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“War proves a rough master. Words change their ordinary meaning. Reckless audacity becomes
courage; prudent hesitation, cowardice. Frantic violence becomes bravery. The advocate of extreme
measures is always trustworthy; his opponent, a man to be suspected. Promises of reconciliation
hold only so long as no other weapon is at hand. Meanwhile, moderate citizens perish between the
two sides, either for not joining in the quarrel or from malice.”

“Revolution runs its course from city to city, and the places which it arrived at last, from having
heard what had been done before, carried to a still greater excess the atrocity of their reprisals.”

from Thucydides, “The Civil War at Corcyra,” IT1:10.

The real end of the history of the 20t century, argues Vladimir Pastukhov, was marked by Russia’s annexation of
Crimea c.2014. As the new century dawns, Russia and the West are “at war with each other,” a condition each “all
but openly declares.”?

Compared to this self-assessment, Ukraine’s lot is less auspicious. Its misfortune, Pastukhov writes, was to be born
in the wrong place at the wrong time. It has become a bargaining chip between Russia and the West. Like 18t
century Poland, “we must come to terms with the fact that Ukraine, in the form in which we are accustomed to see
her for the past twenty years, has ceased to exist.”? Thus, another’s characterization of the 17 April Geneva accord as
“this senseless piece of paper.”3

! Pastukhov, a lawyer and visiting fellow in Russian law & politics at St. Antony’s College, Oxford, writes, “KpsIMOM HCTOpHYECKH
3axonumncs XX Bex” [“Crimea marks the historical end of the 20" Century™]. See: Pastukhov (2014). “Yxkpansa — 570 ITobma XXI
Beka.” [“Ukraine is the Poland of the 21% Century.”] 14 April 2014. http://polit.ru/article/2014/04/14/ukraine/. Last accessed 23 April
2014.

> Ibid.

? The phrase is from a recent commentary by Russian journalist Yuliya Latynina on the Geneva accord on Ukraine. Quoted in



http://polit.ru/article/2014/04/14/ukraine/

Ukraine “is at risk of dismemberment,” writes Andrey Illarionov, because those upon whom she relied to defend her
position at Geneva betrayed her. Illarionov’s “those” are in equal measure Ukraine’s leaders— he calls acting Prime
Minister Arseniy Yatsenyuk and acting President Oleksandr Turchynov “traitors”— and the West, whose actions
legitimized Russia’s seizure of Ukrainian territory “without the use of tanks.”*

From the perspective of Russia, events in Ukraine are less important for any ephemeral effect on its standing in the
world than for their transformative effect on Russian society, according to Vasily Kashin:

«CoObITHA NPUHAAU y>K€ HEOTBPATHMBINA XapakTep, U HX XOA HE MOJKET ObITh M3MEHEH HH B
Mockse, Hu B Bammnrrone, mu B Kwuee. Koudponramua c 3amaaom cdopmupyer HOBOE
poccuiickoe 0OIIIECTBO, M BOIPOC COCTOHUT TOABKO B TOM, KaKHM OOpa3oM HCIIOAB30BAaTh HOBBIE
YCAOBUsA, YTOOBI IIPEACTOAIITAE TOABI HE OBIAY IIOTEPAHHBIM BpeMeHeM Aafd Poccum.»’

“Events [in eastern Ukraine] have taken on a character of the inevitable and their course cannot be
changed, not in Moscow nor Washington nor Kiev. Russia’s confrontation with the West will form a
new society.”

PUTIN’S “NEW WARFARE”. War has indeed proved a rough master in Ukraine. Russian journalist Yuliya
Latynina writes on the independent media website Yezhednevny ZhurnaF (Daily Journal) that Putin has conceived
a fundamentally “new kind of warfare” (Russian: xHoBO#1 BoiiHe. Russian transl.: novoy voyne) for the new
international order.” It is conceptually rooted in the following observation:

«CoBpeMeHHbII 3amaA OCYy’>KAaeT Ar00O€ IMPHMEHEHHE CHABI CO CTOPOHBI IOCyAApPCTBa, HO He
3aMeyaeT HACHAWA B TOM CAydae, €CAU OHO HCXOAUT OT «aKTHBHCTOB», «OOIIeCTBEHHBIX
OPraHU3ALUI» HAU KHAPOAA». DTO AaeT O€CKOHEUHYIO CBOOOAY 3A0M BOAE.»

“The modern West condemns the use of force by a state, but excuses violence if it comes from
‘activists,’ ‘community organizations,” or ‘the people.” This gives infinite freedom to malicious

intent.”

New Warfare employs four tactics. The first is to use noncombatants, especially women and children, as “human
shields,”® something reputedly borrowed from “Palestinian terrorists.”® The second is a media component,’® which
she elaborates as follows: “If the main purpose of conventional warfare is victory, then the main purpose of the New
Warfare is public relations.”! The third is to “accuse others of what you are doing yourself.”!? This involves
provocateurs masquerading as local irregular forces to assume the role of victim-cum-avenger, something Russia

http://www.interpretermag.com/west-has-given-putin-a-mandate-to-take-as-much-of-ukraine-as-he-wants-latynina-says/. Last
accessed 23 April 2014.

* Andrey Illarionov (2014). “Ykpannrpi, Bac npegami.” [“Ukrainians have been betrayed.”]
http://aillarionov.livejournal.com/675700.html. Last accessed 23 April 2014. Quoted in Paul Goble (2014). “West has Given Putin a
‘Mandate’ to Take as Much of Ukraine as He Wants, Latynina Says.” The Interpreter. Online edition 22 April 2014.
http://www.interpretermag.com/west-has-given-putin-a-mandate-to-take-as-much-of-ukraine-as-he-wants-latynina-says/. Last
accessed 23 April 2014.

> Vasily Kashin (2014). “Illanc amst HoBoii Poccum.” [“Chance for a new Russia.”]. Vedomosti. Online Russian language edition.
http://www.vedomosti.ru/opinion/news/25463021/novaya-rossiya. Last accessed 23 April 2014.

® On 13 March 2014, Russia’s ROSKOMNADZOR (Federal Service for Supervision in the Sphere of Telecom, Information
Technologies & Mass Communications) banned Yezhednevny Zhurnal for ”incitements to unlawful behavior and participation in
unauthorized mass gatherings.” http://moskovskienovosti.com/russia-bans-several-websites-critical-of-govt-grani-ru-kasparov-ru-and-
yezhednevny-zhurnal/. Last accessed 28 April 2014.

7 Original Russian text: “ITyTHHBIM NPUIYMaH NPUHIUIHATEHO HOBBI BUJ BOMHBI, PACCYMTAHHBIN HA HOBBIE MEK/IYHAPOIHEIE
ycnoBus.”

¥ Russian: )Kupoii mut. Russian transl.: zhivoy shchit.

? Russian: ITanecTiHCKHE TeppoprcThl. Russian transl.: Palestinskiye terroristy.

' Russian: Meamacocrapmsiromas. Russian transliteration: Mediasostavlyayuschaya

' Original Russian text: “Eciii B 06bI4HOIT BOiiHE GOEBbIE AEHCTBHS COBEPIIAIOTCS PAIH OOE/IBI, TO B HOBOI BOIHE IIABHOM LEIIBIO
TeX WM UHBIX OIepaluii sBisieTcs nuap.”

12 Russian: OGBUHsIT APYrEX B TOM, 4TO Aenaemb caM. Russian transl.: Obvinyay drugikh v tom, chto delayesh’ sam.
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employed to great effect during its c.2008 intervention in South Ossetia.!’ The fourth is a somewhat twisted variation
of “hearts and minds”—3om6upyerca (Russian transl.: zombiruyetsya)—figuratively, to capture the mind of
“liberated” populations and turn them into “zombies” that attack Russia’s enemies via “pogroms and ethnic
cleansing,”* and by so doing form “a human shield” between Russia and “enemy” [here, read: Ukrainian] troops.s

While the tactics of the New Warfare are clear, does it have a comparably clear strategic objective? Among the
many answers to this question, Aleksandr Vdovin offers one of the more interesting.!® Citing Lenin’s unfulfilled
“call for the transformation of the Russian Empire into the Russian Republic,” he writes:

«Aasa 3Toro Tpebyercs MHOrOe: CABMIM B HAIIMOHAABLHOM IIOAMTHKE B CTOPOHY AaKIIEHTOB Ha
TOCYAAPCTBOOOPA3yIOIIEM PYCCKOM HAapOAE, IPABOCAABUH, COEAUHEHUH COBETCKOM M POCCHIICKOI
HCTOPUH, AEP>KaBHOCTH. TpebyercA OuMINEHHE HCTOPHUYECKOIO HACAEAUA OT pycodobcrBa,
BBIPA00OTKA MEp II0 IIPEOAOACHUIO HEIATHBHBIX IIOCACACTBHN Pa3A€ACHHOCTH PYCCKOIO HAPOAA,
y3aKOHEHHE IIPOIIOPIHOHAABHOIO IIPEACTABUTEABCTBA BCEX HAPOAOB B OPraHaX BAACTH, H30aBAeHUIE
OT aCUMMeTPHUYHOIO peaepasnzma.»!’

“We want a united and indivisible republic with solid power, which can only be derived from the
voluntary consent of the people. With due deference to good intentions, we must recognize that it is
long since time for Russia to establish a Republic form of government. Building the Russian
Republic requires many things, in particular, transformative national policies to emphasize
supporting ethnic Russians who seek to form their own states; the Orthodox Church; the continuity
between Soviet and Russian history; and Russia’s great power status. It requires cleansing the
historical heritage of Russophobia; developing measures to reverse the adverse consequences to
ethnic Russians of partition;'® legalizing proportional representation by ethnic group; and ending
asymmetrical federalism.”??

THE DIALECTIC OF UNINTENDED CONSEQUENCES. The 19* century political economist Frédéric Bastiat
wrote famously of unintended effects:

'3 This lesson is not lost on Ukrainians:
«EcTecTBEHHO, BHELIHSIS YIPO3a CETOAHS UIPAeT Ha PYKY CTapOMY HALIMOHAIM3MY; MUJIUTAPU3M U HALIMOHAIU3M BCErga
paboraror B mape...CaMoe TOMyJIPHOE CIOBO ceityac BO JIbBOBE — HeE «PEBOITIOIMS», HE «BOWHAY, & «IPOBOKALIUS.
IpoBokanuii Bce GOSATCS, ¥ BCE WX JKAYT; B TIEPBYIO OUEPEIb, CAMH HAIIHOHAIKMCTHL. [IpOBOKATOPOM HA3BIBAIOT YEIOBEKA C
MeradOHOM.»

“The external threat today naturally plays into the hands of the old nationalism; militarism and nationalism always work in
pairs...The most popular word in Lviv now is not ‘revolution,’ it is not ‘war’: it is ‘provocation.” Everyone is afraid of
provocations, and everyone is waiting for one, especially the nationalists. The provocateur is the person with a megaphone.”

See: Andrew Archangel (2014). «JIbBoB: Bce ci10)kHO AHJpeit ApxaHresbCKuii 1oObIBaji Bo JIbBOBE U yBHIE, YTO
BamagHoykpanHckuii Hanmonaausm — coBceM He To, uTo Ham kaxercs.» (“Lions: It's Complicated. Andrew Archangel visited Lviv
and saw that Western Ukrainian nationalism is not what we think.”). Colta. Online Russian language version, 30 April 2014.
http://www.colta.ru/articles/society/3075. Last accessed 30 April 2014,

' Russian: ITorpoMsl 1 STHHYECKHE YHCTKH. Russian transl.: pogromy i etnicheskiye chistki.

' Russian: BeTaet sKHBBIM IHTOM TIepe/] BOWCKAME IPOTHBHEKA. Russian transl.: vstayet zhivym shchitom pered voyskami protivnika.
'® Vdovin is a revisionist historian and member of the Russian Academy of Humanitarian Sciences. In 2010 he co-authored the highly
controversial Russian language textbook, 4 History of Russia 1917-2009.

" Aleksandr Vdovin (2014). “IIponarasia KOCMOIOIHTH3MA U MUPOBOro mpasuteinseTsa B CCCP u PD.” 26 anperns 2014
[“Cosmopolitan propaganda and world government in the Soviet Union and the Russian Federation.”]
http://rossiyanavsegda.ru/read/1926/. Last accessed 28 April 2014.

'8 As used here, “partition” refers to the Soviet era policy of HalHOHaIbHO-TEpPHTOPHATLHOE pa3MexeBanue [Russian transl.:
Natsionalno-territorialnoye razmezhevaniye) under which territorial boundaries were set without specific reference to ethnic
considerations. The term is sometimes translated as delimitation to convey the sense that territorial boundaries were delimited from
the geographic distribution of ethnic groups.

' As used here, the term “asymmetrical federalism” refers to the post-Soviet devolution of power within the Russian Federation, and
the emergence of non-Russian ethnic separatism. See: Gail W. Lapidus (1999). “Asymmetrical Federalism and State Breakdown in
Russia.” Post-Soviet Affairs. 15:1, pp. 74-82. http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/1060586X.1999.10641463. Last accessed
28 April 2014.
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“There is only one difference between a bad economist and a good one: the bad economist confines
himself to the visible effect; the good economist takes into account both the effect that can be seen
and those effects that must be foreseen.”20

The same may well be said of politicians.

Of Putin’s New Warfare, what effects must we foresee? For one, it has created a “fulminate mixture’?! inside
Ukraine that “is not only accelerating the collapse of Ukrainian statehood but sharpening regional conflicts within
Ukraine”:22

«DKCIIEPTBI y>Ke€ AABHO IPEAYIPEIXKAAAHM, UTO K IIOAMTHYECKOMY KPHU3HCYy Ha YKpawHe CKOPO
npubaBurca counmasbHbI. Ilop00HAs rpemydas IMIPOTECTHAsA CMECh MOXKET IIPUBECTH K
HEIIPEACKA3yEMBIM IIOCACACTBHA. N2

“Experts have long warned that the political crisis in Ukraine would soon acquire a social
dimension. The consequences of such an explosive mixture within the protest movement could be
unpredictable.”

Put another way, the protest movement fomented by Russia has unintentionally given rise to a social movement, a
dialectic of unintended consequences of a sort. Or to return to Bastiat, “it almost always happens that when the
immediate consequence is favorable, the later consequences are disastrous.”?

As a result of the rise of this social movement, Boris Shmelev? warns, “the war in southeast Ukraine is against not
only Kyev but also the Ukrainian oligarchs”:

«Kcratn, NIMEHHO HEAOBOABCTBO OAMIAPXAMH YBEAHYUBAET HYHCAO Te€X, KTO OPHEHTHUPOBAH HA
Poccuro Ha Ykpaune. Ecau npeanososxuts, yro Poccusa peunrerpupyer AoHernkyro, AyraHCKyro,
Oaecckyro u emé kakue-to o6aactu FOro-Bocroka Ykpaussl, TO TaM y>Ke POCCHICKOE PYKOBOACTBO
OyAeT «pa3pyAMBATB» CHTYALIMIO C YKPAMHCKAMH OAMIapxaMu. Me>KAy TeM, y HACEACHHA FOIO-
BOCTOYHOI YKpauHbI cAOKUACA uMuAXK IlyrnHa, xak Gopua ¢ oaurapxamu. 910, KOHEYHO, CHABHO
IpPEeyBEAHYUECHHOE IIPEACTABACHHE, HO B HApPOAHOI Mudosorum sror obOpas mpmxuaca. Ilyrun
MPEACTABAAETCA, KAK YEAOBEK, KOTOPBIA mmoAaBuA oanrapxar B Poccun. Poccusa BocupuHuMaercsa
3A€CH KaK CTpaHa, KOTOpadA MOJKET IIOMOYL «pPa3o0paTbCa» C YKPAMHCKHUMHU OAUTAPXAMU.
ITocaeanme, KCTaTH, IIPU HEIHENIHEH KUEBCKOM BAACTU TOABKO YKPEIIMAM CBOM ITO3HITHI.»26

“Discontent with the Ukrainian oligarchs increases the orientation toward Russia within Ukraine.
There is a belief within the protest movement, should Russia annex Donetsk, Luhansk, Odessa, and
other parts of southeast Ukraine, that Putin will ‘resolve’ the situation with the Ukrainian oligarchs.
This reflects a popular mythology within the movement of Putin as the man who crushed the
oligarchs in Russia. Russia is perceived [in southeast Ukraine] as the only country that can ‘deal’
with the Ukrainian oligarchs, who incidentally have only strengthened their position in the current
Kyev government.”

%0 Frédéric Bastiat (1850). “What Is Seen and What Is Not Seen.” http://www.econlib.org/library/Bastiat/basEss1.html. Last accessed
29 April 2014.

! Aleksey Verkhoyantsev (2014). “T'pemyuas npotectHas cMech: Ha Boctoke YKkpauHbI HEIOBOIBHBI He TOJIBKO HOIHTHKOH Kuea,
HO ¥ coOcTBeHHBIMU onurapxamu.” [“The protest’s fulminate mixture: In eastern Ukraine, protesters are dissatisfied not only with
Kiev’s policies but also with their own oligarchs.”]. Ceoboonas npecca (Svobodnaya Pressa). Online Russian language edition, 23
April 2014. http://svpressa.ru/politic/article/86185/. Last accessed 29 April 2014.

*? Original Russian language text: “MBI ceifuac SBISEMCS CBHAETEIAMH He TONHKO HAPACTAIOIIEr0 Kpaxa yKPaHHCKO#H
TrOCyJapCTBEHHOCTH M 000CTPEHHUS perHOHAIBHBIX IPOoTHBOpeunid Ha Ykpaunne.” Ibid.

2 Verkhoyantsev (2014). Op. cit.

* Batiat (1850), op. cit.

2> Shmelev is head of the Department of International Relations of the Diplomatic Academy of the Russian Federation.

*% Verkhoyantsev, op. cit.
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A second, and this time perhaps not wholly unintended consequence of the New Warfare is the inability of
Ukraine’s armed forces to mount effective resistance. This reflects two factors, one specific to Ukraine; and the
other, a general rule that applies to standing armies. To the former, writing under the headline “It's not the
Ukrainian army that's keeping Putin out,” Anshel Pfeiffer notes, “There was no reason to expect the Ukrainian
military to function any better than the failing country it serves, especially when taking into account that it grew out
of the Red Army and many of its officers continue to see the comrades from across the border as brothers in arms.”?
To the latter, Andrew Bowen writes:

“[N]o military, much less Ukraine’s, is designed or trained to deal with situations like the one they
are facing now. Militaries are designed to fight other militaries, not to quash internal dissent and
adapt to an internal policing role...”?8

The post-Maidan emergence of Ukrainian nationalist paramilitaries revives, for both Russians and Ukrainians, the
unresolved legacy of “the OUN-UPA problem.”? The following quote from an analysis written by a serving officer
in the Ukraine Armed Forces is interesting for its parallel to contemporary events:

“The 1940s-1950s Ukrainian insurgency eventually was unsuccessful because the international
community did not support the movement and because the Soviet government was simply too large,
too well organized, too ruthless, and too powerful for the insurgency to overcome.”30

Extremist groups such as Svoboda (“Freedom”)— which control one-quarter of Ukraine’s government ministries,
including defense—and Pravyi Sektor (“Right Sector”)—a member of which is deputy chair of Ukraine’s National
Security Council—operate political and paramilitary branches. Within twenty-four hours of “forming a special
battalion in the Donetsk region of eastern Ukraine,”3! Pravyr Sektor assured an Organization for Cooperation and
Security in Europe (OSCE) monitoring mission that it “had dissolved its militant wing. It was transforming into a
political party and did not consider itself to be a part of the 'armed groups' mentioned in the Geneva Statement.”
[emphasis added]. Ominously, OSCE monitors reported:

“The Lviv team met with the Head of the Right Sector in the city. He declared that all activities of
the Right Sector were aimed at supporting the efforts to enhance the defense of the country
(including registering volunteers, providing them with basic physical training without weapons) and
that they were coordinated with the National Security Council of Ukraine and the Ukrainian Armed
Forces.”3?

Some argue a shared memory is necessary for the unity of any nation, which in turn is necessary for the stability and
viability of a state.33> As Anthony Smith wrote, “no memory, no identity; no identity, no nation.””3* Short of that,

*7 Anshel Pfeiffer (2014). “It's not the Ukrainian army that's keeping Putin out.” Haaretz. Online English language version, 16 April
2014. http://www.haaretz.com/news/world/.premium-1.585899. Last accessed 29 April 2014.

% Andrew Bowen (2014). “Can Kiev regain control of Eastern Ukraine, and its own military?” The Interpreter [online edition, 21
April 2014]. http://www.interpretermag.com/can-kiev-regain-control-of-eastern-ukraine-and-its-own-military/. Last accessed 23 April
2014.

 The “OUN-UPA problem” refers to two WW2-era paramilitary groups, the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (Orhanizatsyia
Ukrainskykh Natsionalistiv or OUN) and the Ukrainian Insurgency Army (Ukrainskykh Povstanska Armia or UPA). The OUN was
established in 1929 and coordinated wartime underground activities in Soviet-occupied western Ukraine. It operated openly in Nazi-
occupied Poland, and formed two Ukrainian battalions within the Wehrmacht. The OPA grew out of a 1940 split within the OUN to
operate in western Ukraine in the 1940s and the 1950s, fighting at different times both Nazi and Soviet forces. At the war’s end, the
OUN and the UPA effectively became a single organization once again. As the Soviet Union reestablished control over the territory
of Ukraine, however, armed resistance by the OUN-UPA in western Ukraine diminished and eventually ended by the mid-1950s
marking the end of the nationalist liberation movement in Ukraine.

3% Major Pavlo Savchenko, Armed Forces of Ukraine (2012). “The Insurgent Movement in Ukraine during 1940s-1950s. Lessons
Learned from the Case Study of the Ukrainian Insurgent Army (OUN-UPA).” A thesis presented to the Faculty of the U.S. Army
Command and General Staff College, p. 77.

31 «“Ukraine: Right Sector To Form Special Battalion In East.” http://www.stratfor.com/situation-report/ukraine-right-sector-form-
special-battalion-east. Last accessed 23 April 2014.

32 «“Right Sector tells OSCE mission it is being transformed into party, its military wing dissolved.” Interfax-Ukraine. Online English
version, 23 April 2014. http://en.interfax.com.ua/news/general/201818.html. Last accessed 23 April 2014.

3 Oxana Shevel (2009). “The politics of memory in a divided society: A comparison of post-Franco Spain and post-Soviet Ukraine.”
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Ukraine might find its own pacto de olvido, a “pact of forgetting” such as Spain instituted during its democratic
transition. By agreeing not to reckon with a painful historical past, Spaniards hoped to avoid a repetition of bloody
civil conflict. It is not, however, the pathway evident in Ukraine of “historical simplification, omission, and outright
lies.”35

The historical narrative dominant in southern and eastern Ukraine (and of course, in Russia) holds that Russians
and Ukrainians “shared common historical origins and in effect belonged to one pan-Russian nationality.”3 For
many Ukrainians, accepting that narrative is tantamount to denying the legitimacy and normalcy of Ukrainian state
independence.’” One encapsulation of “the OUN-UPA problem” perhaps best characterizes the danger posed by
the emergence of nationalist militias in the vacuum formed by an ineffectual national defense force:

“For Lviv and Western Ukraine, UPA fighters are heroes, perhaps the biggest heroes in the history
of Ukrainians struggle for independence. But for Eastern Ukraine, the UPA is a band of bandits,
traitors, and collaborationists. The UPA is the single most controversial phenomena in the history of
Ukraine. Nothing divides our society more.”3

Aleksandr Dugin® offers a more theoretical (and distinctly Russian) perspective:

«YKpanHCKaA ApaMa HATASAHO HAAIOCTPHPYET 3TOT 3aKOH TEOIOAUTHKH: B OJTOM CrpaHe
TEOIIOAUTHYECKAA IPAHHUIIA IIPOXOAHUT poBHO mocepeaunne — Ha FOro-Bocroke m B Kpeimy Hapoa
HAaAEA€H APKO BBIPAXKEHHOM €BPa3HUICKOM, CyXOIyTHOM, IPOPOCCHICKONM HAECHTUYHOCTBIO; Ha
3amaae u oruactu B LlenTpe — mpoamepuxaHckoii, araanTucrckoi. FIMeHHO Ta reomoAuThdecKas
MOAAPHOCTE U CTAaAd IPUYMHOI rubeAm He3peAoil YKpPaHMHCKOH rocyaapcrseHHoctH B 2014 roay.
Ilpumeamnie B X0A€ TIOCYAAQPCTBEHHOIO II€PEBOPOTA PAAMKAABHBIE ATAAHTUCTBI HEMEAACHHO
CTOAKHYAHUCH C >kecTKod ommosurueii B Kpeimy u Ha FOro-Bocroke, Uro 3aKOHUYHAOCE YXOAOM
Kprima B Poccuro u rpaskAaHCKOM BOMHOM.»

“The Ukraine drama illustrates the law of geopolitics in a country in which the geopolitical border is
exactly in the middle— in the southeast and in the Crimea, people have a Eurasian, pro-Russian
identity; in western Ukraine and in part of central Ukraine, they are pro-American Atlanticists. It is
this geopolitical polarity that led to the death of the nascent Ukrainian state in 2014. The radical
Atlanticists who came to power during the coup immediately encountered stiff opposition in the
Crimea and in southeast Ukraine, ending in the Crimean secession and a civil war.”

NOVYE RUSSKIYE 3; REST OF WORLD, NIL.# How then will this situation develop? From the perspective of
one Russian:

Paper prepared for presentation at the 5th Annual Danyliw Research Seminar on Contemporary Ukrainian Studies, University of
Ottawa, 29-31 October 2009, p. 21. http://ase.tufts.edu/polsci/faculty/shevel/PoliticsofMemory.pdf. Last accessed 29 April 2014.

** Anthony Smith (1996). "Memory and modernity: reflections on Ernest Gellner's theory of nationalism." Nations and Nationalism.
2:3, p. 383.

%> Shevel (2009), p. 31.

3% Vera Tolz (2002). "Rethinking Russian-Ukrainian relations: a new trend in nation-building in post- Communist Russia?" Nations
and Nationalism. 8:2, p. 237. Cited in Shevel (2009), p. 22.

37 Shevel, op. cit., 23.

* Yaroslav Hrytsak (2003). L vivs ka Hazeta. Quoted in Shevel, op. cit., 1.

** Dugin is a controversial Russian political theorist and the founder of the “International Eurasian Movement.” In June 2007, Ukraine
declared him persona non grata and banned him from entering the country for a period of five years. This decision was later retracted,
then reinstated in October 2007 after IEM members defaced a symbol of Ukrainian nationhood. See: Yigal Liverant (2009). “The
Prophet of the New Russian Empire.” Azure Online. 2009:35. http://azure.org.il/article.php?id=483. Last accessed 30 April 2014.

¥ (llecras komonna.» [“The Sixth Column.”] Bszus0. (“The View”). Online Russian language version, 29 April 2014.
http://vz.ru/opinions/2014/4/29/684247 .html. Last accessed 30 April 2014.

# “Recent history has taught us, however, that Russia is up to the mark. For now, the score stands at 3-0. Russia won in Georgia,
Russia won in Syria, and Russia won in the Crimea.” Timothy Bancroft-Hinchey (2014). “Ukraine: Russia 3, NATO 0.” Pravda
[online English version, 20 April 2014]. http://english.pravda.ru/opinion/columnists/20-04-2014/127407-ukraine_russia-0/. Last
accessed 23 April 2014.
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«B coBpeMEHHOM MHpe€ MOIYT CyLIECTBOBATH TOABKO KPYITHBIE TOCYAAPCTBA MAHM IOCYAAPCTBEHHBIE
o0beanHenus...Ha wmoii B3rasa, y IOro-Bocroxka VYkpamHpl, KOTOPBIH A AIOOAIO Ha3bIBATH
ucropuueckum nmenem HoBopoccusa, eCTb TOABKO OAMH IyTh IIPEOAOACHUA KPU3UCA— BAUTHCA B
cocrap Poccun. MBI BCe MPEKPACHO 3HAEM, UYTO U TyT AAAEKO HE Paii, IPo0AeM XBaTaeT, HO BMECTe
HX pemiaTe OyAeT Aerde.»?

“In the modern world, only large states or federated states are viable...In Southeast Ukraine, which I
like to call by the historic name Novorussia, there is only one way to overcome the crisis— to join
Russia. We all know this is far from a perfect solution to the problem, but at the same time, it will be
easier to solve.”

What is clear is that the situation in Ukraine has mutated from a political crisis to an existential one, or at a
minimum, is poised at the event horizon to do so at any moment.

The economic sanctions imposed so far on Russia are not warfare of any class, economic or otherwise: while
sanctions seek “to coerce target governments into particular avenues of response,”# economic pressure applied to
achieved a defined set of political goals is different from economic denial to limit an adversary’s military capabilities
and expose it to military defeat. Economic sanctions can be credited with success if they meet three criteria: (1) the
target state concedes to a significant part of the coercer’s demands; (2) economic sanctions were applied before the
target state altered its behavior; and (3) no more-credible explanations exist for the target state’s change of behavior.
It seems unlikely today that these criteria will be satisfied in any meaningful sense. Moreover, showing that
economic sanctions have some effect does not imply economic sanctions alone can achieve comparable ends to
military force alone, or to the employment of the two together.* One question that ought to be assessed honestly in
the current circumstance is whether imposing sanctions simply yields greater domestic political benefits than
refusing calls for sanctions or resorting to military force.** Economic sanctions may make threats of force more
credible, but they do not substitute for them.

What of the economic sanctions imposed on Russia? Consider the view of one Russian analyst:

«3a pEeBOAIOIIMIO— HE BaXKHO, A€Bad OHA HAU IpaBas— HAAO IIAATUTH BBICOKYIO II€HY.
«KoHcepBaTHBHAA PEBOAIOIIHA» AOPOTO CTOUT. DTy LIEHY IIPUAETCS IIAATUTH BOBCE HE IIOTOMY, YTO
ITyrua moccopuaca c¢ xoHkperHsiM npe3uAeHToM CITA wmam kammaepom I'epmanuu. A mpocro
IOTOMY, YTO CyMACLIECTBHE CaMO II0 cebe AOpOro crour. Y HEro oueHsb BbICOKaA mHeHa. Ee maarar
BC€ COCAOBHA, BCE€ CEMbH— U T€, KTO PAAOBAACH HACTYIACHHIO «KOHCEPBATUBHOU PEBOAIOLIMI», U
Te, KTO OBIA IIPOTHUB.»*0

“For a revolution—no matter left or right—you have to pay a high price. Revanchism [literal
translation: ‘conservative revolution’] is expensive. The price is high not because Putin quarreled
with a specific American president or German chancellor. It is expensive simply because it is
madness. And it will be high for everybody—those who rejoiced in Putin’s revolution, and those who
were opposed, too.”

Coming full circle around, Henry Luce wrote, “The 20th Century is the American Century.”# Of course, such
prognostications have more often than not missed their mark: in 1904, Canadian Prime Minister Wilfred Laurier
declared, “The 20th Century Will Be the Century of Canada.” But if, as Vladimir Pastukhov believes, Russia’s
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* Gary C. Hubauer, et al. (1990). Economic Sanctions Reconsidered: History and Current Policy [Vol. 2.] Washington DC: Institute
for International Economics, p. 10.
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Crimea”]. Colta.ru. Online Russian language edition, 17 Match 2014. http://www.colta.ru/articles/society/2477. Last accessed 29
April 2014.

" Henry R. Luce (1941). “The American Century.” LIFE magazine. http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/article6139.htm. Last
accessed 29 April 2014.
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annexation of Crimea marked the real end of the history of the 20t century, does it mark the end of “The American
Century,” too?

It is claimed the emergence of peer competitors—something that has resulted historically in regional instability—
and not terrorism presents the greatest long-term threat to United States national security.* Consider, then,
Morozov’s admonition, “At the head of the Russian Federation stands a ‘conservative revolutionary,’” a revanchist
player who is prepared to sacrifice the Russian Federation’s standing in the world in its entirety in order to threaten
the world order that emerged as a result of events in the 20t century.”® That much, at least, is clear. What is less
clear is what the West will do about it, and how far it will go to preserve that order.
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