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be so; may it come to that split; may it be recognized that the
rest of you no longer speak in the name of our current genera-
tion of revolutionary sisters and brothers.

This rift will be between ideological puritanism and genuine
solidarity, between dogmatism and empathy, and it will be a rift
between a Western-centric worldview that has infiltrated and
poisoned our movements, dominating and imposing its values
on a new emerging horizontal sphere. For that reason it is a
rift between the past and the future, between dusk and dawn.
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shamelessly, and from a position of privilege, to judge and give
advice—from afar—to brave women and men in the midst of a
liberation struggle, and go even as far as to sneeringly delegit-
imize them. These people whose protests resemble, at worst, a
cat and mouse game!

Meanwhile, May Day celebrations in the West have become
more of a sad commemoration; a day of remembrance for our
movements which have regressed every year since Haymarket;
striking symbols of our failure to achieve any significant social
change.

But they prefer not to see it. They also prefer not to see
themselves sitting on that white horse, having all the answers
without engaging in any substantive struggle. Leil wrote iron-
ically in an article I cherish:

“Žižek [and the Europeans] have a lot to teach the people
in Syria and Egypt. The European Left as a whole has much
to share itself. I mean, Europe has been revolting for decades
and the victories of the European Left are a source of global
envy. Žižek himself has led the barricades and put a stake in
the heart of neoliberalism in his own country.”

Donʼt they see it? Since 1848, what revolution are they chant-
ing about on their streets? Now, finally, the world is shaking—
but that shaking does not conform to dogmas, it does not follow
the “rules” of those white, old, bearded men who wrote thick
manuals and manifestos for these dogmatists to hide behind,
shielding them from reality.

A new dawn is at our doorsteps. A new dawn that puts em-
pathy over ideology, that puts experience over opinion. I hear
those calls for unity. What unity? The right of the privileged
to denigrate the ones doing the dying?

I am certainly not advocating for a deepening rift among our
movements. I am calling for a deepening reflection on our priv-
ileged positions. But if we are unable or unwilling to reflect on
this current situation, and if this means that some of us are in-
capable of overcoming our ideological puritanism, then may it
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the struggles of the radical Left opposition in Russia; to
support marginalized groups and ethnic minorities; and to
stress the unfortunate fact that it is these groups—along with
the working class—that will be the main victims of military
confrontation.

VI. On the way home

In the preface to Franz Fanon’s TheWretched of the Earth, Jean
Paul Sartre wrote: “Have the courage to read this book, for in
the first place it will make you ashamed, and shame, as Marx
said, is a revolutionary sentiment.”

Do we have what it takes to feel ashamed?
Liberation always happens within context: you fight to free

yourself from what is oppressing you. Language reflects that.
If you are oppressed by military occupation or dictatorship, by
religion or by the nation state, by sexual morals or by gender
roles, this is reflected in the language you use.

Western leftists and anarchists seem not to have much
beyond economic oppression to liberate themselves from.
Their liberal democracies guarantee, more or less, their phys-
ical safety; their essays and language reflect this position of
comfort, often affording them a certain arrogance.

But when did the Left stop being empathetic with real peo-
pleʼs struggles? When did we stop researching and reading and
truly connecting our struggles to struggles abroad? When did
we become so arrogant and assume we know the answers be-
fore the questions are ever asked?

I wonʼt hear it anymore. I canʼt listen to them anymore: peo-
ple who call themselves internationalists, anarchists, marxists
or political activists. People whomay have gone throughmate-
rial precarity but have never experienced real physical insecu-
rity; who have read them all—Bakunin, Marx, Rousseau—but
have never had to run for their lives; who allow themselves
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V. Implications for anarchists and
“leftists”

“You cannot buy the revolution. You cannot make
the revolution. You can only be the revolution. It
is in your spirit, or it is nowhere.” – Ursula Le Guin

There is an ongoing debate among the international radi-
cal Left on what constitutes solidarity and internationalism;
on who to support and how, and who to condemn. I hear
many claim, for example, that the Syrian Revolution is a Zion-
ist/American conspiracy. Too often, it is these same people
who see Ukraine only as the battleground (or “playground,” an
even less tasteful word) of imperial forces, and call the Euro-
maidan an “instrumentalized” protest—thus delegitimizing the
demands of, and material reasons for, the uprising.

Ignoring for now how frustrating it is to see “leftists” fall for
conspiracy theories or obtuse geopolitical analysis in the first
place, I must note having observed a stubborn refusal to ac-
knowledge any local sources which might contradict this kind
of pet worldview—the evidence of this is particularly strong in
the case of Syria, but increasingly also observable in Ukraine.
Many seem unwilling to listen to members of the Russian op-
position, who leave no doubts about the risks and dangers of
Putinʼs aspirations.

If we are unwilling to listen to revolutionaries on the ground,
maybe we should shut up. To make it very clear: leftists and
anarchists support neither dictators nor representatives of im-
perialist states. Instead, they work through the web of lies
by researching, reaching out, and finding allies on the ground.
Those allies are given by nature: marginalized groups, ethnic
minorities, democratic and Left opposition, the working class.

Our task in Ukraine is to amplify those voices that are
suppressed by powerful propaganda machines. And further:
to connect the struggles of the radical Left in Ukraine to
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“When the battle is over and the martyrs sleep, the
cowards emerge from the alleys to tell us of their
heroism.” – Graffiti in Homs, Syria

Prelude – Mission Impossible

What follows is an attempt at the impossible: a critical
review of the situation in Ukraine, the involvement of Putinʼs
Russia, and the international Leftʼs capacity (or lack thereof)
to respond to social uprisings without repeating prescribed
narratives. It is written on one sole premise: that the victims of
an eventual military escalation in Ukraine will predominantly
be ethnic minorities such as the muslim Crimean Tatars,
marginalized groups such as the Sinti and Roma, and the
working class—while bureaucrats in Brussels and the Czar and
his clan in Moscow will continue to further their respective
interests. To highlight the likelihood of this prediction, a
comparison will be made between events in Chechnya and
Crimea.

I will try to present a nuanced assessment of events based
on historical and current facts—and no balanced account can
deny the scope of Russian delusion. There is no need to hedge:
Russia is a police state,1 with no or very few civil liberties, far
from being a democracy, and even further from being an anti-
fascist entity. At greatest risk are the marginalized—our natu-
ral allies—and it is at their side that our efforts are needed. I
will try to show that if we fail (or refuse) to engage in social
protests out of ideological (in)difference, we lose not only our
moral position, but also the disaffected masses to reactionary
forces.

Already with the advent of the Maidan uprising, it was ev-
ident that an anti-fascist confrontation awaits us in Ukraine

1 Podrabinek, A. (2014). Decline of Free Speech. [online] Available at:
http://imrusimrussia.org [Accessed 7 May. 2014].
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and in Russia.2 Russiaʼs aggression in the Ukraine has com-
plicated matters; without it we could have focused our efforts
on the removal of oligarchy and neoliberal policies, as well as
opposing all brown elements in Ukraine. Regardless: now is
a crucial moment to unite our voices in opposition to fascism,
neoliberalism and imperialism.

I am not interested in repeating any of the pre-packaged nar-
ratives we already know so well; this article is written with the
understanding that you as a reader, just like me, deserve to be
treated as a mature, independent mind, capable of critical ques-
tioning, and not as a propaganda-swallowing zombie.

One thing is clear: there is no Santa Claus, and there are
no angels in politics…only self-interested assholes. Eventually,
however—and I am convinced of this—facts speak louder than
any propaganda machine.

I. A pocket atlas of post-Soviet states

“I will recall once more Russia’s most recent
history: Above all, we should acknowledge that
the collapse of the Soviet Union was a major
geopolitical disaster of the century. As for the
Russian nation, it became a genuine drama. Tens
of millions of our co-citizens and compatriots
found themselves outside Russian territory. More-
over, the epidemic of disintegration infected
Russia itself.” – Vladimir Putin

Russia and the Soviet Union have always been a patchwork
of ethnic and national groups. Throughout modern history, ev-
ery Russian leader has been fearful of disintegration and inde-
pendence movements within the “motherland.” With the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union, many saw these fears turning into

2 A Harsh Antifascist Confrontation Awaits Us. (2014). Tahrir ICN.
[online] Available at: tahriricn.wordpress.com [Accessed 7 May. 2014].
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thorities attack these flags, which are like a red rag to a bull.
They may use force [against the Crimean Tatars].”17

Finally, to reassure the most (or least) skeptical who still be-
lieve in Putinʼs claims of antifascism, there is very disturbing in-
formation about Chetniks having been invited to join Russians
fighting together with the Cossack “Wolves” (the “Wolves” are
a paramilitary organization known for their ruthlessness and
have engaged in combat in Chechnya as well as in Georgia).18

As a reminder, many of the worst crimes in the Bosnian
war were committed by Chetniks, such as the massacre in
Srebrenica—atrocities we will never forget. It is therefore
more than merely disturbing that, since mid-March 2014,
Chetniks have been arriving in Crimea.

A Serbian volunteer named Malisic is quoted on a Serbian
newsportal saying: “During the wars in Yugoslavia, a lot of
[Russian] volunteers fought on the Serbian side, so we, as
their brothers, have decided to help them. That is why we are
here.”19 And in a YouTube video (see below), a Serb fighter in
a traditional fur hat and beard can be seen addressing a crowd
of supporters in Crimea with the aid of a Russian translator,
speaking of their common Slavic blood and Orthodox faith.
Chetniks are driven both by anti-Western motivations and a
nearly unparalleled hatred towards Muslims.

17 Crimean Tatars: Increasing Tensions Between Mejlis And De Facto
Authorities. (2014). [online] Available at: www.unpo.org/][www.unpo.org]]
17111 [Accessed 11 May. 2014].

18 Shuster, S. (2014). Meet the Cossack ‘Wolves’ Doing Russia’s Dirty
Work in Ukraine. [online] Available at: time.com [Accessed 13 May. 2014].

19 Ristic, M. (2014). Serbian Fighters Help ‘Russian Brothers’ in Crimea.
[online] Available at: www.balkaninsight.com [Accessed 12 May. 2014].
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spectively), and creating animosity and distrust by favoring
certain ethnic groups over others.15

What might the people of Crimea have to look forward to?
Well, today Chechnya is a very authoritarian place to live. Free-
dom of expression is nonexistent, nevermind freedom to dis-
sent. On the day of the closing ceremony of the Olympic games
in Sochi, 23 February 2014, upon request of Putin, Kadyrov (the
current puppet leader in Chechnya) imposed a ban on the 70th
commemoration of the ethnic cleansing of the Chechens from
their homelands. Two days earlier Ruslan Kutaev, the presi-
dent of the international organization Assembly of the Peoples
of the Caucasus was detained in Chechnya for having held a
conference in the village of Gekhi about the 1944 deportation
of the Chechens.16

Tensions are currently high in Crimea as the 18th of May
draws closer and as native Crimean Tatars prepare to commem-
orate their deportation. Putin, via prosecutor Natalia Pokolon-
skaya, has left no doubt that he will use any dissent—such as
raising the Crimean Tatar flag—as a pretext to escalate the situ-
ation. Already, Mustafa Dzhemiliev has been declared persona
non-grata and has been denied access to his homeland. It is fur-
ther feared that the Kremlin will not hesitate to use provoca-
teurs to guarantee the escalation. “Crimean Tatars will march
with their national [Crimean] and Ukrainian flags,” Dzhemilev
told a news conference on May 5. “As you know, Russian au-

15 Karp, P. (2014). Without Reciprocity. [online] Available at:
www.rightsinrussia.info [Accessed 8 May. 2014].

16 Dzutsev, V. (2014). Official Grozny Fails to Mark 70th An-
niversary of the Chechen Deportations. [online] Available at:
www.jamestown.org? tx_ttnews[tt_news]=42045&tx_ttnews[backPid]
=639&cHash=5f1f3707f9ea96d5c95ed94a39d3e0af#.U3NL6C8ds7N [Ac-
cessed 11 May. 2014].
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reality. Russia lost significant parts of its former territory, and
with it much of its national pride.

The humiliation was aggravated during the early days of the
collapse by fierce deregulation and liberalization; the IMF de-
manded (and assisted in) a massive sell-off of national assets.
Foreign investors could buy anything for a fraction of its value.
The former Soviet empire was humiliated as the West and its
market ideologues drove their point home: that liberal democ-
racy and capitalism were the only way.3

I want to ask you: is it a coincidence that, after the humili-
ation and selling-out of the Soviet Union—a period led, in the
eyes of many Russians, by an incompetent and shameful Pres-
ident4 —Russia experienced once again the call for and install-
ment of a “StrongMan?” I doubt it. This seems to reflect the im-
perialist character of Russian nationalism and accommodates
Putinʼs own political aspirations to recapture some of the lost
“glory” of the past—and that includes regaining control over
lost territories.

A thorough historical background on Russia and Ukraine,
on Chechnya and Crimea, and their detailed, interconnected
relations would go well beyond the scope of this article. So
would an explanation of the political landscape in post-Soviet
and former Warsaw Pact states and how it differs in important
ways from that of the “West” because of the lived experience
of “real-existing socialism.” Let us simply bear in mind that,
when discussing issues of international concern, terms with
“left” or “right” orientation can be rather mercurial and highly
dependent on context.

3 Milne, S. (2001). Catastroika has not only been a disaster for Russia.
[online] Available at: www.theguardian.com [Accessed 8 May. 2014].

4 Russia after Boris Yeltsin: Crocodile tears. (2007). [online] Available
at: www.economist.com [Accessed 9 May. 2014].
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II. On Imperialism

“If you would be a real seeker after truth, it is nec-
essary that at least once in your life you doubt, as
far as possible, all things.” – Rene Descartes

There is an interesting split in perception, on the “Left,”
when it comes to imperialism. It seems fair to say we all agree
on the need to oppose US imperialism. However, as soon as
the picture is complemented by a second state with imperial
aspirations, many—especially Western—“leftists” equivocate,
and seem willing to choose the perceived lesser of two evils.
This dualistic approach has its roots in the Cold War; it is the
useless remnant of a period when to be pro-Soviet might have
implied being anti-capitalist.

It was wrong then, it is wrong now, and it is time to get rid
of it.

The latest example of this difficulty in renouncing the false
choice between evils has come with the crisis in Ukraine. Com-
mentators around the world are drumming up evidence to sup-
port the hype that a new Cold War is at hand. Publicly, ten-
sions between the US and Russia appear to be rising; however
behind the curtain nothing is all that new. The US, the EU and
NATO have always been trying to push their scope of influ-
ence eastwards; Russia has never been willing to cede political
influence, control over pipelines, or access to resources in its
former Soviet territories.

More importantly, however, and refuting the vision of a new
ColdWar at our doorstep, is the fact that the US has been hand-
ing out “aid” to Russia since 1992, attached to conditions de-
manding deregulation imposed by the victorymarch of Bretton
Woods (and later Troika) institutions.

We are used to hypocritical US foreign policy; its stance to-
wards Russia serves just as another example. We keep hear-
ing calls out of the White House urging Russia to respect dis-
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sia has always been somewhere between 34% and 41%.12 This
once again confirmsMustafa Dzhemilievʼs immediate response
to the referendum. Crimeans asked to vote were subject to
an intimidation campaign led by masked military men (speak-
ing Russian but without military insignias) in the streets of
Crimean towns. According to Yale historian Timothy Snyder,
the only international monitors on the ground were invited by
the Russian government from European far-right parties.13

Taking into account these facts—that the referendum was
illegal according to the Ukrainian constitution, that it was sub-
ject to a massive intimidation campaign, and that no indepen-
dent monitors were on the ground—it is questionable that such
an event can be considered anything but a farce.

In discussions between Putin and former Chairman of the
Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar People, Mustafa Dzhemiliev, Putin
argued that the separation of Ukraine from the Soviet Union
had also happened under illegitimate conditions, as if to legit-
imize his own procedure.14

TheKremlin was quick to insert its own people on the penin-
sula. We should not forget that it has—like any other colonial
and imperial power—a few tricks up its sleeve. For a long time,
Western media submitted to the confusion and would repeat
that the militant separatists are Russian-speaking Ukrainian
citizens. But Putin has a playbook for confusing and dividing
territories he wants to subject. Tactics include creating provo-
cation through unidentified soldiers and so-called “concerned
citizens,” efforts to divide the Meljis or Chechen leadership (re-

12 Blakely Donaldson, D. (2014). Crimea Referendum: 34 Percent, Not
97 Percent, Says Former Russian Government Adviser. [online] Available at:
guardianlv.com [Accessed 10 May. 2014].

13 Snyder, T. (2014). Far-Right Forces are Influencing Russia’s Actions
in Crimea. [online] Available at: www.newrepublic.com [Accessed 12 May.
2014].

14 Джемилев: Путин заявил о незаконном выходе Украины из
состава СССР Подробнее. (2014). [online] Available at: www.rosbalt.ru
[Accessed 11 May. 2014].
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dum” while the Kremlin was lying through its teeth denying
such a military intimidation campaign.10

The commonalities do not stop there, speaking of referen-
dums. In 2003, after two wars stretching over almost ten years
and killing over 200,000 civilians, the Chechen Republic voted
in a referendum to reintegrate Chechnya within Russia. Ac-
cording to the Chechen government, the referendum passed
with 95.5% of the votes. That the referendum was held under
anything but fair conditions lies close at hand: military threats
at every doorstep, intimidation campaigns, no independent ob-
servers and fraudulent vote counts all served to guarantee the
outcome of the referendum in favor of the Kremlinʼs interests
and its puppet, Akhmad Kadyrov.

In Crimea, we are told to believe, even more people voted
for annexation by Russia. An incredible 96.7% “expressed
their willingness” to join Russia. Mustafa Dzhemilev, spiritual
leader of the Crimean Tatars, was quick to denounce the
referendum as rigged, and a former advisor to the Russian
government, Andrey Illarionov, confirmed this, stating the
outcome was the result of “grossly rigged falsifications” of a
“cynically distorted population.” According to a report of the
Russian Presidential Council on Human Rights, turnout was
far lower than claimed—but it concedes that approval could
be as high as 50% overall. This does not answer doubts about
wrongdoing at the polls, but raises only more questions.11

Further, according to polls conducted by the Kyiv Interna-
tional Institute of Sociology since 2011, support for joining Rus-

10 Memorial Human Rights Centre on disturbing parallels between the
Crimea and Chechnya. (2014). [online] Available at: hro.rightsinrussia.info
[Accessed 10 May. 2014].

11 Problems of Residents of Crimea. (2014). [online] Available at:
www.interpretermag.com [Accessed 10 May. 2014].
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sent and the opposition. Along with the US’s own draconian
attitude toward dissent and opposition, this continuous back-
door support of Putinʼs regime reduces such calls to so much
hot air.5 Nevertheless, Obama and his Western colleagues stay
plenty busy reaffirming themselves with ridiculous sanctions
which have no impact whatsoever on Putinʼs or his pet oli-
garchs’ greed.6

At any rate, the previously mentioned US vs. Russia narra-
tive continues to fill the airwaves, and of course the US is not
the only one making noise. From an anti-authoritarian stand-
point, it is frustrating as well as saddening to see the Krem-
lin’s propaganda make its merry way around the world wide
web. Indeed, Russian mainstream media has much in common
with that of the US and EU—each points the finger at the “other
side.” “Leftists” and anarchists should, however, be able to see
through this game and reject both claims. The “West” does not
have amonopoly on imperialism, and it is not by opposing only
Western imperialism that we show our solidarity with ethnic
minorities, marginalized groups, radical Left opposition or the
working class—all of whom will be the main victims of contin-
ued aggression.

In fact, to do so has dire human and political consequences; it
enables the continued oppression and killing of ethnic minori-
ties and weakens those few voices that do manage to get heard
from within the opposition movements in Russia and Ukraine.
Further, this reckless attitude results in a direct conflict among
“leftists.” Many are unwilling to condemn Russian aggression
for what it is, fearing this would imply support for their own
imperialists, similar to those “leftists” that tried to defend first

5 Tarnoff, C. (2007). U.S. Assistance to the Former Soviet Union. [on-
line] Available at: www.fas.org [Accessed 10 May. 2014].

6 Podrabinek, A. (2014). Amazing Sanctions. [online] Available at:
www.rightsinrussia.info [Accessed 7 May. 2014].
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Qaddafi, later Assad, and nowPutin.78 Twowrongs don’tmake
a right.

However, anarchists and “leftists” should in my opinion
support neither dictators nor authoritarian regimes—unless
they want to call themselves Stalinists, in which case they
are no longer welcome among our ranks. They may instead
join ranks with Greeceʼs Chryssi Avgi, Franceʼs Front National
under Marine Le Pen, the Forza Nuova in Italy, and other
declared National-Socialists who are currently the most loyal
and ardent supporters of Putin and the Kremlin. Anders
Brevik called Putin a “fair and resolute leader worthy of
respect” and Forza Nuova declared Putinʼs Russia to be a “new
beacon of civilisation, identity and courage for other European
peoples.”9
(For an analysis on far-right support to Assad’s Regime see

Hisham Ashkar’s “A reading into the new wave of of European
far-right and the reasons behind its support for the Syrian
regime“)

A glance at either, the recent May Day celebrations in
Moscow—where Nazis marched unhindered, and Stalinists
carried pictures of Lavrentiy Beria and signs calling Obama
a monkey that wants to rule the world— or at the racially
fuelled riots of October 2013 in Moscow, provide all the hints
we need of the current xenophobic atmosphere in Russia.

7 Missenden, B. (2011). Gaddafi, the War on Libya and the Left. [on-
line] Available at: londonprogressivejournal.com [Accessed 10 May. 2014].

8 Baig, A. (2013). Why does the left find it so difficult to take a position
on Syria?. [online] Available at: www.newstatesman.com [Accessed 11 May.
2014].

9 Shekhovtsov, A. (2014). The Kremlin’s marriage of convenience with
the European far right. [online] Available at: www.opendemocracy.net [Ac-
cessed 5 May. 2014].
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The Russian past includes countless other atrocities in the
Caucasus, which can be said to have seen their apex under
Stalin. In recent history, the two Chechen wars after the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union serve as examples of just how deep
Russian resentment of “blacks” really runs. There are there-
fore valuable lessons—for anyone, but especially for political
activists on the “left” and anarchists— in looking at Crimea
through the lens of Chechen history. So what happened in
Chechnya between the fall of the Soviet Union and now? And
how does it tie to Crimea?

The similarities between the fates of these two peoples—the
Chechens and the Crimean Tatars—as well as the Kremlinʼs tac-
tics, rhetoric and attitude towards them, are frightening. There
is one exception, however: Crimea has not been put through
the horrific kind of war the Chechens had to go through. Letʼs
hope it stays that way. One life lost to nationalism is one life
too many.

Case in point: in a press release from March 2014 by the
Memorial Human Rights Center in Russia, the authors noted
that “Russian forces in the Crimea are headed by a general
whose troops, in the years 1999–2000, were responsible for the
enforced disappearance of at least seven people during the sec-
ond war in Chechnya,” and that “reports from the Crimea are
emerging about the detainment and subsequent disappearance
of people: journalists, civic activists, and Ukrainian soldiers.”

The man in question is Lt. Gen. Igor Nikolaevich Turche-
niuk, who has been put in command of the Russian occupying
troops in Crimea. Not only did the report byMHRC highlight a
further analogy between Chechnya and Crimea, it revealed the
presence of Russian troops on the ground prior to the “referen-
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die in filth and poverty if the Red Army does not civilize them,”
and in order to assimilate them to Soviet culture they had to be
“emancipated from Islam and their barbarous traditions”… and
forcefully deported.

On the dawn of 23 February 1944, Stalinʼs RedArmy received
orders from Moscow to round up all the Vainakh (Chechen
and Ingush) people and deport them to Central Asia in what
it termed “Operation Lentil.” The forced transfer was ordered
by NKVD chief Lavrentiy Beria and approved by Stalin. The
order entailed the deportation of over 500,000 people and the
complete annulment of the Chechen-Ingush Autonomous So-
viet Socialist Republic. Hundreds of thousands of Chechens
and Ingushes were killed during the round-ups and the trans-
portation, or starved to death in the early years of exile. Sur-
vivors were not allowed to return to their lands until 1957. The
European Parliament has declared this an act an of genocide
committed by the Soviet Union.

The arguments used to justify the transfer of the Chechen
population in 1944 were the same as the ones brought forward
to justify the ethnic cleansing of the Crimean Tatars. Among
them was the argument that the Chechens, like the Crimean
Tatars, were supposedly collaborating with Nazi Germany.
This claim has since been refuted: 40ʼ000 Chechens and 25ʼ000
Crimean Tatars are documented as having fought in the Red
Army against Nazi Germany.

So it does not come as a surprise that the fate meted
out by the Soviets to the Chechens—deportation and ethnic
cleansing—would not be long in coming to the Crimean Tatars.
Indeed, it hit the entire Crimean Tatar people in one single
day: on 18 May 1944 they were rounded up and deported, in
67 trains, to Central Asia. It is estimated that around half of
the Crimean Tatar population died either during the round-up
and transport or from malnutrition and starvation shortly
thereafter.
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III. On the Ukrainian Revolution

“The opposition in Kyiv promised to put a piece of
the paving stones used to attack the police on the
table of every deputy so that they will always re-
member that the main power in Ukraine lies with
its people” – Unknown Maidan Activist

And now in Ukraine: fed up with widespread corruption,
with inefficient institutions, with being exploited and living in
hardship while the government of the few piles up its wealth
abroad, people gathered in the square to demand change. Al-
liances, even unholy ones, were formed in the battle to fight
off Yanukovychʼs Berkut and Russian agents at Maidan.

The revolution has not managed to topple the oligarchs, and
we may also have our problems with the political constellation
of the protests. The Nazi symbolism at Maidan was appalling
to many of us, and rightly so. Of course if you were to ask
who profits from escalation in Ukraine, the answer is straight-
forward in geopolitical terms: imperial forces. That, however,
should not imply that the popular uprising was not authentic
or was “instrumentalized;” since that would mean completely
discrediting the material reality that brought people to risk
their lives on Maidan and not accepting the consequences of
that lived reality.

Lived hardship is not ideological in itself. Itʼs a state, an
oppressive reality in which countless families find themselves.
It goes without saying that people who are subjected to
fierce austerity are tired of listening to lies and big fancy
ideas—regardless which corner they may come from. I think
in that context it is legitimate for people to look for “do-ers.”

It is frustrating to have to write the following: Pravy Sektor
did what we were not able to do. I donʼt intend to start an argu-
ment about Pravy Sektor in particular; however, I would like to
see us truly reflect on why the radical Left and anarchists are
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not in a similar position to communicate our critical views of
the system and translate them into popular action—we would
rather, it seems, spend our time either in trench warfare with
each other or as spectators on the sidelines.

That said, it bears repeating: a harsh anti-fascist confronta-
tion awaits us—not only in Ukraine and Russia, but on the en-
tire European continent. Turning away from people suffering
under austerity, no matter who or where they are, will not
improve our chances of emerging victorious from this coming
conflict.

Writing on (the lack of) solidarity towards the Syrian revolu-
tion, Arab Queer Transfeminist Anarchist Leil Zahra Mortada
wrote: “Solidarity and support in the face of injustice should
never be measured by how much you agree or disagree with
the individual suffering the injustice. You can still disagree
with them, be against their politics, and still refuse and fight
the injustice they are suffering. You can fight them, and still
fight the discrimination they are facing.”

We canʼt wait for the “perfect” revolutionary moment, and
only get involved if the “revolutionary frame” appeals to us
ideologically. On what moral grounds can we claim to be in
support of the “people” when we ignore their struggles? We
have to climb down off our white horse and truly reflect upon
ideological dogmatism and puritanism when it comes to the
simplest acts of solidarity: acknowledging a struggle, showing
moral support, taking that extra step to meet the people where
they are, and countering lies and propaganda with concrete
action.

Asmuch aswe donʼt like the political outcome and the ascent
of ultra-nationalists to some government positions in Ukraine,
the fact remains that the so-called Euromaidan was neverthe-
less an uprising. It must be perceived as our mistake, our fail-
ure to communicate our own vision if, out of frustration over
crony nepotism and corruption, the far Right succeeded (as in
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other countries) at folding great swathes of the working class
into its ranks.

It is important to note that the rise of Svoboda preceded the
events in Maidan. In the 2012 parliamentary elections it col-
lected more than 10% of votes and found itself with 38 man-
dates in parliament.

Anyway, not liking the character of an uprising can only
be addressed by our own engagement—from afar, as allies
with those forces we can support; on the ground, as comrades
next to forces with whom we share certain critical values. The
antifascist movement, the Left and democratic opposition in
Russia and in Ukraine, and ethnic minorities and marginalized
groups would all seem to be good places for us to start giving
meaning to the as-yet hollow refrain of “international solidar-
ity.” Every social struggle has elements which the radical Left
and anarchists can support. To a large degree it is simply a
question of our willingness to research, inform ourselves and,
above all, listen to those elements.

IV. The missing link: Chechnya and
Crimea

“Terek on his stones is fretting / With a troubled roar; Wild
Chechen, his dagger whetting, / Crawls along the shore. But
your father knows war’s riot, / Knows what he must do. Sleep,
my darling, sleep in quiet, / Bayushki-bayu.” – popular Cossack
lullaby written by the Russian Poet Lermontov

To call somebody black in reference to their skin color might
be a politically acceptable term in the US. In Russia however,
“black” (in Russian: чурок, chyrock, chyrka) is used in a very
derogatory and racist way, and was used throughout Soviet
history to differentiate between “loyal ethnic Slavs” and “rebel-
lious, uncivilized non-Slavs.” The Soviet propaganda machine
declared that “the Chechens are wild animals that will one day
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