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1. Introduction

There are three main characteristics that make a religious war1 a special kind of 
warfare. Firstly, what is the war waged for, and for what purpose, i.e., how is victory 
defined. Secondly, who is being fought against, i.e., who defines the enemy and on 
what justification. Thirdly, how the war is fought, i.e., what means are used and 
what the rules are. In the case of religious warfare, all three boil down to religion 

1	 Hereinafter, the terms religious war and holy war will be used as synonyms because they are all 
characterized by defining victory and the enemy through religion and establishing the rules of 
warfare. At the same time, religion itself can also appear as a quasi-religion or even as a special 
form of atheism.
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– that is, war is waged for the global victory of a religiously defined community, 
war is waged against religious enemies, and the means of warfare, the rules, have 
allegedly received approval from the superhuman realm. War thus becomes sacred, 
and religious warriors are convinced of the (unlimited) powers given to them by God 
(Lewis 1990).

In the tradition of Russian warfare, elements of a religious war, the number of 
which increased exponentially after the outbreak of the Russian-Ukrainian war in 
the spring of 2022, can be detected at first sight. Religious war is indicated by the 
activities of the clergy of the Russian Orthodox Church (ROC), which consecrate 
weapons that are used to attack Ukrainian cities and kill people. In his sermon on  
25 September 2022, the head of the Russian Orthodox Church, Patriarch Kirill, approved 
all the actions that the Russian occupiers are carrying out in Ukraine and, should they 
perish, promised them the forgiveness of their past sins by God (Russkaja Pravoslavnaja 
Cerkov’ 2022). Already in 2014, the Russian Orthodox Church announced that it 
considers the Russian-Ukrainian conflict as a religious conflict (Riistan 2016: 
207- 208). The Russian Orthodox Church regularly creates basic arguments for the 
Kremlin authorities to justify the military invasion of Ukraine in 2022 (Kilp and 
Pankhurst 2022).

On the Day of National Unity of Russia, the former President of Russia and 
Deputy Chairman of the State Security Council Dmitry Medvedev posted on social 
media, “Why our cause is right”. Medvedev announced: “We listen to the words of 
the Creator in our hearts and obey him. These words give us a holy purpose. The 
purpose is to stop the supreme ruler of hell, whatever name he goes by – Satan, 
Lucifer, or Iblis because his purpose is death. Our purpose is life. His weapon is a 
blasphemous lie. But our weapon is the truth. That’s why our cause is right. That’s 
why the victory is ours!” (Medvedev 2022).

The article tests the hypothesis according to which Russia’s military strategy and 
the ideas of the country’s main ideologists can be linked to a war waged for the 
sake of religion. The author also attempts to assess to what extent such a link finds 
practical confirmation in the current Russian-Ukrainian war. The research focuses 
simultaneously on the analysis of two different areas: firstly, what is expressed 
in words, what is declared, and secondly, what is manifested in actions. The 
divergences between Russian ‘military thought’ and ‘military actions’ can be large 
and fundamental while still being informative.

2. Russian religious war and Islamic Jihad

In Russia, religious war has not reached a level of conceptual development 
comparable to Islamic Jihad. As a doctrine, the ‘holy war’ during Putin’s era is 
inferior also to the ideological ‘great achievements’ of the era of Marxism-Leninism 
(e.g., Lenin as the prophet of the proletariat’s struggle for freedom, the Soviet Union 
as the centre of the global peace struggle). Bolshevist messianism was widely 
known, although it was disguised as modern by first trying to conduct a futuristic 
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experiment with its own country and people, the results of which were to expand 
and be pioneering for the whole of humanity (Pipes 2001). The Bolshevik world 
revolution and the class struggle for the new world (worldwide communism) can 
be considered as a holy war. It is not difficult to see that the so-called internal and 
external class struggle was for the Bolsheviks the same kind of religious undertaking, 
which included warfare with the capitalist giants in their own consciousness, as well 
as armed struggle for world revolution, just as Jihad in its various forms has been for 
Muslims (Saar 2014: 282-287). 

The Kremlin’s religious war of today is fought in the name of a religious 
community defined as the Russian World (Russkii Mir). Mir as a term simultaneously 
denotes a community, a village community, or a village government, but in Church 
Slavonic, it also means society, the world, and the state of peace.2 The Russian World 
represents a cultural-civilizational, geopolitical and religious concept. It is eclectic 
and created in a so-called post-modernist key from contradictory components 
from different stages of history to substantiate the imperial ambitions of the Putin 
regime. The Russian World embodies the idea of a supranational sphere of Russian 
civilization called Holy Russia, which includes the Russian Federation, Ukraine, and 
Belarus (occasionally also Moldova and Kazakhstan), but also all ethnic Russians 
and Russian-speaking people who have embraced Russian culture around the world 
(Public Orthodoxy 2022). 

The Russian World, like the Islamic ummah, has no physical borders; it has a direct 
concern with all lands, countries, and territories where Russians live or where there 
is a tradition of using the Russian language. In this regard, since Sergei Karaganov 
presented his ‘concept of near abroad’ (Karaganov 1992), Kremlin ideologists have 
started to use the (Russian) language as a weapon in a hybrid war. For people in the 
Western world, the attempt to politicize the use of language was shocking, but for 
those who lived in the Soviet Union, where the Russian language was purposefully 
used as a means of Russification, such an approach was not surprising.

The Russian World embraces all those who, according to Moscow, should belong 
there. No one is called to the Russian World individually by God, as in Islam, but 
certain groups of people are made aware of their collective membership. Each 
member of the group would be obliged to obey such a ‘collective call’. Instead of 
religious equality, the doctrine emphasizes the duty of obedience and self-sacrifice. 
Not much is known about birth right belonging to the Russian World in addition 
to Russian citizenship. Refusal to belong to the Russian World means treason with 
corresponding consequences. 

The religiosity underlying the Russian world is not as clearly in place as it is 
in Islam, where the believer has definite religious obligations. The Russian World, 
unlike the Muslim ummah, is centralized and hierarchical, i.e., directly related to 
subordination to Moscow as the centre. The Russian World has one and only one 
common political centre (Moscow, the Kremlin), one common historical, spiritual 
2	 The Soviet-era Russian slogan ‘miru mir!’, which was translated as ‘peace to the world!’, therefore 

acquires completely different meanings, similarly to the concept of the ‘house of peace’ known in 
Islam – for example, that final peace in the world is possible only when communism has won the 
global showdown.
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source (Kyiv as the ‘mother of all Russia’), one common language (Russian), one 
common church (the Russian Orthodox Church and the Moscow Patriarchate) 
and one common the patriarch (Patriarch of Moscow) who works in ‘symphonic 
harmony’ with the president, that is, the national leader (Putin), maintaining a special 
common spirit, morality and culture (Public Orthodoxy 2022). With the help of the 
Russian Orthodox Church, they want to fill the void left after the disappearance of 
the CPSU as the ideological support of the Bolshevik state from the arena of history, 
doing so with similar militancy.

On 5 September 2022, Russian President Vladimir Putin announced Russia’s 
new foreign policy doctrine called the Russian World (Putin 2022a). The doctrine 
states that Russia must ‘protect, secure, and promote the traditions and ideals of 
the Russian World’. The Russian Federation provides support to compatriots living 
abroad to realize their rights, ensure the protection of their interests and preserve the 
Russian cultural identity, the doctrine says. According to the document, Russia must 
strengthen cooperation with other Slavic nations, as well as China and India, and 
strengthen ties with the Middle East, Latin America, and Africa. 

Ukraine, as a sovereign state, has no place in this concept. In the holy war, it is the 
kindred nations who refuse to participate in a global religious event that are treated 
as traitors. Already Putin’s declaration of war immediately before 24 February 2022 
presented the motives of the holy war when he, in the name of the interests of Holy 
Russia, denied the existence of Ukrainians as a people and the right of the Ukrainian 
state to life (Putin 2022b). The Kremlin’s claims about the ‘Banderians and neo-
Nazis’ who seized power in Kyiv are an example of the demonization of the attack 
that goes along with the religious war. In addition, the crimes against humanity 
and war crimes systematically carried out by the Russian military are aimed at the 
peaceful population, i.e., all Ukrainians, for the sole reason that the occupiers were 
not welcomed in Ukraine with bread and salt.

3. Waves of Russia’s religious war in the 20th and 21st centuries

Russia’s religious war, like Jihad, continues without interruption (Khadduri 
2005: 55-73), but active combat occurs in waves, alternating between periods of 
calmer and active warfare. From Moscow’s point of view, the Great Patriotic War 
was a hot phase of the religious war, to which the Second World War created a 
favourable background. Nazi Germany was an asymmetric weapon for Stalin, and 
the aid provided by the West was ultimate to be used in the fight against the West 
itself. Before the outbreak of the World War, the Bolsheviks worked closely with 
their enemies, who were later brought to trial (the Nazis). The satanic stratagem was 
to make the class enemies fight each other first, to win the great war essentially with 
the help of the enemies, and at the end of the war, together with one group of enemies 
to judge and punish another group of enemies. 

One of the cornerstones of today’s identity of the Kremlin is the desire to experience 
religious pride and sacred enthusiasm for the victory achieved at that time. ‘Immortal 
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regiments’ and ‘holy tanks’ placed on a pedestal consecrate the sacrifices that were 
made for the sake of victory. The constant return to the greatest geopolitical triumph 
of the 20th Century, the Great Patriotic War, is logical because the Great Patriotic 
War is Russia’s last great victorious war, which is why it is also sacralised. Such 
a vision completely coincides with the Muslim attitude towards religious martyrs and 
completely ignores the possibility that the Red Army fighters did something bad (e.g., 
committed war crimes) in addition to destroying Nazism.

Waging a religious war allows a better understanding of the ever-increasing war 
cult in Russia and the glorification of the Great Patriotic War, even though 80 years 
have already passed since the Second World War. On 9 May 2015, when the 70th 
anniversary of the victory was celebrated, the main hero of the parade was Sergej 
Šojgu, the Minister of Defence of the Russian Federation. Before receiving the 
parade, he took off his uniform cap and crossed himself in front of TV viewers all 
over Russia. Communist and Orthodox traditions merged into one and thus formed 
an unprecedented sacral ritual (Zõgar 2016). Symbolizing that the earlier Bolshevik 
class struggle in the name of world revolution has been replaced by the religious 
struggle for the Russian World.

The Cold War, which ended in 1991, represents shame and humiliation, the defeat 
of the Red Empire. In Russian media, the periods of Gorbachev’s and Yeltsin’s rule 
are depicted as a time of inferiority, turmoil, or confusion (in Russian ‘smuta’); when 
taking advantage of the temporary weakness of Russians, the latter was virtually 
brought to their knees by their enemies. Along with the loss of the former superpower 
status, the position of a real alternative provider, the so-called honourable place in 
the global presidium, was lost to Western liberal democracy. In Russia today, the 
view of globalization as the unfair subjugation of the entire world to one superpower, 
i.e., the West, predominantly to the United States, is widespread. 

A new trend towards Ukraine (i.e., Europe) appeared in 2014 when the more 
active phase of Russia’s religious war against Ukraine began, and Russia’s political 
and economic ties with the countries of the Western world began to decrease. Crimea 
and large areas in the Donetsk and Lugansk regions were taken from Ukraine under 
the threat of a full-scale military assault. The West reacted passively to the action, 
like the reaction to the annexation of Abkhazia and South Ossetia in 2008, when 
Russia invaded Georgia, carrying out the so-called ‘Operation of pacification 
Georgia’ (Asmus 2010).

Russia’s religious war against Ukraine (the West) continued, firstly, as support 
for military activities in territories occupied by Ukraine. Secondly, the Kremlin 
tried to finally confirm the annexation of territories illegally occupied by Ukraine. 
The increase in tensions in the areas bordering the European Union continued in 
summer-autumn 2021 when a mass attempt by migrants from the Middle East to 
enter the European Union took place on the borders of Poland, Lithuania, and Latvia. 
Russian officials expressed support for Belarus in its opposition to Poland and the 
Baltic states by spreading propaganda against Poland and the European Union. 
Putin criticized the European Union and accused the West of betraying humanitarian 
ideals, separately emphasizing the use of riot gear by the Polish authorities to repel 
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migrants from the border (Margesson, Mix and Welt 2021). It was essentially a series 
of hybrid attacks against the European Union and NATO, aimed at the “weakest 
points of resistance” of the enemy. 

Putin has publicly justified why Russia pressured Europe, concentrated many 
troops on the Ukrainian border at the end of 2021, and then launched a large-scale 
invasion. He opened the historic Russian mission in a treatise published in July 2021, 
claiming that Ukrainians, Belarusians, and Russians are all descendants of peoples 
who inhabited Ancient Russia (Rus). They share a common territory, language, and 
religion. Allegedly Ukraine has never been a sovereign state except for a few failed 
attempts in history, and the emergence of the Ukrainian state after the collapse of 
the Soviet Union is allegedly comparable in consequences to the use of a weapon of 
mass destruction against Russia (Putin 2021). 

Putin repeated the same thesis in a speech just before the start of the military 
action. According to him, Moscow has the right to dominate Kyiv due to the long and 
close historical intertwining of Russians and Ukrainians. Russia was forced to assert 
its hegemony as Ukraine, and other neighbours posed a threat to Russia’s borders 
by cooperating closely with the European Union and NATO. Russia was robbed 
of its ancestral territory when the Bolsheviks created the Ukrainian SSR separate 
from Russia in 1922. According to Putin, the West has used Ukraine as a platform 
to threaten Russia and supported the so-called neo-Nazis coming to power in that 
country. At the end of the speech, Putin concluded that Ukraine’s sovereignty is 
possible only in partnership with Russia because ‘we are one nation’ (Putin 2022b). 

Symptomatic are the thoughts of Vladislav Surkov, a Kremlin confidant, in 
an interview given in 2020, which reflect his extreme, not to say Russian fascist 
(Rashist) contempt for Ukraine and Ukrainians. “Ukraine does not exist. There is 
Ukrainianness, that is, a special brain activity disorder... Such a bloody foreign view. 
Dusk instead of a country. There is borsch, Bandera, and bandura, but there is no 
nationality... Forcing them to a fraternal attitude towards Russians is the only method 
that has proven to be effective in Ukrainianness-oriented activities” (Česnakov 2020).

In the Spring of 2022, the Russians planned to repeat the action of 2014 on a 
larger scale, which was supposed to be a significantly longer step towards achieving 
the goals of the religious war. Now the stake was the inclusion of nearly 40 million 
people in the Russian population and the possibility of the future expansion of the 
empire to the dimensions of the Soviet Union. Moscow tried to hide the scale and 
ambitions of the military actions under the relatively modest name ‘special military 
operation’.

4. Hybridity and asymmetry of the Russian religious war

The concept of Russian hybrid warfare was displayed to the wider public in an 
article by Valerj Gerasimov, Chief of the General Staff of the Russian Federation 
(Gerasimov 2013). When analysing this or another text of Russian origin dedicated to 
the military sphere, one must not forget the principle of governance there, where all 
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power is concentrated in the person of the ruler. 
Even the highest military officers are not independent experts in the military 

sphere; their only task and defining role is not to get into conflict with the divine will 
of the ruler. The Russian way of governing includes a specific use of words and the 
dependence of the meaning of words on the proximity of a person to the top of power. 
Nobody’s position is permanent and can change in an instant in any direction, which 
also changes the assessment of his or her entire activity. To evaluate the meaning 
of each published text, we should know the author’s position as a subject of the 
ruler (Putin), who may have ideas and visions, the coincidence of which with the 
understanding of the ruler must be complete.

The rulers of Russia continue to be influenced by the notion that all wars waged by 
this country are always justified, i.e., just. Peace will come only after the final victory 
over the enemy. Moscow has been seen as the Third Rome; there will be no fourth, 
so either victory or the destruction of the entire world is possible (Toynbee 1960). 
Even in the 21st century, the principle applies in Russia, according to which the tsar 
can figuratively speaking, begin to implement in the morning what he dreamed at 
night (von Gentz 1968: 80). Such a ruler is basically infallible, which is why it is also 
completely excluded that he could ever or under any circumstances admit the fallacy 
of his earlier decisions. Due to the presence of direct contact with God, they simply 
cannot exist, and even error always contains great wisdom. 

It is the duty of the subjects to obey the ruler’s word as a statement of divine 
wisdom and not to doubt his authority. Russia does not and cannot have a well-
formulated and well-justified grand strategy or military doctrine with a coherent 
meaning, which would be the basis for the country’s consistent activities in the 
military sphere, as is customary in modern countries of the Western world (Posen 
2014: 1). In addition, Russia does not have a holy book like the Koran, which lays 
down the general principles of waging (religious) war. The military doctrine as such 
resides in the ruler’s head, and what it exactly contains, only he knows.

Noted security expert Mark Galeotti thoroughly analysed Gerasimov’s article 
back in 2014. He concluded that despite the use of the so-called defence narrative, 
Gerasimov had the opposite in mind when describing the dangers to Russia in 
connection with the West’s new type of warfare. He was talking about a new type 
of warfare that Russia would have to take on. Galeotti called this approach Aesop’s 
language, where defending means attacking and repelling an attack means attacking. 
By distorting the events of Arab Spring as the result of covert Western intervention, 
he proposed developing Russia’s ability to damage and destroy countries without 
large-scale military intervention (Galeotti 2014).

This approach to Russia’s hybrid war earned strong condemnation from Moscow. 
Later, Galeotti issued a public regret and essentially apologized to the Kremlin, 
saying there was no new strategic doctrine. According to him, it was a good old 
‘political warfare’, in which the West has been engaged for several decades. “The 
Gerasimov doctrine has never meant anything and does not mean anything now. It’s 
time to leave this issue in the past,” Galeotti said at the end of his letter of apology 
(Galeotti 2018a). 
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Based on the pained reaction of the Kremlin, it can be concluded that Galeotti 
touched a tender spot. The said doctrine represents an attempt to compensate for 
military technological deficiencies in an asymmetric way when seemingly hopeless 
confrontations can be resolved with the support of war tactics (including the deliberate 
creation of the so-called fog of war). This is also known to be the tactic of Islamic 
religious warfare, from targeted atrocities with the aim of intimidating the enemy and 
forcing them to surrender (Khadduri 2005) and ending with fundamentalist terrorism 
as a ‘weaker party’s weapon against the stronger party’.

The Russian private military company Wagner, with which the Kremlin officially 
denies any involvement, has received a lot of international attention (Mackinnon 
2021). Today, active recruitment into Wagner units takes place in prisons, when 
criminals serving sentences are offered the opportunity to have their sentences 
quashed and other bonuses (Sukhanin 2022). Such a practice is unthinkable within 
the framework of today’s principles of warfare in the Western world but is entirely 
appropriate in the context of a holy war. Similarly with Jihad, one can be forgiven by 
God for one’s past individual sins for participating in the Russian holy war because 
even by committing crimes, one can be a Russian patriot and render invaluable 
services to the homeland (Galeotti 2018b).

Asymmetry manifests itself primarily as an attempt to compensate for one’s 
weakness because asymmetry in warfare can mean anything, but its main content 
is the use of all kinds of means as weapons (Galeotti 2022). Among others, Mikhail 
Gorbachev spoke about the ‘asymmetric response’ of the Soviet Union to the 
American space wars program back in the 1980s. In his book “The Philosophy of 
War”, Aleksandr Dugin emphasizes the need for the development of the doctrine of 
asymmetry, which results from ‘new challenges to world security, which are obviously 
asymmetric’ (Dugin 2004: 13). The tactic of this kind of religious war is ‘looking for 
the weak link or the weakest point of resistance’ in the enemy’s camp, which takes 
place both in individual countries and in the case of the entire Western world.

For a long time, the Russian side denied the presence of Russian special forces 
operating in Crimea in 2014, which was later publicly confirmed by President Putin. 
Tactically, the activities of the ‘little green men’ looked like something between 
a border warfare and a spontaneous rebellion, but the practical result was the 
annexation of a strategically important region to Russia. The population growth of  
5 million inhabitants was also not insignificant. However, what is most important, 
and which was also noticed by Western military analysts, was the fact that in the case 
of this kind of action, there is no clear moment when NATO’s Chapter 5 should be 
applied, i.e., the entire organization’s defensive action against an attack. Thus, such 
a hybrid war model could also be well suited for use against NATO member states.

Hybrid military measures include the distortion of (international) law and 
the use of legal arguments as a weapon for controversial purposes (lawfare). For 
the Putin administration, legitimizing the Russian stronghold in its unchanged 
form into the legal and political space of Ukraine was supposed to be a means of 
destroying Ukrainian statehood from the so-called inside. On 7 February 2022, when 
commenting on the Minsk agreements, Putin used a pun with an uncensored ulterior 
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motive (Čunihina 2022). It is obvious that these agreements were only intended to 
hide the real ambitions of the Russian leaders.

The implementation of the so-called non-linear war (Pomerantsev 2014), which 
is opposed to linear war, allows for great flexibility in defining the enemy and 
determining the limits of military action. It is known that the principles of religious 
war do not include the inadmissibility of genocide. In this way, the Russian army 
is not only at war with the Ukrainian army, but the entire population of Ukraine is 
the legitimate target, which is bombed and attacked with various types of weapons, 
and the country’s infrastructure and civilian objects are purposefully destroyed. 
The aim is to increase dissatisfaction with the central government in Kyiv and to 
cause war fatigue, although, in essence, these are war crimes committed on a regular 
basis. According to the Human Rights Ombudsman of Ukraine, at least 1.7 million 
people, including 276,000 children, had been deported from the occupied territory of 
Ukraine to Russia as of 14 July 2022 (Khoshhool and Raymond 2022).

5. Military statehood of Russia

The Russian military statehood tradition, as well as the religious warfare, goes 
back to Muscovite state in the 15th century when it was transferred from the state 
of Genghis Khan and the Golden Horde. According to the basic idea of a military 
state, a state is independent only if its army takes responsibility for two fundamental 
functions: protection from external enemies and ensuring internal order. Thus, the 
immanent characteristic of today’s Russia is to be an effective means of defence and 
attack (Surkov 2019). On the wall of the Academy of the Russian General Staff is 
said to be a quote from Tsar Alexander III from the late 19th century: “Russia has 
only two friends in the world: our army and our navy” (Mihkelson 2010: 186). 

According to several authors, the entire later Russian state is the actual spiritual 
and organizational heir to the Golden Horde as an empire. The original Ancient 
Russian state organization, which developed in Novgorod and Pskov, was destroyed 
by the Muscovites. Historian George Vernadsky has argued that the centralized state 
of Muscovite (Muscovites) was created on the basis of the Golden Horde; its rulers 
were subordinates of Genghisides3 and, thus, their legal successors. The substantial 
influence of Islamic rules on the Russian state comes directly from this source because 
the official religion of the Golden Horde was Islam from 1312 when the reign of 
Khan Muhammed Uzbek (Öz Beg) began (Udam 2011: 71). This approach has also 
been supported by the founders of the Eurasian school, Nikolai Trubetskoi, and Pyotr 
Savickij, the historian Lev Gumilëv has fundamentally discussed the dimension of 
Inner Asia in the formation of Russian statehood (Gumilëv 1988). Russian military 
statehood theorists include, for example, Danilevskij (1991), Gumilëv (1994), Dugin 
(2002, 2004), Surkov (2014, 2018), and several others.

3	 The Genghisides were the rulers of the states founded by Genghis Khan and his sons, that is, dynasties 
consisting of representatives of the bloodline of Genghis Khan (See Vernadsky 1970). Later the 
representatives of these Turkish-Tatar families converted from Islam to Orthodoxy.
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A military state is in constant state of war, interrupted by short periods of peace 
and periods of preparation for a new war, still only fighting or preparing for war. 
“Our country is under siege by enemies; therefore, we must unite and put aside 
internal differences” is the mobilizing call for action. Russia’s military statehood 
tradition establishes that this country is constantly preparing for the next war. This 
complex includes the centralization of state power, a rigid vertical of power, and 
the mobilization of the population as a renewable resource. Also, the immoderate 
glorification of the last victorious war, which also means an attempt to nullify the 
crimes against humanity committed during the period of Stalinism. Russia has 
never held Nuremberg-style trials, fully denounced Stalin’s cult of personality, or 
undergone South African-style truth and reconciliation trials.

While the patriotic and mobilizing chants of the military states may endlessly 
repeat the liturgy, à la ‘as long as there is no war’, ideologically and practically, the 
military states are always and forever preparing for their main activity, i.e., warfare. 
Defending peace with a gun sounds contradictory, oxymoronic, and euphemistic. In 
Soviet-era military parlance, this reached a kind of absurdity because the Red Army 
existed and supposedly acted only in the interest of protecting the peace. This was 
just empty rhetoric because in a totalitarian state, which is structured like a military 
one, the army, as the embodiment of real force, becomes a central factor in the life of 
the state, and the logic of military mobilization spills over into other spheres of life 
as well. The biggest problem of military countries has always been a long period of 
peace because the military and the military-based government structures and military 
industry destroy the material and spiritual wealth of society as a vampire during peace. 
Since Russia is still an empire functioning as a military state, limiting its expansion 
and a lasting state of peace means moving towards inevitable disintegration.

Agreements between countries do not mean much for a military state because 
clientelist logic dominates there. Accordingly, there is a constant struggle for existence 
in the world, a test of strength, weighing who is stronger and who is weaker, who 
must obey whom, and who takes the lead; the world is as if a ‘jungle full of predators 
and prey’. The loser becomes the legitimate capture of the winner: ‘we were weak, 
but the weak can be beaten’ (Putin 2004). Therefore, Russia has learned to seek 
security only in a patient but life-and-death struggle for the complete destruction of 
every competing power, without ever thinking of reaching an agreement or finding a 
mutually beneficial compromise.

The peace agreements concluded by the Russians are not long-lasting because the 
state of peace ends when this country (head of state) waging a permanent religious 
war feels that it has enough strength to resume active warfare. By starting the war in 
Ukraine, the Russian political leadership apparently found once again that the time 
was ripe for the active phase of the holy war, for which preparations had lasted for 
some time. Already at the Munich Security Conference in 2007, Putin implied to the 
international community unequivocally that the end of the peace treaty presented by 
the Russians to the West was near. Putin’s speech directly showed his understanding 
of the Western world as a treaty breaker and a partner that betrayed the Russians’ 
expectations (Putin 2007). 
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The parallel with the Islamic law is obvious because it is known that the peace 
agreements concluded there are also considered unilateral acts, during which the 
ruler of Islam ‘gives peace’ to the enemies at the latter’s request. The instrument of 
peace in the Ottoman Empire was the ahdname – a Bill of Oath through which the 
ruler bound himself to the duty of maintaining peace. The covenant partner was not 
the other party (unbelievers) but God. The ruler had the unlimited power to freely 
decide that the unbelievers had violated their obligations, with which the agreement 
also became null and void (Kolodziejczyk 2000: 4, 68, 80-85).

Militancy and patriotism still go hand in hand in Russia, and efforts are being 
made to strengthen this connection with intensive and uninterrupted ‘military-
patriotic education’ or essentially war propaganda aimed at the population. One of the 
prerequisites for waging a religious war is the general readiness of the population to 
fight even in peacetime, declaring all those who raise objections to be enemies of the 
people, traitors, and apostates. The purpose and meaning of war have been sanctified 
so that every bloodshed is sacred, and the losses are sacrifices of redemption. The 
greater the number of victims in a religious war, the holier the war becomes. Martyrs, 
and religious heroes are in the foreground, and everyone else must join in the fight 
(Lewis 2002: 159).

Fuelled by propaganda, Russians often believe in an irrational way that Western 
world supremacy has been achieved at the expense of their country’s decline. In such 
a context, ‘holy Russia’ is once again in the position of a victim, and by embracing 
globalization in the way proposed by the West, it would seem to be moving towards 
self-destruction both in the national and cultural sense (Rozanova 2003). The West, 
on the other hand, is in the role of an evil and ruthless wrongdoer whose goal is to 
weaken Russia, destroy its statehood and subjugate it, and then rob it. The conspiracy-
theoretic idea of a global conspiracy against Russia finds constant reproduction both 
in the mass media and in the curricula of the educational institutions of the power 
structures.

Since the religious war is fought against Satan and his minions, this also results 
in the treatment of terms for the military authorities when labelling the opposing 
side. One is also free to change and reformulate specific targets because Satan is 
constantly changing his face. For example, today, Russia is verbally wholeheartedly 
against the Great Satan, that is, America, which as a country embodies the idea of 
Western arrogance, treachery, and malice. The ideologist Dugin states: “We hate 
America because we hate her, we want her gone, we want her hidden away, tucked 
away in a distant box, bolted across two oceans. Anti-Americanism is a serious 
matter” (Dugin 2004). 

In fact, the anti-Americanism of Russians is a very non-serious thing because the 
phrase ‘adoration of America’ is also suitable for expressing this feeling. This comes 
out clearly on a behavioural level because of the numerous Russian communities 
that have emerged in America and essentially all countries of the Western world in 
recent decades. This is where wealthy people, ideological front fighters, and high 
government officials educate their offspring. Every Russian who knows a little about 
the world dreams of getting to the West (especially America). Restrictions on travel 
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to the West for Russian citizens are received as a gross violation of their inalienable 
rights, discrimination, and a manifestation of Russophobia. 

Cognitive dissonance consists in the irreconcilable divergence of individual and 
collective identity, where Russians, on an individual, behavioural level en masse, 
approve of the benefits of the Western world. Above all, the consumption that 
Western welfare societies allow people to enjoy, but also individual freedoms, i.e., 
those related to lifestyle. The collective identity is opposed to the individual one with 
its demands, which makes one accept as truth what is said from the direction of the 
Kremlin, no matter who is currently in power there, because power comes from God, 
and there is no arguing with God. The centre of gravity of Russia’s religious war 
lies in the collective component of identity. Collective loyalty prevents them from 
condemning bad deeds and even serious crimes committed by ‘their own people’ and 
forces them to find irrational explanations and justifications for them.

The geopolitical discourse that characterizes military states does not allow for 
long-term mutually beneficial alliances with any foreign partner because, by the side 
of a military state, one can only be in conflict, vassal, or swallowed up (Kennan 
1946, 1947). In essence, such a relationship stems from the doctrine of permanent 
religious war; the hostile relationship with other countries is not politically defined 
but has deeper intrinsic roots that extend to religious understandings. Since an empire 
created on the principles of a military state can only grow or shrink, the Russian 
Empire’s centuries-long expansion into new areas lacked an understanding of the 
natural boundaries of this country. As a neighbour, Russia scares other countries 
and nations because this country has had territorial disputes and conflicts with 
essentially all its neighbours throughout history. A revived, strengthening Russia can 
be unmistakably recognized by the growing desire of its state leaders to interfere in 
the internal affairs of other countries and the volume of pretentious and aggressive 
outward-directed rhetoric.

6. Lessons learned from the Russian-Ukrainian war

At the end of 2021, Moscow presented an ultimatum to NATO, i.e., the Western 
world, but the military attack was committed against Ukraine, which as a country is not a 
member of NATO or the European Union. In the attitude towards the self-determination 
efforts of its lesser so-called Slavic brothers, even today, a great sense of superiority 
and a special ruthlessness emerges unintentionally from Moscow. Together with the 
‘offer of protection’, some nations are placed among the so-called state-capable and 
others among the so-called state-incapable, who lack political individuality and are 
at the stage of ethnographic material. This is how in the second half of the 19th 
century, the Russian historian Nikolaj Danilevskij openly expressed himself, and it 
fully resonates with the rhetoric of today’s Moscow (Danilevskij 1991). 

In the opinion of the Russian authorities (decision-makers), the international 
lifestyle had moved from a Western-centred, American-led unipolar system to 
a polycentric world, where the position of power is significantly more equally 
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distributed among a wider circle of states. From the Kremlin’s point of view, such 
a change was not only inevitable but also desirable, as it was supposed to lead to 
greater global balance and prosperity and give Russia a more prominent role than 
before as a regional leader and great power. It was also stated that the transition 
period itself is likely to lead to growing geopolitical instability and an increase in 
potential conflicts, including those that represent the interweaving of internal unrest 
and external aggression (Charap et al. 2021: 14).

The greatest benefit made of the Western world to the entire world after the 
end of the Second World War has been the ‘long peace’ (Pinker 2011: 300-347). A 
period of several decades without the outbreak of large-scale military conflict has 
allowed an increasing number of countries to focus on developing their economies 
and improving their technology and human development. However, those countries 
that have remained in the trap caused by the military statehood that inhibits 
general development are struggling with scientific-technological stagnation and 
backwardness. Russia’s centuries-long military state tradition is the root cause, due 
to which Russia has not had enough spiritual and material resources to build the 
country’s economy competitively, but it has always had enough means for a larger 
type of destruction. 

It is logical that the military state tradition has not provided Russia with military 
superiority over the West. Economic and technological backwardness ultimately 
inhibits military capability as well. The systemic contradiction manifests itself in 
the attempt to copy the general principles of warfare, which in the Western world 
develop hand in hand with technological progress and human development, and 
essentially transfer them to the socio-cultural environment of a developing country. 
As reality shows, in principle, this pursuit cannot succeed. In this sense, the Russian 
leadership has once again acted as an eternal apprentice since precisely the inability 
or unwillingness to create something completely new and original, together with the 
willingness and attempt to use the foreign experience to establish its superiority, is 
one of the main consistent features in the history of Russia (Inozemcev 2018: 42-43).

Russia’s direct military capability and the military-scientific innovation of its 
commanders have turned out to be a big bluff. The so-called invincible Russian 
army, about which Russian propaganda created similar images for years, was a mere 
bubble. When Russia’s political and military leadership, focused on waging a hybrid 
war, collided with the need to wage a conventional armed struggle, a linear war 
where ‘the guns talk’, Russia’s real misery in the military sphere became clear. 

By now, Russia’s inability to wage a long-term, large-scale war with NATO is 
obvious. The substantial lagging behind the West in military technologies manifested 
itself so that no smart, science-based Western-style warfare can be seen on the Russian 
side. Nuclear deterrence, which was effective for several decades after World War 
II, remains firmly in place today. The fight continues with traditional methods like 
in the Second World War, where one’s military personnel as a renewable resource is 
sacrificed with no hesitation, and the motivation of the military remains low.

The halt in the growth of Russia’s defence budget by the 2020s did not lead 
to a decrease in the country’s military ambitions. It is unlikely that Russia would 
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have been able to implement several military priorities simultaneously: military 
action in Ukraine and Syria; raising the readiness of army personnel to a new level; 
modernization of conventional military forces; modernization of nuclear weapons; 
development of hypersonic and other next-generation weaponry; training for 
large-scale combat operations, which Russia began in 2014. Insufficient economic 
resources and a lack of political influence have not allowed these goals to be realized 
(Charap et al. 2021: 167-173).

The blitzkrieg, which was supposed to quickly end with the return of Ukraine to 
the ‘friendly’ bosom of Russia, did not materialize. First, the Ukrainians surprised 
with their bold resistance, and then the West with large-scale military and economic 
support for Ukraine. Assessed from a rational position, the attack on Ukraine 
meant that ‘the liars believed their own lies’. The Russian-Western hypothetical 
confrontation preached by Moscow-based hate speakers became a ‘self-fulfilling 
prophecy’ because if something is considered real, its consequences are real 
(Thomas and Thomas 1928: 571-572). We see a similarity with Islamic katman, a 
deception that is supposed to lead the enemy astray (Milosz 1981). But there was 
also a belief characteristic of the Russian mentality and Islam of the ‘word coming 
true’, especially when the speaker is the ruler as a person close to God.

The general attitude is characterized by an article by journalist Petr Akopov, 
which was briefly published on the RIA Novosti portal at the beginning of the 
war. The author of the article celebrated Russia’s unachieved victory and was sure 
that the world had entered a new era. “The multipolar world has finally become a 
reality – the operation in Ukraine cannot rally anyone but the West against Russia. 
Because the rest of the world sees and understands perfectly well – this is the conflict 
between Russia and the West, this is the answer to the geopolitical expansion of the 
Atlanticists, this is the return of Russia’s historical space and place to the world... 
Russia has not only challenged the West but has shown that the era of Western global 
dominance can be regarded as completely and definitively over”, he wrote (Akopov 
2022). 

7. Conclusions

The hypothesis stated at the beginning of the article was confirmed: The basic 
pattern of Russian foreign policy and the tradition of warfare are still based on the 
main logic of waging a religious war. At the same time, the Kremlin and the Russian 
Orthodox Church are hypocritically trying to convince the whole world of their peace 
efforts. This includes permissiveness and demonizing and dehumanizing opponents, 
gaslighting and lying, and looking for all kinds of justifications for one’s actions. The 
religious warfare is used both to mobilize the population and to increase the ability 
of the fighters. The attempt to consolidate the territories conquered from Ukraine 
under Moscow’s rule is also based on the same idea.

The religious war waged by Russia in the 21st century is absurd and irrational, 
and the West must be prepared for the fact that the Russian leadership mystically 
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hopes to receive support from ‘higher powers’ to win the war. This not holy but 
rather ‘unholy war’ is waged against the ‘satanic West’, and it is based on a so-called 
quasi-religious position that resembles the atheistic religiosity of the Bolsheviks. It is 
not surprising that the so-called orthodox Chekists in the top Russian leadership, led 
by President Putin, are mostly ex-communists. Opportunism, at an unprecedented 
level, turns the alleged deep religiosity of the Kremlin society and the religious war 
into a pseudo-religious farce. Unfortunately, this war is accompanied by many real 
human casualties and huge material losses.

The war in Ukraine is something much more than a conflict between two countries, 
where one is the aggressor and the other the victim because, from the point of view of 
Russia, it is a justified war. An attack on Ukraine means, at the same time, an attack 
on the Western world and the post-World War II international system. In Ukraine, 
we see the rhetoric and practice of religious war in its classic form, where Russia is 
carrying out a globally important mission of reuniting the ancestral Russian lands, 
which in the long run will allegedly lead the nations of the entire world to the right 
development tracks. The struggle has obvious eschatological aspects, as only victory 
or death is possible. If some of those considered among the ‘us’ refuse to recognize 
it, Moscow uses coercive force. 

From the point of view of Ukraine, this war is placed in a different context 
because right now, the Ukrainian nation is being born together with the democratic 
(national) state of Ukraine. In essence, the Ukrainian War of Independence is 
currently taking place, and such wars are familiar to the countries of the Western 
world and sufficiently legitimized, which is why the Western world’s support for 
Ukraine is obvious and natural.

Today’s Russia poses a great threat to its neighbours, the Western world, and, 
therefore, the entire world. This threat does not come only from specific persons 
in power, and going astray, but behind the threat are the deeper undercurrents 
of the Russian religious consciousness and mentality. This is where President 
Putin’s essentially unlimited decision-making freedom and the complacency and 
submissiveness of the Russian population come from.

Against such an attack, the Western world must implement comprehensive 
measures, which are not limited to military ones and whose common goal is to bring 
Russia to order. A country threatening the world with a nuclear war must be isolated, 
and their war of destruction in Ukraine must be turned into a strategic defeat of that 
country. Before entering a new stage of development, Russia must undergo a ‘purge’ 
like the denazification of Germany after World War II. A show of weakness by the 
Western world in the confrontation would only increase the Kremlin’s ambitions and 
lead to increasingly severe consequences for the entire world.

Address:
Jüri Saar

Kase 61
12012 Tallinn, Estonia

Tel.: +372 5277673
E-mail: jyri.saar@sisekaitse.ee



18 Jüri Saar

References

Akopov, Petr (2022) Nastuplenie Rossii i novogo mira. Available online at <http://web.archive.org/
web/20220226051154/https://ria.ru/20220226/rossiya-1775162336.html>. Accessed on 
10.09.2022.

Asmus, Ronald D. (2010) A little war that shook the world: Georgia, Russia, and the future of the West. 
Palgrave Macmillan. 

Charap, Samuel, Dara Massicot, Miranda Priebe, Alyssa Demus, Clint Reach, Mark Stalczynski, 
Eugeniu Han, and Lynn E. Davis (2021) Russian grand strategy, rhetoric and reality. Research 
Report. Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corporation, 2021. Available online at <https://www.rand.
org/pubs/research_reports/RR4238.html>. Accessed on 10.01.2023.

Danilevskij, Nikolaj Ä. (1991) Rossija i Evropa. Moskva: Kniga.
Dugin, Aleksandr G. (2002) Osnovy Evrazijstva. Moskva: Artogeja Centr.
Dugin, Aleksandr G. (2004) Filosofija vojny. Moskva: Jauza.
Galeotti, Mark (2014) “The ‘Gerasimov doctrine’ and Russian non-linear war”. Moscow’s Shadows,  

6 July 2014. Available online at <https://inmoscowsshadows.wordpress.com/2014/07/06/the-
gerasimov-doctrine-and-russian-non-linear-war/>. Accessed on 10.09.2022.

Galeotti, Mark (2018a) “I’m sorry for creating Gerasimov Doctrine”. Foreign Policy, 5.03.2018. 
Available online at <https://foreignpolicy.com/2018/03/05/im-sorry-for-creating-the-gerasimov- 
doctrine/>. Accessed on 10.09.2022.

Galeotti, Mark (2018b) The vory: Russia`s super mafia. New Haven and London: Yale University Press.
Galeotti, Mark (2022) The weaponisation of everything: a field guide to the new way of war. New 

Haven and London: Yale University Press.
Gerasimov, Vladimir (2013) “Cennost’ nauki v predvidenii”. Voenno-promyšlennyj kur’er 8, 476, 

1–3. Available online at <https://vpk.name/news/85159_cennost_nauki_v_predvidenii.html>. 
Accessed on 09.01.2023.

Gumilëv, Lev N. (1988) “Etnos: mifi i real’nost’ (Fragment monografii ‘Etnogenez i biosfera Zemli’)”. 
Družba narodov, 10, 218–231.

Gumilëv, Lev N. (1994) Etnogenez i biosfera Zemli. Moskva: DI DIK.
Inozemcev, Vladislav (2018) Nesovremennaja strana Rossija v mire XXI veka. Moskva: Al’pina.
Karaganov, Sergej A. (1992) “Problemy zaščity interesov Rossijsko orentirovannogo naselenija v 

‘bližnem’ zarybež’e”. Diplomatičeskij Vestnik 21-22, 43–45.
Kennan, George (1946) Telegram. The Charge in the Soviet Union (Kennan) to the Secretary of State. 

Available online at <https://nsarchive2.gwu.edu/coldwar/documents/episode-1/kennan.htm>. 
Accessed on 01.02.2023.

Kennan, George (alias Mr X) (1947) “The sources of Soviet conduct”. Foreign Affairs 25, 4, 566–582.
Khadduri, Majid (2005) War and peace in the law of Islam. Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University 

Press.
Khoshhood, Kaveh and Nathaniel A. Raymond (2022) System of filtration: mapping Russia’s detention 

operations in Donetsk Oblast. New Haven: Humanitarian Research Lab at Yale School of Public 
Health. Available online at <https://hub.conflictobservatory.org/portal/sharing/rest/content/ite
ms/7d1c90eb89d3446f9e708b87b69ad0d8/data>. Accessed on 09.01.2013.

Kilp, Alar and Jerry G. Pankhurst (2022) “Soft, sharp, and evil power: the Russian Orthodox Church 
in the Russian invasion of Ukraine”. Occasional Papers on Religion in Eastern Europe 42, 5, 
1–21.



19The Russian holy war

Kolodziejczyk, Dariusz (2000) Ottoman-Polish diplomatic relations (15th–18th century): An Annotated 
Edition of ‘Ahdnames’ and other documents. (The Ottoman Empire and its Heritage, 18.) 
Boston, Köln, and Leiden: B.

Lewis, Bernard (1990) “Europe and Islam”. The Tanner Lectures on Human Values. Delivered 
at Brasenose College, Oxford University 26 February, March 5 and 12, 1990, 77–139.  
Available online at <https://tannerlectures.utah.edu/_resources/documents/a-to-z/l/Lewis98.
pdf>. Accessed on 01.02.2023.

Lewis, Bernard (2002) What went wrong? Western impact and Middle Eastern response. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press.

Mackinnon, Amy (2021) “Russia’s Wagner Group doesn’t actually exist”. Foreign Policy, 6 July. 
Available online at <https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/07/06/what-is-wagner-group-russia-
mercenaries-military-contractor/>. Accessed on 10.09.2022.

Margesson, Rhoda, Derek Mix, and Cory Welt (2021) “Migrant crisis on the Belarus-Poland border”. 
Focus, Congressional Research Service. Available online at <https://crsreports.congress.gov/
product/pdf/IF/IF11983>. Accessed on 09.01.2023.

Medvedev, Dmitrij (2022) “Počemu naše delo pravoe: otvety na prostye voprosy v Den` narodnogo 
edinstva”. Informer, 04.11.2022. Available online at <https://ruinformer.com/page/dmitrij-
medvedev-pochemu-nashe-delo-pravoe-otvety-na-prostye-voprosy-v-den-narodnogo-
edinstva>. Accessed on 03.02.2023. 

Mihkelson, Marko (2010) Venemaa valguses ja varjus. [Russia in the light and shadow.] Tallinn: Varrak.
Milosz, Czeslaw (1981) The captive mind. New York: Octagon.
Pinker, Steven (2011) The better angels of our nature: a history of violence and humanity. Penguin 

Books.
Pipes, Richard (2001) Communism. A History. New York: Modern Library.
Pomerantsev, Peter (2014) “How Putin is reinventing warfare”. Foreign Policy, 05.05.2014. Available 

online at <http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2014/05/05/how_putin_is_reinventing_
warfare>. Accessed on 10.09.2022.

Posen, Barry R. (2014) Restraint: a new foundation for U.S. grand strategy. Ithaca, NY: Cornell 
University Press.

Public Orthodoxy (2022) “A declaration on the ‘Russian World’ (Russkii mir) teaching”. Public 
Orthodoxy, 13.03.2022. Available online at <https://publicorthodoxy.org/2022/03/13/a-
declaration-on-the-russian-world-russkii-mir-teaching/>. Accessed on 01.02.2023.

Putin, Vladimir (2004) Obrašenie Prezidenta Rossii Vladimira Putina 04 sentjabrja 2004 goda, Moskva, 
Kreml. Available online at <http://www.kremlin.ru/events/president/transcripts/22589>. 
Accessed 03.02.2023.

Putin, Vladimir (2007) Speech and the following discussion at the Munich Conference on Security 
Policy, February 10, 2007. Available online at <http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/
transcripts/24034>. Accessed on 03.02.2023. 

Putin, Vladimir (2021) Stat’ja: Ob istoričeskom edinstve russkich i ukraincev. Prezident Rossij, 12 ijulja 
2021 goda. Available online at <http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/66181>. Accessed on 
10.09.2022.

Putin, Vladimir (2022a) Ukaz Prezidenta Rossijskoj Federacij ot 05.09.2022 № 611 “Ob utverždenii 
Koncepcii gumanitarnoj politiki Rossijskoj Federacii za rubežom”. Available online at <http://
publication.pravo.gov.ru/Document/View/0001202209050019>. Accessed on 10.09.2022.



20 Jüri Saar

Putin, Vladimir (2022b) Address by the President of the Russian Federation. Available online at <http://
en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/67828>. Accessed on 10.09.2022.

Riistan, Ain (2016) “The Moscow Patriarchate and the conflict in Ukraine”. Sõjateadlane (Estonian 
Journal of Military Studies) 2, 206–231.

Rozanova, Julia (2003) “Russia in the context of globalization”. Current Sociology 51, 649–669.
Russkaja Pravoslavnaja Cerkov’ (2022) Patriaršaja propoved’ v Nedelju 15-go Pjatidecjahnice posle 

Liturgii v Aleksandro-Nevskom skitu. Available online at <http://www.patriarchia.ru/db/
text/5962628.html>. Accessed on 09.01.2023.

Saar, Jüri (2014) XXI sajandi väljakutse: tsivilisatsioonid, kultuurid, väärtused. [Challenges of the XXI 
century: civilizations, cultures, values.] Tallinn: Hea Raamat.

Sukhankin, Sergey (2022) “Wagner PMC recruits Russian criminals and convicts for war in Ukraine”. 
The Jamestown Foundation, Document#2077558 Available online at <https://www.ecoi.net/en/
document/2077558.html>. Accessed on 09.01.2023.

Surkov, Vladislav (alias Natan Dubovickij) (2014) “Bez neba”. Russkij pioner 3, 105–107.
Surkov, Vladislav (2018) “Odinočestvo polukrovki (14+)”. Rossija v global’noj politike, 09 aprelja. 

Available online at <http://www.globalaffairs.ru/global-processes/Odinochestvo-
polukrovki-14-19477>. Accessed on 10.09.2022.

Surkov, Vladislav (2019) “Dolgoje gosudarstvo Putina”. Nezavisimaja Gazeta, 11.02.2019. Available 
online at <https://www.ng.ru/ideas/2019-02-11/5_7503_surkov.html>. Accessed on 02.02.2023.

Zõgar, Mihhail (2016) Vsja kremlëvskaja rat`. Kratkaja istorija sovremennoj Rossii. Moskva: 
Intellektual`naja literatura. 

Thomas, William I. and Dorothy Swaine Thomas (1928). The child in America: behavior problems and 
programs. New York: Knopf.

Toynbee, Arnold (1960) A study of history. A new edition revised and abridged by the author and Jane 
Caplan. Oxford University Press. 

Česnakov, Aleksej (2020) “Surkov: mne interesno dejstvovat’ protiv real’nosti”. Aktual’nye 
kommentarii, 26.02. Available online at <https://actualcomment.ru/surkov-mne-interesno-
deystvovat-protiv-realnosti-2002260855.html>. Accessed on 09.01.2023.

Čunihina, Marija (2022) “Otkuda pošla fraza ‘Nravitsa, ne nravitsa – terpi, moja krasavica’?”. 
Argumenty i fakty, 08.02. Available online at <https://aif.ru/politics/russia/otkuda_poshla_
fraza_nravitsya_ne_nravitsya_terpi_moya_krasavica>. Accessed on 09.01.2023.

Vernadsky, George (1970) The Mongols and Russia: a history of Russia. Vol. 3. New Haven, CO: Yale 
University Press.

Udam, Haljand (2011) Türgi. Teekond läbi Türgi tsivilisatsiooni ajaloo. [Turkey: a journey through the 
history of Turkish civilization.] Tartu: Johannes Esto Ühing.

Von Gentz, Friedrich (1968) “Considerations on the political system in Europe (1818)”. – In Mack 
Walker, ed. Metternich’s Europe 1813–1848. New York: Walker and Co.


