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Abstract 

 

Propaganda always has been a mean of warfare. The thesis analyzes the impact of Russian 

propaganda on public and provides whether the propaganda was successfully implemented, 

debunking the lies, arguing that constructivism theory lays behind the conflict as the propaganda 

about identity and history. Over a decade Russia tried not to let Ukraine choose its own future, after 

the negotiations over the common deals between Russia and Ukraine have failed, Ukraine turned to 

the European Union, but Kremlin could not let that happen. It annexed Crimea and destabilized the 

Donbas region as the brainwashing of some people of that region already was showing results and 

trust in Putin’s regime. Since then, the heavy Russian heavy propaganda regarding Ukrainians being 

Nazis and fascists, who are Russo phobic began.  

After propaganda in Donbas was not as effective as Russia thought, they could not seize the entire 

region of Donbas. Once gathered troops on border with Ukraine 24th of February, 2022, full scale 

invasion of Ukraine by Russia began, leaving there not much for negotiations, however, days before 

invasion Russian officials lied about planned invasion but Russian propaganda has been preparing 

masses years in advance, trough tv state channels, news outlets, and online. The result was a recent 

rise in Vladimir Putin's approval rating, and the Kremlin propaganda machine was effective in 

Russia, from the Z symbol to patriotic rallies, and those who opposed the war having to face fines 

or prison sentences, not only for public demonstrations but also for making reference to it as a war 

rather than a special military operation. 

Banning social media and closing all independent media outlets, Russia became a dystopian country 

of nowadays, as in the book of George Orwell, “1984”, even in the speech of Russian President 

Vladimir Putin the notions of Orwellian doublespeak could be defined. The Russian propaganda has 

narratives from Ukraine being created by the USSR and the Russian Empire to the narrative that 

Ukraine is the project of the West to destabilize Russia, however, it sounds absurd as Ukraine is a 

sovereign state and its history of Kyiv could be traced back even before the creation of Moscow. 

With the Western support of not only military funds but also of fighting against Russian propaganda 

warfare, as it is targeting not only democratic Ukraine but also the whole democratic world, there is 

a hope for better tomorrow for Ukraine.  
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Santrauka 

 

Propaganda visada buvo karo priemonė. Diplominis darbas analizuojamas Rusijos propagandos 

poveikis visuomenei ir pateikiama informacija apie tai, ar propaganda buvo sėkmingai 

įgyvendinama, paneigiamas melas, įrodinėjama, kad konstruktyvizmo teorija slypi už konflikto kaip 

propagandos apie tapatybę ir istoriją. Daugiau nei dešimtmetį Rusija stengėsi neleisti Ukrainai 

pačiai pasirinkti savo ateities, nepavykus deryboms dėl bendrų Rusijos ir Ukrainos susitarimų, 

Ukraina kreipėsi į Europos Sąjungą, tačiau Kremlius to negalėjo leisti. Jis aneksavo Krymą ir 

destabilizavo Donbaso regioną, nes kai kurių to regiono žmonių smegenų plovimas jau davė 

rezultatų ir pasitikėjimo Putino režimu. Nuo tada prasidėjo sunkioji rusiška propaganda apie 

ukrainiečius kaip nacius ir fašistus, kurie yra rusofobai.  

Po to, kai propaganda Donbase nebuvo tokia veiksminga, kaip manė Rusija, jie negalėjo užgrobti 

viso Donbaso regiono. 2022 m. vasario 24 d. surinkus kariuomenę pasienyje su Ukraina, prasidėjo 

plataus masto Rusijos invazija į Ukrainą, todėl deryboms nelabai liko vietos, tačiau likus kelioms 

dienoms iki invazijos Rusijos pareigūnai melavo apie planuojamą invaziją, tačiau Rusijos 

propaganda masiškai ruošėsi iš anksto prieš kelerius metus per valstybinius televizijos kanalus, 

naujienų portalus ir internete. Dėl to pastaruoju metu išaugo Vladimiro Putino reitingai, o 

Kremliaus propagandos mašina Rusijoje buvo veiksminga: nuo simbolio Z iki patriotinių mitingų, o 

tiems, kurie priešinosi karui, grėsė baudos ar kalėjimo bausmės ne tik už viešas demonstracijas, bet 

ir už tai, kad apie karą kalbėjo kaip apie karą, o ne specialią karinę operaciją. 

Uždraudus socialinę žiniasklaidą ir uždarius visas nepriklausomas žiniasklaidos priemones, Rusija 

tapo šių dienų distopine šalimi, kaip George'o Orwello knygoje "1984", net Rusijos prezidento 

Vladimiro Putino kalboje buvo galima apibrėžti orveliško dubliavimo sąvokas. Rusijos 

propagandoje esama naratyvų nuo to, kad Ukrainą sukūrė SSRS ir Rusijos imperija, iki naratyvo, 

kad Ukraina yra Vakarų projektas, kuriuo siekiama destabilizuoti Rusiją, tačiau tai skamba 

absurdiškai, nes Ukraina yra suvereni valstybė, o Kijevo istoriją galima atsekti dar iki Maskvos 

susikūrimo. Vakarams remiant ne tik karinėmis lėšomis, bet ir kovojant su Rusijos propagandiniu 

karu, nes jis nukreiptas ne tik prieš demokratinę Ukrainą, bet ir prieš visą demokratinį pasaulį, 

Ukrainai yra vilties sulaukti geresnio rytojaus.  
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Introduction  

 

Relevance  

 

In today’s world, war is multidimensional. The sides are subjected not only to a mix of economic, 

military,  political, but also to propaganda pressure. In the twenty first century, it is not sufficient to 

only rely on force to achieve decisive and enduring triumph. There are number of fronts such as 

military, political, economic, and also the front of propaganda and all of them are waged at the same 

time. 

As a consequence of these changes, propaganda has evolved into a powerful weapon against the 

adversary as well as an essential instrument for encouraging a national war effort in contemporary 

warfare. Propaganda motivates people to do the required sacrifices and commit their minds, 

strength, and funds to the victory of the conflict. The entire public, both in uniform as well as 

civilians, must be kept well up to date about the results of war and a flow of propaganda helps to 

boost the effectiveness in war and strengthens the ability of the nation to withstand setbacks, stay 

the course through a long conflict, bravely accept losses, bravely make sacrifices, and cooperate in 

all the possible ways in the great national strive for victory.  

During the times of war, propaganda must strive to demoralize the opponent. One of the major 

objectives of propaganda directed at hostile countries is to reduce their willingness to combat. In a 

number of tactics, it aims to diminish the enemy's motivation to resist. The first approach to 

envisage propaganda is military successes. Imagine the enemy's armed and economic strength is a 

second option. The third alternative is to imagine the moral advantage of the opponent's beliefs. It is 

a part of plan of a country to discourage enemy leaders, and split them from their people, as well as 

break down all the resistance by giving proofs that the adversary's people have been tricked and 

misled in enormous numbers. 

It is also a tool for sustaining coalition and cooperation among allies working jointly on a similar 

goal. It can occasionally be successful in swaying neutral side to one side or the other. In conflict 

zones, it helps to maintain the morale of the soldiers who are doing the fighting. In fact, some form 

of propaganda had been utilized in combat for millennia.  

The propaganda is widely used by Kremlin against Ukraine during the ongoing war, however, the 

grounds for this had been prepared long before the invasion, as the propaganda have been 
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brainwashing and preparing the citizens of Russia even before the annexation of Crimea in 2014, 

and the current conflict that is built purely on the Kremlin’s propaganda stating that the government 

of Ukraine are Nazis had informally started in 2014. After that both sides had been the subject of 

Putin’s propaganda, not only tried to lower the moral boost of the Ukrainian soldiers but also tried 

to brainwash the Russian speaking Ukrainians in Donbas and Crimea regions, as well as tried to 

destabilize the country and to elevate the image of Vladimir Putin in Russia to gain the support of 

the public for his cruel and bloody actions against Ukraine and its citizens.  

During the Russian invasion there are a huge variety of different claims by Russian government to 

find support of Putin’s actions in Russian public, such as Ukrainian government is Nazis and 

fascists as well as Azov are neo-Nazis that torture and kill civilians, the United States of America 

had stationed laboratories with biological weapons that would be used against Russian, the Bucha 

massacre was done by Ukrainians themselves instructed by Britain, as well as Ukrainian army 

bombing and killing its citizens and blames Russia. Also, Russia’s security under threat as Ukraine 

planned to join NATO and they had to protect the interests of its country. Russian state media even 

claimed that Ukrainians eat Russian children. Such claims were never proven, and mostly was 

spread by the media controlled by the government either on state tv or on the Internet in purpose of 

promoting propaganda and find support among public.  

 

The following provisions constitute the study's novelty: 

1. The author offers his view on the Russian propaganda and debunks it, called Kremlin’s 

propaganda, at the same time as: a special system of views on the political reality in the country, 

and the official development strategy of propaganda to achieving the objectives of state control, 

seize power, and receive support 

2. The prerequisites, characteristics of Russian propaganda as a Kremlin course based on the study 

of theoretical foundations and law-enforcement practice have been revealed.  

3. The role and influence of Russian propaganda doctrines and their individual provisions on the 

course of development of the society.  

4. Identify key areas for the further inspection of Russian propaganda based on the analysis of 

political and ideological programs of the previous courses of propaganda starting from 2014 

aggression. 
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In the thesis paper, I preferred to use qualitative research method for analyzes of the articles and 

news, as well as for the interview, however in some cases quantitative research method was used as 

well. Documents and records were used as data collection for my research as well as numerous case 

studies. In my qualitative research, the analysis methods were qualitative discourse analysis, content 

analysis, as well as narrative, and thematic analysis. Overall, my research was confirmatory in 

nature as I had the idea of relations between actors and had theories that I wanted to investigate by 

the data I collected. 

 

Scientific problem of the thesis. Russia has been using propaganda to change the narrative of their 

aggression, most importantly to get approval from its public and to illustrate the aggression as a 

liberation mission against so-called Nazis regime that took over Ukraine. Propaganda has changed 

the opinion of public and some started to view it as an act of denazification, however, it is purely 

based on lies that Kremlin feeds the public daily. The thesis investigates the cases of propaganda 

and how it affected the opinion of the public, implementing social constructivists theory for in deep 

analyzes.  

 

The object of the thesis is Russian propaganda as a tool to achieve political and military goals 

during the ongoing war against Ukraine.  

 

The goal of the thesis: to evaluate how Russia’s propaganda used during the war against Ukraine 

affect the perception of war and Russia’s goals in it.  

 

Tasks of the thesis 

1. To investigate cases of Russian state propaganda against Ukraine during Russian aggression 

2. To clarify the conditions and cases when the propaganda used by Russia was successful or 

not 

3. To overview the results of the propaganda and how it affected citizens of Russia and 

Ukraine  

4. To deconstruct the principles of Russia’s propaganda  

5. Research the impact of Russian propaganda and how it affects Russian population 
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Hypothesis: Russian propaganda distorts the reality of the war by feeding the public with lies and 

blocking the free flow of independent information inside the country, as the result people in Russia 

live in the bubble of deceptions created by Kremlin and it weaponizes the opinion of the masses 

resulting in hatred of Ukrainians among Russians, as well as propaganda tries to affect Russian 

speaking population in Ukraine to destabilize the country internally.  

 

The methodology of the research is the news outlets, social media, the Internet, state television, 

and everything that transmits Russian propaganda into the masses as well as, speeches of Russian 

officials. For analyzation of these sources, I would be using  primarily qualitative research with 

thematic analysis method, a mix of primary and secondary data, conducting mostly descriptive 

analyzes.  

 

Literature review: during the writing of my thesis a number of scientific works as well as a 

research have been used. A research of Dr. Jon Roozenbeek of the University of Cambridge was 

one of those that have been used in my research paper. Alongside the books by George Orwell were 

used, namely, “1984” and “Politics and the English Language”. A piece of work by Yelena 

Rykovtseva, "Carpet Bombing of The Brain". Articles by Roman Tsymbalyuk, Ukrainian journalist. 

Independent research from Levada Center polling organization. Edward Lucas of the Centre for 

European Policy Analysis. A number of historical articles by Ukrainian historians. Articles by 

Timothy Snyder, American author and historian. Alongside these articles, the book of 2018 by 

Michaela Pfadenhauer, Hubert Knoblauch called “Social Constructivism as Paradigm? The Legacy 

of The Social Construction of Reality.” Moreover, the book of 1998 by Maja Zehfuss, 

“Constructivism in International Relations: The Politics of Reality”. Regarding analytical papers, 

the paper by Christopher Paul and Miriam Matthews called “The Russian "Firehose of Falsehood" 

Propaganda Model”; the report of the NATO StratCom Centre of Excellence of 2015, called 

“Analysis of Russia’s Information Campaign against Ukraine”. Special Report of 2020 from GEC, 

called “Pillars of Russia’s Disinformation and Propaganda Ecosystem”. “Dominating Concepts of 

Russian Federation Propaganda Against Ukraine (Content and Collocation Analyses of Russia 

Today)” written by Nataliia Karpchuk and Bohdan Yuskiv in 2021 was also used in my research.  

 

Methodological basis of the study. Given the complex nature of the presented research, it is 

necessary to indicate that on the basis of a unified political science approach, it uses a number of 
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general scientific methods of studying socio-political phenomena and processes, such as analysis, 

comparison, deductive and inductive method. 

Of the particular-scientific methods, the following should be highlighted: 

- Historical method, which made it possible to present and study the fact of emergence, 

preconditions of formation of propaganda and the course of development of the object of research 

in chronological sequence. 

- The structural-functional method, which allowed to identify and describe in detail the mechanisms 

of implementation of the propaganda by Kremlin, to discover the impact between the elements of 

the policy conducted and their special role in propaganda.  

- Civilizational method, which managed to present Russian and Ukrainian society as a unique 

substance with accumulated historical experience, spiritual and cultural identity, which allowed to 

identify the features and patterns of effect of propaganda on this society. 

 

For my research I used the theory of constructivism and social constructivism for analyzation 

purpose of Russian propaganda and its impact, the identity that lies behind the deceptions of Putin’s 

regime.   

 

The structure is conditioned by the purpose and logic of the research and consists of a list of 

abbreviations, an introduction that sets tasks and describes methods that are used in the research, a 

theoretical perspective on constructivism and social constructivism for analyzes of the subject, two 

main chapters of the thesis that are divided on four sub-chapters each, with a conclusion that 

answers all tasks that were set one by one . Moreover, at the end of my research paper, 

recommendation notes and the reference list with all the used literature are provided with dates of 

the last access of the source. In addition, the table of contents and an abstract written in English and 

Lithuanian alongside with the title page are provided in the beginning.  
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1. Constructivism and propaganda studies 

 

Constructivism is a theory that focuses on concepts, norms, identities, beliefs, and history. It covers 

the domestic system before explaining how it influences propaganda, or how actions are decided 

endogenously (Burchill et al., 2013). The idea aims to understand the problem by first analyzing 

how Russia's internal structure impacts its propaganda course. Constructivism primarily explores 

why that system is accepted among Russians and how it contributed to the current authoritarian and 

aggressive style of Russian politics. According to this idea, Russia's identity shapes its interests. 

'Identities are the bedrock of interests,' says Alexander Wendt (Wendt, 1992). In this situation, 

Russia's identity is seen as nationalist and militaristic. As a result, whenever Russia launches a 

propaganda effort to justify a conflict, it is assumed to be a product of its nature. 

Constructivism then attempts to describe the problem using historical sociology principles. For 

example, Russians think that Ukraine's territory, particularly Crimea and Donbas, has been a part of 

their homeland for a long time and hence holds great significance for them. Russia felt insecure and 

embarrassed when the Soviet Union disintegrated, and Ukraine gained independence. Russia, once 

a significant force, believed it had the right to reclaim what they sought, which they portrayed to the 

public as historically theirs, and the propaganda campaign began well before 2014. As a result of 

propaganda tactics, public opinion is partly receptive of activities that support Russia's aggressive 

foreign policy towards surrounding sovereign states. 

Additionally, certain historical events support constructivism. The continual forced Russification 

and settlements undertaken by the Russian Empire and the Soviet Union is one key feature that adds 

to the relevance of this idea. These forces have resulted in substantial changes in the population and 

character of these areas. These factors continued to influence opinions of Ukraine and Russia after 

the Soviet Union fell apart. 

Constructivists make an interesting point that Russia has consistently questioned Ukraine's 

sovereignty since the 1990s. Ukraine, for example, had a pro-Russian president and administration 

during the Tuzla war in 2003. (Opoka, 2016). Although NATO enlargement was not a major 

subject, tensions between Russia and Ukraine remained. When it came to Crimea in 1994, the same 

thing happened. Constructivism claims that Russia has been a great power since the Russian 

Empire, that it has had a security belt surrounding it, and that it has always desired to extend its 

territory in the name of pan-Slavism, communism, or, more recently, Eurasianism. Russia's actions 
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were determined by history, people, and elites, as well as their identities. This identity is described 

as nationalistic, militaristic, adventurist, and expansionist. 

The constructivist view looks at the problem from a historical standpoint. It contends that Russian 

elites' capacity to maximize domestic authority by brainwashing a public that supports aggressive 

politics influenced Russia to behave in this manner. It goes on to say that conventions, ideals, 

beliefs, and Russia's identity all had a role in the event's occurrence. According to constructivists, 

Russia questioned Ukrainian sovereignty well before the 2000s, when the nation had a pro-Russian 

president and cabinet, and public propaganda efforts began long before the invasion of 2022. 

Constructivism holds that sociological and historical differences shape the notion of international 

relations. These are not inevitable consequences of global politics or human nature. As a result of 

this knowledge, people and groups act in accordance with their own ideas of reality thus 

propaganda easily affects them. Governments take notes of these activities, conduct independent 

reviews, and then enact its campaigns in response. Following that, constructivist philosophers 

concentrate on concepts that are shared by the majority of society, such as "knowledge, rules, 

beliefs, and norms." (Burchill et al., 2013). These concepts confine state authority and, in the end, 

shape the state's goals and identities. They are responsible for the state's "character. The 

government's actions must reflect the character of the people. These two groups cannot be separated 

since that would lead to strife. 

Constructivism is a paradigm that seeks to comprehend the concepts that lead to the formation of 

propaganda from government. People interact with objects, including other actors, based on the 

meanings that those items contain for them, according to constructivist theory. The meaning is 

linked to the individual's identity as well as to the collective identity. Constructivism recognizes that 

actors cannot predict what will happen on the world stage. Actions are dependent on the creation of 

events around them rather than preparation and forethought. 

Constructivism, from my perspective, appears to be the fundamental cause of this war. Russia 

operates under the assumption that Ukraine is a Russian territory. "I will begin by stating that 

modern Ukraine was totally built by Russia or, to be more exact, by Bolshevik, Communist Russia," 

(Reuters, 2022) Vladimir Putin said in a Kremlin transcript of his February 21st address. Russia and 

Ukraine have numerous cultural and social links, as well as Russian being the major spoken 

language in both countries. These ties are enough to motivate Russia to want to extend its influence, 

beliefs, and values to a neighboring nation. 

Putin's Constructivist concentration on a Soviet/Russian identity and pushing propaganda on this 

identity, without having a dominant focus on concerns of security or Ukrainian partnerships, 
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underlines the identity politics as being latent in the war. He invaded sovereign state as it tried to  

distance itself from the Soviet past if we look from constructivism theory. While Russia's endgame 

is unknown, the essence of identity-based warfare is that they are based on strong convictions that 

are difficult to dispel after years of brainwashing. 

Frankly speaking, constructivism is being criticized for many reasons, as its main ideas are not ideal 

and safe, it argues that the dominant power control the global order in the international relations, 

leaving there no space for those players who are smaller, thus this creates instability and makes 

everything vulnerable. The arguments of constructivism might be seen as too dangerous as from 

one side it could possibly be a fundamental cause of the ongoing war.   
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2. Russian Peace  

 

2.1 Putin’s doctrine as a tool of neo-Nazism  

 

President Vladimir Putin presented many arguments for why Russia had no other choice when the 

invasion of Ukraine began in late February of 2022. (Kirby, P. 2022, BBC). First, Russia needs to 

demilitarize Ukraine and to combat the growth of fascism and neo-Nazism in the country. Putin 

claims that leaders of Ukraine are a group of neo-Nazis who hold the country captive. Moreover, 

Russian engagement in eastern Ukraine would stop the claimed extermination of Russian speaking 

population. From this statement, constructivism is a key as Putin refers to the speaking population 

as the identity. In addition, Russian invasion would prevent Ukraine from joining NATO, a military 

alliance that Russia regards as a danger to its existence. While those remarks may appear unusual 

and bizarre, Putin has been building the rhetorical framework for an attack on Ukraine along these 

statements for years. 

Over the last two decades, Russian discourse regarding Ukraine has shifted from creating a strategic 

alliance to delegitimizing the government of Ukraine. This was accomplished by implementing 

unfounded allegations of crimes, misleading claims of revival of fascism, and blaming the West and 

neo-Nazis for the escalation of bloodshed in Ukraine. Russia's words, in retrospect, should have 

raised alarm bells. I investigated into how Vladimir Putin, top Russian diplomats, as well as the 

Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs developed the strategic tales. The investigation, which included 

a variety of documents and material, including news announcements and remarks from Russian 

authorities, illustrates a 14-year-old Russian operation. 

The motivation of Vladimir Putin for the invasion of Ukraine may be traced back to 2008, 14 years 

before the present attack. On 11th September of 2008, the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

issued a statement accusing Ukraine of attempting to "heroize fascist accomplices," ignore "the 

rights of Ukraine's Russian-speaking population," as well as "eliminate the Russian language from 

the country's public life, science, education, culture, and the mass media." (Harvard Dataverse, 

2005). As we know during the history, as Russia and Ukraine shared history together, from the 

Soviet Union times, for Putin it is a matter of land being historically Russian as constructivism 

claims. My results suggest that when Russia starts blaming other countries, the rest of the globe 

should pay attention. Similar charges and narratives were used in the run-up in 2008 during the 

invasion of Georgia by Russia.  
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Even though the charges are misleading and have become cornerstones of disinformation and 

disinformation operations, the constant Russian assertions are a precursor to Russian aggression and 

interference in surrounding nations. Ties between Russia and Ukraine were mostly characterized by 

Russian efforts to develop a strategic cooperation with neighboring nation until 2013, a time that 

has been forgotten. Negotiations resulted in cooperation strategies for dealing with military threats 

and violence in surrounding areas. On September 23rd of 2005, Russian Foreign Minister Sergey 

Lavrov stated that "a shared aspiration to continue working to enhance the climate in Russian-

Ukrainian ties existed.” (The Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2005).  

Nevertheless, tensions increased during 2008 and 2010, when Russia expressed alarm about anti-

Russian attitude in Ukraine and accused the country of resurrecting Nazism. The Russian Ministry 

of Foreign Affairs openly announced on June 25th of 2008 that it was "astounded" that the 

government of Ukraine empathized with Nazis, saying, "Extolling the Nazi collaborators is 

inappropriate. It sullies the memories of the millions of individuals from many countries and ethnic 

groups who perished fighting Nazism." (Harvard Dataverse, 2008)  

Between 2010 and 2013, however, the language of strategic cooperation mostly reappeared. 

Russia's strategic partnership initiatives were working, with the goal of keeping Ukraine closer to 

Russia, at the same time away from European Union as the historical and social ties described by 

constructivism has been pushing Russia to take control over Ukraine. Ukraine's politicians changed 

the country's political direction in 2013, rejecting a deal that would have strengthened Ukraine's 

political and economic connections with the European Union. This turnaround, however, sparked 

widespread public protests and civil turmoil, culminating in the massacre of demonstrators by the 

Ukrainian government and the escape of Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych to Russia in 2014. 

(BBC, 2014) After that government elections were conducted, and the previously abandoned 

Association Agreement was signed (Government Portal of Ukraine), aiming to strengthen Ukraine's 

financial, political, and economic connections with the EU, constructivism argues, thus trying to 

distance itself from the historical and social ties shared with Russia.  

At these times of upheaval, Ukrainian residents decried Russian dominance in the country and the 

lack of improvement in developing European links. Russia retaliated by accusing Western countries 

of promoting far-right movements, Nazism, and fascism in Ukraine. Government of Russia stated 

that the apparent growth of radicalism in Ukraine was due to subjective Russo phobic media. When 

demonstrations happened in Kyiv during 2014 after the initial renunciation of the Association 

Agreement with the European Union, the envoy of Russia to the United Nations, Vitaly Churkin, 

labeled the demonstrators "fascist-inspired extremists." (CNN, 2014). The unrest culminated in the 
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military confrontation between pro-Russian rebels in the eastern part of Ukraine and annexation of 

Crimea by Russia.  

Russia attempted to delegitimize the government of Ukraine by accusing it of crimes, including 

"massive civilian deaths as a result of Kiev's punitive military operation." (The Russian Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs, 2014) . Russia repetitively connected Ukrainian anti-Russian groups to fascism, 

referring to "the growing spread of the radical, primarily ultranationalist, neo-Nazi ideology" (The 

Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2014)  in one official statement. 

On March 30th of 2019, Russia alleged Ukraine of a promotion to incite anti-Russian sentiment, 

stating that Ukraine was targeting journalists and engaging in "grave infringements on journalistic 

rights and media freedom." (Harvard Dataverse, 2019). Russia also accused Ukraine of committing 

a number of human rights breaches. Importantly, despite the fact that such allegations have been 

convincingly disproved over time, Russian rhetoric has stayed mostly constant. 

On 24th February of 2022, as Russian forces planned to breach the borders of Ukraine, Putin 

amplified on the anti-Ukrainian rhetoric, he had launched a decade earlier. Putin said that Ukraine 

was a neo-Nazi and fascist state supported up by the West, and that he wanted to "demilitarize and 

denazify" it. "We had to stop that atrocity, that genocide of the millions of people who live there 

and who pinned their hopes on Russia." (BBC, 2022). The constructivism theory illustrates the view 

point of Russian President and that in his propaganda he refers to the identity of the population as 

being Russian speaking, thus legitimizing his cruel actions, portraying it as an act of liberation 

mission. Vladimir Putin pursued to delegitimize leaders of Ukraine by referring to them as "a bunch 

of drug addicts and neo-Nazis." (BBC,2022).  He blamed the rising tensions in Ukraine on the 

West. Though many in the West were stunned by explanations of Vladimir Putin for the attack, he 

has remained fairly constant over the last decade.  

 

Timeline of Russia’s Narratives (2005-2022) 

On 23rd of September 2005, Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov stated that "a shared 

aspiration to continue working to enhance the climate in Russian-Ukrainian ties existed.” 

Nevertheless, tensions increased during 2008 and 2010, when Russia expressed alarm about anti-

Russian attitude in Ukraine and accused the country of resurrecting Nazism. 

Between 2010 and 2013, however, the language of strategic cooperation mostly reappeared. 

Ukraine's politicians changed the country's political direction in 2013, rejecting a deal that would 

have strengthened Ukraine's political and economic connections with the European Union. 
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This turnaround, however, sparked widespread public protests and civil turmoil, culminating in 

the massacre of demonstrators by the Ukrainian government and the escape of Ukrainian 

President Viktor Yanukovych to Russia in 2014. The unrest culminated in the military 

confrontation between pro-Russian rebels in the eastern part of Ukraine and annexation of 

Crimea by Russia. 

After that government elections were conducted, the previously abandoned Association 

Agreement was signed in June of 2014. 

On 30th of March 2019, Russia alleged Ukraine of a promotion to incite anti-Russian sentiment, 

stating that Ukraine was targeting journalists and engaging in "grave infringements on 

journalistic rights and media freedom." 

On 24th of February 2022, as Russian forces planned to breach the borders of Ukraine, Putin 

amplified on the anti-Ukrainian rhetoric, he had launched a decade earlier. 

 

The table above illustrates how Russia’s Narratives have been changing over the period of time, 

from 2005 to the invasion of 2022. Although in 2005 Russia tried to be a strategic partner of 

Ukraine, stating that it continue working on the ties between two countries, it was a rhetoric to put 

the roots for the future invasion, as in 2008 and 2010, Russia already started accusing Ukraine in 

resurrecting of Nazism. After Viktor Yanukovych, pro-Russian puppet, came to power in 2010, the 

cooperation reappeared until 2013 when a deal with EU were rejected, resulting in protests and riots 

in 2014 . Yanukovych fled the country, Russia annexed Crimea and started war in Donbas. It is 

crucial to point out that the agreement with EU was signed after the new elections. Since then, the 

rhetoric of Russia was stable, accusing Ukraine of Nazism, and that it was created by Russia. The 

finishing point, after years of preparations and propaganda, was the invasion of Ukraine on 24th 

February of 2022.  From my perspective, Russia always planned to attack Ukraine, however during 

the early 2000’s it was not capable of doing so, thus tried to make cooperation and prevent Ukraine 

from close joining any non-Russian alliances. After failing this task, the only option for Russia to 

stop Ukraine from living free and democratic was the option of bloody invasion.  

 

2.2 The Russia’s propaganda before the War 

 

The most popular lie that Russia and its officials were spreading to the public before the war was 

that Russia is not going to attack Ukraine, and it was said multiple times on tv and during 
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interviews as well as it was an official position of Russia. Not only Russian TV channels been 

airing discussions, stating that they are not going to invade but also Vladimir Putin, Dmitriy 

Peskov, as well as Sergey Lavrov have been saying it multiple times during their interviews not 

only on state tv but also during international interviews for global press.  

We should be reminded that Russian authorities and diplomats regularly lied about the invasion or 

misrepresented the Kremlin's military buildup ahead of the February 24th  attack. Here are a few 

notable instances. On November 3rd of 2021, the Russian foreign ministry spokesperson Maria 

Zakharova referenced a Bloomberg News report of possible invasion: "This wasn’t one fake news 

item; this is an entire fresh fake news campaign in American media outlets.". (TASS, 2021). Russia 

officials say one thing but from Kremlin’s propagandists we should always expect vice-verse.  

Russian presidential spokesperson Dmitry Peskov stated during the conference call, "No one is 

threatened by Russia." (TASS, 2021). The presence of troops on our soil should not be a cause of 

fear for anyone." as well as "These headlines are nothing more than a cynical and unfounded 

attempt to inflame tensions." (TASS, 2021)  about newsletters outlets that were stating about the 

possible invasion. These is ironic as they were spreading lies and later did what they always 

planned to do, to invade a sovereign state. Later, on 22nd of November 2021, he also stated that 

"Russia has no aggressive intentions in the works. It is incorrect to state the opposite, and it is also 

incorrect to equate any Russian Armed Forces movement throughout our nation with such 

intentions. This is false." (Pravda, 2021). In fact, it was true, it all was going according to Kremlin’s 

plan.  

On December 4th of 2021, the Russian Embassy in Washington stated that “Russia is not a threat to 

any country. The deployment of Russian troops on the national territory is our sovereign right and 

no one's business." (TASS, 2021). It was just an example of their diplomacy of lies on the 

international level. The Russian State Duma Committee on Foreign Affairs, Leonid Slutsky, on 

December 5th of 2021 said that "The Western media outlets, it seems, opened a permanent section 

‘Tales about Russia’s plans of attacking Ukraine,” (TASS, 2021) “Now the German Bild has 

distinguished itself in this field, its journalists drew a map of the Russian ‘invasion,’ based, scary to 

say, on sources in NATO and the Ukrainian intelligence.” (TASS, 2021). Their Russian officials 

were blaming West for being those who panic, in reality, it was not panic, it was a warning for 

Ukraine to be prepared for the invasion by the neighboring aggressor state. 

On 28th of January of 2022 the Russian foreign minister, Sergey Lavrov, added that “If it depends 

on the Russian Federation, there will be no war. We do not want wars, but we will not allow our 

interests to be rudely attacked, we will not allow our interests to be ignored." (CBS News, 2022). 
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The Russian officials tried to blame other, as if they are not invaders, and stating that it is all 

because of their interests are being attacked but attacked by whom is the question that is not easy to 

answer even for them, as at the moment Ukraine is being attacked by Russia, and not vice versa.   

On 31st of January of 2022, the Permanent Representative of Russia to the United Nations, Vasily 

Nebenzya said at the United Nations meeting that "Not a single Russian official, public figure, or 

individual has stated that we want to attack Ukraine." (The Washington Post, 2022) They actually 

never said it because they planned it in advance so that you never talk about military interventions 

before the intervention happens. Adding that "De-escalation is being discussed by our Western 

counterparts. However, they are, primarily, inflaming tensions and rhetoric and inciting escalation. 

You are practically begging for it to happen; you want it to happen, and you're anticipating it. As if 

you really want your words to come true." (Daily Mail, 2022). Nobody except Russia was willing to 

start this war, and the only thing they do is blaming others in their cruel and bloody actions of 

theirs.  

The Kremlin foreign policy adviser, Yury Ushakov, on 12th of February of 2022 said that "Today's 

discussion took place against the backdrop of an extraordinary effort by US authorities to incite 

panic over Russia's purported impending invasion of Ukraine. Other officials of the Biden 

administration have made similar demands for urgent discussions. It was thus a concerted attempt to 

create frenzy over the 'invasion,' which is currently reaching its pinnacle." (TASS, 2022) Russia 

through history, always has been blaming the United States and even nowadays during the ongoing 

war, the ones who Kremlin shows finger on to blame, are the United States and its Western allies.  

Later this day, the President of Russia, Vladimir Putin, stated "The realities are that Americans are 

deliberately inciting hysteria about supposed Russian invasion plans, even assigning dates for such 

an attack. Conditions are being set for the Ukrainian military forces to engage in provocative 

behavior in response to claims of an "invasion." (TASS, 2022). The Hitler of nowadays who forbids 

to call the war and invasion by its name, forcefully replacing the image of the war with a special 

military operation to feed the Russian public. Maria Zakharova, the Russian foreign ministry 

spokesperson, added that "The White House's panic is more telling than ever. Anglo-Saxons require 

a conflict. Regardless of the expense. Provocations, disinformation, and threats are popular ways for 

them to solve their problems." They called the United States and the United Kingdom as those who 

spread misinformation, but in reality it was a campaign of disinformation by Kremlin, to use 

propaganda, and to call others intel misinformation.  

The Russian foreign minister, Sergey Lavrov on 15th of February of 2022 said that "Drills that 

Russia conducts on its own soil and according to its own plans begin, are carried out, and are 
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completed as scheduled. This is done regardless of who believes what, who is frantic about Russia's 

preparations for an invasion of Ukraine, and how actual information terrorism is being set in 

motion. That term does not frighten me." (Rupty, 2022). The drills were just a curtain, to hide the 

preparation of the invasion, as nowadays it is complicated to move an enormous number of military 

personal and equipment and not to get tracked. There are vast number of places where Russia could 

have conducted its drills, but they opted for the place near the border with Ukraine, and the drills on 

neighbor’s border is an act of aggression by itself.  

On 16th of February of 2022 multiple political figures lied about the invasion, the Russia’s Deputy 

Ambassador to the United Nations, Dmitry Polyanskiy stated that “Why such hysteria this time? 

This is absolutely artificial hype, an artificial problem. Those who escalate it, this problem, should 

de-escalate. And it is not Russia who did so. As any country, if we are not attacked or provoked, 

there will be no war that we initiate.” (BBC, 2022) According to his words, if not attacked or 

provoked but Russia was not attacked by Ukraine and how citizens who been living in Ukraine 

since birth, provoked the bloodiest dictator of our century, Vladimir Putin.  

Additionally, the Russia’s envoy to the European Union, Vladimir Chizhov, said that “As far as 

Russia is concerned, I can assure you that there will be no attack this Wednesday. There will be no 

escalation in the coming week either, or in the week after that, or in the coming month. Wars in 

Europe rarely start on a Wednesday." (The Independent, 2022).  It did not start on Wednesday but a 

day later on Thursday, after this words we can assure that any words from Russian officials are not 

trustworthy as well as from Russian media.  

On February 17th of 2022, the Russia's Deputy Ambassador to the United Nations, Dmitry 

Polyanskiy, said that "The Russian forces have returned to their posts. The number of troops at 

bases can sometimes grow. It decreases at times. This is a common occurrence in all countries, not 

just Russia. So, what is the big deal this time? This is a completely manufactured problem and 

hysteria. Those that exacerbate the crisis should also de-escalate it." (BBC, 2022). A few days 

before the invasion, the number of Russian troops started increasing near the borders, thus it could 

have been easily indicated as a fact of upcoming invasion from Russia, but he tried to hide the fact 

and change the narrative.  

The Russian Ambassador to the United States, Anatoly Antonov, stated on 20th of February of 2022 

that "There are no preparations for an invasion of Ukraine, and Russia has officially stated its 

willingness to pursue diplomatic solutions to all unresolved concerns." Russian forces are stationed 

on Russian soil. Nobody is threatened by us." (CBS, Face the Nation 2022). This was said 4 days 

ahead of invasion of the sovereign territory of Ukraine, there were not any diplomatic efforts, just 
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pure aggression. Later that day the Russia's Deputy Ambassador to the United Nations, Dmitry 

Polyanskiy, said that "How do you interpret 150,000 Russian troops on the Ukrainian border?" I 

recall it being 100,000, then 120,000. Now it is 150,000. Some estimate 190,000. So, I 

acknowledge that inflation in New York is really high. The pricing reflect this. But no, on the 

number of soldiers," (Sky News, 2022) he said, shaking his head. He was trying to hide the facts of 

the deployment of additional troops by Russia ahead of the invasion, making it seem more like a 

paranoia and hysteria of the United States and the United Kingdom, while it was a pure lies to 

mislead the public.  

On 24th of February of 2022, the Permanent Representative of Russia to the United Nations, Vasily 

Nebenzya, added "During an emergency session of the United Nations Security Council, Russian 

President Vladimir Putin said that he had opted for launching a special military operation in the 

Donbas. According to Putin, "(PBC News Hour, 2022) occupation of Ukraine is not in our 

intentions." However, already occupied Crimea before, and now they are willing to annex and make 

Kherson as the part of Russia, it is not a military special operation, it’s a war with sovereign state to 

seize the lands and exterminate those who would oppose the invaders.  

As we can conclude, the list of Russia’s officials that were stating that Russia would never invade 

Ukraine, before the war, is huge. Daily, the propagandists of Kremlin been saying on repeat that 

Russia does not have plans to invade, and Russia recognize the sovereignty of Ukraine, and full-

scale invasion is not possible, however, as the time showed us these were only lies by the 

propagandists who are being paid to tell lies to the public and nothing more. They lied to their 

nation, they lied to Ukrainians, they lied to the United Nations, they lied to the world thus now all 

the statements by Kremlin should be taken with a pinch of salt.  

 

Timeline of speeches of Russian officials prior to the invasion 

3rd of November 

2021 

22nd of 

November 2021 

4th of December 

2021 

5th of December 

2021 

28th of January 

2022 

Maria Zakharova Dmitry Peskov The Russian 

Embassy in 

Washington 

Leonid Slutsky Sergey Lavrov 
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"This wasn’t one 

fake news item; 

this is an entire 

fresh fake news 

campaign in 

American media 

outlets." 

Referencing 

Bloomberg 

report about 

possible 

invasion.  

"Russia has no 

aggressive 

intentions in the 

works. It is 

incorrect to state 

the opposite, and 

it is also 

incorrect to 

equate any 

Russian Armed 

Forces 

movement 

throughout our 

nation with such 

intentions. This 

is false." 

“Russia is not a 

threat to any 

country. The 

deployment of 

Russian troops 

on the national 

territory is our 

sovereign right 

and no one's 

business." 

“Tales about 

Russia’s plans of 

attacking 

Ukraine,” he 

wrote. “Now the 

German Bild has 

distinguished 

itself in this field, 

its journalists 

drew a map of 

the Russian 

‘invasion,’ based, 

scary to say, on 

sources in NATO 

and the 

Ukrainian 

intelligence.” 

“If it depends on 

the Russian 

Federation, there 

will be no war. 

We do not want 

wars, but we will 

not allow our 

interests to be 

rudely attacked, 

we will not allow 

our interests to 

be ignored." 

 

31st of January 

2022 

 12th of February 

2022 

 15th of February 

2022 

Vasily Nebenzya Yury Ushakov Vladimir Putin Maria Zakharova Sergey Lavrov 

"Not a single 

Russian official, 

public figure, or 

individual has 

stated that we 

want to attack 

Ukraine." 

Adding that "De-

escalation is 

being discussed 

by our Western 

counterparts. 

"Today's 

discussion took 

place against the 

backdrop of an 

extraordinary 

effort by US 

authorities to 

incite panic over 

Russia's 

purported 

impending 

invasion of 

"The realities are 

that Americans 

are deliberately 

inciting hysteria 

about supposed 

Russian invasion 

plans, even 

assigning dates 

for such an 

attack. 

Conditions are 

being set for the 

"The White 

House's panic is 

more telling than 

ever. Anglo-

Saxons require a 

conflict. 

Regardless of the 

expense. 

Provocations, 

disinformation, 

and threats are 

popular ways for 

"Drills that 

Russia conducts 

on its own soil 

and according to 

its own plans 

begin, are carried 

out, and are 

completed as 

scheduled. This 

is done 

regardless of who 

believes what, 
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However, they 

are, primarily, 

inflaming 

tensions and 

rhetoric and 

inciting 

escalation. You 

are practically 

begging for it to 

happen; you want 

it to happen, and 

you're 

anticipating it. 

As if you really 

want your words 

to come true."   

Ukraine. Other 

officials of the 

Biden 

administration 

have made 

similar demands 

for urgent 

discussions. It 

was thus a 

concerted 

attempt to create 

frenzy over the 

'invasion,' which 

is currently 

reaching its 

pinnacle." 

Ukrainian 

military forces to 

engage in 

provocative 

behavior in 

response to 

claims of an 

"invasion." 

them to solve 

their problems." 

who is frantic 

about Russia's 

preparations for 

an invasion of 

Ukraine, and 

how actual 

information 

terrorism is being 

set in motion. 

That term does 

not frighten me." 

 

16th of February 

2022 

 17th of February 

2022 

20th of February   

2022 

 

Dmitry 

Polyanskiy 

Vladimir 

Chizhov 

Dmitry 

Polyanskiy 

Anatoly Antonov Dmitry 

Polyanskiy 

“Why such 

hysteria this 

time? This is 

absolutely 

artificial hype, an 

artificial 

problem. Those 

who escalate it, 

this problem, 

should de-

escalate. And it is 

not Russia who 

did so. As any 

“As far as Russia 

is concerned, I 

can assure you 

that there will be 

no attack this 

Wednesday. 

There will be no 

escalation in the 

coming week 

either, or in the 

week after that, 

or in the coming 

month. Wars in 

"The Russian 

forces have 

returned to their 

posts. The 

number of troops 

at bases can 

sometimes grow. 

It decreases at 

times. This is a 

common 

occurrence in all 

countries, not 

just Russia. So, 

"There are no 

preparations for 

an invasion of 

Ukraine, and 

Russia has 

officially stated 

its willingness to 

pursue 

diplomatic 

solutions to all 

unresolved 

concerns." 

“Russian forces 

"How do you 

interpret 150,000 

Russian troops 

on the Ukrainian 

border?" I recall 

it being 100,000, 

then 120,000. 

Now it is 

150,000. Some 

estimate 190,000. 

So, I 

acknowledge that 

inflation in New 
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country, if we are 

not attacked or 

provoked, there 

will be no war 

that we initiate.” 

Europe rarely 

start on a 

Wednesday." 

what is the big 

deal this time? 

This is a 

completely 

manufactured 

problem and 

hysteria. Those 

that exacerbate 

the crisis should 

also de-escalate 

it." 

are stationed on 

Russian soil. 

Nobody is 

threatened by 

us." 

York is really 

high. The pricing 

reflect this. But 

no, on the 

number of 

soldiers." 

 

24th of February 2022 

Vasily Nebenzya 

"During an emergency session of the United Nations Security Council, Russian President 

Vladimir Putin said that he had opted for launching a special military operation in the Donbas. 

According to Putin, "occupation of Ukraine is not in our intentions." 

 

The timetable above demonstrates speeches of Russian officials prior to the invasion, starting from 

3rd of November of 2021. It is important to point out that most of these speeches were during the 

international meetings and conferences, thus the speeches were targeting external actors such as 

other governments and audience, however, the world already knew about planned invasion as the 

news were writing about it in advance, but Russia tried to hide their intentions and confuse the 

foreign public as the Russian public was brainwashed in advance.  

 

2.3 War against the Information 

 

Russia has imposed rigorous propaganda restrictions on what residents see and hear about the 

deadly war in Ukraine, restricting free expression. Russian President Vladimir Putin passed a bill 

(NPR, 2022) that makes all the reporting that contradicts the Russian government's account of 

events illegal. Many independent media outlets have been compelled to leave the country, shut 



25 
 

down, or risk lengthy prison sentences as a result of this law. The phrases "war" and "invasion" are 

not used in state media, and Russia's bombardment of Kyiv is not mentioned. 

The Kremlin has also turned to social media as a weapon, employing trolls to disseminate 

misinformation about the conflict and incite online brawls. Some Russians are looking to alternative 

sources for the truth and to get beyond deception. People use VPNs to conceal their location so that 

they could access restricted websites like Twitter and Facebook, as well as the media outlets that are 

not under Kremlin control. Demand for VPNs rose by more than 2,000 percent (NPR, 2022)  the 

day before the Putin government shut access to Instagram. Later, Russia has banned Facebook as 

well as Instagram, identifying the company Meta as “extremist” (The Guardian, 2022) the 

Kremlin’s suppression of western social media.  

All of these suggests that the truth of conflict is difficult to discover and that it is mostly discovered 

by those who already distrust the Kremlin and its state-controlled media. Those who are not looking 

for truth are either uninterested or have faith in Kremlin sources. And if they accept those sources of 

information, they believe what the Kremlin tells them, making them support the war. However, the 

battle they support is not the one currently happening in Ukraine. 

Besides blocking social media and news outlets, claiming that they are extremist organization, 

Russian officials claiming that most of the cases with civilian casualties are the fault of Ukrainian 

army and has nothing to do with Russian troops, however, it is a Russia who is bombing civilians 

and claiming the army of the sovereign state to be Nazis and fascists in order to justify their bloody 

actions. All the protesters and demonstrators against war are being detained or have to pay an 

enormous fine, thus preventing them from future demonstrations.  

Russia erroneously claims that its attack on Ukraine is a "special military operation" with the 

primary purpose of "de-Nazification and demilitarizing" the neighboring nation. Ukraine, according 

to President Vladimir Putin, is an illegal country that was formed by the Soviet Union and is now 

ruled by "neo-Nazis" and "drug addicts" who follow directions from Washington. However, Kyiv 

was established earlier than Moscow and Ukraine has Jewish president. All of these topics are 

constantly driven home on state-run television broadcasts and the plethora of pro-Kremlin political 

debate shows, programs that increasingly contain vitriolic speech amid a kaleidoscope of swirling 

visuals and huge footage that repeat on a loop. 

In a recent piece titled "Carpet Bombing of The Brain," Yelena Rykovtseva, an RFE/RL Russian 

Service journalist who specializes on the media, wrote, "All with television is now full of military 

indoctrination." (RFE, 2022). She went on to say that it is difficult to do credit to the news on 

Russian state television during the "height of anti-Ukrainian frenzy" in a single piece. "'As the ring 
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of Russian soldiers encircling the neo-Nazis tightens, local civilians are being exploited as human 

shields,' adds the remote. '...while the remaining evacuees are trapped in the city, the Nazis destroy 

columns of refugees.' '...Russian forces rescue children and operate on the injured....'" (RFE, 2022). 

These stories are told on the Russian state television. Officials, Western media sources with 

correspondents in Mariupol, and civilians who have fled the city, some of whom have come under 

attack by Russians despite promises for humanitarian corridors, all refute these assertions, which 

are made without basis or proof.  

On March 29th, the state-run Channel One television program Time Will Tell showed an unharmed 

Orthodox Christian church around the wreckage in Mariupol, with the journalist commenting that 

the scene "gives us great hope that God is with us." (RT, 2022). The baseless allegations that Kyiv 

was poised to start a massive onslaught against separatist troops backed by Russia in Donbas area 

and that United States is intent on destroying Russia are two crucial aspects of the Kremlin 

narrative.  

On March 27th, state stations NTV and Rossia-1, which is owned by a broadcasting branch of state-

run gas company Gazprom, hammered these themes home. The Week in Review with Irada 

Zeinalova on NTV aired a piece on "acquired papers" that falsely claimed attack by Russia halted a 

scheduled strike in the Donbas by forces of Ukraine. Later, abrasive pro-Kremlin puppet Vladimir 

Solovyov in his 3-hour show on Rossia-1 misleadingly claim that United States intended "Destroy 

Russia, break it into little pieces, strip Russia of its nuclear weapons, and put an end to the subject 

of the Russian people's existence once and for all." (RFE, 2022).  

Roman Tsymbalyuk, a Ukrainian journalist who was a regular participant on state television in 

Russia, told RFE/RL that he had realized "exactly how Russian propaganda works. Russian mass 

media are not mass media; they are information troops who are always lying,". (RL, 2022). 

Previously, the Kremlin appeared content with dominance of state television, permitting all media 

to operate on the fringes. When Crimea was annexed by Russia and fueled war in Donbas, assisting 

separatists to take some provinces in the Donetsk and Luhansk, the strategy looked to work. The 

support for the policies of government is far shakier this time, according to Moscow pollster 

Maksim Kats. Thus, the government has increased the amount of propaganda that is being feed to 

people while also pressured independent media as well as freedom of expression. 

"It looks as though they believe the public does not favor the war, therefore they are instituting 

measures such as military censorship,"(RFE, 2022) Kats told RFE/RL. "They are deactivating 

social networks that have been operational for many years. Echo Moskvy radio was turned off. 

They realize that if knowledge is widely distributed, no one would support the war."(RFE, 2022) 



27 
 

The assault on Ukraine has delivered "nothing like the type of emotional surge that we experienced 

after the Crimea events," (RFE, 2022) according to sociologist Lyubov Borusyak. 

Furthermore, around 75 percent of Russians use the Internet, and some opposition reports receive 

tens of millions of views, thus jeopardizing the control of government over news regarding the 

conflict.  "When there is interest," Borusyak added, "the audiences might be considerably larger 

than what television attracts." "And, particularly among young people, the share of regular 

television watchers has steadily declined in recent years." (RFE, 2022).  As a result, the Kremlin 

has become increasingly interested in controlling the Internet and broadcast media. 

YouTube is the most popular informational resource network in Russia, with almost 3/4 of all 

Internet users from Russia using it. There have been increasing requests for it to be censored in the 

nation, particularly since YouTube blocked Kremlin-controlled media on March 11th (Guardian, 

2022). Vladimir Putin outlined the Kremlin's attitude on international social media in February of 

2021, saying, "We aren't going to take anything down until we have our own." "When our respected 

colleagues realize that there is another option, that they do not have a monopoly in this industry, 

they will act differently." (RFE, 2022).  

RuTube, is a clone of YouTube launched in 2006, controlled by Gazprom, and featuring all kinds of 

propaganda that Kremlin wants public to view, has been promoted by Kremlin opinion-shapers with 

limited effect. The "news and media" area  in RuTube includes live translations from television 

stations controlled by Kremlin, as well as short films from news organizations and different 

publications, including canals from different Russian government agencies, such as the Zvezda 

channel of the Defense Ministry, as well as channels from the Foreign Ministry and Roskosmos. Its 

Kremlin machine of propaganda and it is fully controlled by the government; however, the platform 

is not popular among public and struggles to attract new audience.  

On March 22nd, a new station named ZTV announced itself as "a 24-hour channel about the Russian 

Federation's armed forces' special military operation in Ukraine," an obvious allusion to the Z 

character that Kremlin has been marketing to gain support for its tales about conflict in Ukraine. In 

some of its early presentations, short interviews with Russian personnel praising the operation's 

"100% effectiveness" and tapes of Russian military equipment in the action were presented. These 

assertions contradict military analysts' assessments that the Russian attack fell far short of its 

intended targets, as well as evidence of significant casualties and equipment losses throughout the 

war. 

The RT In Russian channel broadcast a brief video on March 28th purporting to show militants from 

Russia reading notes that had brought them by students. "Dear soldier." "I'm writing to express my 
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thanks and thank you sincerely for allowing me to sleep comfortably, attend to school, and live 

under a serene sky. I hope you are able to keep your morale up and continue to fight for your nation. 

I pray for you and trust in you. You have no idea how much I and the rest of the Russian population 

adore and support you." (RT, 2022).  This is done to play on the emotions of public, illustrate that 

even kids support the war and understand it in the way Kremlin tells them, but they are kids who are 

not aware of reality. On March 21st, RT Rossia aired documentary video by Anton Krasovsky 

exposing unfounded accusations of Moscow that US Defense Department supported facilities with 

biological weapons in Ukraine, however it did not content any reasonable facts and documents that 

were obtained there were fabricated by Russian government.  

As the war in Ukraine now in its third month, the population of Russia "has no reason not to trust 

what they are being told" by state-owned media, according to Aleksei Levinson of the independent 

Levada Center polling organization. Many people have "subconscious awareness" that this war is a 

mistake, he noted. "There must be a way to silence that conscience voice and it's being done 

through television, with a lot of success so far." (RFE, 2022) 

 

2.4 Failure of Russia’s Propaganda 

 

Following Russia's initial incursion in Ukraine, an analysis of hundreds of articles from media 

outlets churning out propaganda in the Donbas reveals that Kremlin misinformation has long 

ignored any logical or persuasive narrative to develop support for Russia in the war-torn region. 

After Russian-backed militants forcefully took over the news media in the Donetsk and Luhansk 

regions in 2014, efforts to instill a pro-Russian 'identity' were sloppy and half-baked, and withered 

to nothing within months.  

According to Dr. Jon Roozenbeek of the University of Cambridge, such modest attempts had 

minimal influence on the awareness of Russian-speaking Ukrainians in Donbas, based on his 

examination of almost four years of media output. Vladimir Putin, for example, has long promoted 

the concept of "Novorossiya," or "New Russia," in an attempt to revive terms originally used to 

describe Donbas under Catherine the Great's reign, when it was temporarily part of the Russian 

Empire, and claim the territory belongs to Russia. 

While waves of propaganda demonized Ukraine's leadership, the research found that Novorossiya 

was seldom addressed, and Russian propaganda lacked any true 'in-group' tale, pitting a 'us' against 

'them', a basic failure in any attempt to create permanent division. Instead of focusing on 
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identification, all Russian propaganda focused on depicting Kyiv's leadership as fascist, the basis of 

ludicrous "denazification" accusations, in order to establish what psychologists, term an "outgroup" 

against which to direct hate. As Russia's conflict moves to Donbas, Roozenbeek warns that it may 

resort to propagating Novorossiya-style propaganda narratives throughout the area and abroad to 

justify land seizures and war atrocities while claiming that local populations support them. 

He advocates for a worldwide preemptive debunking, or 'pre-bunking', of the idea that ideological 

initiatives like 'Novorossiya' have deep roots in the area and that the people of Donbas have ever 

subscribed into these lies. Otherwise, he claims, we risk similar lies spreading in the West via 

Kremlin-friendly intellectuals and politicians. For the first time, the results of the analysis have been 

made public. "Eight years of Russian propaganda in eastern Ukraine has failed to create a credible 

alternative to Ukrainian nationhood". (Roozenbeek, J. 2022)  

The Kremlin's decision to prioritize outgroup animosity over ingroup identity building, as well as its 

vast underestimation of the extent to which its lies about non-existent Ukrainian 'fascists' fueled 

pro-Russian sentiment, are key reasons why the invasion was a strategic and logistical disaster. If 

the folly of Novorossiya or other half-baked ideological narratives start to spread in the West, it 

might wind up being used to coerce Ukraine into abandoning significant swaths of its land, as the 

global community's nerves break due to a drawn-out war in the Donbas.  

While half of print media coverage that Roozenbeek analyzed was devoted to 'business as usual' – 

sports, entertainment, and so on, 36 percent was devoted to the ‘shaping of identity' via propaganda. 

Much of this was accomplished by drawing similarities with World War 2, portraying the Donbas 

conflict as an attack by Ukrainian "neo-Nazis." Putin's adopted notion of "Novorossiya" was only 

mentioned in one publication. The fact that part of Donbas declared itself a Soviet republic in 1918, 

or indeed any reference of the Soviet Union, were obvious possibilities to use history for identity-

building propaganda. Descriptions of an in-group identity that placed Donbas as part of the 'Russian 

World' were totally missing from the region's print media. This trend was reproduced in online 

news outlets, which were fiercer in their attempts to demonize the 'outgroup' Kyiv administration, 

even using English to propagate disinformation abroad, while neglecting a pro-Russian 'this is us' 

identity. 

In Luhansk, Roozenbeek found a few examples of "patriotic" cultural events arranged by the 

Kremlin-backed administration, but even here, the in-group identity was "lazily assumed" rather 

than developed, he says. Despite the fact that a propaganda "blueprint" for Donbas explicitly called 

for developing the image of a benign Russia by highlighting the "Russian World" perspective, none 

of this has happened. This approach, which was leaked to German journalists in 2016, is widely 
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thought to have been devised by Vladislav Surkov, the Kremlin's former top propagandist, also 

known as Putin's puppet master. It discusses the necessity to develop and promote a 'cultural 

sovereignty' philosophy in Russian-controlled Donbas that might serve as a stepping stone to 

statehood. 

Despite the significance placed on building identity and ideology following the Russian-backed 

takeover in Luhansk and Donetsk, including as instructed by the Kremlin, extraordinarily little in-

group identification was fostered. After 2014, the only identity-building propaganda that could have 

been discover in Donbas was vague, poorly planned, and rapidly forgotten. By the summer of 2015, 

political attempts to invoke Novorossiya had been dismissed, but such poor propaganda shows they 

did not have a chance regardless. Putin has grossly miscalculated the strength of Ukrainian national 

identity, even in Donbas, and has grossly overstated the effectiveness of his propaganda machine in 

Ukraine's seized territories. 

By the beginning of Russia's full-scale invasion of Ukraine on 24th of February 2022, the Russian 

media had finally become organs of propaganda: internally on mainstream TV channels, and 

externally in RT programs, Sputnik agency reports, and in the posts and publications of pro-

Kremlin bloggers and political analysts. With the suppression of Western social media and the 

complete closure of opposition publications, Russian society has become locked into a single thesis: 

"Ukraine must be liberated from the Nazis, so war is inevitable. Russia is at war with the entire 

world for its "great values". 

Since February 2014, the whole Russian narrative has taken on the obvious features of propaganda. 

An idea emerged to "unite" the people of Russia, an external enemy, Ukraine, a country with a 

shared history, which by then was still heavily dependent on Moscow economically, but politically 

was becoming increasingly distant from the Kremlin with each passing year. The last Maidan, 

which toppled President Viktor Yanukovych, was used by Putin as a trigger to move to "active 

measures", or to invade and annex Ukrainian territory. A good reason had to be invented for this. 

The idea of annexing Novorossia as an ideological explanation for the actions of Vladimir Putin's 

regime in Ukraine was the best fit. Cambridge University researcher Jon Roozenbeek  believes that 

today Moscow has returned to this military-historical myth. (Research exposes long-term failure of 

Russian propaganda, Cambridge University Press, 2022) 

A study published by Cambridge University Press (Jon Roozenbeek, Research exposes long-term 

failure of Russian propaganda, Cambridge University Press, 2022) casts great doubt on the 

continued effectiveness of promoting the sovereignty of so-called Novorossia, Putin's vision of 

Ukraine "divided into spheres of Moscow and the West" may in the extremely near future return as 



31 
 

a Kremlin propaganda narrative. Vladimir Putin, who fears a takeover, is in dire need of a military 

victory. He could declare such a victory if Russian troops are entrenched throughout the official 

territory of Donbass, or after a pseudo-referendum in other Russian-occupied territories, which 

could result in the so-called "Kherson People's Republic" being proclaimed in southern Ukraine. 

The fight against the Russian propaganda machine is now gaining momentum, although, according 

to Edward Lucas of the Centre for European Policy Analysis, it is not an easy task. The TV 

"picture" of locals happily buying food for rubles in former Ukrainian shops, as well as the 

numerous Russian flags in the streets of Ukrainian cities, is not hard to falsify. Although, for most 

critical thinkers on earth all of this is an "alternate reality" that has nothing to do with reality, Putin 

and his propagandists will not abandon their attempts to replace objective reality with lies, myths 

and illusions. 
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3. Informational Terrorism  

 

3.1 Trust in Lies 

 

The approval rating of Vladmir Putin have soared to numbers have not seen in years, according to 

an independent survey, because many Russians rally around the flag in the face of increasing 

international criticism. According to the Levada Center, a Moscow-based independent pollster, 83 

percent of Russians supports actions of Putin, up from 69 percent in January. Several other 

government agencies, as well as the ruling party, have increased their ratings, according to the 

research as well. 

 

 

Retrieved from: https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putins-approval-rating-soars-since-he-sent-

troops-into-ukraine-state-pollster-2022-04-08/ (Last Access: 21.05.2022)  

 

https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putins-approval-rating-soars-since-he-sent-troops-into-ukraine-state-pollster-2022-04-08/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/putins-approval-rating-soars-since-he-sent-troops-into-ukraine-state-pollster-2022-04-08/
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The graph above illustrates the approval rating of Russian President Vladimir Putin over the course 

of 16 years, namely from 2006 to 2022. According to the graph, the rating of approval peaked 3 

times over the given period, and all the 3 times were during the acts of aggression against 

neighboring states. The first peak was after Russia defeated Georgia in 2008, after that the approval 

rating soared. The peak was after Russia annexed Crimea in 2014, however as the ratings 

plummeted again, Putin decided to invade Ukraine as his propaganda during the war earns him a 

high approval rating. These opinions have an impact on Russian actions on the battlefields as the 

more support from public, the more aggressive it gets. Concluding on this, Putin’s war propaganda 

tends to work among the Russian public, it is either the propaganda been effectively brainwashing 

Russians for years or they have sympathy over the invasion of sovereign states. Putin would not 

stop the aggression until the ratings would not go down, however, it is unlikely that we would see it 

in the near future.   

Although some observers argue that polls in Russia do not fully reflect public opinion because 

many individuals give responses that are socially acceptable, they are usually regarded as important 

instruments for evaluating the dynamics of people's moods. Many Russians live in a world where 

there is no conflict with Ukraine. Instead, their government is conducting "a special military 

operation" to weed out far-right radicals in a neighboring country that has been encouraged to turn 

against Moscow by Western countries and safe the population of Ukraine that is being held hostage 

by its regime from constructivist thinking, as they are Russian speaking neighbors.  

The Kremlin has effectively repressed Russia's independent media, causing some to flee or cease 

operations, and others to self-censor. Russia has blocked key foreign news sites and social media 

platforms and enacted legislation penalizing anybody who spreads "false information" on its foray 

into Ukraine with up to 15 years in prison. Thousands of people have been arrested at recent anti-

war marches, according to human rights organizations. 

The survey was conducted among more than 1,600 individuals throughout Russia by Levada, which 

has been designated as a "foreign agency" in Russia. The margin of error was less than 3.4 

percentage points. Many Russians' initial sentiments of "shock and uncertainty" at the 

commencement of the February 24th invasion of Ukraine have been replaced with the conviction 

that Russia is surrounded and that its people must unite around their leader.   
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Retrieved from: https://www.republicworld.com/world-news/russia-ukraine-crisis/65-percent-

russians-approve-of-putins-war-against-ukraine-only-5-percent-feel-ashamed-new-poll-finds-

articleshow.html (Last Access: 21.05.2022)  

 

According to table above, most Russians think about the invasion of Ukraine as a pride for their 

country and feel patriotic, the second highest group are those who are scared  and feel anxiety about 

the invasion, however, those who approve the aggression are double than those who fear. It is 

important to note out that the oldest groups are those who most been supportive as they are the most 

vulnerable group for being a victim of propaganda.  

Some people claim that citizens of Russia are not responsible for the bloody actions of their 

government, however, this approval rating shows the support of Russian public to the war that 

Russia started war against a sovereign state. The approval rating illustrates how successfully 

citizens of Russia have been brainwashing, even though there are some who oppose this war, the 

majority claimed to support the ongoing massacre.  

In the continuation of the conflict, the foreign policy analysts and media in Europe have turned their 

focus to the Azov regiment, a former Nazi-insignia-wearing extreme-right street militia that has 

been absorbed into Ukraine National Guard. One of Putin's stated objectives for the invasion was 

"denazification of Ukraine." This assertion is a complete fabrication. In reality, Putin wants a 

Ukrainian administration to follow all of his orders and control over Ukrainian lands.  

https://www.republicworld.com/world-news/russia-ukraine-crisis/65-percent-russians-approve-of-putins-war-against-ukraine-only-5-percent-feel-ashamed-new-poll-finds-articleshow.html
https://www.republicworld.com/world-news/russia-ukraine-crisis/65-percent-russians-approve-of-putins-war-against-ukraine-only-5-percent-feel-ashamed-new-poll-finds-articleshow.html
https://www.republicworld.com/world-news/russia-ukraine-crisis/65-percent-russians-approve-of-putins-war-against-ukraine-only-5-percent-feel-ashamed-new-poll-finds-articleshow.html
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Despite this, the western media has developed an Azov infatuation, fueled by a complete lack of 

subtlety in the coverage of this organization. The distinction between the Azov movement and the 

Azov regiment has been overlooked in all Azov assessments. The West's Azov preoccupation, as 

well as its failure to comprehend the whole phenomena, has resulted in the dissemination of harmful 

anti-Ukraine misinformation in the media. 

 

 

“Azov regiment members walk with civilians during UN-led evacuations from the sprawling 

Azovstal steel plant, in Mariupol, Ukraine (Photo: David Arakhamia/Azov Regiment Handout via 

Reuters)” Retrieved from:  https://inews.co.uk/news/ukraine-war-mariupol-azovstal-steel-plant-

woman-evacuated-sunlight-1605913 (Last Access: 21.05.2022)  

 

Vladimir Putin calls Azov regiment as neo-Nazis, however, according to the photos they were 

helping civilians in evacuation from Mariupol and saved a huge number of lives. The only will they 

have is to defend their homeland and save their citizens from Russian bombings of the cities of 

Ukraine.  

The Azov movement is undoubtedly a dangerous global extreme-right player and for several years, 

the movement has operated as a network hub, with significant linkages to far-right extremists in 

various EU nations and the United States. Their activities, which include mixed-martial-arts 

competitions, music festivals, souvenir shops, political gatherings, and paramilitary training, were 

alarming because they pose a threat to minorities, opponents, and public safety in general. However, 

the Azov regiment, which is currently battling Russian invaders in Mariupol, is different. 

https://inews.co.uk/news/ukraine-war-mariupol-azovstal-steel-plant-woman-evacuated-sunlight-1605913
https://inews.co.uk/news/ukraine-war-mariupol-azovstal-steel-plant-woman-evacuated-sunlight-1605913
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When Russia took Crimea in 2014 and Russian-backed rebels planned to take over the Donbas area 

to Russia, the regiment began as an overtly extreme-right volunteer unit. It was completely merged 

into the Ukrainian national guard in 2015 and is now under the direction of the interior minister. 

While the Azov regiment is likely to have a higher-than-average proportion of ultra-nationalists and 

far-right extremists, there is no evidence to support the widely held belief that all or even the 

majority of its members are neo-Nazis. 

In 2015, the regiment's extreme leadership mostly disbanded and founded the Azov movement, 

which includes a political party, National Corps, and a network of smaller militia organizations, 

youth clubs, and paramilitary training centers. Since its inception, the movement has faced domestic 

and international resistance and criticism. When your nation is under assault by foreign invaders, 

though, it's logical that Ukrainians will focus on who can and will battle the invaders rather than 

their political opinions. That is precisely what is occurring in Ukraine. In this case, the ancient 

adage "my enemy's enemy is my friend" holds true. However, after being integrated into Ukrainian 

Army, any cases that were linked to the far-right extremism, did not have any grounds as the group 

fully changed, becoming a strict military group, working under control of the government of 

Ukraine.  

Since 2014, left-wing football ultras from Arsenal Kyiv and right-wing hooligans from Dynamo 

Kyiv have been battling together against the Russian invasion. Ukraine, like many other countries 

throughout the world, will undoubtedly have to address its enormous and complex right-wing 

problem. The illusion that far-right extremists rule Ukraine, on the other hand, is nothing more than 

Russian propaganda. In actuality, in the 2019 federal election, a coalition of extreme-right groups, 

including the Azov movement's National Corps, won 2.15 percent of the vote (Euro News, 2022) 

and no seats in parliament in a "free and fair" election.  
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“Fascistic Russian Propaganda video accuses Ukraine of Nazism” Retrieved from: 

https://www.dailymail.co.uk/video/ukraine/video-2632805/Video-Fascistic-Russian-propaganda-

video-accuses-Ukraine-Nazism.html (Last Access: 21.05.2022)  

 

Russia accuses Azov in being neo-Nazis, but in reality Kremlin made Z a symbol of war and 

symbol of Russian aggression, similar way as Hitler used swastika to influence the mases. Z is the 

new swastika of Putin’s regime, a symbol of propaganda and control over public. The photo above 

demonstrates the Russian propaganda, calling someone Nazi without facts but showing open signs 

of fascism.   

In addition, Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy is a devout Jew. Journalists and analysts 

should cover the complex, entire picture of far-right extremism in the context of Russia's unlawful 

invasion of Ukraine, as well as expose Russia's extreme-right networks and individuals, which are 

more numerous than in Ukraine. Because concentrating on and confusing Azov while ignoring 

deadly organizations like the Russian Imperial Movement and the Wagner private military firm fits 

perfectly into Putin's war-propaganda agenda and only helps to harm the Ukrainian people they are 

attempting to defend. 

 

3.2 Putin’s Generation Z 

 

The Z had become an obsession in Russia and a divisive symbol throughout the world as the new 

mean to show support for the war and allegiance to Russian President Vladimir Putin. The Z has 

appeared on billboards in St. Petersburg, t-shirt stalls in Moscow, vehicle rallies, and social media 

flash mobs since the invasion began in the late February. Young Russians are demonstrating their 

support for the invasion of Ukraine in videos and photos that are being circulated around the 

country. Many of the youngsters and teenagers in this pro-war video wear the "Z" sign, which has 

been synonymous with the conflict since Russia's invading force adopted it as a marking. The letter 

has also been used to vandalize the houses of Russians who are opposed to the war, and the symbol 

is now prohibited in some nations. Vladimir Putin tries to portray this symbol as a symbol of 

strength and identity, meaning that you are supporting Russian army, however its only demonstrates 

loyalty to Russian tyrant, as this symbol could be analyzed from the point of constructivism, 

because of the identity and the meaning that it tries to deliver.    

 

https://www.dailymail.co.uk/video/ukraine/video-2632805/Video-Fascistic-Russian-propaganda-video-accuses-Ukraine-Nazism.html
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/video/ukraine/video-2632805/Video-Fascistic-Russian-propaganda-video-accuses-Ukraine-Nazism.html
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“About 60 children and staff at a hospice were photographed forming a giant "Z" in Kazan” 

Retrieved from: https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-60644832 (Last Access: 21.05.2022)  

 

Putin has echoed the Kremlin's divisive "them versus us" framing of the conflict, calling for a "self-

cleansing of society" to rid it of "scum and traitors." This fuels his rage against anyone who fall on 

the wrong side of his divide. A young investigative journalist's door in Moscow was recently 

vandalized with graffiti calling her a traitor. "Don't sell out your motherland" (BBC, 2022) wrote 

graffiti on a teenage activist's door after she went viral for reciting the Russian constitution to riot 

police during rallies in 2019. The scary texts were accompanied with a "Z" in both situations.  

 

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-60644832
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“"Don't betray the motherland, Dima", warns a message on Dmitry Ivanov's door”. Retrieved from: 

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-60886147 (Last Access: 21.05.2022)  

 

The insignia came to represent support for Russian invasion. In the late February of 2022, the letter 

Z was first observed on Russian military equipment amassed near Ukraine's border. In addition, 

other white painted markings, such as V and O, could also be found on the equipment. Because the 

letter Z does not appear in the Cyrillic Alphabet, the writing system used in Russia and Ukraine, it 

was first unclear what these symbols meant. The Z sound is represented as a 3, while V resembles 

the Latin letter B in Cyrillic. As the invasion began, however, most analysts assumed the markers 

were there for tactical purposes, such as to minimize combat confusion and to show where 

particular forces were assaulting from. The Russian military did not clarify what the marks 

represented until the mystery arose online and Russians recognized an opportunity to utilize the Z 

as a propaganda tool. 

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-60886147


40 
 

One of the most common ways in which the letter Z is given significance in Russian is by latinizing 

it in the Russian word “Za”, which means “For”, and combining it in slogans such as “For victory”, 

“For the president”, “For the man”, and much more. Vast number of photographs appear to be 

clearly staged, yet it doesn't seem to matter as long as it has impact on public and feeds the masses. 

Children who are unable to read or write and having no idea what the Z they are holding represents.  

 

 

Retrieved from: https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-60644832 (Last Access: 21.05.2022  

 

With young Russians' opposition to the war mostly ignored or hushed, the Kremlin is stepping up 

its long-running push to provide "patriotic education" to ensure their allegiance and influence their 

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-60644832
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future ideological orientation. Efforts to align school instruction with Kremlin thought are 

continuing. Materials advocating aggression towards Ukraine have just been added to the 

curriculum. New materials detailing Ukraine's "genocide against Russians" and the country's 

alleged "anti-Russian course" have been sought in Murmansk schools. The propaganda 

brainwashing kids from early age, starting from school.  

Russian kindergartens and schools began publishing photos of their pupils working in support of the 

country's "special military operation" in Ukraine toward the end of March of 2022. Children were 

forced to send letters to the front using military symbols like ribbons, flowers, the Russian flag, and 

the ubiquitous "Z." It is interesting to point out that there was a case where student covertly filmed a 

Russian schoolteacher telling classmates that she thought the invasion of Ukraine was a "mistake," 

and handed her in to the police. As the result, the instructor was fined 30,000 rubles and had her 

employment taken away (Business Insider, 2022) similarly as it was during Soviet era fanaticism 

and pupils are being taught to hate Ukrainians from their early age. 

 

Retrieved from: https://www.newsweek.com/russian-children-z-symbols-school-photo-1688673 

(Last Access: 23.05.2022)  

https://www.newsweek.com/russian-children-z-symbols-school-photo-1688673
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Politicized classrooms can have a long-term negative influence on students. Children are 

particularly vulnerable to that sort of brainwashing that now is taking place in Russian schools 

because of their often-small social circle, reliance on elders and authority figures, and lack of 

knowledge of history and current events. Similar developments are taking place outside of Russia's 

educational system.  

Political technologists in Russia, particularly in the Kremlin as well as around the Ministry of 

Defense, have seized the chance to reintroduce the significance of those enigmatic symbols. The 

goal of these photographs is to make the Z and occasionally the V look cool to the general audience, 

especially to the young generation. They are taking phrases that are already recognizable to post-

Soviet Russians, turning them into graphics, and then replicating them in flash mobs, graffiti, and 

on the Internet.  

Connecting Z to historical Russian glories, particularly the Soviet triumph in World War 2, has 

been one tactic for making Z into a patriotic propaganda hero. The Red Army fought its way back 

to Berlin and defeated Hitler, establishing the Soviet Union as a world powerhouse. The Great 

Patriotic War remains a powerful symbol of valor and glory in Russia, and it is commemorated each 

year on May 9th, Victory Day, the anniversary of Germany's defeat, with spectacular displays of 

contemporary military strength and the commemoration of ancestors who died in the conflict. The 

historical tragedy in Soviet times was vast; the Soviet people made enormous sacrifices. This 

constant historical knowledge provides World War 2 images a direct link to patriotism, allowing for 

a connection between Soviet valor nostalgia and Russia's current aggression on Ukraine.  Every 

year, before Victory Day, the St. George ribbon is distributed as a major symbol of the celebrations. 

Invoking the memories of a great past in order to pull off this propaganda stunt, comparing this war 

with this one in terms of justice and legality. 

Apart from being the new symbol of Putin's allegiance, the Z has no unique significance, which is 

part of the purpose behind it. It is worth noting that this is how Putin's propaganda works: he puts 

things out in public, watches what causes impact on public, and then acts on it. The sign has just 

recently become identifiable; the explanations state that everything is pre-planned, as the Z and V 

represent. The proliferation of alternate explanations really feeds the official propaganda machine. 

Whether any of these explanations hold weight, Z's journey from tanks and trucks to memes and 

flash mobs in Russia, to pro-Putin rallies throughout the world, demonstrates that as a sign of 

visibility expands, so does its potency as a propaganda tool.  
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There is a serious risk that the wave of fanaticism unleashed by the invasion of Ukraine may breed a 

new generation of politicized young Russians eager to embrace the Kremlin's toxic mix of 

militarism and extreme nationalism. This might extend the current conflict between Russia and the 

West for decades, ensuring the survival of Putinism long after Putin himself has left the 

international arena. 

 

 

3.3 Narratives of Russian Propaganda  

 

Russia always had narratives about Ukraine, over a decade the propaganda ranged from Ukraine 

being a project of the West and it is a historical part of Russia. Furthermore, the most popular lie, 

under which the invasion was justified by Russia, is that Ukraine is the state controlled by neo-

Nazis and fascists. These statements are nothing more than just a Russian propaganda warfare 

against Ukraine.  

"Ukraine is a Western-engineered project." (Єрмоленка, В. 2019).  Russian propaganda asserts that 

Ukraine is a "fictional" country created by Western powers to undermine Russia. "Poles and 

Austrians invented Ukraine," it is said, "the Ukrainian language was developed artificially," and 

"Ukraine has taken away foreign territory." Historians in Ukraine reply by stating that each country 

is a "project" since it is the result of mutual vision as well as the convergence of several variables. If 

the political "project" Ukraine was founded during the middle of the seventeenth century in the 

Khmelnytsky rebellion, the political "project" Russia was developed in late seventeenth and early 

eighteenth centuries, during the reign of Peter I. The question is not whether the state, in general, 

is "project" or not, but which of these "projects" are viable. Despite war, the Holodomor, 

persecution, and foreign assault, the Ukrainian political project endured, proving his rights for 

living. For topic that Ukraine has taken away foreign territories, Ukrainian historians pay attention 

to different concepts of the state in Ukraine as a local community forming its own state and Russia 

as an empire. "Gifted" lands to Ukraine by the USSR as well as by Russian Empire, were the 

territories where most of the people was already ethnic Ukrainians, and hence rise of Ukraine as a 

country fully complies with the contemporary notion of "self-determination of nations." 

"The USSR is a powerful empire; Stalin is a hero." (Єрмоленка, В. 2019). Russian propaganda 

tries to glorify the Soviet Union and create new adoration of Stalin. Propaganda states that it was 

the USSR that established Ukraine, converted it from regressive to developing and industrial. 
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According to Ukrainian historiographers, the topic of the Soviet industrial "breakthrough" neglects 

the key nuance: the question of the huge and tragic cost of such industrialization. Everywhere in 

Europe in the twentieth century there was industrialization, and only in the USSR it took place with 

the following number of victims: about 1 million losses of the starvation in 1921; about 1 million 

losses of the Russian Civil War of 1917–1921; 3 million 900 thousand victims of the Holodomor of 

1932-1933; about 1 million dead of famine in 1946;  and many more. The thesis that the USSR 

established Ukraine illustrates everything upside down: it was the national movement of Ukraine 

that pushed the Bolsheviks to agreement, to establish the USSR as federation and create a policy of 

"Ukrainization" of the 1920s. 

"Ukraine is an unfortunate shadow of Russia." (Єрмоленка, В. 2019). Russian propaganda argues 

that Ukraine is the "outskirts" of Russia, whence, they say, the name of the country comes from; 

that Russia is the inheritor of Kievan Rus; and that the church of Ukraine has no rights for 

independence. Historians give a comprehensive evaluation of the toponym "Ukraine", its link with 

the concepts "Edges" as well as "countries"; It is claimed that toponym "Ukraine" has been in use 

since the 12th century before the term "Russia" came into use among the Eastern Slavs. The 

original meaning of the term "Ukraine" is closer to the key word "country" than "outskirts". If it is 

about the "outskirts", about the border of Dnieper Russia with Eastern European and Asian steppe. 

Historians also argue why the debate over who is Russia's "successor" does not make much sense: 

Russia's medieval communities did not think of themselves in "national" terms at all. They also 

argue in favor of Ukrainian independence churches,  as related to church history, to Kyiv 

Christianity arrived from Constantinople and with the contemporary logic of Eastern Christianity, 

independent countries sooner or later get their church. 

"All Ukrainian nationalists were fascists." (Єрмоленка, В. 2019). Russia’s propaganda claims that 

all nationalists in the 1930s and 1940s were "fascists" who were "servants" of Hitler. Also, allege 

that the Nazi "Gail Hitler" tracing paper had the slogan "Glory to Ukraine." According to Ukrainian 

historians, the topic of whether Ukrainian integral nationalism in the 1930s was close to fascism at 

the moment is still debatable, it concerns various nationalist movements of the 1930s and 1940s. 

Some instances claimed by Russian propaganda have long been disproved, including Ukrainian 

nationalists' collaboration with Nazism and participation in Nazi atrocities. Some have lately been 

debunked. The fact that the OUN and the UPA were not recognized as criminal organizations by the 

Nuremberg trial is significant. According to Ukrainian historians, the Nazis were uninterested in the 

Ukrainian independence struggle, and as a result, Ukrainian nationalist leaders were rapidly 

imprisoned. However, the finding of Ukrainian archives as a result of decommunization may enable 

for further in-depth examination of Ukrainian nationalists' participation or non-participation in Nazi 
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crimes. The phrase "Glory to Ukraine" first originated during the time of independence, 1917–1921, 

and its origins may be found in Shevchenko's writings from the nineteenth century. 

"Crimea, Donbas and the south-east of Ukraine are Russia." (Єрмоленка, В. 2019).  Russian 

propaganda develops its main topic: they say that Crimea and Donbas have always been Russian, 

and the south-eastern part of Ukraine is Novorossiya. Ukrainian historiographers assert that only 5.6 

percent of their own written history Crimea belonged to Russia, while 11.4 percent to the Crimean 

Khanate; Russians made up a majority in Crimea, where 4 percent of its history, and a vast majority 

of only 2.5 percent. Donbas by tradition had a regional identity, even though, most of the 

population, was and is Ukrainian. The illusion of "Novorossiya" is connected with the past of the 

occupation of the Black Sea and the Azov Sea by the Russian Empire in the 18th century; but the 

main guiding force of this occupation was the Ukrainian laborers, not the Russians. 

"Ukraine has forgotten about the victory over Nazism." (Єрмоленка, В. 2019). Russian propaganda 

is attempting to diminish the role of Ukraine in the triumph over Nazism. The statements that the 

modern Ukrainian politics of memory neglects "great victory", in other respects, it is the Russians 

freed Europe from the Nazis. Ukrainian historiographers highlight: Ukraine has indeed departed 

from the Soviet Union’s interpretation of the victory in the World War 2, because: 1) the war for 

Ukraine did not begin in 1941, instead it began in 1939, 2) Ukraine emphasizes not only the 

significance of triumph, but also on the huge number of losses of this war, including civilian 

casualties, brought by the Soviet Union regime. In the Red Army about 7 million representatives 

were from Ukraine, i.e., about 23 percent of the total number of the Armed Forces of the USSR. 

Total casualties of the Red Army amounted to 8.6 million, including Ukrainians, about 3.5-4 

million loses. For the topic that Russia has released Europe from Nazism, the Ukrainian historians 

emphasize the war against Nazis affected Ukraine and Belarus the most during the World War 2. In 

addition, the Russians were not the only ones who battled Nazism: Ukrainians made up 23 percent 

of the population of the Red Army and committed many heroic achievements; even according to 

official Soviet data, around two thousands Ukrainians were given the titles of Heroes of the Soviet 

Union.  
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"Ukraine is a Western-

engineered project." 

"Ukraine has taken away 

foreign territory." 

"The USSR is a powerful 

empire; Stalin isa hero." 

"Ukraine is an unfortunate 

shadow of Russia." 

If the political "project" 

Ukraine was founded during 

the middle of the seventeenth 

century in the Khmelnytsky 

rebellion, the political 

"project" Russia was 

developed in late seventeenth 

and early eighteenth centuries, 

during the reign of Peter I. 

"Gifted" lands to Ukraine by 

the USSR as well as by 

Russian Empire, were the 

territories where most of the 

people was already ethnic 

Ukrainians 

The thesis that the USSR 

established Ukraine illustrates 

everything upside down: it 

was the national movement of 

Ukraine that pushed the 

Bolsheviks to agreement, to 

establish the USSR as 

federation and create a policy 

of "Ukrainization" of the 

1920s. 

It is claimed that toponym 

"Ukraine" has been in use 

since the 12th century before 

the term "Russia" came into 

use among the Eastern Slavs. 

The original meaning of the 

term "Ukraine" is closer to the 

key word "country" than 

"outskirts". Russia's medieval 

communities did not think of 

themselves in "national" terms 

at all. 

 

"All Ukrainian nationalists 

were fascists." 

"Crimea, Donbas and the 

south-east of Ukraine are 

Russia." 

"Ukraine has forgotten 

about the victory over 

Nazism." 

The fact that the OUN and the 

UPA were not recognized as 

criminal organizations by the 

Nuremberg trial is significant. 

The phrase "Glory to Ukraine" 

first originated during the time 

of independence, 1917–1921, 

and its origins may be found in 

Ukrainian historiographers 

assert that only 5.6 percent of 

their own written history 

Crimea belonged to Russia, 

while 11.4 percent to the 

Crimean Khanate; Russians 

made up a majority in Crimea, 

where 4 percent of its history, 

and a vast majority of only 2.5 

The war for Ukraine did not 

begin in 1941, instead it began 

in 1939, and Ukraine 

emphasizes not only the 

significance of triumph, but 

also on the huge number of 

losses of this war, including 

civilian casualties, brought by 

the Soviet Union regime. 
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Shevchenko's writings from 

the nineteenth century. 

percent. Donbas by tradition 

had a regional identity, even 

though, most of the 

population, was and is 

Ukrainian. 

Around two thousands 

Ukrainians were given the 

titles of Heroes of the Soviet 

Union.   

 

Table of Comparison 

Ukraine Russia  

The political "project" Ukraine was founded 

during the middle of the 17th century in the 

Khmelnytsky rebellion.  

The political "project" Russia was developed in 

late 17th and early 18th centuries, during the 

reign of Peter I. 

It is claimed that toponym "Ukraine" has been 

in use since the 12th century before the term 

"Russia" came into use among the Eastern 

Slavs.  

Russia's medieval communities did not think of 

themselves in "national" terms at all. 

Donbas by tradition had a regional identity, 

even though, most of the population, was and is 

Ukrainian. The illusion of "Novorossiya" is 

connected with the past of the occupation of 

the Black Sea and the Azov Sea by the Russian 

Empire in the 18th century; but the main 

guiding force of this occupation was the 

Ukrainian laborers, not the Russians. 

Ukrainian historiographers assert that only 5.6 

percent of their own written history Crimea 

belonged to Russia, while 11.4 percent to the 

Crimean Khanate; Russians made up a majority 

in Crimea, where 4 percent of its history, and a 

vast majority of only 2.5 percent. 

The Ukrainian historians emphasize the war 

against Nazis affected Ukraine and Belarus the 

most during the World War 2. 

Total casualties of the Red Army amounted to 

8.6 million, including Ukrainians, about 3.5-4 

million loses.  

  

  

 

The tables above debunk the narratives of Russian propaganda, leaving there no room for any 

uncertainty. Ukraine is a sovereign state with its history, and people of Ukraine had a significant 

contribution in defeating Nazi Germany during World War 2 and suffered heavy losses not only 

during World War 2 but also because of the oppressions and terror by USSR, such as Holodomor. 
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Ukraine as a term emerged earlier than Russia and Kiev was established earlier than Moscow. By 

the time of the discovery of Moscow, Kiev already was a major city, and neither Crimea nor 

Donbas could be defined as Russian land as Ukrainians were living there for centuries.   

 

 

 

3.4 1984 of Putin’s Russia and Orwellian doublespeak  

 

It is possible to notice a pattern on how Vladimir Putin speaks on the conflict in Ukraine. Putin 

frequently employs words to convey the exact opposite of what they ordinarily signify. He refers to 

acts of violence as "peacekeeping missions." He claims to be "denazifying" Ukraine but aiming to 

destabilize and kill Jewish president of Ukraine. He argues that Ukraine is planning to build nuclear 

arms, despite the fact that Putin looks to be the biggest contemporary threat of nuclear war. Putin's 

bold use of words is attracting notice. In a CNN interview, Kira Rudik, a member of the Ukrainian 

Parliament, said about Vladimir Putin: “When he says, ‘I want peace,’ this means, ‘I’m gathering 

my troops to kill you.’ If he says, ‘It’s not my troops,’ he means ‘It’s my troops and I’m gathering 

them.’ And if he says, ‘OK, I’m retreating,’ this means ‘I’m regrouping and gathering more troops 

to kill you.’” (CNN, 2022).  

“Slavery is freedom”, "Knowledge is power” (Orwell, 1949) These are the words carved above the 

facade housing the government entity known as the "Ministry of Truth" in the dystopian book by 

George Orwell, "1984," released in 1949. Orwell utilizes the aspect of the book to highlight how 

totalitarian governments, such as the fictitious state of Oceania in the book, pervert language in 

order to win and maintain political power. Orwell's profound comprehension of this phenomena 

stemmed from his personal experience with it.  

Orwell considers the link between language, ideas, and politics in his essay “Politics and the 

English Language.”. Language, according to Orwell, impacts cognition, which in turn determines 

politics. However, politics has an impact on thought, which in turn has an impact on language. 

Orwell, same way as Putin, recognized how language influences politics and vice-versa. In the 

article, he claims that proficient writing allows a person to "think more clearly," and that "thinking 

clearly is a vital first step toward political regeneration," which I assume he intended to suggest that 

a political system may get back from damaging political influence such as tyranny. As a result, 

excellent writing becomes a political endeavor. 
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The aim of Orwell is to avert terrible writing is different from his intention to preserve strict 

grammatical norms. Instead, Orwell wants language users to "let the word pick the meaning, not the 

other way around." Clear and concise communication necessitates deliberate consideration. It 

requires effort, however, just as language may be used to enlighten mind and regenerate politics, it 

can also be applied to obfuscate thought and degrade politics. Vladimir Putin recognizes it and 

intends to take advantage of it.  

"If idea corrupts language, language may also corrupt thought," said Orwell, warning against the 

type of linguistic abuses that Putin engages in. In his dystopian novel "1984," Orwell addressed the 

mutual degradation of language and politics in a totalitarian state. The sole crime in the world of 

"1984" is "thoughtcrime." The ruling class is attempting to eradicate the risk of thoughtcrime by 

removing words required to carry out the ideas they had banned, which contained any thinking that 

threatened the totalitarian power of the party. According to the notion, limiting language also limits 

thought. As a result, the Russian Parliament enacted, and Putin signed legislation that might lead to 

criminal prosecution for applying the word "war" to refer to Ukraine conflict.  

Orwell uses "1984" to investigate what occurs when interaction is shaped by political power's 

preferences rather than verifiable reality. The outcome is "doublethink," which happens when a 

broken mind recognizes two opposing notions as genuine at the same time. "War is peace," 

"Freedom is slavery," "Ignorance is Strength" are all well-known phrases. This Orwellian notion 

has spawned the idea of doublespeak, which happens when someone utilizes language to conceal 

meaning in order to control masses. Tyranny's arsenal includes the use of doublespeak. It is a 

weapon of choice for Putin, as well as for other authoritarians and would-be authoritarians 

throughout the globe. "Power is in breaking human minds to bits and putting them back together in 

new shapes of your own choice," Orwell cautioned.  
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Conclusions 

 

1. All the claims of Russia are based on their points of view, which are not supported by any 

facts. Russia did not create Ukraine, Ukraine was established way before Russia, and it 

cannot be Russian land as ethnically and historically Ukrainians are living there even in 

Crimean and Donbas. The claims of Ukrainians are being Nazis and fascists are not true 

because it is not possible for the whole country to be with such views, and the Jewish 

president was elected by its citizens. Ukraine has never forgotten about victory over Nazis 

during World War 2 as it contributed a lot, with a huge number of heroes were awarded with 

titles of heroes. For Ukraine, the image of the USSR and Stalin are associated with pain and 

heavy losses as they were oppressed and went through Holodomor during these times, Stalin 

cannot be portrayed as a hero, because his hands were in blood.  

2. In Russian propaganda, there were successes and fails in achieving the desired results. For 

instance, Z symbol is considered as the most successful symbol of Russian propaganda as it 

united the masses and provided a huge support of the public for so-called special military 

operation in Ukraine. On the other hand, Russia could not seize Donbas by propaganda 

means, as the majority of the population there were not affected by the propaganda and the 

concept of Novorossiya did not have a huge impact on the public.  

3. The analyzed data illustrates that Russian propaganda mostly impacted Russian speaking 

audience, even outside of Russia, while the most impact it had on its citizens, especially on 

the groups that were older, and lived during the Soviet Union, as the propaganda targets 

them by giving illusions that war against Nazism and fascism is not over, and Ukraine is 

occupied by them, however, it is just deceptions for the audience to approve the bloody 

actions of their dictator. While the young group is being the most vulnerable group, and it is 

implemented by showing that the ongoing so-called special military operation is cool and 

that the support for the army is trending among youngsters. In case of citizens of Ukraine, 

Russian propaganda did not have much of the success there and as the survey portrayed it 

did not influence much in eastern Ukraine over the period of aggression. 

4. Summing up, it is important to note out that Russian propaganda in the modern world went 

far beyond state institutions and specially created organizations. Moreover, it is not limited 

to distribution in the print media, on television, on the Internet. Russian propaganda covers 

not only Ukraine as the closest neighbor of Russia, the CIS republics, but also influential in 

European countries. As Russian propaganda doesn't work only against Ukraine, it works 

against the world. Thus, Russian propaganda is carried out by all possible ways, using 
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manipulative technologies, distortion of facts, affecting the processes of socialization the 

younger generation, demonizing the enemy, hanging labels, showing logical errors. 

5. The successful implementation of propaganda in Russia resulted in the rise of the approval 

rating of Putin, majority of Russians feel pride of the ongoing war and support the 

aggression against Ukraine, this was done through brainwashing of masses since 2014. The 

support of Russian public assisted Putin’s regime to continue the bloody war as most of the 

people were either for or did not show much interest about the invasion. The sanctions made 

people in Russia even poorer but instead of financial support and food, Kremlin feeds 

propaganda to its starving public, and it seems to fill the empty stomach of its public.   
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Recommendations 

 

From my perspective, to tackle and fight Russian propaganda, first and foremost the one should 

choose the sources of gathering information accurately, they should look for independent media 

sources. It is important to educate people in analytic thinking, so that propaganda would not affect 

their opinion, making them decide on their own about the reality of the conflict. Ukraine has been 

the victim of intense and prolonged information warfare. That the fundamental and straightforward 

skill of analytic thinking can protect individuals against disinformation.  

Starting from the invasion of Ukraine, the social media resources have become battlefields, even 

though social media are dealing with propaganda by banning and deleting articles, we still need to 

carefully analyze what we read and listen, the safe and free from propaganda digital future  should 

be designed to preserve the values as well as to put an end to the spread of propaganda on the 

Internet. Also, it is important to learn historical context so that you would not be a victim of fake 

news and to learn how propaganda looks like, so you would be prepared and protected when you 

see it.  

There are currently a large number of volunteers eager to counter Russian propaganda, and several 

task groups have been created to deal with propaganda in the EU and the US, however, it is harder 

to deliver someone the truth if the one is surrounded with propaganda daily, as Kremlin telling its 

public that the West spread lies and trying to hide the true. Thus, the methods mentioned above 

should be used to know how to identify and overcome propaganda warfare.    
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