabHbIN Kpusuc. Ee KpenuTHbIM peiTHHT Ha ipeaieoITHOM YpPOBHE,
HKOHOMHUKA MPOJIOJIKAET CXJIONBIBATHCS, MPABSIIYI0 KOAIHUIINUIO COTPACAIOT HHTPUTH U

ckangansl. Jlrogu u3 bioka I[lerpa [TopomeHko akTUBHO KOMAKOT oA S1IeHIOKa,


https://lenta.ru/articles/2015/04/18/backtothefuture/

Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 188

npembepckuil «Hapoaublii GpoHT» B snie nemnyrata AHTOHA ['epalleHKo Ha3bIBaeT
FOnuro Tumomenko u Onera JIsimko arentamu @Ch, cama FOnus BaagumuposHa
npucoeauHsercs K Tpanie fueHtoka. Ha gone 3Toro cnumnkom MHOTo 3Harolme
OBIBIIIME COPATHUKH SIHYKOBHYA OTCTPENUBAIOTCS WM COBEPIIAIOT 3araJI0uHbIe
camMoyOuiicTBa, a MUHCKHE COTJIAIICHUs HaXOIATCS Ha rpaHu cpbiBa. OIHAKO y
KHEBCKHUX BIIACTEH ecTh O0jiee Ba)KHBIC 3a]a4l: OHU MPUHUMAIOT CEPUIO 3aKOHOB IO
100aNTbHOMY TIEPENUCHIBAHUIO YKPAUHCKOM nctopun XX Beka. «JleHnra.py»
pa3bupanach, K 4eMy 3TO MOXKET IPUBECTH.

Yerbipe pepopMbl

[Ipuns k Bnactu Ha Maiigane, myTYUCTBl OOCIIANN HACEIEHUIO HE TOJIBKO
CBETJIOE eBporeiickoe Oyayiiee, HO U HE MEHEe CBETJIOE YKpanHCKoe mpoiioe. B
YaCTHOCTH, PEaOMIIUTALIUIO «T€POEB OOPHOBI 32 HE3aBUCUMOCTh Y KPaUHBI», a TAKKE
OTKa3 OT BIUsiHUS Poccun U BCero «MOCKaJIbCKOT0» Ha YKPAUHCKOE FOCYJapCTBO.
OnmHako mocie Toro, Kak MepBbIi Iar Ha 3TOM HaIpaBJICHUH (Ha4ajIo MPOoIeayphl
OTMEHBI CTAaTyCca PYCCKOTO SI3bIKa) IPUBEN K TOTEPE 3HAUYUTETHLHON TEPPUTOPUN
Honbacca, opunnansueiii Kues oTkazancst AeHCTBOBATH B 100 U MOMBITAJICS MTOAOUTH K
nepecMoTpy uctopuu yepe3 KommnapTuio YKkpauHbl, KOTOPYIO OTOXKIECTBHUII C
coBeTckuM HacneaueM. Cam mporiecc 3anpera KITY 1 koMMyHHCTHYECKOM HI€0I0THI
Havasics B utose 2014 rona n 3aBepmmincs 9 anpens 2015 roga — npussTHEM B
pEeKUME OIITIAPEHHOTO eXHMKa (TI0 COKpaIEHHOH Mpoleaype U 6€3 BCIKOTO
00CYXICHHS) TaK HA3BIBAEMOTO «IAKeTa IO JEKOMMYHHU3AINIY, COCTOSIIETO U3
YeThIpeX 3aKOoHOB. U kacayics OH HE TOJBKO KOMMYHH3Ma, HO 1 KOMMYHHUCTUYECKOTO

MIPOIJIOTO Y KpPauHBI.
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Tax, nepBbIil U3 3THX 3aKOHOB IIPEATIONAral paCCEKPEeUNBaHUE COBETCKUX
apXMBOB U CO3[]aHME CIELUANbHOM 0a3bl JAHHBIX, Ky/la COJEPKUMOE apXUBOB Oy1eT
BBUIOXKEHO JUJISl BCEX XKEJIAIOIIUX C HUM 03HAKOMUTHCs. [10 3amMbIcily aBTOpOB 3aKOHa,
9TH apXUBBI JOJLKHBI IIPOJAEMOHCTPUPOBATH BCIO IIPECTYITHOCTh KOMMYHHCTHYECKOTO
pEeKHMMa, CyHIECTBOBABILETO Ha TEPPUTOPUH HBIHEIIHEN Y KpauHbl, — a 3HA4uT,
apXuBbI OyyT JOJKHBIM 00pa3oM oT(uIbTpOBaHbl. M3 HUX, CKOpee BCEro, yAAIsIT
JIOKYMEHTBI, KOMIIPOMETUPYIOLINE HBIHEIIHUX PYKOBOIUTENEH CTPAaHbI, KOTOPHIE B
roJibl CJIABHOM KOMCOMOJIbCKOM 10HOCTU coTpyanndanu ¢ KI'b. Hy wnu ne ygansar, —
BCE B UTOTE 3aBHCUT OT YCTPEMJIEHUH TeX, KOMY MOpy4aT pa3oupaTh TOKYMEHTHI.

Bropoii 3ak0oH npu3HaBall BCEX YKPaMHCKUX TEPPOPUCTOB U napTusaH XX Beka
OopLiaMu 3a HE3aBUCUMOCTh Y KpauHbl. VX Harpaipl IpupaBHUBAIOTCA K
rOCyIapCTBEHHBIM, BETEPAHbI 3TUX IPYNIIUPOBOK IOJy4aOT FOCY1aPCTBEHHBIE JIBIOTHI.
A 4T0OBI HICTOPUKH HE MBITATIMCH HA4YaTh IUCKYCCHIO O METOaX X paboThI (HampuMmep,
0 BonbiHCKOI pe3He, I/ie pain «HE3aBUCUMOCTH Y KpauHbD» HIHEITHUE Tepon
BBIPE3aJIM HECKOJIBKO JECATKOB THICSIY MECTHBIX MOJISIKOB), 3aKOH BBOJUT YIOJIOBHYIO
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a myosinyHoe otpunianue 3acayr OYH-YIIA u apyrux nogoOHbIX
OpraHM3alyii, a TaKke caMoil TPAaKTOBKU TeX COOBITHI Kak O0pbObI YKpauHsbI 3a
HE3aBUCHUMOCTb.

Tperuii 3ak0H HanpaBieH HA TUKBUIAIMIO OJJHOTO U3 CaMbIX CHJIbHBIX
00BEAMHSIOMINX CUMBOJIOB COBETCKOM 3110X1 — mo0epl Haj (paimu3Mom, KoTopas, Kak
M3BECTHO, OblJIa «0/IHA Ha Bcex». [1o MHEHHIO aBTOPOB 3aKOHa, YKpanuHa He
HaXOJHJIach B CTaHe modeauTeNe, MOCKOIbKY Obli1a OKKynupoBaHa COBETCKUM
Coro3oM. IMeHHO m03TOMY B IOKYMEHTE ITPOIMCAaHA 3aMeHa TepMHuHa «Bennkas

OrteuecTBeHHAas BOMHa» Ha «MupoBasi BOMHa», BBEAEHO 8 Mas Kak [[eHb mamsaTu u
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NpUMHUpPEHUS. ABTOPHI 3aKOHA HE PUCKHYJIM 3arpeniaTh 9 Mast, HO OTMEHWIN
«HernepcoHupurpoBaHHbie cUMBOJIBI» [l06enbl — Hanmpumep, FeOprueBCKyIo
JICHTOYKY (KOTOpas y’Ke AUCKPEIUTHPOBaHA OTOKIECTBICHUEM €€ C «POCCUHCKOM
arpeccuei» u «kKoiaopagamm).

Hakowner, yeTBepThIil 3aKOH NMPUPABHSII KOMMYHU3M K HallU3My (JBe
MPUHUUIINAIBHO Pa3Hble UACOJIOTMH — KOMMYHHU3M HE MPEAIOJaracT HU pacoBOM
HEHABUCTH, HU PACOBOM UCKIIFOUUTEIBHOCTH, HU (PU3UUYECKOTO YHUUTOKEHHS BCEX
«HHBIX» M0 OMOJOTHYECKOMY MPU3HAKY), 3aMPeTUII MyOINYHOE HCTIOIb30BaHUE BCEX
KOMMYHHCTHYECKHX CUMBOJIOB Ha YKpanHe U 00s13aJ1 BIaCTU IEPEUMEHOBATh BCE
ropoja, HaCEJIECHHbIE MYHKTHI, YJIULbI U IUIOWAAN, UMEIOIIUE COBETCKYIO TOIOHUMUKY.
«CHUMBOJIBI, BKJIFOYAs IIATUKOHEYHYIO 3BE3/Y, a TAK)KE CEPII U MOJIOT UCYE3HYT C YJIUI]
YKPauHCKHUX FOpOJI0B. DTO PABHOCUIIBHO CcBAacTHKE. CUMBOJIMKA TE€X, KTO My4HII
VYkpauHy, 60b111e He OyA€T HUCII0JIb30BaThCS, @ HAPYIIUTENN OYAyT MPUBIIEKATHCS K
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH», — 3asBUJ npezcenarensd bioka [lerpa [lopomenko FOpuit
JIyuenko. OTBETCTBEHHOCTh 3a TaKUE HAPYILIEHUSI — J0 ISATH JIET TIOPbMBI.

JTa HCTOPHS He HYKHA

CaMu yKpanHCKHE BJIACTH CUYUTAIOT MaclITaAOHOE MepenuCchIBAHUE HCTOPUU
CBOET0 poJia OOHYJIEHHEM HEeraTHBa, M0CJIe KOTOPOTo CTpaHa MOXKET JIBUTaThCs B
MPEKpacHOe JJaIeKo, KOTOPOe YKpauHIaM obenaroT yxe oonbie roga. «Iloka Mbl He
0CBOOOJIMMCS OT ITOTO KOMMYHHCTUYECKOTO Ipy3a B XY/IIIMX €ro MPOSBICHUSIX, OH
OyZIeT TAHYTh YKpauHy B MPOILIOE, TOPMO3UTh Pa3BUTHE U 3aKpPhIBaTh JOPOTY B
Oynymiee», — ropopuT Hapaen oT bioka [lerpa [Topomenko Mapust Matwuoc. Psn
MOJINTOJIOTOB COIJIALIAIOTCS C 3TOM TOUKOMU 3peHus. «IIcuxonornuecku yKpanHIbl

JaBHO I'OTOBEI pacCpomarbCs ¢ TOTATUTAPHBIM, IOCTTOTAJIMTAPHBIM, COBETCKUM U
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MOCTCOBETCKUM IPONUIBIM. JIF0AM 04eHb yCcTaau OT 0€3bICXOJHOCTH UIIH Ke
BPEMEHHOCTH CYIIECTBOBAHHS, HA UTO HAC U OOPEKAET TaKOEe COCTOSIHHE
MPOMEXKYTOUYHOCTH, — TOBOPUT YKpauHckui noaurosnor Bagum Kapaces. — 13 CCCP
Kak Obl BBIIIUIM, KOTJIa OH pacraics, OHAKO OH OCTAJICS HE KaK aJMHUHHCTPATUBHAS WU
reoINOIIUTUYECKAs! CTPYKTYpa, a KaK HeKas cpefia, B KOTOPOIl Mbl ObUIH BHIHYXACHbI
MIPOXKUBATh, IPOMATHIBAS IPU ITOM COOCTBEHHOE MMO3UTUBHOE HACIIEINE U OTKIIAAbIBas
Ha MOTOM eBporeiickoe Oyayiiee. [1o 3Toit npuunHe NeKOMMYHU3AIHS SIBISIETCS JaBHO
Ha3peBIIUM 1aroM. OH JOJKEH MPUBECTU FOCYAAPCTBO K CYLIECTBOBAHUIO B
COBEPIICHHO HOBBIX CUMBOJMYECKUX KOOPAUHATAX).

Hukro, B 06111€M-TO, ¥ HE CIIOPUT, UTO YKpanHe Kak HOBOMY T'OCYJapCTBY,
CYIIECTBYIOIIEMY BCETO JIUIIb JIBa C JIMIIHUM JIECATKA JIET, Hy>KHA HOBasI
rocy/apcTBEHHAs UIC0JIOTHS, a TaKke Habop MUGPOB — HJIeH U LICHHOCTEH, KOTOphIE
CaMOUJICHTU(DUITUPYIOT U CIIJIAYMBAIOT CO3/]aBAEMYI0 YKPAUHCKYIO HAIIMIO, OTJENISIOT
ee oT «ayxux». OTHaKO B YKPAUHCKHUX peaTHsIX ONTUMAIbLHBIM BapHAHTOM CTaJIO ObI
CTPOUTENTHCTBO MYJIbTHITHUYHOTO YKPAUHCKOTO OOIIECTBA, CO3/IaHUE UITH KE
aKIICHTUPOBAHKUE HATHAIIMOHAIBLHOUN Hien, 00bEIMHSIONICH JKUBYIITUX HA TEPPUTOPUHU
rocy/1apcTBa pyCCKUX, YKPaUHIIEB, EBPEEB U Ipyrue HapoHOCTH. OHAKO ATOT
BapUaHT OBLI PACIICHEH KaK CIUIIKOM CJIOXKHBIN. OH TpeOyeT He TOJIBKO TIIATEIbHON 1
OCTOPOKHOU pabOThI, HO ¥ TIPUBJIEKATEIBHBIX 00bETMHUTEIBHBIX UJIEH.
«EBpouHTErpamus» U «aHTUITYTHHU3MY OKa3aJIMCh, 110 BCEH BUJIUMOCTH,
Hed((PEeKTUBHBIMHU, & UHBIC BAPUAHTHI BJIACTH MPEIJIOKHUTH MOMPOCTY HE MOTYT.
OTyacTu MOTOMY, YTO CTpaHa B KPH3KCE, OTUYACTH M3-3a TOTO, YTO BCE MJCH, TaK HIIH
WHaYe CBS3BIBAIOIINE YKPAWHIIEB C POCCUUCKUM HacienueM, Kaxyrcs Kuery

MOJIMTUYCCKHN HCKOPPECKTHBIMMU.
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VIMeHHO MO3TOMY BJIaCTH BBIOpAJIM MHOM BapuaHT — CO3JaHME MOHO3THUYHOTIO,
MOHOSI3bIKOBOTO U YHUTApHOT'O IOCYJapCTBa, JIETUTUMHOCTb KOTOPOro OyaeT
OCHOBBIBAThCSI HA TOTAJILHOM OTPHUIIAHUHM COBETCKOI'O MPOLUIOr0 YKpauHsbl, a TAKKe U
BCEro MO3UTHBHOIO, yTo Aaia ctpaHe Poccus. Onnako npoGnema Kuesa B ToM, uTo
3TOT MOAXOJ] XOTS TEOPETUUYECKHU U UMEET NEPCIIEKTUBBI, HO Ha IIPAKTUKE, B
YKPauHCKUX PeaHsIX, HECET HOBOMY I'OCYIapCTBY Psifi yIpo3.

Paspymartsb He Hagoes0?

IIpexne Bcero, OH HE CIIOCOOCTBYET AJOCTHKEHHIO LIEIH — CO3JIaHHIO
ctabmiibHOro U 3 dextuBHoro rocynapersa. s sroro pexumy [lerpa Ioporenko
HE00XO0/IUMBI JOCTATOUHBIE CUJIOBBIE HHCTPYMEHTHI JJIs1 HAKa3aHHsI HECOTJIACHBIX, C
BBICOKUM YPOBHEM JIETUTUMHOCTHU M UJCOJIOIMYECKH ITPUBIIEKATEIbHbIE, KOTOPbIE
HUBEJIMPOBAIN ObI KYJIbTYpHOE BIMSHUE BOCTOYHOrO cocena. Huuero storo y Kuesa
ceiivac HeT, MO3TOMY 3aKOHBI ATH JIMILb BHOCAT JONOJHUTENBHBIN PacKoil B
YKpanHCKO€e 00LIECTBO.

Tax, nanexo He Bce yKpauHIIbI COTJIACHBI C OTCEYEHUEM OT UCTOPUHU CTPaHBI
LEJNbIX IJIacCTOB HaceneHus. «Mcxo/is U3 JOrMKU aBTOPOB MOCIETHUX YKPAMHCKUX
HOBaIII/II\/'I, HaBCIHHBIX BO MHOT'OM BHCIIHUMH KOHCYJIbTAaHTAMH, HE SICHO, UYEM Ha ACJIC
3aHMMAaJIUCh MHOTHE ITOKOJIEHUSI YKPAaWHLIEB, CTPOUBIINE COBPEMEHHOE rOCYAapCTBO,
HO HC CUACBIIXE IIPU 3TOM B CXPOHaX 6aH}16pOBHeB M HC Y4aCTBOBAaBIIUEC B
HAaIMOHAJIUCTUYCCKOM AUCCUACHTCKOM JABUXKXCHWUN), — I'OBOPUTCA B 3a4BJICHUU
poccuiickoro MUJI. OcoOeHHO cHUIbHO HEMOHUMaHue Ha MOAKOHTPoNbHOM KueBy
YaCTH I0T0-BOCTOKA, I’I€ MCCTHBIC IMTPOBJIACTHLIC AKTUBHUCTBI HE CTAJIM AOXKUAATHCA
noArnurucCaHus 3aKOHa IMPE3UJACHTOM U YXKE HaYaJIN Pa3pPyHICHUC ITaMATHUKOB COBETCKOM

SMoxH. «B HeIHENTHNX YCII0OBUAX MACCOBBIX IMPOTECTOB KAAaTh BpAJ JIU CTOUT, HO
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pa3apakeHre KUEBCKOM BJIACThIO YCUIIMIIOCH elle 6ombiie. bonee Toro, Muorue
ymepeHHbie cropoHHuKH nipoBenenus ATO nHa [fonOacce u B 11es10M TOro Kypcea,
KOTOPBIM UJET YKpanHa, TOKe He 0JJ0OpSIOT TaKoro poja peuieHus. Benpb cioxHo He
3aMETHUTh, YTO, HAIPUMEP, TAMATHUKHU Pa3pyLIatOTCs IPOCTO BAPBAPCKH, C BOIMUIOIINM
HapylIeHueM 3akoHa. 1 naxe te 101, KOTOpbIe CIIOKOIHO BOCTIPUHSIIN ObI
LUMBWIN30BaHHBIN IEMOHTAX, OTPULATEIBHO OTHOCSITCS K JEHCTBUAM PaJUKAIIOB.
Kpowme Toro, Bce 6ombIiie U O0JbIIEe YKPAUHIIEB 3a/Ial0TCS BOIPOCOM, KOT/Ia XKe
«MaTpUOTHI» OYAYT HE TOIBKO pa3pyliaTh, HO U YTO-TO, HAKOHEI], CO3MaAYyT»H, —
TOBOPUT JUPEKTOP BOCTOUHOYKPAMHCKOrO LIEHTPa CTPAaTErMueCKUX NHULIMATUB PomaH
Tpaun. [Ipo lonbacc 1 TOBOpUTH HEUETO, — MAKET MO JEKOMMYHHU3AIIUHU elle OOoJbIIe
ocCJIOKHUI B 0e3 Toro Herpoctoi nporecc uaTerpanuu JJHP u JIHP ¢ Ykpaunoii.
Kpowme Toro, 3aKkoH MOXKeET necTaOuIN3uPOBaTh CUTYAIUIO U B IIEHTPATbHbBIX
pernoHax YKpauHbl — B YaCTHOCTH, AAaTh HOBBIA TOJYOK OXOTE HA BEBM U
«MYCOPHBIM JIIOCTPALIUSIMY, IOCKOJIbKY 00€CIIedrBaeT KpailHe IHPOKYIO TPAKTOBKY
MOHSTHS NTpaBOHapyLIeHNH. DAaKTUYECKH, COTTIACHO 3aKOHY, MOCAJAKU U ITpadbl
BO3MOJKHBI JIAK€ 34 YTEHUE COBETCKOM JIMTEPATYPHI, @ TAKKE 32 XPAHEHUE CTAPOI
coBeTckoil OaHkHOTHI. B Kuese, koHeUHO, yTBEpkKAaI0T, YTO HUKTO MEPErndaTh najaky
He Oy/IeT, OJTHAKO B peaTbHOCTU 3aKOH MOKHO HCIIOJIb30BaTh ISl CBEJICHUS
MTOJINTUYECKUX CYETOB. TeM caMbIM y BIACTH CHOBA OTHUMYT MOHOITOJIMIO HA HACUJIHE,
a 1jied BEpXOBEHCTBA 3aKOHA U COI[MaAJIbHAs CTAOUIBHOCTD OYyT MOJIOPBAHBI.
Hakowner, Oosnbiime cropsbl ¥ JUCKYCCHH B OOILIECTBE BBI30OBET MPOLIECC
MIEPEMMEHOBAHNS YIIMI] U HACEJIEHHBIX ITYHKTOB, KOTOPOE, COTJIACHO 3aKOHY, JTOJKHBI
IIPOBECTH 3a NOJIT0/1a. Majo TOro, 4To HAaCEIEHUE HETOBOIBHO CTOMMOCTBIO IpoIecca

(HO HCKOTOPBIM OLICHKAaM, TOJBKO KOMIIJICKCHOC MMECPEMMEHOBAHUEC HACCITICHHBIX
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MYHKTOB 000MeTcs BIE3MICH B IOJITH U COKpalllaroleii 0101KeTHbIe pacXoibl YKpanHe
nouty B 300 MUJUIMOHOB JIOJUIAPOB), TaK €Ill€ U BO3HUKHET CEPbe3HbIN BOMPOC, HA UTO
MeHsATh. Hanpumep, ropos J{nenpomnerpoBck (BTopas 4acTh Ha3BaHMsI JaHA B YECTh
koMmyHucTa [TerpoBckoro) g0 1926 roga Ha3eiBasics ExarepuHoCiiaBOM — B 4€CTh
Exarepuns! 1. Bpsig i1 HblHENIHUE BIACTH COTIACITCS BO3BPALLATh TAKOE HAa3BaHUE.
Kaxk torna nassiBath? Kosnomorick? Ecnu 1a, To Kak K 3TOMY OTHECYTCSl YKPAUHCKHE
HauunoHanuctsl? [pyroi npumep — KupoBorpan, kotopslil 10 1934 rona HassiBasics
EnuzaBetrpasoM, To €CTh CHOBA B U€CTh UMIIepaTpullbl. Poccuiickoil.

IHoapmia moao:xkneT

KoneuHo, TeopeTnuecku Takue pa3roBOpbl XOTb U HECYT YIpO3y IrOCyAapCTBY,
HO MIPH 3TOM BBITOJIHBI CAMUM YKPAaWHCKHUM BIIACTSIM (YU MHTEPECHI C
roCy/1apCTBEHHBIMU HE COBIMAJAIOT). YK JIyUIlle MyCTh JIOIU JIOMAIOT KOMbsI BOKPYT
«Komnomoiickay, yem 3aJatoT Hey100HbIE BOIIPOCHI O KOPPYIIUU U HEIPPEKTUBHOCTH
rocyapcTBEHHOro ynpasieHus. OJlHako npodiaemMa B TOM, YTO 3aKOH O
JEKOMMYHHU3allM1 MOKET MOBJIEYb 32 COOOM HEJOBOILCTBO BHEUIHUX APY3€H KHEBCKOTO
pexumMa, Ybe MHEeHHE (Kak [oKasajia, Halpumep, Uuctopus ¢ TeM ke Koaomorickum)
MUMEET ONpeJIeNsItollee 3HaYeHUE JIIsl BHYTPUYKPAUHCKOM MOJTUTUKH.

Hu nns xoro He cexper, uro Urops Koaomolickoro ocaaniay BO MHOTOM 110
pemenuto Bammarrona. CoennHennsie LITaTel 3anHTEpECOBaHbI B YKPEIUIEHUH
BJIACTHOM BepTUKal Ha YkpauHne. [lo nonyodunnanbHeIM JaHHBIM — JJIs1 TOTO, YTOOBI
MPEIOTBPATUTh MAaCCOBbIE PACXUILEHUS CPECTB, BIACIAEMBIX YKpauHe 3arma HbIMUA
donamu, no HeoPpUIMATBHOU — IS TOTO, YTOOBI IPEBPATUTH CTPAHy B HAJEKHBII
AHTUPOCCUICKUN «CaHUTAPHBIN Oapbep», KOTopsIid pazaensii 6b1 Poccuto u EC kak B

reorpapuueckom, Tak U B MOJUTUYECKOM cMbIcie. B aTom mnane nepycudukamus
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VYKpauHbl COOTBETCTBYET MHTEpecaM BalMHITOHA, OTHAKO UM HE COOTBETCTBYIOT
MeToAbl, n30panHbele Knesom aiis peannsanuu npouecca. AMEpUKaHIIbl OIIacaroTcs
000CTpeHNUsI BHYTPEHHET0 KOH(IMKTA Ha YKpauHe, KOTOPhIM MOXET BOCIIOJIb30BATHCS
Branumup IlyTis (oT4acTu MOATOMY OHHU M HE JAIOT «100p0» Ha aKTUBU3ALMIO OOPHObI
Mexay SueHtokoM u IlopomieHko), mo3ToMy XoTesu Obl, YToOb! iepycuduxanms
IIPOXOJUIJIA MEIJIEHHO, Yepe3 MTOCTENIEHHOE OTOKACCTBICHUE CUMBOJIOB COBETCKOM
3MO0XH (BIUIOTH IO PYCCKOTO 53bIKA) C POCCUHCKOM arpeccue, uepes TOopHoe, HO
s¢dexTuBHOE 00pabaThiBaHUE YKpauHCKOro HaceneHnus yepes CMU. A He uepes
IIEPMAHEHTHYIO IPAKIAHCKYIO BOMHY, KOTOPYIO MOKET BbI3BaTh YCKOPEHHAs
JEKOMMYHU3ALIHS.

Kpowme Toro, oTpuiianue COBETCKOro Hacjueaus 1aeT HEKOTOPBIM YKPAaUHCKUM
JPY3bsIM OCHOBAHUS JUIsl TOTO, YTOOBI B OYyyIlleM MOKUBUTHCA 3a cUeT YKpauHbl. Tak,
MHOI'MX BO3MYTHJIA ITaCCUBHAs peakius [lonbiy Ha 3aK0H, TepOU3UPYIOLLIHMA
OpraHu3atopoB BoJIBIHCKON PE3HH, — MOJIBCKUHA MUHUCTP MHOCTPAHHBIX J1eJ1 [Kerox
CxeTbIHa 3aBWII, OH HE sIBJIsiETCs TpoOsemoit nist Bapiasel. «Bo rinaBy yriia Bcraer
BOIPOC MOJIUTUYECKOH 11esecoodpazHocTy. [lonsgku camu BEIOMpPAIOT, KaKUE Tpareanu
BBIHOCUTh Ha MIOJMOCTKH ayAUTOPUH, — MOSCHAET «JIeHTe.py» nosoHucT JAmMutpuii
Od¢unepos-benscknii. — Ceituac i [lonbim Bonpoc NoCTpoeHUs! MapTHEPCKUX
OTHOILIEHN! C HOBBIMH YKPAWHCKHMMH BIIACTSIMH sABJISIETCS ipruopuTeToM. U ecimn
HaIlOMHMHAaHKE 0 0OJIE3HEHHBIX BOMpOcax OOIIei HCTOPUU MOXKET 3TOMY ITOMEIIAaTh, TO
TPOMKUX 3asBJICHUH XJaTh HE CTOUT». OJTHAKO MOJSAKH JIepKaT B yM€E JPYroM aCIeKT
3aKOHA: JAEJIETUTUMALINS COBETCKOTO MEPUOJa CTABUT MO/ BOIIPOC U 3aKOHHOCTh
MPUCOEANHEHUS K YKpanHe 3anaJIHOyKpauHCKUX obnacreit (oTTopruyThix y [lombim B

1939 rony). M B Hy>KHBII1 MOMEHT MOJISKH 3TOT CYET MOTYT MIPEAbSIBUTH.
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Translation into English:
Path to Bright Past

Denial of the Soviet era questions the annexation of West-Ukrainian provinces

Ukraine continues to plunge deeper and deeper into a full-scale crisis. Its
financial ranking is on a pre-market crash level, the economy continues to implode, the
ruling coalition is shaken by intrigues and scandals. People from Petro Poroshenko’s
block actively dig under Yatsenyuk [Ukrainian prime minister in the transition period],
prime minister’s “Narodny Front” via MP Anton Geraschnenko calls Yulia
Tymoshenko and Oleh Lyashko FBI agents, and Yulia Vladimirovna herself joins the
hate campaign against Yatsenyuk. Against this background the former people of
Yanukovych fire back or commit mysterious suicides, and Minsk negotiations are on
the brink of hindering. However, Kyivan government has more important tasks: they
pass a series of laws on global rewriting of Ukrainian history of the 20th century.
“Lenta.ru” investigated what this can lead to.

Four reforms

After coming to power on Maidan, the coupists have promised the populace not
only a bright European future, but also a not less brighter Ukrainian past. Among others,
the rehabilitation of “the heroes who fought for Ukraine’s independence” and the
rejection of Russia’s influence and everything “Moskal” [derogatory term for a Russian
used mostly by Ukrainians and Poles] in the Ukrainian state. However the first step in
this direction (annulation of the status of the Russian language) has led to a loss of a
significant part of Donbas’ territory; official Kyiv refused to act straightforward and
tried to rewrite the history via the Ukrainian Communist Party which is associated with

the Soviet legacy. The process of forbidding the UCP and the communist ideology
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commenced in July 2014 and ended on April 9th 2015 by passing the so-called “de-
communization packet” consisting of four laws, in a form of a “bald hedgehog”
(shortened procedure without any discussion). It concerned not only communism, but
Ukrainian communist past as well.

So, the first of these laws foresees the disclosure of Soviet archives and creation
of a special database where the archives’ contents will be placed for everyone who
wants to get familiar with them. As envisioned by the law’s authors, these archives
should demonstrate the utter criminality of the communist regime that existed on
modern Ukraine’s territory — it means that the archives need to be duly filtrated. Most
likely the documents that unmask the country’s current leaders who have cooperated
with the KGB in the years of their Komsomol [Soviet Communist Youth Union] youth
will be removed. Or [they will] not [be removed], — it eventually depends on the
strivings of those who will be authorized to sort the documents.

The second law recognized all Ukrainian terrorists and partisans of the 20th
century as fighters for Ukraine’s independence. Their awards are made equivalent to
national awards; veterans of these alignments will receive national benefits. And to
prevent historians from discussing their working methods (for example the “Volhynian
slaughter”, when in the name of “Ukraine’s independence” the now-proclaimed heroes
massacred tens of thousands of local Poles), the law foresees criminal offense for public
denial of the merits of organizations such as OUN and UPA, and of the mere
interpretation of those events as Ukraine’s fight for independence.

The third law aims to eradicate one of the strongest uniting symbols of the
Soviet era — the victory over fascism which, of course, was “one for all”. In the law’s

authors’ opinions, Ukraine was not among the victors, because it was occupied by the
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Soviet Union. For this reason the law foresees the substitution of the term “Great
Patriotic war” [the term used in Russia and most Post-Soviet countries to describe the
war between Soviet Union and Nazi Germany from 1941 until 1945] with “World war”,
and May 8th is introduced as the Day of remembrance and reconciliation. The authors
did not risk to forbid May 9th [in Russia and most Post-Soviet countries, May 9th, “the
Victory Day”, is when the victory over Nazi Germany is celebrated]; however, they
forbade the “non-personified symbols” of the Victory — for example, the ribbon of St.
George [black and orange ribbon, an important military and patriotic, pro-
governmental symbol in Russia] (which is already discredited through its identification
with “Russian aggression” and “Colorados”) [derogatory term for a Russian: connected
with the St. George ribbon that is striped, as a Colorado beetle].

Finally, the fourth law made communism equivalent to Nazism (two groundly
different ideologies — communism does foresees neither racial hatred, nor racial
superiority, nor physical extermination of all “others™ in a biological sense), forbade the
public use of all communist symbols in Ukraine and obliged the government to rename
all cities, settlements, streets and squares with Soviet toponymy. “Symbols, including
the five-winged star, as well as hammer and sickle, will disappear from the streets of the
Ukrainian cities. It is equal to a swastika. The symbols of those who tortured Ukraine
will be no longer used, and the violators will be prosecuted”, - said the president of the
Petro Poroshenko Bloc, Yuriy Lutsenko. Amenability for such violations is up to five
years in prison.

This history is not needed

Ukrainian government itself sees the massive rewriting of their kin as a nulling

of negativity, after which the country would be able to move forward into the beautiful
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far that is being promised to the Ukrainians for over a year. “Until we get rid of this
communist burden in its worst manifestations, it will be pulling Ukraine back into the
past, braking the development and closing the way into the future”, - says Maria Matios,
MP of the Petro Poroshenko Bloc. Some political scientists support this point of view.
“Psychologically, Ukrainians are long ready to say goodbye to the totalitarian, post-
totalitarian, Soviet and post-Soviet past. People are very tired of hopelessness and
impermanence of existence — that is what this intermediate condition foredooms us to, -
says Ukrainian political scientist Vadim Karasev. — [ We] left the USSR as if when it
collapsed, but it remained; not as an administrative or geopolitical structure but as some
kind of environment that we were forced to live in, blowing off our own positive legacy
and postponing the European future. That is why the de-communization is a long
overdue step. It has to bring the country to an existence in a brand new set of symbols”.
Actually, nobody argues that Ukraine as a new state which exists for only two
decades needs a new state ideology and a set of myths — ideas and values which serve as
a self-identifying and uniting element for an emerging Ukrainian nation, that divide it
from the “others”. However, in Ukrainian status-quo, an optimal variant would be a
creation of a multiethnic Ukrainian society, creation or underlining of a supranational
idea which would unite Russians, Ukrainians, Jews and other ethnicities living on the
country’s territory. However this variant was cast out as too complicated. It demands
not only a thorough and careful work, but also attractive uniting ideas. “European
integration” and ““anti-Putinism” obviously turned out to be ineffective, and the
government cannot offer new variants. Partly because the country is in crisis, partly
because all the ideas that bind Ukrainians with Russian legacy in this or another way

seem politically incorrect to Kyiv.
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This is why the government chose another option — creation of a monoethnic,
monolinguistic and unitary state whose legitimacy will build upon a total denial of
Ukraine’s Soviet past and all the positive [¢hings] that Russia gave to the country.
However Kyiv’s problem is that although this approach is promising in theory, it brings
the new state a row of threats in practice, in Ukrainian reality.

Are you not tired of destruction?

First of all, it does not contribute to the accomplishment of the aim — the creation
of a stable and effective state. For this, Petro Poroshenko’s regime needs a sufficient
amount of highly legitimate and ideologically attractive force instruments for
punishment of the dissenters which would minimize the eastern neighbor’s influence.
Now, Kyiv has nothing of that; that is why these laws bring extra polarization into the
Ukrainian society.

So, not all Ukrainians agree with cutting off entire blocks of population from the
country’s history. “According to the logic of the authors of the most recent Ukrainian
innovations, by far inspired by foreign consultants, it is not clear what were indeed
many generations of Ukrainians doing, who were building a modern state but did not sit
in the Banderovites’ hideouts and did not take part in the nationalistic dissident
movement”, - so the announcement of the Russian ministry of foreign affairs.
Especially unclear it is to the part of the southeast [of Ukraine] controlled by Kyiv
where the local pro-government activists could not wait for the president to sign the law
and already started to destroy the Soviet-era monuments. “The annoyance with Kyivan
government has become even stronger, although in current circumstances we should not
expect mass protests. Moreover, many moderate supporters of political subdivision in

Donbas and of the general course that Ukraine is following also do not support such
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decisions. It is hard not to understand that, for example, the monuments are destroyed in
a barbaric way, with flagrant breach of law. Even those people who would have
accepted a civilized demolition view the radicals’ actions negatively. Apart from that,
more and more Ukrainians ask themselves when will the would-be patriots finally start
creating something, not only destroying”, - says director of the East Ukraine Center for
strategic initiatives Roman Travin. There is nothing to say about Donbas — the de-
communization pack has made the uneasy process of integration of DPR and LPR into
Ukraine even more complicated.

Moreover, the law can destabilize the situation in central provinces of Ukraine
too — more precisely, to give a new start to the witch hunt and “trash lustrations” [purge
of Ukrainian government from Yanukovych’s people and high Soviet communist party
members, nicknamed “trash’ because several ousted politicians were later beaten up
and thrown into trash containers by radical activists], as it understands a very broad
interpretation of law violations. De-facto, according to the law, imprisonment and fines
are possible even for reading Soviet literature and for storage of old Soviet banknotes.
Of course, in Kyiv they say that no-one will go too far, but in reality the law can be used
for settling political scores. Thus the government will be deprived of monopoly on
violence, and the idea of the primacy of law and social stability will be shaken.

Finally, the renaming of streets and settlements that the law prescribes to be
carried out in half a year will cause large arguments and discussions. Not only is the
population displeased with the cost of the process (according to some evaluations, the
complex renaming of settlements alone will cost the indebted Ukraine that slashes its
budget expenditures nearly 300 million dollars), but also a serious question arises, as

what to rename. For example, the city Dnipropetrovsk (the second part of the name
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comes from the communist Petrovsky) bore the name Ekaterinoslav — after Ekaterina I1
—until 1926. Hardly will the new government agree on restoring this name. How to
name it then? Kolomoysk [after Thor Kolomoyski, the former Governor of
Dnipropetrovsk Oblast]? If yes, how are Ukrainian nationalists going to treat that?
Another example is Kirovograd, which was called Elizavetgrad before 1934, i.e. again
after an empress. The Russian one.

Poland can wait

Of course, theoretically, although these talks do not threaten the country, they
are profitable for Ukrainian government itself (whose interests do not fit the country’s
interests). Let people better shake spears over “Kolomoysk” than ask unsuitable
questions about corruption and inefficiency of state governance. However the problem
is that the de-communization law can lead to discontent of external friends of the
Kyivan regime whose opinion (as the story with Kolomoyski, for instance, has shown)
is of paramount importance for the internal policy of Ukraine.

It is not a secret that Thor Kolomoyski was besieged mostly because of
Washington’s decision. United States are interested in strengthening Ukrainian top-
down governance. Officially — in order to prevent mass plundering of resources given to
Ukraine by western funds, inofficially — in order to turn the country into a solid anti-
Russian “sanitary barrier” that would divide Russia and the EU both geographically and
politically. In these terms, de-Russification of Ukraine fits Washington’s interests;
however the methods Kyiv has chosen to realize it do not fit them. Americans are afraid
of escalation of Ukrainian inner conflict that Vladimir Putin could make use of (partly
because of this they give a “green light” to the escalation of conflict between Yatsenyuk

and Poroshenko), that is why they would not like the de-Russification do go slow,
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through gradual identification of Soviet era symbols (up to the Russian language) with
Russian aggression, through an uncouth but efficient brainwashing of Ukrainian
populace through mass media. Not through permanent civil war that can be caused by
accelerated de-communization.

Apart from that, the denial of Soviet legacy gives some friends of Ukraine
grounds to feast on Ukraine in future. So, many were outraged by a rather passive
reaction of Poland on the law that praises the organizers of Volhynian slaughter, -
Polish minister of foreign affairs Grzegorz Schetyna stated that it is not a problem for
Warsaw. “The question of political practicability is a top priority. Poles will choose
themselves what tragedy will be scaffolded by the public, - explains Dmitry Ofitserov-
Belsky, an expert in Polish studies, to “Lenta.ru”. — Now for Poland the building of
partner relations with new Ukrainian government is a priority. And if reminding of
painful moments of common history can hinder it, one should not expect bombshells”.
However, Poles keep another aspect of the law in mind: delegitimization of the Soviet
era puts into question the accession of west-ukrainian provinces to Ukraine (that were

seized from Poland in 1939). And in a suitable moment the Poles can remind of this.

3. Moskovskiy Komsomolets

Link: http://www.mk.ru/politics/2017/11/09/bandera-ukraine-ne-pomozhet-

nezalezhnava-razrugalas-so-vsemi-sosedvami.html

Date of Publication: November 9" 2017
Author: Vadim Samodurov (Bagum CamoypoB)
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banoepa Ykpaune He Ilomoscem: Hezanexncnaa Paspyzanace co Bcemu
Coceoamu

Oxcnepmul pacckazanu, noyemy llopowenko uzonupyem ceoro cmpamy

VYkpauHa BMeCTO 3asBJICHHONM €BPOMHTErPallu BCe OOJIbIIE MTPOTHUBOIIOCTABIISIET
cebst 3ananubIM cocensiM. CepOusi CpOUHO O0TO3BaIa CBOETO MOCIa B He3anexxHou Pase
bynaroBuua s koHcynbTanuid. [[pyunHON cTan IUIIOMAaTHYECKUM CKaHall,
pazpazuBLmiics mexxay benrpagom u Kuesom. Takum o6pazom, CepOust crana
YETBEPTOU CTPAHOM, Y KOTOPOH B MOCJIEIHUE HEJEIHN PE3KO UCIIOPTUIUCH OTHOLIEHUS C
YKpanHOH, IPUMKHYB B 3TOM IIPOTUBOCTOSIHUU K Benrpuu, Ilonsme u Pymbianu.

MaiinanHbiil ykpauHckuil 103yHr «Bcs EBpona ¢ Hamu» He3aMeTHO
tpancopmupoBaics B Te3uc «llona-EBponsl mpoTuB Hacy. UTo cTaio 3akOHOMEPHBIM
CJIEICTBUEM OPUEHTALUH YKPAUHCKOW MOJIUTHYECKOM 3JIUThI HA PaAUKaIbHBII
HauuoHanu3M. B EBpone HakOHEU-TO pa3risiaenu, YTO UTPbl C BO3BEIIMUYNBAHUEM
HAalICTCKUX MPECTYITHUKOB BpeMeH BTOpOil MUPOBOII — HE IPOCTO «IOMAIIIHEE
pa3BIIEYEHHE», HO HECYT YIPO3y BCEM 3allaIHBIM LIEHHOCTAM. TaK e, KaK U MOJHOE
WUTHOPUPOBAHUE TTPAB HAIMOHAIBHBIX MEHBIITUHCTB B CTPaHE «ITOOEIUBIIIETO
JIOCTOMHCTBay». BeHrpus u PymbIHUS, YbK TUACTIOPHI B HE3AJIEKHON BKYIIE C
PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIM HAcEJICHHEM Y KpauHbI MONaIH MO/ yJiap HOBOTO 3aKOHAa 00
00pa3zoBaHNy, 3aMpenIaIeM 00ydeHe Ha POTHOM S3bIKE, yCTalu yroBapuBath Kues
CMSITYUATH CBOIO MO3ULIMIO. W Mepely K ;KeCTKUM OTBETHBIM MepaM. Buiie-npembep
YKpauHbl 110 BOITPOCaM €BPOIEHCKON U €BPOATIIAHTUYECKOW HHTErpauu MiBanHa
Kmumvnym-1uanaaze noskanosanack, uto B bynamnernite Bcssuecku OJOKUPYIOT

JanbHelIee pa3BUTHE «3aIlUIaHUPOBAHHBIX Beleil Mexxay YkpauHoit u HATOv,
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MCIIONIb3Ysl IJIs 3TOTO JIeCTBUE B AJbsiHCE TPUHLMIIA KOHCEeHcyca. Kpome Toro,
Benrpus namepena 6;10kupoBath U coOnmxeHre Ykpaunsl ¢ EBpocoro3om.

Jlo HelaBHETO BpEeMEHH y He3alekHOU ObLT cBOM «anBokaty B EC — [lonbira.
Ho ¢ nauana HOAOps OTHOILIEHUS C 3TOM cTpaHO# pe3ko obocTpuiuck. [locie Toro, kak
rimae MUJI Tonemm Butonsay BamukoBckoMy Bo JIbBOBE COOOIIMIIN, UTO €ro CTpaHa
TaK ke, Kak u Poccus, SBiseTcs OKKYIaHTOM, IOJINTUK BEpHYJCS B BapmaBy Ha
«B3BoJIe». OH 3asBuiL, yTo [lOoMbIIa CIMIIKOM MHOTO Ipolaja YKpauHe, HO «Mbl
MPUIIM K BBIBOJlY, YTO HAC UCTOIB3YOT". B cBs3u ¢ yem B [losbiie npurpo3unu
CO3/1aTh «UEPHBIN CIIMCOK» YKPAUHCKHUX MOJIUTHKOB C «aHTUIOJIBCKUMH B3I AaAMU».
[lepBbIM TaKUM «4EPHOCIIMCOYHUKOM» CTaJl HUKTO MHOM, KaK riaBa Y KpauHCKOro
WHCTUTYTa HallMOHAJIbHOH mamsatu Bnagumup Barposuu, kotopsiit 003b1Ba [lonbiry
HEXOPOIIMMHU CIIOBAMH 3a TO, UYTO OHA OTKAa3bIBAETCS BILYCKAaTh B CTPaHYy CTOPOHHUKOB
CC «"anuunna». HamomuuM, 00MIIBI UMEHHO TON AMBU3UU YCTpouiH B rojsl BOB
PE3HIO NOJIbCKOTro HaceneHus Bonbiau. 110 3TOMy MOBO1y BBICKa3aJICs YK€ U
npe3usieHT [lonbmm Anmxeit Jlyna, kotopsiit ooparuiics k [letpy [loporenko ¢
MPU3BIBOM OTCTPAHUTH OT JOJKHOCTH JIFOAEH, «KOTOPbIE OTKPOBEHHO MTPOBO3IIIAIIAIOT
HAIlMOHATMCTUYECKUE U aHTUIIOJIbCKUE B3TIISAbI. CUTYyaIusl HaKaJIUIACh HACTOJIBKO,
410 [TOpOIIeHKO MHULIMMPOBAI NPOBEAEHNUE YPE3BBIYANHOTO 3aCEHaHUSs
Koncynsranmmonnoro Komurera npe3uaeHtoB Ykpaussl u [lonsmm...

N na sTom ¢ore Teneps BozHUKIA CepOusi, KOTOpask TOKE OKa3anach HE TOTOBA
npouaTe YKpanHe xamcTBa. J[eso B ToM, 4TO MOCoJI YKpauHbl B 3TON CTpaHe
Anekcanap AnekcaHIpoBHY Aajl UHTEPBbIO HHPopMaloHHoMy nopTainy BIRN, B
KoTopoM coobmui, uto Poccus ucnons3yer Cepbuto anst yHuutoxeHus: Esponsl. . B

cepockom MUJI Hanomuumy, uto «CepOus Beeria noaaepKupaia TeppUTOprUaIbHyIO
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LEJIOCTHOCTh YKpauHbl. B TO e BpeMsl yKpauHCKUE HAEMHUKH Y4aCTBOBAJIM B
MPECTYIUICHUSAX, COBEPIIEHHBIX XOPBATCKUMHU CUJIAMH MTPOTUB cepOCKOro Hapoja B
XopBatuny». CepOCcKue paguKaibl y:Ke IPpU3BAIN BbICJIATh U3 CTPAHBI Pa3rOBOPUYUBOIO
YKPAuHCKOTO MOCa...

A eciii BCIOMHHUTH €III€ M HEJJaBHUE pa3Horiacusa YKpauHbl ¢ benopyccueit u
MonzgaBueii, To moxy4aercs, 4To He3aJeKHasi CBOMMH PYKaMH CO3/1ajia BOKPYT ceOs
«HEIPY>KECTBEHHBII NOsIC». 3aueM el 3TO HaJl0 U TOTOBBI JIU YKPAUHCKUE MOJUTUKU
XOTb K KAKUM-TO KomrpoMuccaM, «MK» pacckazaiu skcneprsl:

Kupuna MOJTYAHOB, 3amaupexTopa ykpanackoro MHcTuTyTa anaamnsa
U MEHEe’)KMEHTA NMOJUTHKH:

Curyanus 11 [lopomieHko ciioxHasi: ¢ 0IHOM CTOPOHBI OH TOHUMAET, YTO
3aUrppIBaHUE C HAIMOHAJIMCTAMHU MPUBEJIET K TOMY, YTO OH IIOJIOPBET
B3aUMOOTHOUIEHUs cO cTpaHaMu Boctounoii EBponbl, a ¢ Apyroil He MOXKET OTKa3aThCA
OT YCTYIOK UM B BOIIPOcax 00pa3oBaHMs, ICTOPUIECKON MaMsITH U Tak jgaiee. B
MIPOTUBHOM CITy4dae yJIbTpaIrpaBble BOCIPUMYT PEIICHHUE MPE3UACHTA KaK
MPEAaTeNIbCTBO HAIMOHATBHBIX HHTEPECOB, U OH JIMIIIUTCS CBOEH MOCIIEIHENH OMOPHI B
ctpane. B cBs3u ¢ atum [lopoieHko BBIHYXACH HATH 1O MYTH BSIJIO TEKYIEH U30ISIIUN
CTpaHbl B BOGHHOM, ((MHAHCOBOM, JUTUIOMAaTUYECKOM U JPYTUX acnekTax. Bcem atum
OH JKEpPTBYET pajii TOTO, 4T0OBI B 2019 TOy MOMBITATHCS BHOBD CTATh MPE3UICHTOM U
MOJIYYUTH OOJBITMHCTBO B BepXoBHOM paje.

Anapeit BY3APOB, wien O6mecrBenHoro copera npu MUJl Ykpaunbi:

- JInst vacTu rpaXk1aHCKOTO O0IIecTBa Y KpanHbl BOMPOC Tepousanuu banaepsl
SIBJISICTCS] IPUHITUITHAITHFHBIM MOMEHTOM. B 3TOM k€ KJTFoYe OHU pacCMaTPHBAIOT

B3aMMOOTHOIIIEHUS pecyonuku ¢ cocensimu. Ecnmu nipesunent [erp [lopomenko
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OTKQXXETCS pa3lieNIATh UX B3TJIA/Ibl HA YKPAUHU3ALMIO 1IKOJI, repoun3annio OYH-YIIA
(3anpeuienHas B Poccuu opranuzaiusi) 1 Tak jaajee, OH pacTepseT BeCh CBOM
anexTopart. [Ipu 3ToM Ta 4acTh yKpanHCKOro 00IIeCTBa, KOTOpasi CYMTAET OAHIEPOBIICB
MPECTYMHUKAMU CETO/IHS CIMILIKOM pazoOliieHa. Onopa Ha HUX HUYEro HE JAacT
npassiel aure. BmecTe ¢ TeM eniBa M MpoOBOAMMAs YKPAaUHCKUMU BIIACTAMHU
MOJIMTUKA B 0003pHMOI NEPCIIEKTHUBE MOBIMSIET Ha eBponeiickue ycrpemieHus: Kuesa.
EBpoco103 HE MOHOJIUTEH B CBOEM OTHOILLIEHUH K uctopuu. Hanmpumep, Utanuu,
®panuuu ¥ ['epmMaHuy HET HUKAKOTO Jiejia JI0 Toro, KTo Takoi bannepa. /la,
OTHOLLEHUS YKpauHbl, Hanpumep, ¢ [lonpiiei MOryT MpoJOJKUTh YXYIIAThCS, HO HA

B3aUMOJICUCTBHU C EBpOCOIO3OM B IC€JI0OM 3TO HHMKAK HC CKaXKXCTCA.

Translation into English:
Bandera Will Not Help Ukraine: Nezalezhnaya Fell Out with All Its
Neighbors

Experts said why Poroshenko isolates his country

Instead of proclaimed European integration Ukraine opposes itself to its western
neighbors more and more. Serbia urgently called off its ambassador in nezalezhnaya
Rade Bulatovi¢ for consultations. The reason was a diplomatic scandal that broke out
between Belgrade and Kyiv. Thus Serbia became the fourth country with which Ukraine
has drastically spoilt its relations, accompanying Hungary, Poland and Romania in this
resistance.

‘Maidanian’ Ukrainian slogan “All Europe is with us” discreetly transformed
into the claim “Half of Europe is against us”. This was a natural consequence of the

orientation of Ukrainian elite towards radical nationalism. Europeans have finally
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understood that [ Ukrainian] games with glorification of Nazi criminals of World War Il
are not just a “domestic entertainment”, but a threat for all Western values. As well as
complete disregard of the ethnical minorities’ rights in the land of “the victorious
dignity”. Hungary and Romania whose diasporas and Russophone population in the
nezalezhnaya fell under the new law on education forbidding education on [their] native
language got tired of persuading Kyiv to soften its position. So they turned to a harder
reply. Vice-Prime-Minister for European and Euro-Atlantic Integration of Ukraine
Ivanna Klympush-Tsintsadze complained that Budapest keeps blocking the further
development of “planned things between Ukraine and NATO” by using the consensus
principle of the Alliance. Apart from that Hungary is determined to block the alignment
of Ukraine with the European Union.

Until recently, nezalezhnaya had its “advocate” in the EU — Poland. But since
the beginning of November the relations with this country have rapidly grown worse.
After Polish foreign affairs minister Witold Waszczykowski learned in Lviv that his
country, like Russia, is an occupant, he returned to Warsaw steamed up. He stated that
Poland has been forgiving Ukraine too much, but “we came to a conclusion that we are
being exploited”. In light of this Poland threatened with a creation of a “black list” of
Ukrainian politicians with “anti-Polish views”. The first “blacklisted” became none
other than head of Ukrainian institute of national remembrance Vladimir Vyatrovych
who called Poland nasty names because it refused to let supporters of SS “Galicia”
[Nazi German military division formed of ethnic Ukrainians] into the country.
Reminder: during WWII the fighters of this division committed a massacre of Poles in
Volhynia. Polish president Andrzej Duda already reacted to this and addressed Petro

Poroshenko with an appeal to dismiss people who “openly proclaim nationalistic and
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anti-Polish ideas”. The situation heated up to the extent that Poroshenko initiated the
organization of an emergency meeting of the Consultive Committee of Presidents of
Ukraine and Poland...

Against this background now Serbia has appeared, also unready to forgive
Ukraine its rudeness. The matter is that Ukrainian ambassador in this country Alexandr
Alexandrovych gave an interview to the information portal BIRN where he stated that
Russia exploits Serbia to destroy Europe... Serbian foreign affairs ministry reminded
that “Serbia always supported the territorial integrity of Ukraine. At the same time
Ukrainian contractors took part in crimes of Croatian forces against Serbs in Croatia”.
Serbian radicals have already called to banishing the talkative Ukrainian ambassador
from the country...

And if we remember Ukraine’s recent disputes with Belarus and Moldavia, it
happens that nezalezhnaya has created an “unfriendly circle” around itself by its own
hands. Experts told “MK” why it needs this and whether Ukrainian politicians are ready
for at least some compromise.

Kirill MOLCHANOYV, deputy director of Ukrainian Institute of analysis
and management of politics:

It is a complicated situation for Poroshenko: on the one hand, he understands
that flirtation with nationalists can lead to a loss of relations with Eastern Europe; on the
other hand he cannot renounce concessions to them in terms of education, historical
memory et cetera. Otherwise the far-right will see the president’s decision as a betrayal
of national interests and he will lose his last stronghold in the country. In this regard,

Poroshenko is forced to follow the path of a low-level isolation of the country in
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military, financial, diplomatic and other aspects. He sacrifices all this in order to
become a president again in 2019 and acquire the majority in the Verkhovna Rada.

Andrei BUZAROYV, member of the Public Council of the Ukrainian
Ministry of foreign affairs:

- For a part of Ukrainian civil society, the heroisation of Bandera is a principal
issue. They view relations of the republic with neighbors against this background. If
President Petro Poroshenko refuses to share their views on ukrainization of schools,
heroisation of OUN-UPA (organizations forbidden in Russia) and so on, he will lose all
his voters. Herewith, the part of Ukrainian society that regards Banderovites as
criminals is too divided nowadays. Relying on them will give nothing to the ruling elite.
Moreover the policy of Ukrainian government will hardly influence Kyiv’s European
strivings. European Union is not monolithic in its views on history. For example, Italy,
France and Germany do not care about who Bandera is. Yes, Ukraine’s relations with,
say, Poland, may continue to get worse, but it will not affect its general relations with

the European Union.

4. RIA Novosti

Link: https://ria.ru/analytics/20170929/1505881674.html?inj=1

Date of Publication: September 29" 2017
Author: Zakhar Vinogradov (3axap Bunorpamnos)
Original Text:
Ha Ykpaune Oxonuamenvno Ommenunu Ce0600y Cnosa u Ykpenunuce ¢
Hauuzme

3axap Bunoepaoos, obo3pesamenvy PUA Hosocmu
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Ykpaunckue CMU npyXHO 10’KEBBIBAIOT B3PbIBHI 1101 BUHHUIIEH, Tlle cCHavasa
Bpojie Obl moriMaiy "muBepcanToB" (caMo co00i pazyMeeTcs, POCCHICKHUX ), a TOTOM
PEIINIIN, YTO HUKAKUX JUBEPCAHTOB HE OBLJIO U YTO BO BCEM BUHOBAT HaYaJIbHUK
I'enmraba Buktop MyskeHKoO.

Her, peub HE 0 TOM, YTO B pacciae0BaHUU O B3pbIBAM Ha OPYKEWHOM CKJIaJIe
BOCTOp KecTBOBaJIa paBAa. [I[pocTo oqHa yKpanHCKas MOJIUTHYECKas: TPYyIIIUPOBKa
penia noACTaBuTh oA yaap apyryto. Ty camytro, B KoTopoil y MyKeHKO 3ameTHas
pOJIb.

[TosToMy Ha YKpanHe pemmin, 4To B3pbIBbI IPOU3OIILIN HE B PE3YyJIbTATE
JTUBEPCHUH, a BCJICCTBUE XaJaTHOCTH, JOMYIIEHHOM reHmraductoM. U ero tenepn
XOTST YBOJIUTb.

[ToTom nuBepcantoB cHoBa "moiimann". I1loka o HUX Ha YKpauHe HUYEro He
nuyT. Ho Bpsia mu ux ornmyctunu. Bo3aMoxkHO, TpoiepkaT Ha BCIKHUM cllydail B KaMepe
JIO TE€X MO, TTOKA CUTYAIUsl OKOHYATENIbHO YCTaKaHUTCA. A TO, eciiu TeHepai MyKeHKo
OTIPABAAETCSI, MOXKET, OISITh MPUJIETCS B INBEPCAHTOB UTPATh. ..

Eme ogna Tema, kotopyto 6ypHO oO0cyxnarT ykpannckue CMU, — si3p1koBas.
YKpanHCKHEe KOJUIETH BCTAM Ha 3aIUTYy 3aKOHA 00 00pa3oBaHWU, KOTOPHI BO3MYTHII
€BPOTEICKYIO 00IIEeCTBEHHOCTH 3alIPETOM Ha MPENoaBaHue B IIKOJIAX Ha S3bIKAX
HaIlMOHATBHBIX MEHBIIINHCTB.

HoBblii 3aK0H BBI3BaJI HETOJIOBAHUE B PSAJIE EBPONEUCKUX CTOIUI] — MPEKIE
Bcero byxapecre u byganemre.

U BoT yKpaunHckue koisieru pazoopanuck. Her, Hanucanu oHU, HUKAKOTO
Haly3Ma HeT B B moMuHe. OKa3pIBaeTCs, B MPUMEUAHUAX K 3aKOHY (BUIIUMO,

MOSIBUBLIMXCS MOCIIE MPOTECTOB pyKoBoauTene Benrpuu u Pymbinun) criennanbHO
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TaKUM MEJIKUM IpPU(TOM yKa3aHO, YTO IpenojaBaHue OyAeT pa3pelieHo He TOJIbKO Ha
YKPauHCKOM, HO ¥ Ha IByX €BpPOIEHCKUX (Ha BBIOOD) A3bIKAX — aHIJIMHCKOM,
HaIpUMep, U PyMBIHCKOM.

Taxum 00pa3oM, yTBEpkKIarOT Ha [TOJHOM CEphe3€ HEKOTOPbIE YKPAUHCKHE
KYPHAJIMCThI, HUKAKOT0 HallM3Ma B 3aKOHe 00 o0pa3oBaHuu HeT: 150 ThICSY BEHIPOB U
180 ThICSIY pyMBIH TeNEpb MOTYT CIIATh CIIOKOMHO, IIOTOMY YTO B OTHOILIEHUHU PYMBIH U
BEHI'POB HallM3Ma M JMCKPUMHUHALMK HA II0OYBE HAILIMOHAJIbHBIX SI3bIKOB HA Y KPAaUHE HE
Oyner.

Yro kacaeTcst BOcbMH MUJUIMOHOB 330 ThICAY PYCCKHUX, TO O HUX HA POJUHE
I'orons u IlleBUeHKO HUKTO HE BCIIOMHMUIL.

Kak, BrpoueM, He 3aMeTHIIU B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CBOEM MOU KOJIJIETH U JAPYron
ctoxeT. B )Kutomupe 6611 00BSBIIEH IPUTOBOP B OTHOLIEHUH JIBYX YKPAaUHCKUX
KypHanuctoB — JImutpust Bacunbua u EBrenns TumMonnHa, KoTopble ObUTH OCYKIE€HBI
1o crtathe "3a copeicTBre TepPOpU3MY' Ha IEBATH JET TIOPHMBI KXk IbIH.

®alyna aena cienyromas. Bacunen n TumonuH, Oyayuu rpaxkaaHamMu
VYkpauHsbl, nomoranu npojasurats B uHTepHeTe Y ouTube-kanan npoekra "HoBopoccust
TB". Cam kanan npuHauiexxut komy-1o B JIHP. A JIHP — "Bpaxkeckas" ns
YKPauHCKOW BJIACTH OpraHU3allusl.

Eme pa3: Bacunen 1 TUMOHMH NOJTy4HIIN 1O IEBSTH JIET TIOPbMBI 3a
npoasmkenne B Cetn YouTube-kanana "HoBopoccust TB". DTo Teneps Ha3pIBaeTCs Ha
YkpauHne "coaeicTBUEM CeMapaTu3My U Teppopusmy’.

B kauecTBe riIaBHBIX J0KA3aTeIbCTB BUHBI )KYPHAIUCTOB ObUIH UCIIOJIb30BaHBI
MaTepHualbl IPECIOBYTOro caita "MupoTBopen', KOTOPbI KYpUpPYET HAPOIHBIN

Jenyrar YKpauHsl U coBeTHUK MuHucTpa MBJI AnToH I'epamenko.
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XapakTepHas JeTajlb: IPUroBop B 3aie JKUTOMHPCKOro cyaa 060um
KYPHAJIMCTaM Cy/ibs BBIHOCHJI B OTCYTCTBHE OOBUHsEMbIX. Bacuiiplia oxpaHa ckpyTuiia
U BBIHECJIA U3 3aJla 3aCEJaHMi, IIOCKOJIbKY OH BBIPA3HJI BO BpeMs OOBbSIBICHUS
IIPUTrOBOpA CBOE HECOIUIACHE ¢ HUM. TUMOHHMH B 3HaK IIPOTECTA BBILLIET U3 3aJ1a CaM.

Kak cuntaeT BecbmMa aBTOPUTETHBIN M U3BECTHBIN HA YKpauHe I0pUCT AHIpeit
[TopTHOB (BBIHYX/I€H OBbLII 3MUTPUPOBAThH 33 IPAHMILY), ""PEATLHO OHU OCYXKAEHBI 32
BBICKa3bIBaHU B aJjpec y4acTHUKOB MaiinaHa, yeM, Kak yka3aHO B OOBUHUTEJIbHOM
aKTe, "yHM3WIM HallMOHAJIBHYIO YECTh U JOCTOMHCTBO YKPAaMHCKOTrO Hapoja'.

[TonnTryeckas mooIIeKa 3TOrO Aejia sICHA: I0Ka3aTh BCEM Ha YKpauHe, 4To
11000€ COTPYIHUYECTBO, Naxe yucTo Texuuueckoe, ¢ JIHP u JIHP sBasercs
IPECTYIUIEHHEM, KOTOPOE BJICYET HaKa3zaHHe — MO0J00HOE TOMY, KOTOPOE MPUCYKIAIOT
3a U3HACUJIOBAHHUS U IIBITKH.

U 510 He purypa peun. boiiel 1o6poBosabueckoro 6aranboHa "TopHano",
KOTOpBIE OBLIIM OCYKIEHBI 32 M3HACUIIOBAHHUS, IBITKU U YTPO3bl YOUICTBOM MUPHBIX
rpaXkJaH B 30HE TaK Ha3bIBa€MOH "aHTUTEPPOPUCTUUECKON onepanuu’, HOJyqHIn
pUMEPHO Takue xke, kak Bacuien u TumoHuH, cpoku — ot BocbMH 110 10 net
TIOPBMBI.

Teneps o 6Gmmkaiimem OynymeM. B Hactosiiee Bpems B JKutomupckom cyze
HaxOJIUTCA IPYrou MoJo3peBaeMblil B cenapaTtu3Me KypHanucT — Bacunmit
MypaBuikuii, KOTOpOro 0OBUHSIOT B COTpyAHHUYECTBe ¢ poccuiickumu CMU u 3a 310
nepxkat B CU30. Ero Toxe roToBsT K cyae0HO pacipase.

W cynuth ero Oyner TOT e Cyabsl, YTO BhIHEC TPUTOBOP Bacuibily u
Tumonuny. U B ToM xe 3ane 310 OyneT npoucxoauts. M, moxoxe, MHOTHE HalIn

YKPauHCKHUEC KOJUICTHU IMOCTAPAKOTCA 3TOr0 CyJla TaK K€ HEC 3aMCTUTh.
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Bckope, 5 okTs10psi, HaUHETCs Mpoliece HaJ IPYTHUM HAIIUM YKPauHCKUM
KOJIJIETOM — 1aBHBIM penakTopoM caidta "Ctpana.UA" Uropem ['yxBo#, poTUB
KOTOpOro ceiyac BO30YKJI€HO TO JIU YEThIPE, TO JIU MATh YTOJOBHBIX aei. U mpuunHa
Ta )K€ — KPUTHKA CYHIECTBYIOILIETO PEKUMA.

Tak 4To e NpoucXoauT Ha Y KpanHe?

Opno3nauHo, pexxuM [lopoiieHKo Mo/ MPUKPHITHEM U C TO3BOJICHHUS 3alaIHbIX
crioHcopoB, npex e Bcero CLIIA, npeBpamiaeTcsi B HAUCTCKU, C aKTUBHBIMHU
penpeccusiMu B aJipeC CBOUX MOJIUTUYECKUX OMIIOHEHTOB, B IEPBYIO OYepeIb
KYpHAIHUCTOB. B 3TOM cMmbIcie cBoOO/1a ciioBa Ha YKpauHe, Mo Bceil BUAMMOCTH,
OKOHYATEJIbHO yMepJa.

Ho 510 He mobena Biactu Hajx CBOOOAOH CIIOBA, IOTOMY YTO 3TO MOHSATHE
abctpakTHOe. DT0 nmobeaa Haj KypHAIUCTaMu. XOTs, IOKa HE HaJl BCEMH.

[ToTomy yTO MOKa e1le Ha YKpanHe MOCaJANIA HE BCEX KPUTUKOB PEKUMA.

Ho Tennennmna — HaIUIIO.

Translation into English:
In Ukraine, Freedom of Speech Was Definitely Abolished and Nazism
Fortified
Zakhar Vinogradov, RIA Novosti correspondent
Ukrainian media unitedly finish chewing on the blasts by Vinnytsia, where
allegedly at first the (of course, Russian) “diversionists” were caught, but then it was
agreed that there were no diversionists and that it is all fault of Viktor Muzhenko, Chief

of Defense.
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No, the point is not that the truth has triumphed in the investigation of blasts at
the weapons depot. Simply one Ukrainian political group decided to put the other one
under fire. The one where Muzhenko is an important figure.

That is why in Ukraine they decided that the blasts happened not as a result of a
diversion, but of carelessness of the Defense person. And now they want to fire him.

Then the diversionists were “caught” again. There are no reports about them in
Ukraine yet. But they have hardly been released. Perhaps they will be under arrest just
in case until the situation calms down for good. Because if general Muzhenko gets
justified, they will probably have to play diversionists again...

One more topic that is actively discussed in Ukrainian media is the linguistic
one. [My] Ukrainian colleagues rallied to defense of the education law that outraged the
European society with an abolishment of school education in languages of ethnic
minorities.

The new law caused outrage in several European capitals — first of all in
Bucharest and Budapest.

And now [my] Ukrainian colleagues have sorted things out. No, they wrote,
there is no trace of Nazism here. Turns out, an appendix to the law (that probably
appeared after protests of Hungarian and Romanian leaders) points out in small letters
that education not only in Ukrainian, but in two European languages, for example, in
English and Romanian, is also allowed.

Therefore, as some Ukrainian journalists say in dead earnest, there is absolutely
no Nazism in the education law: 150 thousand Hungarians and 180 thousand
Romanians can now sleep peacefully because there will be no Nazism and

discrimination on linguistic grounds against them in Ukraine.
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Regarding eight million 330 thousand Russians, no-one remembered them in the
native land of [ Nikolai] Gogol and [ Taras] Shevchenko.

By the way, most of my colleagues did not notice another topic as well. In
Zhytomyr, a sentence was passed to two Ukrainian journalists — Dmitry Vasilets and
Evgeny Timonin, both convicted under the article “For assisting terrorism” to nine years
in prison each.

The background is such. Vasilets and Timonin as Ukrainian journalists helped to
promote the YouTube channel of the project “Novorossiya TV”. The channel itself
belongs to someone in the LPR. And the LPR is an “enemy” organization to the
Ukrainian government.

Once again: Vasilets and Timonin got nine years each for promotion of a
YouTube channel of “Novorossiya TV”. This is called “assistance of separatism and
terrorism” in Ukraine now.

As main proofs of the journalists’ fault materials from the notorious website
“Mirovtorets” supervised by Anton Geraschenko, Ukrainian MP and Minister of
interior’s advisor, were used.

Remarkable detail: the sentence to both journalists in the Zhytomyr court was
passed absente reo. Vasilets was rounded up and carried out of the session hall because
during the pronouncement of sentence he was expressing his disagreement with it.
Timonin exited the hall by himself as a sign of protest.

As a rather competent and prominent Ukrainian lawyer Andrey Portnov (was
forced to leave Ukraine) means, “in fact they were convicted for their statements about
the Maidan participants. In this way, as it is written in the crime bill, they have

“humiliated the national honor and dignity of the Ukrainian people”.
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The political background of this case is clear: to show everyone in Ukraine that
any cooperation, even the technical one, of DPR and LPR is a crime that carries
punishment — similar to the one given for rape or torture.

And it is not a metaphor. Fighters of the volunteer battalion “Tornado” who
were convicted for rape, torture and threats to kill civilians in the so-called “anti-
terrorist operation zone”, received the same sentences as Vasilets and Timonin — from
eight to 10 years in prison.

And now about the nearest future. Currently there is another journalist accused
of separatism in Zhytomyr court — Vasily Muravitsky, who is also accused of
cooperation with the Russian media, and is therefore on pretrial custody. He is also
being prepared for the legal reprisal.

And the same judge who passed the sentence to Vasilets and Timonin will judge
him. And it will happen in the same court hall. And it seems that our Ukrainian
colleagues will try to ignore this case too.

Soon, on October 5th the trial of another Ukrainian colleague of ours, chief
editor of the website “Strana.UA” Thor Guzhva, against whom either four or five
criminal charges are brought. The reason is the same — criticism of the current regime.

So what is happening in Ukraine?

Poroshenko’s regime is, under cover and with blessing of western funders,
particularly the USA, definitely turning into a Nazi regime with active repressions
against its political opponents, primarily journalists. In this regard, the freedom of
speech has obviously forever died in Ukraine.

But it is not a victory of government over freedom of speech, because this is an

abstract term. This is a victory over journalists. However, not over all of them.
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Because not all critics of Ukrainian regime are jailed yet.

But the trend is obvious.

5. Vesti.ru

Link: https://www.vesti.ru/doc.html?1d=2890298

Date of Publication: May 21st 2017
Author: Dmitry Kiselyov (Imutpuii Kucenén)

Original Text:

Ilopowenkxo, Xuxukas, lIpespawaem Ykpaunuyee ¢ Pavoe EC

EBpocoro3 nocraBui nociegHue 010poKpaTudeckue MOoAMUCH, pa3pelaromnue
TYypUCTUYECKHE NIOE3]IKU TpakaaHaMu Y KpauHsl 06e3 opopmienus Bu3. Ilopomienko
IpU 3TOM CHYACTIMBO XUXHKall. Panee oH Ha3bIBan 6€3BU30BbIH TypusM B EC
"HanMoHanbHOU uneeil" ykpaunues. Teneps oH 3asBui, uTo ¢ Poccueit ohopmien
"OKOHYATEJIbHBINA pa3Bo'.

HoBb1i1 pesxnM nepecedeHus rpaHulibl BCTYIIUT B CHULY B HOYb Ha 11 vroHs.
Typuctsl n3 YKpauHsl Ipy 3TOM He MOJIYy4aroT IpaBo Ha padboty uinu yuéoy B EC, a
BpeMms pedbIBaHus TaM orpannyeHo — 90 aHeil B TeueHue noayrona. Kak pas
JIOCTATOYHO JUIsl HEJIETaJIbHOr0 cOopa KIIYOHUKHU Ha MOJIbCKUX MIaHTALNAX.

Hy, 4rto k, BU3bI ceroHs — ACHCTBUTEIRHO apxanka. Ho ykpanHCckuii 6e3Bu3

— eIMHCTBEHHOE, Yero noomics Knes mocie rocrepeBopoTa, COBEPIIEHHOTO

HaruoHanucramu B peBpane 2014-ro. Jlpyrue "noctukeHus" — JIUIlIb OTPULIATENIbHBIE.

W ecnm mocMOTpeTh Ha IEHY ATOro 6e3Bu3a, TO OyIeT HEe A0 XUXHKaHbI. MOXHO

IPOCTO YKaCHYThCSI.
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I'ocniepeBopot Beipoc u3 "EBpomaiinana" u coBepIayics 1o JIo3yHraMu OOphObI
¢ Koppynuuei. Mod, SIHyKOBUY — CTpalIHbIF KOPPYIIIMOHEDP, MOJI, EMY HY>KHA
cucTeMa KOpPpYILHUHU, U TO3TOMY-TO OH He X04eT B EBpory.

Jlo3yHr 6opb0OBI ¢ KOppyMIIKUEH, Ha/l0 cKa3aTh, BCETAa U Be3/le YHUBEPCAIbHO
nonyJssipeH. Te, KTO ero BbIIBUTalOT, Kak MPABUIIO, PACCUUTHIBAIOT CAMU IIPUITH K
BJIACTH, U HE IEMOKPATUYECKHUM ITYTEM, a B PE3YJIbTATE YIMUYHBIX BOJIHEHUN U
HE3aKOHHOTO cBepkeHHs BiacTu. Tak Obu1o B CeBepHoit Adpuke B xoze "apadckoii
BECHBI'", Tak OBLIO U HA YKpauHe.

Cpabotano. Ho xoraa 6opiibl ¢ Koppyniueit mooexanu, To CTpaHa
MOTPY>KaaCh B Xa0C, a KOPPYILMS paclBeTala, KaK HUKOI/1Aa. Y KpanHa — THUIUYHbBIN
npumep. Tak, eciu npu SAnykoBuue otkatsl Obutn 25%, To ceituac ¢ [lopomenko
OTKaThI MPHU MMOJTYYEHUU TOCKOHTPAKTOB JOCTUTAOT axk 50%, a unorga u 75%. 1lo
utoram 2016 ronga Cuernas nanata EBpocoros3a npusHana YKpauHy camon
KOPpPYMIIMPOBaHHOM cTpaHoi EBpomnsl. B3sTku Tam — B nopsake Bemieil. bepyr Bee:
IPOKYPOPHI U CYAbH, YNHOBHUKH c1y>k0b1 MUC, morpaHM4HUKY U BOCHHBIE. A 10
BepxoBHoii Pane B kaOuHeThl pazHOCAT Oayibl ¢ 4€pHBIM HaloM. Peiinepckue 3axBaThl,
BOOPY>KEHHBIE U TI0O MOILIEHHUYECKUM CXe€MaM, — HOpMa KU3HU. ['psi3HbIe 1eHbIH
JIETIAt0T Ha BCEM.

[Ipumep — ykpanHCKnil KOHKYpC "EBpOBHIEHHS" 3TOTO TOJA, KOTOPBII
TOTOBHJIM Y TIPOBOJIMJIN B Xaoce U Hepazoepuxe. EBponeiickuii mepdhopmMaHC CTOUI
YKpauHCKOU Ka3He 30 MIIJIMOHOB €BPO, B TO BPEMs KaK Ky/1a JTy4lIue My3bIKaJbHbIE
oy "EBpoBunenus" — nanpumep, B [lIBeruu unu SctoHnn — paHee 00X0IUIHCh
BTpoe nemesiue. 1 3To mpu ToM, 4TO ypOBEHB LIEH TaM KyJia Bbllle, yeM B HesanexxHou.

VYrangaiite, Kyna yiuia pa3Huiia — 1€ cambie 75%?
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[Tocne rocniepeBopoTa Mo/ JIo3yHraMu 60pbObI ¢ KOppymiKel YkpauHa craia
YEMIIMOHOM MHPA 10 CKOPOCTH PacIpOCTPaHEHUsI BOPOBCTBA, AETPaJalli rOCy1apcTBa
1 001IeCTBa, pa3Baly MPOMBILIUIEHHOCTH U OOHHUIIIAHUIO Hapo1a. 3a TPU rojia pocT
KOMMYHaJIbHBIX IJIATEXKEH yBenuuuics 0ojee ueM B AeciaTh pa3. Eciu B konre 2013-ro
OHU COCTaBJISUIM Ha Kpyr 175 rpuBeH c 4yenoBeka, To K KoHiy 2016-ro — yxe 1978
TPUBEH, TO €CTh IO JIBE THICSYH.

3aT0 peBOIOIMOHEPHI, OAHATHIE BO BIACTH IEHON TOCIEPEBOPOTA, OBICTPO
oboraruinch. Bece momMuAT, kak Apcenuit SliieHIok, enié HaxoAUBIIUICS B Kpecie
IpeMbepa, He MOCTECHSJICSA IIYMHO OTIPa3AHOBaTh "CBOM MEPBbI MuLnapa'.

Hanbiie — Gonblie. BeiHYXKIEHHO OMyOIMKOBaHHBIE JEKIapallii MUHUCTPOB U
JICNIyTaTOB MOTPSICIN HE TOJIbKO HULIUI HApOJ Y KpauHbl, HO U BCE KOHTUHEHTHI OT
EBpomnbl 10 AMepuku. Y 04€Hb MHOTHX — OIPOMHBIE CYMMBbI HAJIMYHOCTHU JOMA,
POCKOIITHAs HEIBUYKUMOCTD, BKITFOUAs 1a)K€ XPaMbl, JIUTHBIE aBTOMOOWIIH, KOJIEKIIUN
YHHUKAJIbHBIX IPEAMETOB UCKYCCTBA, JOPOTUX YACOB, BUH, OPYKUS U aHTUKBapHara.
OnuceiBast BC€ 3TO, HEAABHUE PEBOJIIOLIMOHEPHI-AHTUKOPPYIIIUOHEPHI TEPSIIOT HE
TOJIBKO CTBIJI M MEPY, HO JJa)K€ U 4UYBCTBO FOMOpA.

Tax, MUHHCTp BHYTPEHHHUX J1€71 ABaKOB, CyJs 110 €T0 K€ AeKIapaluu, —
CYACTJIMBBINA 00J1a/1aTeNb KOJUIEKIUU KapTUH U 8 ThicAY KHUT, faTupoBaHHbIX ¢ X VIII
BeKa, MOHET — ¢ XV BeKa, KOJIJIEKIIUU BUHHBIX 3TUKETOK, YEThIPEX 11y0, coOpaHus
Opykus U OpeHA0BbIX cyMOK. Ho 3T0 Bce — Menouu 1o CpaBHEHHUIO C MHOKECTBOM
PAKETUPCKUX J0JIeH B YKPAUHCKUX KOMITAHUSX, TIATAIIMX MUHUCTPY BHYTPEHHUX JEIT
nanb. Emé y ABakoBa ectb pupma B Utanuu u ne Ha Kunpe.

Odmopusiii onurapx-npes3uneHt [lopomenko kpyde Beex. [Ipomomkast

YBCINYNBATH CcBOE COCTOAHHE, OH HEAOIITIaYNBacT YKpaI/IHe HAJIOTH M OorareeT Ha
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rpakJ1aHckou BoiiHe. Tak uTo kornaa [lopomeHko XMXUKaeT 3a ClIMHaMHU
€BPOYMHOBHHUKOB, TO MOKHO MOHSTh, TOUEMY. XOTsI CMEIIHO OBIBAET U IPYTHUM TOXKE.

Hanpumep, negasno 3aBoj [lopomenko "JIeHuHbCcKa Ky3HA" 4y1€CHBIM
00pa3oM BbIMTpaJ TEHJEP HA PEMOHT Ju3ens Ha (uarmManckoM kopabie Boenno-
MOpPCKUX cuil YKkpauHnsbl, ¢pperare "I'erbman Caraiijaunplii”. A HETaBHO CTajIo0
M3BECTHO, YTO Cpa3y IOCIIE PEMOHTA JIBUTATENb B MOpe ciiomaics. Tenepp yxe XoXxo4yeT
Hapo/I.

XoTs, eciii BcepbE3, TO HE cMenTHO. Benb Tak Ha3bIBaeMblid
AHTUKOPPYILHUOHHBIN TOCIEPEBOPOT NPUHEC CILIONIHBIE cTpajanus. M HuKakou
TYPUCTHUYECKHI 0€3BH3 UX HE KOMIIEHCUPYET. Malo TOro 4To cTpaHa pa3Bajniach —
Kpeim ymién 6e3Bo3BpatHo, moxoxe, u Jlonbacec — Toxe, CyMMapHO 3T0 8,5 MUJUIHOHA
YeJIOBEK — TaK M Ha OCTABUICICS TEPPUTOPUHM CMEPTHOCTD PAIUKAIBHO MPEBBIIIAET
POXKIa€MOCTh, @ MaccoBasi SMUTpalUs — JIeTajibHas U HET — JIMIIb yCyryOJsieT
neMorpaduueckyro mpoosiemy. Jla BoH y Hac B Poccuu CKOJIBKO 3THUX BBI3BIBAIOIINX
KaJIOCTh YKpauH1eB?! MBI jxe BUIUM HX BCE.

ITo opunmansusiM fanabiM MU /T Ykpaunsl, B Poccun nocrostHHO peObIBatoT 4
MUIIMOHA UX rpakaaH. [IpumepHo cronbko ke "3apoOutdyan" ¢ YkpauHsl 1 Ha 3anaje.
be3Bus, 3actaBuBIIMi [IOPOMIEHKO CTONBL CMIIBHO XMXHUKATh, IIPEBPALLAET €r0 IpaXKaaH
B paboB 115t EBpocoroza. Benp oHM Tam — u3rou 6€30 BCAKHUX COIUATBHBIX TApaHTHH,
0e3 JieraJIbHbIX KOHTPAKTOB U J1aXke 0€3 JIerajJbHOro KUibsl. Y HUBUTEIBHO U JKaJIKO.

[Ipu aTOM 3KCnopT U3 camoi Ykpanusl B 2016 roxy okasancs BTpoOe HUXKE, 4EM
B 2012-m. B 3TOM rozny B cTpaHe npoAoJKalnu OCTaHABINBATHCS KPYIHENIINE
MIPOU3BOJICTBA, U, MOKHO CKa3aTh, POIIECC ACHHTyCTPHAIN3AIUH YCTICITHO

3aBepiaercs. Eciu ke MPUKHUHYTH MOTepU Y KpauHbI MOCJIe TOCIIEPEeBOPOTa B LIETIOM, TO
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skc-npeMbep Hukomait AzapoB orieHuBaet ymep6 B 143 muunapaa 10u1apoB. ITo Ha
NOPSAIKU OOJIbIIIE, YEM BCE KPEAUTHI, MoTy4eHHble oT MB®, koTopsble emé npuaercs ¢
MPOLICHTaAMH OTJABaTh.

Ho xakuMu neHbramu u3Meputhb yesoBedeckoe rope: 10 Thicsd morudmmx B
rPaKIaHCKOW BOWHE U JECATKH THICAY PAHEHBIX, HABCET1a MOPAJIILHO TPABMUPOBAHHBIX
JeTel, He TOKUBIIUX BEK CTAPUKOB, OPOCUBIINX CBOU Pa3pylLICHHbIE 10Ma JKUTEIei?
Kak u yem Bc€ 310 nu3meputs?! Uem u3mMepuTh ypoBEHb BpaHbs, OeCIIpaBus U CTpaxa B
ceroausimHel Ykpanne? A ypoeHb 0e3ymus [lopoiieHko, KOTOpbIi CBOEH MOITUCKHIO
OJIOKHpPYET B CTpaHE caMmylo MOMYJISPHYIO TOUCKOBYIO cuctemy — "Snnekc" — camblie
nonyJsipHele couuanbHble ceth — "BKonTakTe" n "OnHokinaccHUKU" — U emé coTHU

WH(OPMALIMOHHBIX PECYPCOB U KOMIBIOTEPHBIX MPOrpaMm?

Translation into English:

Poroshenko Giggles and Turns Ukrainians into EU Slaves

The European Union set the last bureaucratic signatures that allow Ukrainians to
travel [to the EU] as tourists without visas. Poroshenko happily giggled at that moment.
Before he referred to the visa-free tourism with the EU as a “national idea” of
Ukrainians. Now he stated that a “definitive divorce” with Russia is completed.

The new border crossing regime will enter into force on the night of June 12"
Ukrainian tourists however do not get the right to work or study in the EU, and the
residence time is limited to 90 days in six months. It is enough for illegal harvesting of
strawberry on Polish plantations.

Well, the visas are indeed an archaism nowadays. But the Ukrainian visa-free

travel is the only thing that Kyiv achieved since the nationalist coup in February 2014.
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All the other “achievements” are negative. And if one looks at the price of this visa-free
regime, there is nothing to giggle about. One will be just terrified.

The coup grew out of “Euromaidan” and was unfolded under slogans of fighting
corruption. Like, Yanukovych is a horrible kleptocrat; like, he needs a system of
corruption: that is why he does not want [fo go] into Europe.

Notably, the fighting-corruption slogan is always and anywhere universally
popular. Those who advance it usually count on coming to power themselves — and not
democratically, but as a result of street protests and illegal overthrow of the
government. It was in Northern Africa during the “Arab spring”, it was so in Ukraine
too.

It worked. But when the corruption fighters were winning, the country was
plunging into chaos and corruption was blossoming like never before. Ukraine is a
typical example. So, if under Yanukovych the kickbacks were 25%, now with
Poroshenko kickbacks received state contracts and reach up to 50% or even 75%.
According to the results of the year 2016, the European Court of Auditors named
Ukraine the most corrupt state in Europe. The bribes are normal there. Everyone takes
them: attorneys and judges, Ministry of Emergency situations clerks, border guards and
army people. And in Verkhovna Rada suitcases with black cash are carried cabinet by
cabinet. Illegal takeovers, both armed and fraudulent, - are a norm of life. Dirty money
1s made on everything.

An example — the Ukrainian “Eurovision” contest of this year which was
prepared in chaos and mess. The European performance act cost Ukrainian budget 30

million euros, when much better “Eurovision” music shows — for example, in Sweden



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

or Estonia — cost a third of this price. Whereas the prices are much higher there than in
“nezalezhnaya”. Guess where did the difference go — those 75%?

After the coup under slogans of fighting corruption Ukraine turned into a world
champion in the spreading of theft, degradation of state and society, collapse of industry
and people’s impoverishment. For three years the utility bills have risen more than ten
times. In late 2013 they made up 175 hryvni per person, by the end of 2016 it is already
1978 hryvni, i.e. almost two thousand.

But the revolutionists risen to power by the foam of the coup quickly became
rich. Everyone remembers how Arseny Yatsenyuk, still as Prime Minister did not feel
ashamed to clamorously celebrate “his first billion”.

From bad to worse. Constrainedly published declarations of ministers and MPs
did not only shock the poverty-struck people of Ukraine, but entire continents from
Europe to America. Many of them possess enormous sums of cash at homes, luxury real
estate including even temples, elite cars, collections of unique pieces of art, expensive
watches, wines, weapons and antiquities. By describing all this the former
revolutionaries do not only lose shame and moderation, but even the sense of humor.

So, Minister of Interior Avakov, according to his own declaration, is a proud
owner of the collection of paintings and 8 thousand books dated by XVIII century, XV
century coins, wine labels, four fur coats, a collection of weapons and labelled bags. But
this 1s all nothing in comparison to numerous racketeer shares in Ukrainian companies
that pay the Minister of Interior a tribute. Also Avakov has one company in Italy and
two in Cyprus.

The off-shore oligarch president Poroshenko is the coolest of all. By continuing

to increase his capital, he underpays Ukraine and grows rich on civil war. So when

224



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 225

Poroshenko giggles behind the backs of the euro-clerks, it is understandable why.
However others may feel funny too.

For example, recently Poroshenko’s factory “Leninska kuznya” magically won
the contract to repair the engine on the Ukrainian Navy flagship, frigate “Hetman
Sahaydachniy”. And recently it became known that after the renovation the engine
broke in the sea. Now the people are laughing.

But, speaking seriously, it is not funny. Because the so-called anti-corruption
coup brought only suffering. And no visa-free tourist regime will ever compensate
them. Not only did the country break up — Crimea is gone forever, Donbas too,
altogether it is 8,5 million people — but mortality by far exceeds natality in the
remaining territory, and mass emigration — both legal and not — only makes the
demographic problem worse. Just look how many of those pathetic Ukrainians do we
have here in Russia?! We see them, after all.

According to the official data of Ukrainian Foreign ministry, there are 4 million
of their citizens indwelling in Russia. Nearly the same number of Ukrainian
“zarobitchany” [ Ukrainian immigrant workers. The term is literally translated as “those
who are earning” from Ukrainian] is in the West. The visa-free regime that made
Poroshenko giggle so frantically turns his citizens into slaves for the European Union.
Because they are pariahs there, without any social guarantees, legal contracts and even
without legal accommodation. Humiliating and pathetic.

That said, the 2016 export volumes from Ukraine were third the volume of 2012
export. This year large companies continued to stay in the country and we can say that
the deindustrialization process is successfully ending. If we estimate the general losses

of Ukraine after the coup, the former prime minister [of Ukraine] Mykola Azarov
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estimates the losses as 143 billion dollars. It I much higher than all IMF credits that
[ Ukraine] will have to pay off with interest.

But what money can measure human suffering: 10 thousand killed in the civil
war and tens of thousands of wounded, forever morally traumatized children, elderly
who have not lived through their old age, civilians who had to leave their destroyed
homes? How to measure all this?! How to measure the level of lies, lawlessness and
fear in modern Ukraine? And the level of Poroshenko’s madness, who with his
signature blocks the most popular search engine in the country — “Yandex” — and the
most popular social networks — “VKontakte” and “Odnoklassniki” — and many

hundreds of information resources and computer software?
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Media Texts: Ukrainian Set
1. Kanal 24

Link: https://24tv.ua/rossiyskiy rasizm v kryimu n896744

Date: December 7th 2017
Author: Maxim Osadchuk (Makcum Ocamuyk)

Original Text:

Poccuiickuii Pacusm ¢ Kpvimy

Hcropruecku poccuiickoe rocyJapcTBO CTPOMIIOCh HAa U3BECTHOM napajokce. C
OJIHOW CTOPOHBI, 3aKOH 3/1€Ch BCECWIEH, BeJlb UMEHHO Ha HEro onupatorcsa Beprukans,
IIpeemcTBeHHOCTD, CKpenbl U ApYrue MUIble pyccKkomy yxy noHstus. C apyroi,
penpeccuBHbIE HOPMBI U IpaBuiia B Poccuu Beera ucnoib30Bail HHCTPYMEHTAIbHO —
KOTr/la Ha/I0 ObUIO IPHUXKATh HEIOBOJBHBIX.

XoTs npu OyKBaJIbHOM TOJIKOBAaHHM 3aKOHA BUHOBATHIMH MOTJIM OKa3aThCsl
MOJICTPAHBI.

Bcero aToro HuKak He MOXET MOHSATH, HalpuMmep, Oenomnara Ozner 3yOKoB — OH
YK€ TPETUH IoJT BITAETCS CIAaCTH CBOM NMPEAIPUATHS OT YEIIOCTEH OKKYITAllMOHHON
roctuimu. Ho emy, Kak STHUYECKOMY PYCCKOMY M rOpsSiYeMY CTOPOHHUKY aHHEKCHH, He
TaK TPYAHO, KAK MHOTUM JPYTHM.

Hememmnss Poccus ocraetcst omHUM U3 HauboJee paCUCTCKUX OOIIECTB B
EBpaszuun. 910 XOpOI110 BUAHO HE TOJIBKO Ha yiauiiax MOCKBBI, TI€ TPYJ0Bas CErperamus
UMEET SIPKO BhIPAXKEHHBIN STHUYECKUHN XapaKTep, HO U B OTHOILIECHUSAX MEXIY CTOTUIEH
Y PETHOHAaMH, B TOM YHCJI€ HAIIMOHATbHBIMU PECITyOIMKaAMU.

DKOHOMHYECKOE TIepepacipeeeHre B M0Jib3y betokaMeHHOW 1 KpalHuii

MOJINTUYECKUI LIEHTPAIIN3M, CJI0KHUBIIHMECS B PE3YJIBTATE MPOIECCa, KOTOPBIN
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~ N1

Anekcanip DTKUH] Ha3Ball "'BHYTPEHHEN KOJOHU3AIMEN'", COCEACTBYIOT C
TPAAULMOHHON JUIsl HUMIIEPCKUX TOCYIapCTB ITHUYECKON uepapxuei. TutynbpHas Hauus,
pa3ymeercs, 3aHUMaeT MPUBUIIETUPOBAHHOE TIOJIOKEHUE, U TaK OBLJIO HA MPOTSHKEHUU
Bceil ucropuu Poccuu.

Hano otnate nomkHoe: Hanbosee nociae10BaTeNIbHO C YCTOSBIIUMCS TOPSIKOM
Bellel B chepe MEKITHUUECKUX OTHOIICHUN MBITATUCh OOPOTHCS OOJIBIIEBUKU C UX
KOHILIETITOM "COBETCKOTO 4eJIOBeKa'", HO U OHHU yxxe npu CTaIuHE CMUPUITUCH C TEM, UYTO
"Coro3 HepymuMblii" crutoTuiia Bee-Taku "Benukas Pycs".

3namenuTsie 6ankeTHbie peun Mocuda BuccaprnonoBuya mnpsimo
JIEKJIapUPOBAJIA BOCCTAHOBJIEHUE BEKOBBIX TPAJAULUNA: TPY3UH J[>)KyramBuiv BO I1aBe
COBETCKOI'0 rOCyJJapCcTBa IPU3HABAJl JOMUHUPOBAHUE PYCCKOTO HApOJa U €ro
KYJbTYpHI.

BosBparasch k 3aXBadeHHOMY M10JIyOCTPOBY, IOJIE3HO Oy/1eT BCIIOMHUTD, YTO
BoBce He CTajuH NepBbIM Hayall MPOBOJAUTH JIaBJICHHE Ha KPHIMCKHUX TaTap IO
ATHUYECKOMY MPU3HAKY.

Vxe B koHue XVIII Beka, nocne craproBoit anHekcnu Kpsima Poccuiickoit
Hmnepueid, 4McIeHHOCTh aBTOXTOHHOT'O HACEJIEHUS CTajla CTPEMUTENIbHO COKPAIIAThCS.
B rocynapctee Exarepunnsl Bropoii He Ob110 MecTa IS YK€ TOT/1a HeJIOSUThHBIX K
LEHTPaIbHON BIACTSIM KbIPBIMIIBL.

UYepes cTosieTHe MONUTHKA BIAABINBAHNS MECTHOTO 3JIEMEHTA BKYIIE C
WHTEHCHBHOW POCCUICKON KOJIOHHU3AMEN Jajla CBOU IIJIO/IbI: KPBIMCKHE TaTaphbl
COCTaBJISUTM MEHBIIIE MOJOBUHBI OT OOIIET0 HAacelIeHUs peruoHa, Torjaa kak B 1784-m
OHHM OB 371eCh OCHOBHBIM 3THOCOM (80% oT 00111eit macchl). CoBeTCKHE KOMUCCAPHI,

Kak U B OOJILIITMHCTBE APYTHUX ClIydacB, HC IpuayMaJid HUYEro HOBOTO. Onu b C
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XapaKTepHOU MHAYCTPUAILHOM HATOPUCTOCTHIO TOBEJIU TEHACHLHUIO IO JJOTHYECKOTro
3aBEpUICHUS — ICTIOPTALUK KPhIMCKOTaTapcKoro Hapoja 18 mas 1944 rona.

Ecnu ceroans Bbl monbITaeTech MyOIHMYHO CIIPOCUTH KAKOTO-HUOY b BUHOTO
KPBIMCKOT'O YUHOBHHKA, I0YEMY MPOTUB KPHIMCKUX TaTap 3aBEJACHO TaK MHOTO
YTOJIOBHBIX U aJIMUHUCTPATUBHBIX JIEJ]I, TOUYEMY KaKIyI0 HEJIENIO MPOXOAST OOBICKU U
3aJiep>KaHusl, OH 0053aTEIbHO CKaKET BaM, YTO HU MaJICUIIET0 3THUYECKOTO MOATEKCTa
TYT HET, a CUJIOBUKH MPOBOJIAT CBOM MEPOINPHUATHUS UCKITIOUUTEIBHO JJI TOTO, YTOOBI
obecrieunTh cOOIOICHUE 3aK0OHA, TIepel KOTOPBHIM "Bce paBHBI". A eciu Tatap "oepyt”
yaiie, Hy TaK 4TO JKe: 3HaYUT, HapylIatoT oHu 6osbine! Jla 1 BooOiie, y Hac
MPEJICTAaBUTENIN KOPEHHOT'O Hapo/a U B IPABUTEILCTBE €CTh, U B a/IMUHHUCTPAIIUIX Ha
MecTax.

OpnHoro Takoro "mpeacraBuTensi’ B MUHYBLIYIO IISITHULLY CO CKaHAAJIOM
MIPOTHAJIHU C MOXOPOH JIETEH bl KPIMCKOTATAPCKOI'0 HAIIMOHATIBHOTO ABUKEHUS
Bemxue Kamika. 83-1eTHsisi akTHBUCTKA, KOTOpast Cpa)kayiach 3a IIpaBa CBOETO Hapoia ¢
Havana 1950-x, morubmna Bo Bpems ouepeanon "crnernonepannn" @Ch: He BbIEpKAIO
cepaue.

KpbiMckue Tatapbl mpekpacHO MOHUMAIOT, YTO OCTAIMCH JIUIIOM K JIUILY C
MOTYIIECTBEHHBIM BparoM, KOTOPBIN 3a IMOCJIETHUE IBECTH JIET HECKOIBKO pa3 MBITAJICS
CBECTHU MX KaK Hapoj B Moruiy. M oHa W3 OCHOBHBIX 3a/1a4 IPOYKPAUHCKHUX
MPaBO3aNUTHUKOB M KYPHAJIMCTOB — YOEIUTH MUPOBOE COOOIIIECTBO B TOM, UTO
MOJINTHYECKHUE PETIPECCUU Ha OKKYITHUPOBAHHBIX TEPPUTOPHUSIX MPOXOISAT B TIEPBYIO

odepeb 0 STHUYECKOMY IPHUHITUITY.
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A 3HAYUT, UHCTUTYIIMOHATILHBIM PACH3M CTAHET €Ille OJIHUM ITyHKTOM
00BHHEHHUH Ha OyayIIeM MeXIyHapoAHOM TpUOyHase, MOCBAIICHHOM MPECTYILIEHUSIM

Poccun IIPOTHB YCJIOBCUYCCTBA.

Translation into English:

Russian Racism in Crimea

Historically, the Russian state was being built upon a well-known paradox. On
the one hand, the Law is omnipotent here, because it is upon it that Vertical [of power],
Inheritance, [spiritual] Bonds and other words so pleasant for the Russian ear rest. From
the other [side], repressive norms and rules were used in Russia instrumentally — when
the dissatisfied needed to be suppressed.

However, if the Law is interpretated literally, half of the country could become
guilty.

These all are the things that for example the poor Oleg Zubkov [Russian-
Ukrainian businessman, director of two small zoos in Yalta, Crimea] cannot understand.
For the third year he is trying to save his companies from the jaws of the occupational
justice. But as an ethnic Russian and zealous supporter of the annexation does not doing
as hard as many others.

Modern Russia remains one of the most racist societies in Europe. This is clearly
noticeable not only on streets of Moscow where the labor segregation is obviously
ethnical, but also regarding the relations between the capital city and the regions,
including national republics.

Economic redistribution in favor of the White-Stoned [ Metaphoric definition of

Moscow with reference to its historic white Kremlin walls] and extreme political
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centralism developed as a result of what Alexander Etkind [Russian psychologist and
culturologist] has called “internal colonization” coexists with ethnical hierarchy,
traditional for empires. Titular nation of course has the privileged position, and it was
always so, during the entire history of Russia.

With due respect: it was the Bolsheviks who were fighting the status quo most
consistently with their concept of “the Soviet man”. But under Stalin they too
reconciled with the idea that the “unbreakable Union” [/ine taken from the Soviet
national anthem] was still pulled together by the “Great Rus”. [ancient name of the
territory where ethnic Russians originally lived; now sometimes used to refer to modern
Russia as a great powerful state]

Famous banquet speeches of Joseph Vissarionovich [Stalin] directly declared the
reestablishment of centuries-old traditions. Jugashvili [Stalin’s real surname], the ethnic
Georgian, on head of Soviet state, recognized the dominance of Russian nation and its
culture.

Coming back to the captured peninsula, it would be useful to remember that it
was not Stalin who first started to oppress the Crimean Tatars based on their ethnicity.

Already in the late 18" century, after the initial annexation of Crimea by the
Russian Empire, the number of the indigenous population of Crimea began to decrease
rapidly. In the state of Catherine 11 [empress of Russia from 1762 till 1796] there was no
place for the Kyrymlar [Crimean Tatars’ endonym] who were already unloyal to the
central power.

After a century, the politics of squeezing out the local population combined with
the intensive Russian colonization yilded their fruit: Crimean Tatars made up less than

half of the general population of the region, whereas in 1784 they were the dominant

231



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA 232

ethnic group here (80% of the entire population). Soviet comissars, like in many other
cases, did not come up with anything new. They just brought the trend to a logical end
with typical industrialist aggressiveness — the deportation of Crimean Tatar nation on
May 18" 1944.

If you try to publically ask an important Crimean clerk why are there so many
legal and administrative cases filed against Crimean Tatars, why are there searches and
arrests every week, he will most likely answer that there is not a slightest ethnic
implication. The security officials are just conducting their operations exclusively in
order to assure the observation of a law, before each “everyone is equal”. And if they
“catch” Tatars more frequently, well: it means they break the law more [than others]!
And all in all we have representatives of indigenous people as MPs, and in local
administrations too.

One of these “representatives” was kicked out from the funeral of Vejie Kashka,
the legend of Crimean Tatar national movement, with a scandal. The 83 year old activist
who was fighting for the rights of her people since the 1950ies, died during another
special operation of FSB [Russian intelligence service]: her heart failed her.

Crimean Tatars clearly understand that they are left face to face with a powerful
enemy who has repeatedly tried to drive them into the grave as a nation for the last two
hundred years. And one of the main tasks of the pro-Ukrainian human rights advocates
and journalists is to convince the international community that the political repressions
on the occupied territories occur primarily on ethnic principles.

It means that the institutional racism will become another charge on the future

international tribunal dedicated to Russia’s crimes against humanity.
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2. Ukrayinska Pravda

Link: https://www.pravda.com.ua/columns/2017/03/29/7139629/

Date of Publication: March 29" 2017
Author: Oleh Petrovets (Oner ITerpoBers)
Original Text:
Hauoinvwui Cmpax Ilymina Cmae Peanvnicmro

besznepeuno, naitbinour 062060prosanutl c6imo6o CRIIbHOMOK NOAIMUYHUL
CKaHOan 8i00ys8cs Ha ybomy mudcui y Pocii’ — Oeparcasi, y axiu oirouuii nonrimuyHu
pedicum ma 1020 KepMaHu4ie npuiHamo abo 00 HenpucmMouHOCmI cakpanisysamu, abo
oc, AKWO i npomecmyeamu, mo xioa wo HympiuHbso, yepe3 Hebe3niocmasHuLl Cmpax
noaimuyHoi i Hagimo QizuyHoOi po3npasu.

Tum e menwie, Haubinbwul kowmap [lymina nompoxy cmae peanrvricmio.
Macosi axyii npomecmie npomu Kopynyii' y é1adi npoxomunucs no eciu Pocii.

beszniocmasni 3aboponu nposooumu axyii, nonao 1000 3ampumanux,
HCOPCMKUL NOAIYIUHUL MA NOTTMUYHUL IHCMPYMEHMapiil y 8i0n08iob Ha cnpobdy
2POMAOsH MUPHO 8UPA3UMU CE0I0 NO3UYTIO, 4ep208ULL C8IMOBULL 0CYO NYMIHCLKO20
pedicumy ...

[IpaBo nrozeit Ha BUTbHE BUPAXKCHHS CBOET MO3UIIIT YK€ JaBHO BU3HAHE OJIHUM 13
HaWO1TBIIMX HaI0aHb Ta MIHHOCTEH eMoKkpartii. BOHO 3akpirieHe chboro/iHi B
KOHCTHUTYISIX JIEp’KaB yChOrO LIMBUII30BaHOTO CBITY.

Tax, y nonpasui I o Koncrutymii CIIIA 1787 poky BkazaHo, 110 "KOHTpec He
MMOBMHEH MPUIMATH 3aKOHIB, sIKi 0 00MeXyBau paBo HAPOAY MUPHO 30uparucs ..."
[Toni6H1 monosxeHHs 3adikcoBani Takoxk y Koncrurymii Itaniiicekoi Pecryomniku 1947

POKY, JIe 3a3Ha4YEeHO, 110 "TpOMasTHA MalOTh MPaBo 30upaTrcs MUpHO 1 6e3 30poi". YV
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cratti 8 OcHoBHOro 3akony ®PH 1949 poky Takox 3adikcoBaHo, mo "yci HiMII
MaroTh MPaBo 30upaTrcs MUPHO 1 6e3 30poi".

3akpirieHe mpaBo Ha MupHI 300pu 1 B OCHOBHOMY 3aKOH1 YKpainu —y ctarti 39
BCTaHOBIIIOETHCS MTPABO IPOMAIIH Y KpaiHu 30MpaTucs MUpHO, 0e3 30poi, 1 MpOBOAUTH
300pH, MITHHTH, TTOXOJIH 1 IEMOHCTpAaIlii, PO MPOBEACHHS SKUX 3aBYACHO
CHOBIIIAIOTHCS OPTraHU BUKOHABYOT BJIaJIM UM OPTaHH MiCIIEBOI'O CAaMOBPSyBaHHS.

"Obmedrcents wo0o peanizayii yb020 NPABA MoAHce BCMAHOBIIOBAMUCS CYOOM
8I0N0BIOHO 00 3aKOHY I ulLe 8 IHmepecax HayioHANbHOI be3neKu ma 2poMadCcbKo20
HOPSIOKY — 3 MEmoio 3an00icanHs 3A60PYULEHHAM YU 3/I0YUHAM, O]l OXOPOHU 300P08's
HaceneHHs abo 3axucmy npas i c60600 inuwiux aroodei”, — ToBoputh KoHCTUTYIIIS.

I naBite Koncrutynis Pocii, sik He AMBHO, TaKOXK 3axHINae (MPUHANMHI Tak
3aJIeKJIapoBaHo 3 1-10 CTaTTEr0) MpaBa POCisiH Ha MUPHI 310paHHS.

Ane HaBITh 3aKpIIUICHHS MpaBa pocisH Ha MUpHi 300pu y Koncturyuii He
3aBaJUII0 OUIBIIOCTI MIPEACTABHUKIB MICIIEBOI BJIaJ i HE AATH JI03BOJY Ha MPOBEACHHS
aK1ii MpoTeCTy NPOTH KOPYIIILii, Ki, HE 3BaykKat0ouu Ha 3a00pPOHU, IPOXOAUIHU 26
Oepesns. Sk BiIOMO, OpraHizaTopy MPOCHIIM J03BOTY TTpoBecTH akili B 100 pociiichkux
MiCTax.

Macosgi akIiii mpoTecTy, OpraHizoBaHi ono3uiionepom HapanbHuwMm,
CYMPOBOKYBAHCS KOPCTKAM MTPOTUCTOSTHHSIM 3 OOKY CHJIOBUKIB 1 3aKiHUMIIHCS
3aTpUMaHHIM akTHBICTIB 1o Bcild Pocii. 3a indopmanieto 3MI, tinbku y Mocksi Oyio
3arpumano 6sm3bko 1000 oci6. BimnocHo 6151b110CTI 13 HUX OyyTh CKIIaJeH1
aaMmiHicTpaTuBHI mpoTokou 3a crartero 20.2 KoAll PO (IlopymieHHst BCTaHOBIEHOTO

MOPSAJKY opraHizaiii abo rnmpoBeeHHs 300piB, MITUHTY, IEMOHCTpAIlii, Xoau abo
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nikeTyBaHHs). CaHKIIIT 10 1iK cTAaTTi MepeadavaoTh YUMaATUNA TPOIIOBUH mTpad —
O6smm3pK0 20 THCSY PYOITIB.

CrocoBHO camuXx opranizaTopiB peakiliss Kpemss Oyna mie xopctkimoro. Ha
Onexcis HaBanbHOro, 3aTpuManoro B MockBi, CKJIadl afMIHICTPATUBHUM apewIT 10
cyny i Bpemri apemTyBanu Ha 15 110 3 HaknageHHsM mrpady, B odici 040IF0BaHOTO
HUM "®oH1y 60pOTHOU 3 KOPYHITIE" TPOUIILITN OOIITYKH 13 BUWIYYCHHSIM TEXHIKH, a
CaMUX CHIBpOOITHHUKIB 3aTPHUMaHO.

[TokazoBo, 110 MPUYKUHU OOIIYKIB 1 3aTpUMaHb MPALliBHUKIB aHTUKOPYIIIHOT
opraizaiii oO0rpyHTOBYIOTbCS 3BUHYBaYCHHIMH B "HEY3TO/KEHIN" IHTepHET-
TpaHCIALII MACOBUX aKIii MPOTU KOPYMIIIT Ta Mi03paMU B €KCTPEMI3Mi.

Sxuit ekcTpeMi3M Brieisia pociiichbka BlaJa y MITHHIaX MPOTH KOPYIMIIT —
MUTaHHS PUTOPUYHE.

Brim, nuByBatucs TakoMy micis nofiit y Mocksi Bifi 12 BepecHs MMHYJIOTO
poky He npuxoauThcs. Haramaemo, Toai TBepcrkuii cyn Mocksu omrpadysas Ha 250
TUCSY pyOIIiB OJJHOTO 3 AKTUBICTIB, 3aTpUMaHuX O Jlepxaymu 3a "ryuyne untanss 31
crarti Koncruryuii PO®".

3a cioBamu aJBOKaTa aKTHBICTA, OTO 3aTPUMAJTH ITiJT 9ac 3aX0y, Ha SKOMY
YYaCHHKH TOPSKY He MopymryBaiu. ['acen He CKaHIyBalH, TUTaKaTiB HE TPUMAIIH,
npocto yntanu KoHcturyiiito, a Tounimie — Ty camy 31 cTaTTio, sika TapaHTy€e pocisTHaM
IIPaBO MPOBOAMTU MUPHI aKIIii.

[Toka3oBo 1 T€, 110 MOMPH MUPOKUNA PE3OHAHC K CEpPe] CBITOBOT CIIIBHOTH, TaK
1 mpeacTaBHUKIB iHO3eMHUX 3MI, pociiickki Meia "yoMych" TeMy aHTUKOPYIIIHHUX

IIPOTECTIB, B LIJIOMY, OOIHIIIN — MaOyTh, OLIIHUIIH SIK HE HAJITO BAXKJIHBY.
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Uu He enuHUM KoMeHTapeM odimiitHoro Kpemutst mozao momiit 26 6epe3Hs cTa
KOMEeHTap npec-cekperaps Bomogumupa [lyrina Imutpa IleckoBa, sikuii 3asBuB: "y
Kpemni nosasicaromov epomadsancoKy nozuyiro mooetl i npaso pocisin 6UCI08TI08AMU
2POMAOSIHCLKY NO3UYII0, KOTIU Ye 8I00Y8AECMbCA 8 Y3200HCEHOMY 3 61a0010 (hopmami''.

3aranoM, npoTectu B Pocii OLIHIOIOTHCS €KCIIEPTaMu AYKe [0 PI3HOMY.
OcHOBHI Mece/Xi 3BOAATHCA JJO HACTYITHOTO:

— nofii 26 6epe3ns HeHaue "po30yauIn" MPUCHAaHUX MYTIHCHKOO MPOIMAraHa0ko
pOCisH. 32 aHTUKOPYNIIHUMHU JIO3yHIaMH HACIIPaB/i HECMIUJTUBI Yepe3 MOCTiiHi
YTUCKU POCISTHU, XOBAIOTh O0YPEHHS ChOTOIHIIIHIM MOJITUYHUM pexuMoM. | 11e cTane
XOPOILIUM MOYaTKOM HOTO KiHIIS;

— OCHOBHOIO MPUYHMHOIO OTO3UIIIHHOT aKTUBHOCTI POCISIH € CAHKIIIIHUI pexXuM,
IO CYTTEBO MOTIPIINB €KOHOMIYHE CTAHOBHIIE HE TUIbKH caMoi Pocii, ane 1 1i
TPOMa/JISH;

— HecNoAiBaH1 NPOTECTU Ayxe Hajsikanu Kpemiib, Skuii BCl CUJIM KMHYB Ha 1X
TIPHUTYIICHHS;

— Kpemsib 3HaB 1po 3amjaHoBaHI MITUHTH 1 OyB rOTOBUI OJIMCKaBUYHO
BiJpearyBaTtu. B nanoMmy koHTekcTi BOMBCTBO B KueBi exc-nenyrata Jepxaymu
BoponenkoBa Moriio 6yTu 3 00Ky pOCIHCHKOT BIaIM PEAKIIIEI0 HA BUTICPEIHKCHHS, aJKe
MOKIMHUHM 0araTto 3HaB PO KOPYMIiHHI CXEMHU y POCIHCHKOMY MOTITHKYMI;

— akuii mpotecty B Pocii Oynu opranizoBani camum Kpemiem 3 MeToro
MPOTECTYBATHU OIMO3UILIIHHI HACTPOT Harepea0JH1 UeproBUX BUOOPIB.

100% BigkuaaTu Oyab-sSKY 3 BUIIE3a3HAUCHUX BEPCii, 3BUYAIHO K, HE MOXKHA,
aJpke mpo "BUTOHYEHI" MOIITHYHI MaHeBpH Kpemis XxoauTs He ofHa sierena. Taki Bxke

IpaBuJia TpH M1 HAa3BOIO "BeJMKa MOTITHKA".
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[Ipote, six 61 Tam He OyJI0, HABITH IMIATBEPHKEHHS BEpPCii CTOCOBHO TECTYBAaHHS
POCIMCBKOTO CYCHIILCTBA Ha "OMO3MIIIHHICTE" — 1€ YITKHK CUTHAJ I i1eHThHdiKarii
OCHOBHOTO cTpaxy [lyTiHa — OyTH CKHHYTHM 3 BJITHOTO TPOHY BJIACHUM € HAPOJIOM.

Ha nmaHomy etarni roBOpUTH PO TOTOBHICTh POCIHCHKOTO CYCIIILCTBA JIO
peaizalii Takoro CrieHapiro, 3BUYaiHO XK, 3aHaATO paHo. [IpoTe cam daxr, mo 10
MPOTECTHHUX aKIlii MACOBO MPHETHYBAIACS MOJIO/b, MITHHIaPIB MiATPUMYBAJIH Y
CoIliaIbHUX MEpeXax 1 Tak jJalli, TOBOPUTH PO Te, 10 OMO3UIliKHI HacTpoi B Pocii
JKMBI.

A 11e 03Hauae, M0 MaHC OYTH IEMOKPATHYHOK YaCTUHOIO IIUBLII30BAHOTO CBITY

y POCISIH yCe-TaKH €.

Translation into English:
Putin’s Greatest Fear Comes True

Without doubt, the most discussed political scandal of the international
community occured this week in Russia — the country whose current political regime
and its leaders are either obscenely sacralized, or, if criticized, only internally because
of the fear of political and even physical violence.

Nevertheless, Putin’s greatest dread is slowly coming true. Mass protests
against corruption and government swept across all Russia.

Unjustified prohibition of protest actions [Russian government imposed a ban on
protest actions that were not previously coordinated with police], more than 1,000
people detained, rigorous police and political reaction to an attempt of citizens to

peacefully express their position, another world condemnation of the Putin regime...
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The right on free expression has since long time been recognized as one of the
greatest achievments and values of democracy. It has been enshrined in constitutions of
all civilized world countries.

For example, in the First Amendment to the 1787 United States Constitution it is
stated that “Congress shall make no law <...> prohibiting the <...> right of the people
peaceably to assemble...” Similar statutes have also been enshrined in the constitution
of the Italian Republic of 1947, where it is stated that “citizens have the right to
assemble peaceably and unarmed”. Article 8 of the Basic Law of the Federal Republic
of Germany also states that “all Germans shall have the right to assemble peacefully and
unarmed”.

The right to peaceful assembly is enshrined in the Constitution of Ukraine — the
Article 39 prescribes the right of Ukrainian citizens to assemble peacefully, unarmed,
and to hold meetings, rallies, processions and demonstrations, upon notifying in
advance the bodies of executive power or bodies of local self-government.

“Restrictions on the exercise of this right may be established by a court in
accordance with the law and only in the interests of national security and public order,
with the purpose of preventing disturbances or crimes, protecting the health of the
population, or protecting the rights and freedoms of other persons,”” — the Constitution
states.

Even the Constituiton of Russia, however strange it may seem, also protects (at
least, as declared in Article 31) the Russians’ rights to peaceful assembly.

But even the right of Russians to peaceful assembly declared in the Constitution
did not prevent the majority of local authorities from denying the permission to hold

protests against corruption, which, despite the prohibition, took place on March 26", As
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it is known, the organizers requested a permission to hold promotions in 100 cities of
Russia.

Mass protests organized by the opposition leader Navalny, were accompanied by
violent confrontations with the security forces and ended with the detention of activists
throughout Russia. According to media, almost 1,000 people were arrested in Moscow
alone. For most of them, administrative protocols will be drawn up under Article 20.2 of
the Administrative Code of the Russian Federation (“Violation of the established order
of organization or holding meetings, rallies, demonstrations, processions or picketing”).
The penalty prescribed by this article is a significant monetary fine — about 20 thousand
rubles.

Regarding the organizers themselves, the Kremlin's reaction was even harder.
Against Alexei Navalny who was detained in Moscow, an administrative case was filed,
and he was eventually arrested for 15 days and received a fine. The office of his "Anti-
Corruption Foundation" was searched, all technical equipment was confiscated, and the
employees — detained.

It is notable that the reasons for searches and detainments of the employees of
the anti-corruption organization are grounded in allegations of "inconsistent" internet
broadcasting of mass actions against corruption and suspections of extremism.

What extremism did the Russian government see in anti-corruption rallies is a
rhetoric question.

However, this is not surprising after what happened in Moscow on September
12™ last year. On that day the Tver Court of Moscow fined one of the activists detained
near the State Duma building 250 thousand rubles for "loudly reading Article 31 of the

Constitution of the Russian Federation."
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According to the activist's lawyer, he was detained during the event, whose
participants did not violate the order. They did not chant slogans, they did not hold
posters; they were just reading the Constitution, namely, the very Article 31 that
guarantees the Russians the right to peaceful assembly.

Notable is also tha fact that despite the general resonance among both the
international community and foreign media, the Russian media generally "somehow"
avoided the topic of anti-corruption protests — perhaps they were regarded as not very
important.

Virtually the only comment of the official Kremlin was the comment of the
spokesman of Vladimir Putin Dmitry Peskov on March 26™ who stated: “The Kremlin
respects the civil stance of the people and the right of Russians to express their civic
stance, if this is done in a format coordinated with the authorities ”.

Generally, the experts evaluate the protests in Russia very differently. The main
opinions are as follows:

— The events of March 26™ seemed to have “awakened” the Russians lulled by
Putin’s propaganda. The anti-corruption slogans are in fact timid because of
constant Russian oppression, hiding the indignation of today's political
regime. And this will be a good start to its end;

— The main reason of Russians’ opposition activity are the sanctions that have
strongly worsened the economic condition not only of Russia itself, but of its
citizens too;

— The Kremlin was very frightened by unexpected protests and threw all its

forces at their suppression;

240



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

— Kremlin knew about the planned rallies and was ready to react at once. In
this context, the murder of the former State Duma member [Denis]|
Voronenkov [who fled to Kyiv in 2016 and became a harsh critic of Putin’s
regime until his death, which is believed to be a contract murder] in Kyiv
could be a proactive response of the Russian government, because the
deceased knew a lot about corruption schemes among Russian political
elites;

— Protest actions in Russia were organized by Kremlin itself with the aim to
test the oppositional sentiments before the general [i.e., presidential]
elections [in Russia, held in March 2018].

It is impossible to reject any of the versions listed above completely, because
there is not a single legend about the "sophisticated" political maneuvers of the Kremlin.
These are the rules of the game called “big politics”.

But, whatever the case, even the confirmation of the version that the Russian
society was being tested on “opposition sentiments” is a clear identification of Putin's
main fear — to be thrown off his throne by his own people.

Of course, at this stage, talking about the readiness of Russian society to
implement such a scenario is too early. However, the very fact that young people were
massively involved in protest actions, that the protesters were supported in social
networks etc., shows that the opposition sentiment in Russia is alive.

And this means that the Russians still have a chance to become a democratic part

of the civilized world.
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3. Hromadske

Link: https://hromadske.ua/posts/rosiya-cherez-socmerezhi-manipulyue-amerikancyami

November 2nd 2017
Authors: Ostap Yarysh (Ocramn SApwumr) & Nataliia Humenyuk (Haramnis I'ymenrok)

Original Text:

«Tpoancekuii Kinvy Kpemna: Coumepenci Busnanu, o Ix Buxopucmanu
Ana Maninynauiu y CLLA

Google, Facebook 1 Twitter Bu3Hanu, 10 CTalI IHCTPYMEHTOM JJIs1 MaHITyJIS1H
Pocii. KepiBHHKN OCTaHHBOTO HABITh MOOOIISUIN peadiIiTyBaTUCs, BiAABIIN 3apO0IeH1
Ha POCIICHKUX KaMIaHisX IPoIlli Ha MPOCYBAaHHA JEMOKpaTii. Y KOXKHIN 3 KOMIaHii
noo0iIsM abo 3poOUTH pekiiaMy MPO30PIIIot0, a00 PeTebHIIIE MPAIFOBATH HAJl
0e3MeKoIo.

Kopecnonnentka ['poMaicbkoro nodyBaa Ha CIIyXaHHSX KOMITETY 3 PO3BIIKH
aMEepUKaHChKOTO CEHaTy 10JI0 pOJil COLIaIbHUX MEPEX y BTpydaHHi Pocii y Bubopu
2016 poky. 3okpema P® BukopucTana ajs po3naitoBaHHs BOPOXKHEU] B
aMEepUKaHCbKOMY CYCIIJIbCTBI OHJIAH-TIIATGOPMH, CTBOPEH] AaMEPUKAHCHKUMHU
KoMraHisiMu. CeHaTOpH 3THIIMIINCS HE3aI0BOJICHUMU 1 BBAKAIOTh, 1[0 TEXHOJIOT14HI
TIraHTU HE MPUAUIAIOTH JTOCTaTHBO YBaru ToMy, 11100 yOe3neunT KOpUCTyBayiB Bij
MaHIMyJSIH.

3BuHYyBaYeHHs Ta nudpu

Tucsai 60TiB, 3aMOBHA peKJiaMa B IHTEpHETI, “(PeiikoB1” CIUIBHOTH B
COLIlaJIbHUX MEpeXax — YcCl1 Il IHCTPyMEHTH BUKOpHCTOBYBanucsa Kpemiem amns

pO3MalltoBaHHs BOPOKHEY1 B aMEPUKAHChKOMY CYCIUIBCTBI Ta IPOCYBAaHHI Ha MOCT
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npesuaenta Jlonanpna Tpammna. Y ipoMy BIIEBHEHI PO3CIIiyBayl 3 aMepUKaHCHKOTO
ceHary.

«Merta Oyna gyxe npocToro: 3a0e3MeUnTH MOABY TaK 3BaHUX «HOBUH» Y
HOBHMHHHUX CTpPiYKaxX sIKOMOTa O1IbIIOI KUTPKOCTI TOJIATMBUX aMepHUKaHIIiB. | TaemHe i
TOHKE MIAIITOBXHYBAHHS B TOMY HalpsIMKY, SKoro rparue Kpemiiby», — 1mosicHuB
ceHarop-aeMokpatr Mapk Bapnep.

I'onosa ciimguoi komicii, pecriybrnikanens Piuapn bepp nonas:

«e He cTocyeThes nepersiny pe3ynbrariB Bubopis 2016 poky. He iinerses
PO Te, XTO BUTPaB, a XTO nporpas. Lle HanpsMy cToCyeTbCs HALlIOHATLHOT Oe3MeKH,
KOPIIOPATUBHOI BiAMOBIAaIbHOCTI. Lle HaBMICHE MaHIMyTIOBaHHS aMEPUKAHIISIMU, K
3MIIACHIOBAIM areHTH BOPOKOT 1HO3EMHOI JiepKaBu. S cKaxy Iie 3HOBY: ar€HTH BOPOKOL
iHO3eMHO1 Jiep>kaBu Bropriicsa B Crionyueni Llltatu, nposenu indopmariiiny
orepartito, Moo po3AITUTH Halle cycriabcTBo. [l]e 6inbine 00yproe, 110 1S IOTO
BUKOPUCTAJIM HAIlll BIACHI COLIAJIbHI IIATHOPME.

[Ipocrime kaxxyun, Facebook, Twitter 1 Google manu cBiqUUTH NIEpE]] CEHATOM,
aJpKe 1XH1 IIaThOopMu CTaIM IHCTPYMEHTAaMHU B pyKax MaHinmyisTopiB. CepBicu MOIIIN
noroMorTé Pocii BITMHYTH Ha CYCHIUIBHY IYMKY TIepel BUOOpaMu IIpe3uIeHTA.
KomnanisiM 3aku1at0Th HEAOCTATHIO MPO30PICTh 1 HACUBHY MO3UIII0 Y BUPIIIEHH] LIUX
nuTaHb. MOBIISIB, BOHU pearyBaliy JIMIIE Ha OKPEMI CKapru, MpoTe He AOCTIIKYBalIn
npo0OsieMy caMOCTIHHO ¥ HaBITh HE NIEPEBIPSIIN 3aMOBHHKA Ta BaJIIOTY, B K1
3/IIHCHIOBAJIACh OIJIaTa MOJITUYHOI peKiIaMHu (AesiKi 3aMOBJIEHHSI OIUIaYyBaln
pociiicbkuMU pyOsisiMHu ). [HIIMME ciioBaM#, 1HPOPMAIIiHI TITaHTH JIETKOBAXHO

MOCTaBUJIUCS 70 BTpy4aHHs Pocii i He MpUIITHIN [IbOMY HAJICKHY yBary.
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Cenaropu 3ayBa)XuJIH, 110 Ha X031 MaHimysmii Pocis Butpatuna 300 tucsy
nostapiB. Ormiata mpoBouiacs, 30kpemMa, i yepes kananu Russia Today 1 Sputnik. (st
MOPIBHSHHS, 3a clIoBaMu 10pucTiB Facebook, 060e kanaumaris y npesunentu CIIA —
Kiiaton 1 Tpamn — BUTpaTHIIM Ha MPOCYBAHHS B colMeEpekax 81 MUTbHOH J0J1apiB).

SAx npuknan HaBenu 43 roaunu Bineo Ha 18 YouTube-kanamax, monaa 700
“(eiikoBux’’ Instagram-akkayHrtiB, 450 “deiikoBux” cTopinok y Facebook, siki
KepyBaJluCs 3 OJIHI€T pociiChKOi KoMMaHii, a Takox nmoHaxa 2700 6otis y Twitter.

Xoua 1udpu BIIHOCHO HEBEJIHKI, OXOIJICHHS TaKHX MOBIIOMIICHD 32 JAaHUMU
cenaty — 40% nacenenns CILIA. Ognak “oxorieHHs” — Hapa3i JOCUTH 3arallbHUN
TEpMiH, KU He MOKe BKa3aTH Ha MPSIMUIl BIUIMB COLIMEPEX HA 3MiHY MOJITUYHUX
[IOTJISLIB.

Ha cBiii 3axuct npencraBauk Twitter HaBiB AaHi, 3riAHO 3 SKUMH 36 746
noB’si3aHuXx 3 Pociero 60TiB, ki myOiKyBaau KOHTEHT mpo BuOopu B CHIA, cknananu
0,012% icHyrounx Ha TOH yac 00ikoBHX 3anuciB. HaToMicTh, 3a ciioBaMu ceHaTOPIB, Y
MaTepiajax 1HIIOr0 He3aJeKHOI0 JOCIIKEHHS neThbes, mo 15% ycix akkayHTIB y
Twitter — 6otu. ToOTO 11€ 3HAYNTH, 1110 Maibke 50 MIIbIIOHAMU «MEPTBUX TYILI» XTOCh
Kepye JIJIsl TpOCyBaHHs 1HpOpMAIIii.

Binnosini Ta Bupimenus

[Tin yac cnyxanns npencraBHukam Facebook, Twitter 1 Google cTaBunu 10BosI1
JKOPCTK1 TUTAHHS.

«Panime BM 3a3Ha4MIIM, IO METa BaIlOl KOMIaHIi — 11€ 00’ €IHYBaTH JIIOJIEH,
— 3asBUB ToJ0Ba Komicii Piuapa bepp y 3BepHenHi 1o Bine-npesunenta Facebook. —
VY oMy BUNAAKY JroAeH IiiicHO 00’ eqHanu — 1106 cpopmMyBaTi IITYIHUA KOHQIIKT.

I Facebook momowmir miit 3yctpiui BinOytucs. S 6 ckazas, mo Facebook cBoro Miciro
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npoBajuB. byny BiiBepTUM: BU Ma€Te Kpallle MpaioBaTi Ha/l 3aXUCTOM
aMEpPUKAHCHKOTO HAPOJIY ¥ YCIX CBOIX KOPUCTYBaviB, 00 yOeperTH iX Bija MoaioOHuX
MaHIITYJISIT .

KepiBHuK#H ri100a1pHUX CBITOBUX KOMIIAHIA HaMarajiuch YHUKATH TPSIMHUX
BijmoBiiel. Ta BCl TPO€ BU3HAIM, 110 CEPBICH TIMCHO BUKOPUCTAIHN I MAHIMYJIAIIN, 1
110 [[bOMY HE HaJJaJId JOCTaTHHO YBaru.

«Ile GouTh HAM K KOMIaHIi, 1 1e 00JIUTHh MEHI 0COOMCTO — OAYUTH, K HAIIOKO
1aTGoOpMOI0 TAKUM YHHOM 3J10BKHUBaliu. CHiIbHA CTOPOHA HAIIOI KpaiHu — Te, 110
JIIOJM MOXYTh BIIKPUTO Ka3aTH PO Te, 10 iX OeHTeXuTh. Toii (hakT, 1m0 iHO3eMHi
areHTH 3MOTJIM BUKOPHUCTATH Hally 1maaTdopMy i 10 BIIKPUTICTh, CTaB ISl HAC AyXKe
OOJIICHUM YPOKOM, SIKHH MU 3aCBOIMO, II00 pyXaTUCs BIEpEI», — BiMOBIB Bille-
npe3usenta Facebook.

[IpencraBHUKYM KOMITaHI{ 3all€BHUIIM, 10 HA0AraTo peTeNbHIIIE CTEXUTUMYTh
3a BUKOPUCTAHHSIM CEPBICIB, @ TAKOXK 3pO0JIATH X MPO30PIlIMMU — HacamIepes e
crocyeThes pexsamu. Kpim nporo, Twitter moo0isB, 1110 Bi1acTh rpoiiri, 3apo0ieHi Ha
POCIMCbKUX KaMIIaHisIX, Ha JOCIIPKEHHS ITpocyBaHHs 1eMokparii. Facebook yasiui
30UIBIINTD KUIBKICTH MPAIiBHUKIB, 10 BIMOB1IaI0TH 3a Oe3neky — 3 10 g0 20 tucsy.
Google yxe mpaiftoe HaJl MEXaHI3MaMH, K1 103BOJISITh YCIM KOpUCTyBadyaM 0auuTH, XTO
€ 3aMOBHHMKOM pPEKJIaMH. Y ce 1€ — Ha JI0/1ady JI0 1HIUX 3aXO0/liB, K1 KOMITIaHii BKe
3aCTOCOBYIOTb.

MeTtoau pociiicbkux MaHinyasimi

Pociiiceki kKOMIaH1i BUKOPUCTOBYBAJIU AJITOPUTMH COLIIATBHUX TUIaTHOpM,
30KpeMa, TapreTiHr (By3bKe BU3HAUECHHS LIJIbOBOI IPYIH), SKMUM J10C1 Bijoma Oyiia

BuOopua kammnanist bapaka O6amu y 2012-my. Pocis Hamaranach 0XOnUTH
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HalPi3HOMAHITHINIY 1 IKOMOT'a KOHKPETHIITY ayJAUTOPII0 — BiJl HEOHAITUCTIB Ta
aHTHUICIaMICTIB 10 peBHUX XpucTHsH 1 wieHiB JI'BT. BogHouac moBigmomMieHHS HE
3aBXIM CTOCYBAJIMCS TpsiMoi aritaiii 3a Tpamma. HaifuacTine BOHM Maii Ha METi
MOCISITH BOPOYKHEUY U MMIJIBUIIUTH I'PAIyC paIUKaIBHOCTI B cycniabcTBi. New York
Times ony0IiKyBaB MPUKIAJAA TaKOT PEKIIAMH.

Jjis 1bOTO B COLIaTbHUX MEpexax CIelialbHO CTBOPIOBAIIU Ta PEKIaMyBau
cTopiHku. JlesKi 3 HUX Ha MepUINii MOTJIs] HaBiTh MPOCYBAIH 1/1e1 IPOTUBHUKIB Tpamma
Ta eJIeKTopary 3 iHmoro Tabopy. Hanpuknaza, niATpuMKy MIrpaHTiB 4u 60poTh0Y 3a
npasa appoamepukaniis. [Ipore Tyt Baxknusi ABi aerani. [lo-nepiue, e poduiocs mia
JIOCUTD MTPOBOKALIMHUMU TaciaaMHu, 1100 3a4enuTH NPOTUBHUKIB. [lo-Apyre, y Takux
BHUIIAJIKaX 000B’I3KOBO PEKJIaMyBaiacs «OMO3UIIIiHA» CTOPIHKA, sIKa 3aKIUKaja J10
CIIPOTHUBY.

ITix yac cimyxaHb CeHaTOPH 3rafajiy Mpo BUNaaok y X tocrtoHi. 21 tpaBus 2016
POKY Tam BIIOYyJUCS IBa MITUHTY: 3aXMCHHKIB 1CJIaMy Ta aHTHicIamicTiB. B oqHomy
MicIli Ta B TOM camuit yac. OOu/IB1 mMo/11i OyIu opraHi3oBaHi Ta MPOpeKIaMOBaH1 Ha
Facebook, Boporyroui ciiibHOTH — HalllOHAIICTUYHA i MYCYJIbMaHChKa — aKTUBHO
3aKJIMKAJIU JTFOJIEH 70 3aXUCTY CBOIX MpaB Ta MPOTUCTOSHHS. JIto1u AificHO BUATIUIA Ha
BYJIML, 1 CyTHYKaM MI’)K HUMU 3aBaJIJIO JIMIIE BUaCHE BTPYYaHHS MOJILII].

[Ipote cepen mroaeit, K1 MPUATIUIA HA MITUHTH, HE OYJIO KOJITHOTO aKTUBHOTO
ariraropa Facebook-cninbHOoT. [1i3HiII€ ca1ACTBO 3HAUIIUIO MPUYHMHY: YC1 BOHU
Hacrpas/i Oynu (elKOBUMHU CTOPIHKAMHU TPOJIIB, K1 MoaepyBaiucs i3 CaHKT-
[TerepOypra. Lle o3nauae, mo kopuctyBad 3 Pocii Moke JIETKO CTBOPUTH U
po3pexiamyBatu nofito B llItarax, sika mpu3Beze 10 peaTbHOTO MPOTUCTOSHHS JIFOACH

Ha Byymmili. CeHart 3’scyBaB, o e komryBajio Pocii 200 momapis.
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Yomy 1e Ba:KJIuBO

Kypnanictka I'pomancekoro Haramis ['yMeHrok BiiBigaia ciayxaHHS i
3ayBa)KWIIa, 10 CIIOBO «YKpaiHa» )KOAHOTO pa3y HE MPOIYHAIO. Y TiM, MOJIITHKH
HaroJIONIyBaJIH, 10 3JIOBXHBAHHS BIIKPUTICTIO COIIMEPEK cTocyeThes He nuiie CLIA,
a ¥ iIHIMX KpaiH. 30Kpema, 3rajilaid po MOXKIIMBUH BILTHB Ha KOHQIiKT y KaranoHii,
MPOTE MPEACTABHUKH JKOAHOI 3 KOMIIaHIi HE BIAMOBUIN HA 1€ Yepe3 BIJACYTHICTh JTaHHX.

[TuTaHHS BUKOPUCTAHHS COIMEPEX IS MOTITUYHUX MAHIMYJISIIINA yriepiie
MITHSJIA Ha TaKUA BUCOKHH piBeHb. e Bukpuio 6arato npobiem B kibepOesmneri, aje
3apa30M I0Ka3aJio, 10 X MOXKIIMBO BUPIIIYBATH HE JIMIIEC B OKPEMHUX KpaiHax, a i Ha

100aNbHOMY PiBHI.

Translation into English:
Kremlin’s “Trojan Horse”: Social Media Admitted They Were Used to
Manipulate USA
Google, Facebook and Twitter admitted that they have become a tool for
Russia’s manipulations. The leaders of the latter even promised to rehabilitate
themselves by giving money they earned for Russian campaigns for the promotion of
democracy. Each of the companies promised to either make advertising more
transparent, or to work more thoroughly on security.
Reporter of Hromadske attended the hearings of the US Senate intelligence
committee about the role of social networks in Russia’s interference into 2016 [USA]
elections. Namely, Russia used online platforms created by American companies to

incite hatred in the American society. Senators remained unsatisfied and believe that
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technological giants do not pay enough attention to keep their clients safe from
manipulations.

Accusations and numbers

Thousands of bots, paid online advertising, “fake” groups in social media — all
these instruments were used by Kremlin to incite hostility in American society and
promote Donald Trump to presidency. Investigators from the American senate are sure
about this.

“The aim was simple: to ensure the emergence of so-called “news” in the news
feeds of as many yielding Americans as possible. And to secretly and subtly steer them
in the direction that Kremlin aspires”, - Democratic senator Mark Warner explains.

Head of the Investigative Commission, the Republican Richard Burr added:

“This does not apply to the vote counting. It is not about who won and who lost.
This is directly connected to the national security, corporate responsibility. This is an
intentional manipulation of Americans conducted by agents of a foreign enemy state. I
will say this again: agents of a foreign enemy state invaded the United States and
conducted an information operation in order to divide our society. Even more
outrageous is the fact that they used our own social platforms for this”.

Simply said, Facebook, Twitter and Google had to testify before the Senate;
after all, their platforms became instruments in the manipulators’ hands. Services could
help Russia influence the public opinion before presidential elections. They say they
had reacted only to some complaints, however, had not investigated the problems
independently and had not even checked the customer and the currency in which the

payment of political advertising was carried out (some orders had been paid in Russian
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rubles). In other words, information giants treated the Russian interference carelessly
and did not pay due attention to it.

Senators noticed that Russia spent 300 thousand dollars on these manipulations.
Payment was carried out particularly by Russia Today and Sputnik (For comparison:
according to Facebook’s lawyers both American presidential candidates — Clinton and
Trump — spent 81 million dollars on their social media promotions).

As an example, 43 hours of videos on 18 YouTube channels, around 700 “fake”
Instagram accounts, 450 “fake” Facebook profiles which were operated by a single
Russian company, as well as around 2700 bots on Twitter.

Although the numbers are relatively small, the coverage of these posts is 40% of
USA population, according to the Senate’s report. However, “coverage” is a rather
general term that cannot indicate a direct impact of social networks on the change of
political views.

In his protection the representative of Twitter brought in data, according to
which 36 746 bots connected to Russia that published US elections-related content,
made up 0.012% of accounts existing at that time. On contrary, according to Senators,
the materials of an independent investigation show that 15% of all Twitter accounts are
bots. Thus, it means that somebody manages nearly 50 million “dead souls” [an allusion
to Nikolai Gogol’s novel of the same name] in order to promote information.

Answers and solutions

During the hearings, representatives of Facebook, Twiter and Google were asked
rather tough questions.

“Before you used to say that the aim of your company is to unite people, - said

Head of the Commission Richard Burr in appeal to Facebook’s vice president. — In this
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action people were indeed united: in order to form an artificial conflict. And Facebook
helped this meeting happen. I would say that Facebook failed its mission. I will be
frank: you need to work better on protection of the American people and all of your
users in order to keep them safe from such manipulations”.

Leaders of global international companies tried to avoid direct answers.
However all three confessed that [¢heir] services were indeed used for manipulations
and that they did not pay due attention to it.

“It hurts us as a company, and it hurts me especially — to state that our platform
was misused in such way. The strength of our country is that people may openly express
what confuses them. The fact that foreign agents could use our platform and its
openness became a painful lesson for us that we will learn in order to move forward”, -
vice president of Facebook replied.

The companies’ representatives admitted that much more closely monitor the
use of services, as well as make them more transparent - first of all it concerns
advertising. Moreover, Twitter announced it will give off money earned on Russian
campaigns for the promotion of democracy. Facebook doubled the number of
employees responsible for security: from 10 to 20 thousands. All this come in addition
to other measures that companies already conduct.

Methods of Russian manipulations

Russian companies used the algorhythms of social platforms, first of all —
targeting (narrow definitions of target groups), for which Barack Obama’s 2012 election
campaign is still known. Russia planned to reach the most diverse and most concrete
audience — from neo-Nazis and islamophobes to zealous Christians and LGBT people.

At the same time, the messages did not always contain direct agitation for Trump. Most
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often their aim was to spread hatred and raise the level of radicalism in the society. New
York Times published examples of such advertisement.

For this, special pages were created and advertised in social networks. On the
first sight, some of them promoted ideas of Trump’s opponents and their electorate. For
example, support of migrants and fighting for African Americans’ rights. However, two
details are important here. First of all, this was done under very provocative slogans in
order to attract the opponents’ attention. Secondly, in such cases, an "opposition" page,
which called for resistance, was necessarily advertised.

During the hearings Senators remembered about the Houston attack. On May
21st 2016 two demonstrations have taken place there: one of the Islam supporters, the
other — of islamophobes. At one place at one time. Both events were organized and
advertised on Facebook, rival societies — nationalistic and Muslim — actively
encouraged people to defend their rights and confront the other side. People really went
to protest, and only the timely interference of the police prevented the clashes between
them.

However, among people who came to protests there was not a single active
agitator from the Facebook communities. Later the investigation found out the reason:
all of them were actually fake troll pages that were moderated from St. Petersburg. This
means that a user from Russia can easily create and advertise an event in the States that
could lead to a real confrontation of people on the streets. The Senate found out that it
cost Russia 200 dollars.

Why is it important

Hromadske’s journalist Nataliia Humenyuk attended the hearings and noticed

that the word “Ukraine” was never pronounced. However, politicians have pointed out
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that the misuse of social networks’ openness concerns not only the USA, but other
countries too. Particularly, the possible impact on the Catalonian conflict was
mentioned, but none of the companies’ representatives replied to this because of the
lack of evidence.

The question of using social networks for political manipulations was raised to
such a high level for the first time. This has exposed a lot of cyber-security problems,
but at the same time it showed that they can be solved not only in individual countries,

but also on a global level.

4.5 Kanal

Link: https://www.5.ua/suspilstvo/oblashtuvav-vohnevu-pastku-istoriia-pro-heroia-

ukrainy-shcho-pidtiahuvav-miny-pid-vorozhyi-bmp-145246.html

Date of Publication: May 12" 2017
Authors: Viktoriia Kovalyova (Biktopis KoanboBa) & Petro Kovalyov (Petro
Kovalyov)

Original Text:

"Oonawmmyeae Bocnesy Ilacmky'': Icmopia Ilpo I'epos Ykpainu, uio
Iliomsazyeae Minu nio Bopoxcuiit EMII

Icmopis npo noosue I'eposi Yxpainu Anopia Tkauyka — y cepii cneynpoexmy "5
kanany" "Cnpaeorcni I'epoi”

Konumniit potHuUit ogHoro 3 6ataneiioniB 25-1 Opuraan Anpiit Tkauyk Tpu
poku ToMy 00aiHaB GioknocT Mk ClloB’sTHCbKOM Ta KpamMaTopchbKOM 3pyYHHUM JIUILE

JUTSL IUBUTRHOTO TpaHCHOpTy. Bopor moHas micsiib He 310TayBaBcs, sIKi CIOPIPU3U


https://www.5.ua/suspilstvo/oblashtuvav-vohnevu-pastku-istoriia-pro-heroia-ukrainy-shcho-pidtiahuvav-miny-pid-vorozhyi-bmp-145246.html
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YeKarTh y pa3i cipoOu NpOpHUBY TaM TexHiKoro. [lepia » oGepHysacs BTpaToOO M'ATH
OJIMHMIIb TEXHIKU Ta ITOHAJ JBOX JIECATKIB )KMBOT CHUJIH.

"AleKkBaTHa JIFOJIMHA, SIKIi yCi BipsATh. BiH 3Ha€e CBOIO CIipaBy, MyHKTYaJbHUM.
Bin HavaneHuk mrady. CrpaBxkHId HaYaIbHUK ITa0y!" — Ka)ke BIMCHhKOBUIMA 25-1
MOBITPsIHO-ecanTHOI Opuraau 3CY.

Tak npo Anapis Tkadyka roBopsATh ioro miaierii. Maioposi, ['epoto Ykpainu
Ta HavaldbHUKY mTa0y Oatanbiiony nuiie 30 pokiB. BiH mocTiiiHO 3MiHIOE MTO3UBHI 1
yepes Te, 110 NepedyBae Ha nepeioBii, He MOXe 3HalWTH Yacy AJs CHIJIKYBaHHS 3
KypHATICTaMHU.

"SI BiiicbKOBa JIFOJIMHA, SIKA TIPOCTO HAMAraeThCsi BUKOHATH CBOIO POOOTY. €
cIitocap, KUl IeBHY poOOTY BUKOHYE; € TOKAp, KU eBHY pOOOTY BUKOHYE; € KyIla
npodeciit. S — BiiicbkoBuit!" — kaxe Annpiit Tkauyk.

Humni #oro nmigpo3ain Tpumae o0opoHny 3aiiiieBoro Ha JloHeu4nHi, 3BIIKH 10
BOpPOXKMX MO3MLIH nogexyau menie Hix 200 metpis. Ha cxin Anapiii Tkauyk noixas y
kBiTHI 2014 poky, a Ha MOYaTKy TpaBHs TO/I L€ KOMAaHUP POTH MTOYaB BIHY 3
BOpOroM Ha okonuisix CioB’sHChKa.

5-it 6sokmocT 3’ ABUBCS Ha nUIAXy MK CioB’sHcbkoM 1 KpamaTopchbkoMm y Hid
npotu 2 tpasHs 2014 poky. Toxai Bxke o6uiBa Micta Oyl OKyoBaHiI O0MOBHUKAMH.
3amaua Tkauyka Oyna 3a0J0KyBaTH TPAHCTIOPTHUHN 3B'SI30K MK HUMH.

Tepopucram Oyno BUAHO JHIle HEBEIWYKUN OJI0KIOCT Ha Tpaci. Uepes Hboro
MOHAJ MICSIb TPOTK/IKAIN COTHI IUBUTHPHUX MAIMH. Y JESKUX 3 HUX OYyJIH i BOPOXKI
po3BigHUKU. O/IHAK, HIXTO HE MOMITHUB, 1110 HacmpaBAl pota Tkauyka 3 BiApi3Ka JOPOTH

y MOHaJ 2 KIJIOMETPH 3p0oOuiia CIPaBKHIO BOTHEBY MACTKYy.
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"[le yce Oys0 3aKkpydeHo Tak, abu y Oy1b-sIKOMY BUIIAJKY, HABITh SKIIIO BOHU HE
XOTUIM TY/IH 1XaTH, TO MOTPAIUBUIN Y IF0 TTACTKY BOTHEBY'", — MOSICHIOE AHIPIi.

Ha nouatky nunHs TepopucTy 3aiiicHIIN cipoOy nmpopuBy 3 60Ky CiOB'SIHCbKA.
JBa tanku, Tpu BMII ta oqna BM/] 3 GoiioBrKaMu 0/ipa3y NOTPAITUIN Y BOTHEBY
nactky Tkauyka. [1ig gac 6010 Bcst Bopoka TexHika Oysa 3uumieHa. Cam odimep
OTpHUMaB KOHTY3i10, aji¢ BIIMOBHUBCS BiJ €BaKyallii Ta MPOIOBKUB KEPYBATH
T UIETIAMU.

"byno aBa tanku T-64. OnHoro 6yio 3HUIIEHO, OJUH MEePe UM TIij] yac
KOHTaKTy MPOCTO BHUMaB. SIKI0 BUDXKIKaTH 31 CIOB'SIHCbKA — Y pallOH1 pUHKY — BiH
noTpanuB y KioBeT. Ekinmaxk OyIo JiKBiIOBaHO, a TAHK LUK JIMIIUBCS, HOTO MOTIM
3a0panu. [Hmwmii Tank Oyno 3HueHo. byno 3uuimeno asa BMII-2, ski Hamaranucs
MPOpBATHCS 1 BOHU OYJIM 3HMILEH] MiIpUBaMU Ha MiHHHX IIJIar0ayMax 1 BOTHEM 3
rpaHaToMeTiB", — 3rajlye BiiCbKOBHH.

BononTep IOpiii @enopuenko kaxe: "5 B3araii He po3yMilo, K 11€ MO>KHaA 0yJ10
3pobutHu. Y HUX Oys0 Ba okornu. MiHM yepe3 ycro Aopory Ha MoTy3odili. OgHa
JIOJIMHA CUJUTH 110 TOM 01K JOPOTH, 1HIIA — IO LeH. | BOHM 111 MIHU NIATIATyBaJIU M1
taHK. ToOTo, konu BMII #inta, Bonu nij Hel miaTaryBaau MiHu. Cuiian OyKBaibHO
nopsizi 3 Hero''.

KpamaTopchki BoOHTEpH, K1 B/l TOYATKY BIITHH, PU3UKYIOUYH KUTTSM,
JoromMarainu 25-i 6purazi, HUH1 BITHOBIIIOIOTh KapTUHY MOABUTY poTu Tkauyka. Bonu
MOKa3yIOTh JIICOCMYTY, B AKIi OJIM3bKO COTHI OIMIIIB KITbKA MICSIIIB 3aJTAIITAIHCS
HEMTOMIYEHUMU.

3a maibke Tpu Micsii 60iB Ha 5-My OJOKIOCTI poTa Maiiopa BTpaTHJa JIUIIE

IBOX OoioBuX nmodpaTumiB. 3a 111 601 y munHi 2014 poky Anapiii Tkauyk oTpumas
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Opaen borpana XMensHULIBKOTO. A 1aiti Oy10 BU3BOJIEHHS [[3epKUHCBKA 1
Jlucnyanceka. [Totim — Jlebansrese, [llaxTapcek, Byrneripcrk, )Knanoska, Komynap.

3a cBor0 MyHICTh 14 sxoBTHS 2016 poky, y JleHb 3axucHuka Ykpaiau, odimep
otpumaB opzeH "3oinoTa 3ipka" ['epost Ykpainu. Takox orpuMaB 3BaHHs "Hapoauuii
repoii". Ha 3anutanns nmpo cBoi Haropoau Tkadyk JuIie BiapkapToByeThCs. Boie
TOBOPHUTH IPO 1HIIKX.

"3a 110 g 3aBXK]IM XBHJIIOBABCS — 1€ 3a JIIOJIEH, sIKi y MeHe Oynu. A 3a cebe?
Konu nounHaen Giibllie AyMaTH 3a JIOJIEH, 3a 3a7a4y, TO ce0e BiCYBa€Il TPOXHU
noJiajii 1 HaBiTh 0CO0IMBO He 3amucoenics”, — kaxe ['epoit Ykpainu Auapiid Tkauyk.

oMy 6omuTh 3a mojieit, sAKi 3MyIIeHi OyJIn MOKMHYTH CBO pijHi 1OMIBKHM uepes
OorioBi aii. Kaxe, 1110 roioBHE — 3BUIBHUTH OKYIIOBaHi1 TEPUTOPIi BiJl TEPOPUCTIB 1 AaTH

JIXOAsIM TOBECPHYTUCS JOAOMY.

Translation into English:

“Set a Fire Trap”: A Story of Hero of Ukraine Who Laid Mines under
Enemy’s Infantry Combat Vehicle

Story about the heroic deed of the Hero of Ukraine Andriy Tkachuk — in the
special project “True Heroes” on “5 Channel”

Three years ago, the former commander of one of the battalions of the 25th
brigade Andriy Tkachuk equipped the checkpoint between Slovyansk and Kramatorsk
for civilian transport only. For more than a month the enemies could not guess what
surprise awaits them if they attempt to cross it with their machines there. The first

[attempt] ended in the loss of five units of technology and two dozens of living force.
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“An adequate man, whom everyone believes. He knows his job, he’s punctual.
He is the chief of staff. The real chief of staff!” — says a soldier of the Ukrainian army
25th airborne squadron.

That is what Andriy Tkachuk’s subordinates say of him. The major, the Hero of
Ukraine and chief of battalion’s staff is only 30 years old. He constantly changes his
call signs, and because he is on the front line, he cannot find time to talk to journalists.

“I am an army man; [ am just trying to do my job. There is a locksmith who does
some job, a turner who does some job; there are plenty of professions. I am a soldier!” —
Andriy Tkachuk says.

Currently his unit is defending Zaytsevo in Donbas, from where the enemy
positions are less than 200 meters away. Andriy Tkachuk came to East [of Ukraine] in
April 2014, and in early May the battalion commander began to fight with the enemy on
the outskirts of Slovyansk.

The 5th checkpoint stood on the way between Slovyansk and Kramatorsk on the
night of May 2nd 2014. Then all surrounding places were occupied by the militants.
Tkachuk’s task was to block the transport communication between them.

The terrorists could only see a small checkpoint on the road. For more than a
month, hundreds of civilian cars were passing through it. In some of them were the
enemy’s scouts. However none of them noticed that in reality Tkachuk’s squadron made
areal fire trap in 2 kilometers long section of the road.

“It was all planned so that in any case, even if they would not want to go there,
they would fall into this fire trap anyway”, - Andriy explains.

In early July the terrorists made an attempt to break through the side of

Slovyansk. Two tanks, two ICVs [infantry combat vehicles] and one AAV [airborne
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assault vehicle] with militants inside fell into Tkachuk’s fire trap. During the battle, all
enemy machinery was destroyed. The officer himself got wounded, but refused to
evacuate and continued to command his subordinates.

“There were two T-64 tanks. One was destroyed; the other just fell down before
it. When you leave Slovyansk — in the area of the market — it fell into a ditch. The crew
was liquidated, and the tank was undamaged, so it was taken later. The second tank was
destroyed. Two infantry combat vehicles BMP-2 that wanted to break through were
destroyed, they were destroyed by blowing up on mine chains and by fire from grenade
launchers”, - the soldier recalls.

Volunteer Yuri Fedorchenko says: “I truly do not understand how they managed
to do it. They had two trenches. Mines [were hanging] across the entire road from the
rope. One man sits on that side of the road, the other one — here. And they pulled these
mines under the tank. Namely, when the ICV came, they pulled a mine under it. [ They
were] sitting literally by its side.”

Volunteers from Kramatorsk, who were risking their lives to help the 25th
brigade, now restore the heroic deed of Tkachuk’s squadron. They show the wood line
in which almost a hundred fighters remained unnoticed for several months.

For almost three months’ fight the Major’s squadron lost only two brothers in
arms on the 5th checkpoint. For that battle in May 2014 Andriy Tkachuk was rewarded
the Order of Bohdan Khmelnitsky [ Ukrainian high military award]. After that,
Dzerzhinsk and Lysychansk were liberated. Then — Debaltseve, Shakhtarsk, Vuhlehirsk,
Zhdanovka, Komunar.

For his bravery on October 14th 2016 on the Ukrainian Independence day, the

officer was rewarded the Order “Golden star” of the Hero of Ukraine. Also he received
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the title of “National Hero”. When asked about his rewards, Tkachuk just jokes. He
prefers to talk about others.

“What I always boasted about are the people I had. And about me? When you
start thinking more about the people, about the task, you push yourself aside a bit and
do not think much [about yourself]”, - the Hero of Ukraine Andriy Tkachuk says.

He hurts for people who were forced to leave their homes because of warfare.
He says that the main thing is to set the occupied territories free from terrorists and give

people the chance to return home.

5. TSN.UA

Link: https://ru.tsn.ua/blogi/themes/law/slova-o-kryme-mysli-ob-imperii-

355673.html? ga=2.195565999.2074636803.1517410839-1432926172.1517410839

Date of Publication: March 19th 2014
Author: Mykola Kolomoyets (Mukona Komomoerip)
Original Text:
Cnosa o Kpvime, Moicau 06 Hmnepuu
B peuu Ilymuna mnozo nscu u MomeHmos, Komopule Mo2lu Obl 8bl136AMb CMeX,
ecnu Obl UX He NPOUSHOCUNIU YCMaA 4elo8eKd, umeroujeco 00cmyn K "KpacHoui KHonke
A0epHo20 yemooanyuka”.
Dawiuzm ecmob J10#Cb, U3peKaemas OaHOUMaMU.
"I[lucamenw u éouina'’, 3. Xemunzysu, 1937 .
MeHs y4mii yBakaTh Bpara, OCHOBBIBas 3TO YBaKEHHUE HA IMPOCTOM ITOCTYJIaTe:
"Yem cuiibHEE Bpar, TeM OOJIbIIE TOJDKHO OBITh K HEMY YBaXXEHUE, BEh YEM CHIIbHEE

Bpar, TeM cjarie modeaa HaJ HUM, U TeM 0oJiee CUIILHBIM OH c/enaeT Te0s".
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Kanp, 4TO HUKTO HE Y4UII MEHS IPABUILHOMY OTHOILIECHHIO K ITOAJIOMY Bpary.
Bnagumup Ilytun, 6€3yCI0BHO, CUIIBHBIN M XUTPBIA, HO €II€ U MOJIBIN, JDKUBBIN Bpar
— 9TO MOE O HEM MHEHHE, a HE MOMNBITKA €0 OUEPHUTH UM 00JIarOPOIUTh.

B oTHOLIEHNH BYX MEPBBIX KAUECTB 51 ObLT YBEPEH JaBHO, HO B €T0 MOJIOCTH 5
yOenuics HakaHyHe, YCJbIIIaB ero odpaiieHue. B ero peus MHOTo JKM 1 MOMEHTOB,
KOTOpBIE MOTJIM ObI BHI3BaTh CMEX, €CJIM Obl UX HE MPOU3HOCUIIM YCTa YEJIOBEKa,
JIep7KaIllEero CBOK PyKY Ha "KpacHOM KHOIKE SAEPHOr0 YeMOJAaH4YHKa" .

Kaxk ropucr, s 06s3aH 000cHOBaTh cBoe yTBepkaeHue. [loaTomy mpoiry
o0paTUTh BHUMaHHE BCErO Ha HECKOJIbKO BhICKAa3bIBaHUM Mpe3ueHTa PO, yToObI
yOeIuThCS, YTO 5 HE BBIPBAJ X U3 KOHTEKCTA M HE U3MEHUJI UX 3HAYCHHUS.

00 sTHOCax, Poccnu u Kpbime

Bnagumup IlyTrH, 04eBUIHO, HE CUUTAET 3ITHOCAMH MHOYKECTBO KOPEHHBIX
Hapos10B PD, koTopble ceiiyac CUNTAIOTCS NCUE3HYBIIMMU WM UCUE3AIOLTUMHU.

BonbImMHCTBO pOCCUSH JTaXKe HE 3HAIOT O CYIIECTBOBAHUH TaKUX 3THOCOB, KaK
MaHCH, yJIbYH, To(anapsel, TOJTaHbl. ITH HAPOJIbI U3aBHA MTPOKUBAIIA HA TEPPUTOPHH,
HbIHE Ha3bIBaroniercsa Poccuiickoit @eaepanueii, a cevac npeacTaBUTeNIen 3TUX
HTHOCOB OCTaJIOCh OT HECKOJIBKUX COTEH JI0 HECKOJIBKUX THICAY. A HEKOTOPBIX Mapy
JIECATKOB MJIM BOBCE APy YEIIOBEK.

Ja, 6marogapst aHeKI0TaM POCCHUSIHE CIIBIIIATN O YyK9YaX, HO BPS I MHOTHE
3HAIOT O TOM, YTO 10 O(ULIHATBHBIM JAHHBIM HX OcTajoch Beero okosio 1000 yenosek.

DTO neYalbHBINA PE3YNIBTAT TOTO, YTO POCCHs HACUITLCTBEHHO OTOMpALET UX
JeTel 11 y4eObl B 3aKpBITHIX MHTepHATax. Bo3Bparasce oMo, OHU HE YMEIOT
OXOTHUTHCS, JJOBUTH PBIOY, YKPBIBATHCS OT CHEXKHBIX Oypb, OPHEHTHUPOBATHCS B

CHECKHBIX ITYCTBIHAX. He YMEIOT BCET'O TOr0, Y€MYy COTHAMMU JIET YUYHUIIUCh UX ITPCIAKU U
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nepeJaBaly U3 MOKOJICHHs B IIOKOJIEHUE. B TO ke BpeMsi OHM HE MMEIOT BO3MOKHOCTH
JKUTh B IPYIUX yCIOBHSX.

Poccust yMBIIIIEHHO pa3phIBacT CBSI3b ITOKOJICHUH, CO3aBasi yCIOBUS U1
BBIMUPAHHUS 3TUX HApOJAOB - YHUUTOXKasl UX 00pa3 )KU3HU, UCTOPHIO, KYJIBTYPY, UX
A3bIKU. JlecsaTku 3THOCOB Poccus neneHanpaBieHHO pacTBOPHIIA U YHUYTOXWIIA - U
IIPOJOJDKAET ATO ACIIATh.

"KaparejabHble onepanuu'

Janbiie Boxab poccuiickoro Hapoaa B.Ilyrtun Hauan Hectu eme 6osee
"pa3BeCUCTYIO KIIIOKBY", IEpel/is K OoJiee HaCYIIHBIM MpoOIeMaM.

KpeiMuaHe y3HaBalu O penpeccusix U KapaTeJIbHBIX ONEpalUsaX HCKIIIOUUTEIBHO
U3 YCT TOTO K€ YeJIOBEKa, KOTOpBIN Ha JHsIX nooOeman npesparuts CLIA B
panuoakTuBHBINA nenen. KppiMyane Xxoaniau Ha paboTy, OTIPaBIISIIN CBOMX
PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIX JIeTEH B ILIKOJIBL, TYJISIM B TapKaxX M HUTJIE HEe BUAETH OaH/IEpOBIIEB,
HO, BKJIFOUMB POCCUNCKHE TEJIEKAHAJIBL, TYT K€ HAUMHAJIN UX OOSIThCS CO CTPAIIHOMN
CHUJIOM.

Huxkro B Ykpanne He coOupascs NpUYHHITH KaKoi-TMO0 Bpe JT0AsIM,
*KUBYIIUM B KppiMy, Kakoil Obl HALIMOHAJILHOCTH OHU He OblIM. Maiian Oopoics ¢
BJIACTHIO, C €€ Koppymuuen 1 Hea(pPeKTUBHOCTHIO, Kak noAaTBepaui caM B.IlyTun, a He
CO CBOHUM K€ HapOJOM.

Maiinan 60poJicst 3a TO, YTOOBI B YKpauHe UCTIOJTHSIIACH 3aKOHBI, YTOOBI
KKl MOT TIOJTyYUTh paBHbIE IIpaBa Ha y4acTUe B yIPaBICHUH FOCYAapCTBOM, YTOOBI
BJIACTh J]aJia BOZMOKHOCTh PETMOHAM Pa3BUBATHCS B COOTBETCTBUH C UX TPEOOBaHUSIMU

1 ocobeHHocTsIMU. UTo U3 3Toro Morio Hanyratb Kpemm? Jlymaro, 4To 3T0 MOTJI0



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

HanyraTb ToJIbKO [lyTHHa, KOTOpOMY HE HYKHBI TAKHE K€ MalaHbl HAa €r0
NpeanpuaTiu noja Ha3panueM Poccuiickas denepanus.

IIpaBoBOil HUTMJIN3M MO-IYTHHCKH

OTH BellM HE TaK UHTEpecHb!, Kak nonslTku B.ITyTuHa 000cHOBaTh TO, 4TO €ro
3aXBaTHUYECKas MOJIUTUKA B OTHOIIIEHUH Y KpauHBI ABJsETCS "Oeoil u mymucToi" ¢
IIPABOBOM TOYKHU 3pEHUS.

Chauazna oH noGarojapui MUPOBYIO OOIIECTBEHHOCTh, YTO OHA BCIIOMHMJIA O
MEXYHapOJHOM IIPaBe, IOCIIE YEro BbIAAJ CIEAYIOIIEE:

B.Ilytus cuuTaer, 4T0 HOPMBI MEXIYHAPOJAHOIO IIPAaBa JEHCTBUTEIBHO
IIPEIOCTaBIAIOT Poccuu paBo NpuHUMAaTh PELICHHUs, IPEAIIOIAraoIue HapyIIeHUE
TEPPUTOPUATIBHON HENPUKOCHOBEHHOCTH CYBEPEHHOI'O TOCY1apCTBa.

[Tapmament Poccniickoit denepannu, ccobliasch Ha BECbMa Pa3MbITble HOPMBI B
3aKoHoAarenbHOM noiie Pocculickoit denepanuu, NPpUHIL PEILIEHUE O BOOPYKEHHOU
arpeccuy MpOTHUB COCETHET0 CYBEPEHHOT0 rocyaapctsa. Ml He Oepem J1axe BO
BHHUMaHUE, YTO OHH 3TO CIEJATIH MO MPEJIOrOM 3aIIUThl POCCUSH U PYCCKOSA3BIYHBIX
OT ONIACHOCTH, CYILIECTBYIOIIEH TOJIbKO B BocHialieHHOM BooOpaxenuu J1.Kucenesa.

JIeNCTBATENBHO, HET HUYETO CTPAIIHOIO B TOM, 4TO Poccuiickas @enepanus
Hapymuia Ycras OOH, Jlexknapanuio o mpUHIMIIAX MEXIYHAPOIHOTO MpaBa,
KaCarolUXCsl IPY’KECTBEHHBIX OTHOLIEHUHN U COTPYTHUYECTBA MEX 1Y TOCYIapCTBAMHU B
cootBercTBUM ¢ yctaoM OOH wu ente napy-Tpoiiky coBepIIEeHHO O€CCMBICIEHHBIX IS
arpeccopa, BJIaJICIOILIETO SIIEPHBIM OPYKHEM, TOKYMEHTOB.

UYro ¢ Toro, uto Poccus B3siia Ha ce0st 0053aTeIbCTBA BO3AEP)KUBATHCS OT
Yrpo3bl CUIION WIIN €€ MPUMEHEHUS POTUB TEPPUTOPUATHLHON LETOCTHOCTH WU

MOJIMTUYECKON HE3aBHUCUMOCTH JIF000T0 rocyaapcTBa’?
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Komy He HpaBurcs, yro Poccun nieBaTth Ha 3TH OyMaXkKH, ITycKail eie pas
nociymaet J{.Kucenesa o "saepHoM merie” - 3To He TaKoe YK B 3a0BITOE CTapoe,
npeJcTaBIIstoNIee u3 cedsl OMH U3 IPUMEPOB HOBOM siepHO aumiomatud. OueHb
MO/JIOrO MHCTPYMEHTA OTCTaMBAHMS CBOMX MHTEPECOB HA MEXKIYHAPOIHOM apeHe,
KOrjia Ha JIto00i apryMeHT MOXHO OTBEeUYaTh AEMOHCTpaliell TOTOBHOCTH CTEPETh
YEJIOBEUECKYH0 [IUBUIIM3ALMIO C JIMIA 3€MJIH.

Tak MOXET paccyk1aTh TOIHUK, PACCKa3bIBasi, UTO HAKa3aJ JI0Xa, TYJISIOLIEro
110 MapKy BEUYE€pPOM, U YTO HE HAPYIIUII HUKAKUX 3aKOHOB. A IIPOCTO HAY4YUJ 3TOrO
CaMoro JIOXa U APYTUX JOXOB )KU3HU, U KOMY HE HPABUTCSI, TOT MOKET JIETKO MOJIYyYUTh
B YXO JJI 3aKpEIUICHUS yPOKa.

OO0 uHTEepBEHIIUM

Camoli o110 4acThIO Peur, JUYHO ISl MEHS, SIBJSETCS BOT 3Ta:

S mpunomuHar, MaMsATh y MEHsS HE CTOJIb U30upaTenbHa, Kak y Brnagumupa
BrnanumupoBuya, 4TO 1a€T MHE BO3MOXKHOCTh IOMHUTH TO, uTO B.ITyTHH npunoMHuTh
He MoxkeT. Ho He 00 »ToM peds.

3aueM onATh NPOBOAUTH aHajoruu ¢ ['urnepom? Kak He mpuckopOoHO
IpU3HABaTh, HO 3TOT apryMeHT Mbl camu fanu [lytuny B pyku. Haie
3aKOHOJATENBCTBO, HAIIM YCTaBbl 0053bIBalOT BOOpyKEeHHbIE CUIIBI Y KpauHbI
OTKpBIBAaTh OTOHb [0 Bpary, OTKPbIBaTh OIOHb IO JIUI[aM, KOTOPbIE MBITAIOTCS
3aXBAaTUTh TEPPUTOPUN BOMHCKUX YACTEH, TPUUUHUTD BPE]l KU3HU U 3I0POBBIO
BOCHHOCTYXAaIIUX U MaTepHaIbHbIM LIEHHOCTSIM, HaXOJAIIMMCS IO/ UX OXPaHOM.

3a Bce Bpems Kpusuca B KpbIMy HH OMH COaT YKPanHCKOM apMHH HE OKa3all

BOOPYKCHHOI'O COIMPOTHUBJICHUA. Hapymas[ 3aKOHBI 1 YCTABbI, HAIIIK BOCHHBLIC HE
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OKa3aJi COMPOTUBJICHUS BOOPYKEHHBIM JIIOJISIM, 3aXBaThIBAIOIIUM BOMHCKUE YaCTH,
Oprasbl BJIacTU U CAaMOYIPaBICHUS.

Taxoe nmoBeaeHue HamMX Boick naeT [lyTuHy BO3MOXKHOCTD AenaTh BUA, YTO B
KppiMy He ObLITO HUKaKOM arpeccuu, HUKAKoOro 3axBaTa U uHTepBeHuuu. [lognocts
9TOM MO3UIUH B TOM, UTO (pakTruecku [IyTuH ocykaaer 3a OTCYTCTBUE KPOBOXKAIHOCTH
TeX, KTO He coriiaceH ¢ 3axBaToM Kpbima. OcykaaeT ux 3a To, 4To He ObLI0 "0HOTO
€MHCTBEHHOT'0 BhICTpesa" U He ObUIO YeTIOBEUECKHX KEePTB (/10 BUEPAIIHETO JTHS).

[To ero MHEHUIO, OTCYTCTBHE JOJKHONU KPOBOKAIHOCTH Y YKPAUHIIEB JaeT eMy
MPaBO TOBOPUTH 00 OTCYTCTBUU arpecCcuu € €ro CTOPOHBI Ha OMyocTpoBe KpbiM.

Ha, s coriaceH ¢ TeM, YTO KakK TOJIbKO Ha4alluCh 3aXBaThl 3[JaHUI, yTPO3bI
OpY’KHEeM, 3aXBaThl BOMHCKUX YacCTeW, MbI JJOJKHBI ObUTH HE3aMETUTEILHO U KECTKO
Ha HUX PearupoBaTh, Kak TOro TpedyeT 3aK0H, HO 3TO MOS MO3UIUS — MO3UIUS AUKaps
C BBICIINM 00pa30BaHUEM, TOTOBOTO U ceifuac pa3peniatb KOHPIUKTHI CUIIONH WK
YIpO30il TAKOW CHIIBI.

MHe o4eHb HETPUSATHO BUJETh TAKOTO TOUYHO JUKAPS C BBICIINM 00pa3oBaHUEM
BO TJIaBe coceqHero rocyaapcra. Kotopsiit uckpenne coxaneet o pacnage CCCP u
€ro 3ae/aeT TO, YTO YaCTh 3eMeJb, KOTOPHIE OH CUHTALT, Kak U KpbIM, ICKOHHO
pycckumH, ceituac coctapisitoT KOro-Bocrok Yikpaunsl. Tem Gomnee, 4TO KOTHUECTBO
opyxus, kKoTopsiM B.ITyTHH MOXeT ynaputh no YKpauHe, IpeBpamiaeT Hac B OJHY

00JIbIITYI0 O0JIEBYIO TOUKY, Ha KOTOPYIO IaBSIT €r0 aMOUIINU U COKAJICHUS.

Translation into English:
Words about Crimea, Thoughts about Empire
Putin’s speech contained a lot of lies and moments that could have provoked
laughter, had they not been pronounced by a person who has an access to the nuclear

launch suitcase.
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Fascism is a lie told by bullies.
E. Hemingway, 1937

I was taught to respect the enemy, basing this respect on a simple statement:
“The stronger the enemy is, the greater you have to respect him, because the stronger
the enemy is, the sweeter is the victory over him and the stronger he makes you”.

It is a pity that no-one taught me how to treat a mean enemy properly. Vladimir
Putin is without doubt strong and cunning, but he is also mean, deceitful enemy — this is
my opinion about him, not an attempt to besmirch or dignify him.

I was absolutely sure about two first qualities since long ago, but I got convinced
in his cunning only yesterday, after listening to his speech. His speech contained a lot of
lies and moments that could have provoked laughter, had they not been pronounced by a
person who has an access to the nuclear launch suitcase.

As a lawyer I am obliged to justify my claim. Hence I ask to pay attention first
of all to several things the Russian President said in order to understand that I neither
ripped them out of the context nor altered their meanings.

About ethnicities, Russia and Crimea

Obviously, Vladimir Putin does not treat numerous indigenous peoples of Russia
who are now regarded as disappeared or threatened, as ethnicities.

The majority of Russians do not even know about the existence of such
ethnicities as Mansis, Ulchis, Tofalars and Dolgans. All these peoples have since long
time lived on the territory now called ,,The Russian Federation®. And now there are
only some hundreds to some thousands of these ethnicities left. And from some [of

these ethnic groups] there are only a few people left.
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Yes, Russians heard about Chukchis from anecdotes [indigenous people
inhabiting the shores of the Bering Strait, portrayed as silly in Russian anecdotes], but
hardly anyone knows that according to official data there are only 1000 people left of
them.

This is a sad result of Russia forcefully taking away their children to learn in
closed boarding schools. When they come back home, they cannot hunt, catch fish, hide
from blizzards, orient themselves in snow deserts. They cannot do all the things that
their ancestors have been learning and passing from generation to generation for
hundreds of years. At the same time they have no opportunity to live in other
conditions.

Russia deliberately tears the connections of generations, creating conditions for
these peoples to die out — by destroying their way of life, history, culture and languages.
Russia persistently dissolved and destroyed dozens of ethnicities — and it continues to
do so.

»Punitive expeditions*

Furthermore the leader of the Russian nation V. Putin passed on to more acute
problems and talked even denser rubbish.

Crimeans found out about repressions and punitive expeditions exclusively from
the very same person who promised to turn the USA into radioactive dust just a couple
of days ago. Crimeans went to work, sent their Russian-speaking children to schools,
walked in parks and saw Banderovites nowhere. But as soon as they turned on the

Russian TV channels, they panically started to fear them.



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

No-one in Ukraine ever wanted to do any harm to people living in Crimea,
whatever their ethnicity is. Maidan fought against the government, its coruption and
inefficiency, like Putin himself confirmed, and not with its own people.

Maidan struggled for Ukraine to abide by the laws, for everyone to be equal in
state manag4ement, for the government to allow regions to develop according to their
demands and peculiarities. What from all this could scare Crimea? I think this could
scare only Putin who did not need the same maidans in his enterprise called Russian
Federation.

Legal nihilism a-la Putin

These things are not as interesting as V. Putin’s attempts to explain that his
invasive politics towards Ukraine is ,,white and fuzzy” from the legal point of view.

First of all he thanked the international community that it remembered about the
internatinal law, and then he said the following:

V. Putin thinks that the norms of international law indeed give Russia the right
to make decisions that presuppose the violation of territorial integrity of a sovereign
state.

Relying on rather blurry norms within the Russian Federation’s laws, the
Parliament of the Russian Federation made a decision about the armed aggression
against the neighboring sovereign state. We do not even take into account that they did
it on the ground of protecting Russians and Russian speakers from danger that exists
only in D. Kiselyov’s debris imagination.

Indeed: there is nothing awful in the fact that the Russian Federation violated the
UN Chart, the Declaration on Principles of International Law which encompasses

friendly relations and cooperation between states according to the UN Chart, and
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another couple of documents, completely useless to an aggressor in possession of
nuclear weapons.

Russia has bound itself to refrain from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political sovereignty of any state. What of it?

Whoever does not like that Russia does not give a damn about these papers
should once again listen to D. Kiselyov [falking] about radioactive dust [after Crimea
annexation, Kiselyov stated that Russia is the only country able to turn the USA into
radioactive dust]. This is not the much forgotten old, and it is an example of new
nuclear diplomacy. A very mean instrument of advocating for one’s interests on the
international stage, when readiness to wipe off the human race the off the Earth’s face
can be the answer to any argument.

A street bully that “punishes” a jerk who walks in a park at evening can argue
like this. That he has not violated any laws: he just taught this jerk and all other jerks a
lesson. Whoever does not like it can easily get punched in the face for the means of
solidifying the lesson.

About interventions

For my part, the meanest part of the speech was exactly this one.

[ remember, my memory is not so selective as Vladimir Vladimirovich’s; and it

gives me a chance to remember the things that V.V. Putin cannot. But this is not what [

am talking about.

Why bring up analogies with Hitler again? Sad as it may be, but we gave Putin

this argument ourselves. Our laws, our codes oblige the Armed forces of Ukraine to fire

on enemy, to fire on people who try to occupy the territory of military bases, who try to

harm the life and health of the soldiers and the material values they guard.
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For the entire time of Crimean crisis no soldier of the Ukrainian army ever
fought back militarily. Violating the laws and codes, our soldiers did not fight back to
the armed people who were capturing military bases and government agencies.

This behavior of our army allows Putin to pretend there was no aggression on
Crimea, no capture or intervention. The meanness of this standpoint is that Putin de-
facto criticizes those who oppose the annexation of Crimea for their lack of cruelty. He
criticizes them that “there was not a single shot” and no causalities (until yesterday).

He believes that the insufficient cruelty of Ukrainians gives him the right to
speak about the absence of aggression from their side on the Crimean peninsula.

Yes I agree that as soon as the buildings and military bases were captured, as
soon as it was threated with weapons, we should have reacted immediately and harshly
in accordance with the Law, but it is my stance — the stance of a savage with a degree
who is still ready to solve the conflicts with force or with threat of such force.

It is extremely unpleasant for me to see the same savage with a degree as head of
the neighboring state. Who sincerely regrets the breakup of USSR, who is tormented
because some lands that, as he believes, like Crimea, are originally Russian, are now
part of Southeast Ukraine. Especially because the amount of weaponry that V.Putin can
strike Ukraine with turns us into one large pain point that is pressed by his ambitions

and regrets.
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Appendix B

Sampling and Coding Units

Sampling and Coding Units: Russian Texts

Sampling units Coding Units
Ukraine’s territory and Crimea

regions

brmuzocts k Poccun (Intimacy towards Russia)

Bepnythes B coctaB Poccuu (Return to Russia)

Bzsate Kpeim (Take Crimea)

Boccoeaunenue (Reunion)

Bcraner B ouepens B Poccuto (Stand in line to

Russia)

JusHneril moryoctpos (Marvelous peninsula)

Kppim ymén (Crimea is gone)

Kpsim ymren 661 mox Kues (Crimea would have

gone under Kyiv)

He Bo3Bpamarscs Ha Ykpauny (Never to return

to Ukraine)

OcraButs Ykpauny (Leave Ukraine)

[Tpenmer 3aBuctu (Object of envy)

[Tpucoemuuuthes kK Poccun (Rejoin Russia)

Pedepennym (Referendum)

Pemenue nmo Kpemmy (Decision on Crimea)
Donbas

Bocewmsb pycckosizpiunbix o0nacreit (Eight

Russian-speaking regions)

JAHP (DPR) / Tonenkast Haponnas PecyGnuka

(Donetsk People’s Republic)

B3satb Bcio Ykpauny (Take the whole Ukraine)

I'paxnanckas BoiiHa (Civil war)

Hpyxecrennas Hosopoccus (Friendly

Novorossiya)

N3myuennsie 60amu (Tormented by battles)

WnTterpanus ¢ Ykpaunoii (Integration into

Ukraine)

JIHP (LPR) / JIyranckas Hapognast Pecniy6inka

(Luhansk People’s Republic)

Msrexnsie peciyonuku (Rebellious republics)

Otnenuthes Beeit HoBopoccueit (All

Novorossiya separating)

[ToBTOpenue kpriMcKkoOTO pe3ynbrara (Repeat the

Crimean result)

[Ipucoenunenue 3amnaTHOyKpaMHCKUX 00IacTeit

(Annexation of West-Ukrainian provinces)

Pycckas Becna (Russian spring)

Pycckas nannmarusa (Russian initiative)
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Rest of Ukraine

*  AHTHPOCCHICKHI «CaHUTApHBIN Oapbep» (Anti-
Russian “sanitary barrier”)

» Hesanexnas (Nezalezhnaya)

= HoBoe rocyaapcto (New state)

»  Poauna I'orons u llleBuenko (Native land of
Gogol and Shevchenko)

* (Crpana «mob6enusuiero goctouncrsa» (Land of
“the victorious dignity”)

* VkpauHckoe rocyaapctso (Ukrainian state)

Ukraine’s population
banneposibl (Banderovites)
BeseiBaromue xanocts ykpausisl (Pathetic Ukrainians)
Kanko (Pathetic)
3apobutuane (Zarobytchane)
N3zrowu (Pariahs)
Mectable ipoBiacTHbIe akTHBUCTHI (Local pro-government activists)
Humwmit napon (Poverty-struck people)
Pa6wr (ms EBpocorosa) (Slaves (for the European Union))
«[Tarpuoter» (“Patriots™)
Panuxaner (Radicals)
VYxkpaunckuit komera (Ukrainian colleague)
Co3naBaemas nanus (Emerging nation)
VYxkpaunckue HaemHuku (Ukrainian contractors)
VYxpaunckue teppopuctsl (Ukrainian terrorists)
YuuzurenspHo (Humiliating)

Ukraine’s ruling Politicians

elites

» bangepa [Crenan] (Bandera [Stepan])

» baynsl ¢ u€pHbiM HasoM (Suitcases with black cash)

* besymue (Madness)

= bBorareer (Increases [his] capital)

* bopusl ¢ koppymnuueit (Corruption fighters)

» Koppynuuoneps! (Kleptocrats)

»  Hamwonamucte! (Nationalists)

* He nocrecusucs (Did not feel ashamed to)

» O6orarunuck (Became rich)

»  QOumurapx-mipe3useHt (Oligarch president)

*  Odmopnsiit npe3uaeHt (Offshore president)

* [Inarute nans (Pay tribute)

» Jlonmutnyeckas rpynnupoBka (Political group)

» [locneanss onopa B ctpane (Last stronghold in the
country)

* [locraButs nox ynap (Put under fire)

= [Iyruuctsr (Coupists)

= Pacrepser Bech anekropar (Lose all voters)

= Peomormonepsl (Revolutionists)

» Teppopuctsl (Terrorists)
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Tepsitot ctein u Mepy (Lose shame and moderation)

«Yepnocnucounuk» (“Blacklisted [person]”)
Regime and ideology

AnTtunytuansMm (Anti-Putinism)

EBpounTterpanus (European integration)

Kuesckue Brnactu (Kyivan government)

Kuesckuii pexxum (Kyivan regime)

Maiinannerii (Maidanian)

Ha6op mudos (Set of myths)

Haxkazanne Hecornacubix (Punishment of the

dissenters)

Harusm (Nazism)

Harmuctckuit pexum (Nazi regime)

HeaddekTuBHOCTD TOCYJapCTBEHHOTO YIPABICHUS

(Inefficiency of state governance)

Odunmansasiii Kues (Official Kyiv)

Panukanpnbiii HanpoHnanu3M (Radical nationalism)

Pesxxum Ilopomenko (Poroshenko’s regime)

Cunossie uncTpymeHThl (Force instruments)

VYxkpaunnckoe npasinenue (Ukrainian rule)

Xynra (Junta)

Ukraine’s policy

Inner policy
becnipaBue (Lawlessness)

B xon monum (Were unleashed)

Bzstku (Bribes)

Brnesmas B nonru (Indebted)

Bo3BennunBaHue HalIMCTCKUX MPECTYITHUKOB
(Glorification of Nazi criminals)

BoposctBo (Theft)

Bpanse (Lies)

Herpananus (Degradation)

Jenerntrmanus COBETCKOTo epuoaa
(Delegitimization of the Soviet era)
Hepycudukanus (De-Russification)
Hecrabunusuposats curyainuio (Destabilize the
situation)

Huckpumunanuu (Discrimination)

Hpyxno noxésriBatoT (Unitedly finish chewing on)
Kuzne crana tpynnee (Life has become far more
difficult)

3aurpsiBanue ¢ HanuoHanucramu (Flirtation with
nationalists)

3akoH 0 nekommyHm3aiuu (Decommunization law)
3amper (Ban)

Banperuts 9 mast (Forbid May 9™)
Urnopuposanue mpas (Complete disregard of the
rights)

[Urpats B] JuBepcantoB ([Play] diversionists)
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=  HWarpuru (Intrigues)

» Komnats mox (Dig under)

»  Kpusuc (Crisis)

* MaccoBsle pacxuieHus cpencts (Mass plundering of
resources)

* Mononomnus Ha Hacunue (Monopoly on violence)

» Hecrtu yrpo3y rocyaapcty (Bring the state threats)

* Hukak He MoxkeT cMuputhes (Just cannot get over it)

=  O6numanue (People’s impoverishment)

» Ob6ocrpenne koHnpmukra (Escalation of conflict)

= Orkas ot BiausiHusa Poccun (Rejection of Russia’s
influence)

= Ortxkartsl (Kickbacks)

*  Ormenmu cBoboy cioBa (Abolished freedom of
speech)

*  Orpunanue (Denial)

* Ortceuenue ot uctopuu (Cutting off from the history)

* Oxora Ha BeapM (Witch hunt)

= [leperubars manky (Go too far)

» JlepenuceiBanue ucropuu (Rewriting of Ukrainian
history)

» Jlepecmotp ucropuu (Rewrite the history)

» [[IepmanentHas] ['paknanckas BoiiHa ([ Permanent]
Civil war)

» [lomopsats (Shake)

= [loteps Tepputopuu (Loss of territory)

» JlpecnoBythiii caiiT (Notorious website)

= Pasgan (Collapse)

* PazgpaxeHue KMEBCKOH BiacThio (Annoyance with
Kyivan government)

= Packon (Polarization)

»  Pacnumuts O6romxet (Siphon off the budget)

= Peker (Racketeering)

= Pemnpeccuu (Repressions)

» (CBezaeHus noiautudeckux cyetoB (Settling political
scores)

= (Csetnoe ykpanrckoe mponuioe (Bright Ukrainian past)

= (CBoOoga cioBa ymepina (Freedom of speech has died)

» Ckanpansl (Scandals)

=  Ckpyruts (Round up)

» Crpananus (Suffering)

» Crpax (Fear)

» (Cyne6nas pacnpasa (Legal reprisal)

* Tpasnsa (Hate campaign)

» Vkpauns! HeT (Ukraine is no more)

= Xaoc (Chaos)

=  Dxonomuka cxyomnbeiBaercsa (Economy implodes)

» DOro reneps Ha3biBaeTcs (This is called [...] now)
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Social & political
processes in
Ukraine

Foreign policy & foreign partners of Ukraine
AnTtunonasckue B3rsabl (Anti-Polish ideas)
bessus (Visa-free travel)
be3BuzoBsiii pexum (Visa-free travel)
BropokpaTtuueckue noanucu (Bureaucratic signatures)
Buemnue npy3ns kueBckoro pexuma (External friends
of the Kyivan regime)
Buemnne koncynbpTanTsl (Foreign consultants)
Bsino Texymieii nzonsauuu crpansl (Low-level isolation
of the country)
Jumiomatraeckuii ckangan (Diplomatic scandal)
EBpomneiickue ycrpemiienus Kuesa (Kyiv’s European
strivings)
3amanueie cioncopsl (Western funders)
Wzonuporath crpany (Isolate [his] country)
Hcnoprunucek otHomenus (Spoilt the relations)
MorymectBennsie Bparu (Powerful enemies)
«HenpyxectBennsiit mosic» (“Unfriendly circle”)
Heneransusrii coop xiryonuku (Illegal harvesting of
strawberry)
O63s1Bain [onpmry Hexopommmu cioBamu (Called
Poland nasty names)
Oo6nynenne HeratuBa (Nulling of negativity)
OO6pabaTbpiBaHUE YKPAUHCKOTO HACEICHUS
(Brainwashing of Ukrainian populace)
Otropruytsie y [lonbmu (Seized from Poland)
[Toxgopset B3aumootHomeHus (Loss of relations)
[ToxxuButbes 3a cuer Ykpaunsl (Feast on Ukraine)
ITpexpacnoe nanexo (The beautiful far)
[TpotuBOMOCTaBIISIET CE0s1 3amaIHBIM COCEASIM
(Opposes itself to its western neighbors)
[TpotuBocTosinue (Resistance)
[Tpomars Ykpaune xamcrBa (Forgive Ukraine its
rudeness)
PasroBopumnBsriii mocoun (Talkative ambassador)
Pe3ko oboctpunmck otHomenus (Drastically spoilt its
relations)
Cgetitoe eBporeiickoe 0yaymee (Bright European
future)
Curyanus nakanuiach (The situation heated up)
Crumkom MHOTO Tipomana (Has been forgiving too
much)
VYkpaunckue apy3ss (Friends of Ukraine)

Euromaidan

I'ocnepeBopot (Coup d’etat)
Kuesckwnit maitnan (Kyivan Maidan)
Kuesckuit nepeBopot (Kyivan coup)
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» Hesakonnoe cepxxenue Biactu (Illegal overthrow of
the government)
» Henerutumusie BeiOOpsI (Illegitimate elections)
»  @eBpansckuit mytu (February coup)
Russia & Russians vs. Ukraine & Ukrainians
»  bnecrsmee ums (Brilliant name)
= Bonesnennoe pemenue no Kpeimy (Painful decision on Crimea)
» Bepnas npunnunam Hesmenarenbctsa (Faithful to the principles of non-
intervention)
* B usrnanuu (In exile)
=  Bmmsaue Boctounoro cocena (Eastern neighbor’s influence)
* BwmemmuBathes B ykpauHckue nena (Intervene into Ukrainian affairs)
*  Bremnynuts Poccuto (Force Russia)
* Brmyxzaennoe pemenne (Constrained decisions)
= Tepoii (Hero)
= Jlocroitablii Bocxumienus (Admirable)
= 3ameuaTenbHbIN (Amazing)
» Kpuruka pexuma (Criticism of the [Ukrainian] regime)
=  Menbiie caenath Ob110 Henb3s (Less could not have been done)
»  OOwvemuustonmii (Uniting)
=  OrtBaxHusiii (Daring)
= [lomo3peBaemsiii B cenaparuzme (Accused of separatism)
= [lo3utuBHOe, yto Aana Poccus (Positive [things] that Russia gave)
= [Ipo-pycckue [momutuku | (Pro-Russian [politicians])
= Poccus cnacna ux ot rubenu (Russia saved them from demise)
= Poccuiickoe Hacnenue (Russian legacy)
= Cnenosano B3sTh Oonbiue (More should have been taken)
=  CorpyaauuectBo ¢ Poccueii / poccutickumu CMU / JIHP (Cooperation with
Russia / the Russian media / LPR)
= Coro3 ¢ Poccueit (Union with Russia)
= Crarnsiii (Lofty)
= Crarb Ha ctopony Poccum (Stand with Russia)
= Tpynnoe pemenue (Hard decision)
= Xapusmatuunslit muaep (Charismatic leader)
=  DOwmurpantsl (Emigrants)
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Sampling and Coding Units: Ukrainian Texts

Sampling units Coding units
Russia and its Russia:
“allies” Arpeccop (Aggressor)

Russian and pro-
Russian population

Russian politicians

Bpar / Bopor (Enemy)
Nmmnepckoe rocynapcetso (Imperial state)
[Ipeanpustue (Enterprise)

Crimea after annexation, DNR and LPR
3axBadeHHbIN TOTyocTpoB (Captured peninsula)
Oxkynarnmonnsiit (Occupational)

OxkynoBani Teputopii (Occupied territories)
Cxin (East)

Russian “agents”

AreHtH Bopoxoi iHO3eMHO1 ep:kaBu (Agents of a foreign

enemy state)
boru (Bots)
Inozemni arenTu (Foreign agents)
Masninynstopi (Manipulators)
Crimean authorities, Donbas rebels
botioBuku (Militants)
Boopyxennsie moau (Armed people)
Bopor (Enemy)
Bopoxi po3Binnuku (Enemy’s scouts)
Xusa cuna (Living force)
Jlikimosano (Liquidated)
Cnenoneparus (Special operation)
Tepopuctu (Terrorists)
Yrpossl (Threats)
YentocTu okKynanoHHOU octuiuu (Jaws of
occupational justice)

Putin and his team
AMOun (Ambitions)
Brnaguwuii Tpon (Throne)
Box s poccuiickoro Hapona (Leader of the Russian
nation)
Bocnanénnoe Boobpaxenue (Debris imagination)
BrizeiBaTth cmex (Provoke laughter)
Bpar (Enemy)
INomuuk (Street bully)
Jukaps (Savage)
JIxussrit (Deceitful)
Jloxs (Lies)
Hectu "pasBecucryro kiokBy" (Talk utter rubbish)
[onneiii (Mean)
PannoakruBHbiil memnen (Radioactive dust)
Pociiiceku nonitukym (Russian political elites)
Cunosuki (Security forces)

275



Running head: HATE SPEECH AND PROPAGANDA

Russia’s foreign
policy

Xutpsrii (Cunning)

Historic personalities
JxyramBunu / Ctanun Mocud Buccapnonopuu
(Jugashvili / Stalin Joseph Vissarionovich)
Exarepuna Bropas (Catherine 1)
Coserckue komuccapsl (Soviet comissars)

Involvement into Crimea and Donbas
Amnnekcus (Annexation)
botiosi aii (Warfare)
Bo6usctBo (Murder)
Biitna (War)
Boopyxennas arpeccust (Armed aggression)
BrinaBiuBanue mectHoro aieMeHTa (Squeezing out the
local population)
JaBnenue [Ha kpbiMckux Tatap] (Oppress [the Crimean
Tatars])
Jenopranuu (Deportation)
3axBarHu4eckas nonutrka (Imperialistic policy)
NurtepBennus (Intervention)
Kaparenbnsie onepanuu (Punitive expeditions)
Konounuzanus (Colonization)
«Kpacnas kHomKa simepHOro yemonanynka» (“Nuclear
launch suitcase™)
Hapymenue tepputopuanbHOi HEIPUKOCHOBEHHOCTH
(Violate territorial integrity)
Hogas snepuas qunnomatust (New nuclear diplomacy)
Hapymuts YeraB OOH (Violate the UN chart)
[IneBats (Does not give a damn)
[Ipectynnenus npotus yenoBedecTBa (Crimes against
humanity)
Pemnpeccun (Repressions)
Creperts ¢ nuna 3emnu (Wipe off the Earth’s face)
VYrposa (Threat)
VY napute o Ykpaune (Strike Ukraine)

Involvement into USA elections

AriTamis (Agitation)
Bmus (Impact)
Brnunytu Ha cycnuibHy AyMKY (Influence the public
opinion)
Bropriucs (Invaded)
Brpyuanns (Interference)
3nosxuBanHs (Misuse)
3mina nomituyHux norysiaiB (Change of political views)
Inctpyment (Tool)
Indopmarriitna onepariist (Information operation)
Kammnanis (Campaign)
Koundmukr (Conflict)
ManinymoBanHsa amepukaHisiMu (Manipulate the
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Russia’s inner policy

Americans)

Masninynsuiii (Manipulations)

«MeptBu nymni» (“Dead souls™)

[MigBumuTH rpagyc paaukansHocTi (Raise the level of
radicalism)

[TimmroBxayBanus (Steering [of public opinion]))
[Tposoxariist (Provocation)

[IpocyBanns Ha noct npe3uaeHta Jonansaa Tpamma
(Promote Donald Trump to presidency)

Pexnama (Advertising)

PosnamoBanns Boposkneui (Incite hatred / hostility)
Cisitu BopoxHeuy (Spread hatred)

«Tposabekuii kinb» (“Trojan horse”)

@eiikoBu (Fake)

Political regime
Exctpemism (Extremism)
Nwmnepus (Empire)
WupycrpuansHas Hanopuctocth (Industrialist
aggressiveness)
Wucturynnonansbeiil pacus3Mm (Institutional racism)
Kopynuiitnu cxemu (Corruption schemes)
[IpaBoBoii Hurnmsm (Legal nihilism)

[Tonituuni maneBpu Kpemis (Political maneuvers of the

Kremlin)
[TyTinceka nponaranga (Putin’s propaganda)
[Tytincekoro pexxumy (Putin’s regime)

Pa3meIThie HOpMBI [6 3akoH00amenvcmeae] (Blurry norms

[within laws])
Pacuctckux o6mects (Racist society)
Penpeccusnbie HOpMBI (Repressive norms)
CakpamnizyBatu (Sacralized)
Yuuuroxenue (Destruction)

Everyday life / Inner policy
Axuii mpotecrtiB (Protest actions)
JlomuHupoBaHnue pycckoro Hapona (Dominance of
Exctpemism (Extremism)
XKopcrkuii monminiiHUM Ta MOMITUYHUHN IHCTpYMEHTapii
(Rigorous police and political reaction)
3aboponu (Bans)
3arpumanns (Detaining)
Kopymis (Corruption)
Kommap (Dread)
Mitunru (Protests)
HacunbctBenno oroupaet (Forcefully taking away)
He cumraet stHOCaMu (Does not threat as ethnicities)
Oo6myki (Searches)
[Ipunymenns nporectiB (Suppression of the protests)
ITpuxats HenoBoNBHBIX (Suppress the dissatisfied)
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= (CakpanuzyBaTu

= Cankuii (Sanctions)

= (Ckanpan (Scandal)

= (Co3maBas yCcJIOBHS JJI BBIMUPAHUS [U1s1 HAPOAOB]
(Creating conditions [for ethnicities] to die out)

= Crpax posnpasu (Fear of violence)

=  VwmemuieHHo paspeiBaeT (Deliberately tears)

= [lenenanpasienno pactBopmia (Persistantly dissolved)

= [IITpad ([Monetary] Fine)

Ukraine and Ukrainians vs. Russia, Russians and “pro-Russians”
= AnekBatHa troauHa (Adequate man)
» AxrtuBucTtka (Activist)
» biifmi (Soldiers)
» boiioBu nobparumi (Brothers in arms)
» bonesas Touka (Pain point)
» Bukonaru cBoro podoty (Do [his] job)
» BiiickoBa moauHa / BiiickoBuii (Army man / Soldier)
» BisBosenns (Liberation)
» Bornuesa nactka (Fire trap)
* Boopyxennoe conporusieaue (Fight back militarily)
= T'epoii [ Ykpainu] (Hero [of Ukraine])
= 3agaua (Task)
= Jlerenaa (Legend)
*  MyxHicTs (Bravery)
» HezaBucumas (Independent)
= OrcyrcTBUe KpoBOokagHocTu (Absence of cruelty)
» [loxBur (Heroic deed)
*  Pusuxyroun xkutTsaMm (Risking [their] lives)
» (Cpaxanach 3a mmpasa cBoero Haposa (Fighting for the rights of her people)
= CysepenHnas (Sovereign)
» [IuBinizoBanwmii cBiT (Civilized world)




