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Chechnya and the north Caucasus. And they call it peace 
 
GROZNY 
 
ON DECEMBER 31st 1999 Vladimir Putin flew to Chechnya, which had been under Russian  
bombardment for months. It was a suitable first trip for the new president, whose rise to power  
was intimately linked to the war in Chechnya. He vowed to pursue terrorists everywhere, 
famously adding “we'll wipe them out in the shithouse.”5 As Mr Putin hands over to Dmitry 
Medvedev, he can claim that a war that cost 100,000 lives is over.11,3  
                                                
5 SENSATIONALIZED TEXT: The Russian word 'sortir' used in Putin’s statement cited here can just as 
accurately or even more accurately be translated as 'outhouse' or 'john.' This article and almost all 
Western publications translate it as 'shithouse.' Such a translation conveys the impression that Putin is 
crude and boorish, the stereotype of the Russian in the Western mind. OMISSION OF KEY FACTS: 
The statement was made after the apartment houses in Moscow, Buinaksk and Volgodonsk were blown 
up by Chechen terrorists.  
 
11,3 UNIDENTIFIED SOURCE and INACCURATE STATEMENT/DATA: The author provides no 
source for this figure, but it is the figure claimed by the Chechen militants and North Caucasus jihadists. 
Furthermore, most experts use this figure for the combined fatalities for both wars, and some regard it as 
an overestimation.  
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Grozny has been transformed: ruins cleared away, bullet-ridden facades covered with plastic,  
fortified checkpoints gone. There are new schools, apartment blocks, roads, shops. You can  
fly into Grozny, take a taxi and go to a restaurant. 
 
To achieve this Mr Putin simply sided with a former rebel, Akhmad Kadyrov, whom he 
pronounced  president.2  
When Mr Kadyrov was blown up in 2004,2 the mantle passed to his son, Ramzan, who has  
used money and brutality to bring the rebels on side.2 Others vanished. Sporadic fighting  
continues, but the idea of resistance is largely broken. “People can't fight any more. They are  
physically and morally exhausted. Call it preservation instinct,” says one man. Besides, much of 
the cause is gone. Chechnya has de facto autonomy and money from Moscow. Mr. Kadyrov 
pledges loyalty to Russia, particularly to “the one and only Mr Putin”. But he runs his own 
affairs. At elections, Chechnya gives the Kremlin a 99% vote, but Mr Kadyrov does not press  
people to turn out. He has his own army and control of the oilfields. As for 40,000 Russian  
troops, “they should stay to protect Russian international borders,” he says. Mr Kadyrov  
levies a tax for reconstruction, and makes women wear headscarves. His former image of brutal 
thug has turned into builder. He has reduced the kidnapping and torture of ordinary Chechens. 
He is no champion of human rights, but he is effective in his way, says Ekaterina  
Sokiryanskaya of Memorial, Russia's leading human-rights group. 
 
Huge problems remain. Almost the only work is in security. Corruption and unemployment 

                                                
2 OMISSION OF KEY FACTS: Omitted from the piece is the fact that Kadyrov was Chechnya’s chief 
mufti under the late Chechen rebel president Aslan Maskhadov. It also omits information as to why Putin 
sided with Kadyrov and the fact that and reason why Kadyrov sided with Putin. Kadyrov opposed the 
infiltration of radical Islamist/Jihadist Salafism into the North Caucasus because he viewed it as alien to 
North Caucasia’s traditional Sufi Islam. Therefore, he sided with Moscow as a lesser of two evils and as a 
way of preserving Chechen national culture and Sufi Islam. The introduction of these facts in the article, 
of course, would soil the dominant Western narrative supported by the Economist and all major Western 
media that Russia has carried out genocide against the Chechen people and that there was no danger of 
international jihadism (terrorism) in Chechnya.    
2 OMISSION OF KEY FACTS: Omitted is information about who ‘blew up’ Mr. Kadyrov. The answer 
is that it was the aforementioned (see previous commentary footnote) jihadists of the North Caucasus, 
who must go unmentioned in the Western media.  
2 OMISSION OF KEY FACTS and JAUNDICED TERMINOLOGY: Omitted is that Kadyrov and 
Moscow have instituted several amnesties which brought in thousands of militants from the jihad. The 
2007 amnesty was initied by Kadyrov himself and approved by Moscow, and he has recently called for 
another amnesty. JAUNDICED TERMINOLOGY: The article's employment of the terminology 
"money and brutality" is clearly jaundiced. What Kadyrov has done, with funds from Moscow, is emply 
former terrorists in government and the various police and security forces. To be sure, Kadyrov's forces 
have committed war crimes and gross violations of human rights, but these do not exceed those 
committed by the jihadists, which, of course, go unmentioned in the major Western media outlets. 
Moreover, as the article acknowledges below, such violations are being reduced as a result of Kadyrov's 
efforts. This was recently stated by Russia's leading human rights organization 'Memorial', which opposes 
Putin. See "Orlov: 'Memorial' dovolen peregovorami s vlastyami Chechni," Kavkaz uzel, 28 February 
2008, www.kavkaz-uzel.ru.  
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(maybe 80%) are so endemic that people pay bribes to get state jobs. Chechnya used to provide 
seasonal labour across the Soviet Union. Russian xenophobia has made that impossible.7 But the  
stress of war that wrecked people's health is gone. “All these years that we had been bombed I  
dreamt that I would fall asleep and that there would be no shooting. I don't care who the 
president of Chechnya is: I can now sleep,” says a Grozny resident. 
 
The true legacy of Russia's war on Chechnya is that its violence has spread to other Muslim  
republics, notably Dagestan and Ingushetia. Each has its own problems, but the common thread 
is Russia's brutal and lawless methods.7 Ingushetia never asked for independence and did not 
even support the Chechen cause. Ms Sokiryanskaya says that, when insurgents seized its capital 
in 2004, locals were shocked to find that some were Ingush. Ingushetia now has a network of 
guerrilla fighters who destabilise the region by targeting non-Ingush people and police.2 Last 
year they killed several Russian-speaking people. 
 
The Russian army has resorted to brutal mop-up operations involving methods little different  
from those of the terrorists.2,7 The result: a republic that was mostly peaceful at the beginning 

                                                
7 ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE: It is very one-sided perspective to attribute the decline in the use of 
Chechens as hired laborers across the former USSR to Russian xenophobia. First, that decline has been 
felt in the other post-Soviet states besides Russia. Second, by the late perestroika era every large city in 
the USSR had powerful Chechen organized crime groups. Third, Chechen terrorist attacks may have 
something to do with ‘xenophobia.’ 
7 ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE: A rather different common thread is Islam, the expansion of the global 
jihad and its ideology into the region, and the consequent transformation of the Chechen separatist 
militants into globally-oriented jihadists, who have declared their goal of liberating all ‘Muslim lands’ in 
Russia (including territories from the trans-Caspian region to Tatarstan, Bashkortostan, Siberia and the 
Far East) and jihad against the U.S., the U.K., and Israel. Supporters of the jihadi strategy include the 
jihadi combat jamaats in Dagestan (Shariah Jamaat) and the Ingush Jamaat, the amir of which is also the 
military amir of the entire so-called Caucasus Emirate declared by amir Doku Umarov (now dubbed Abu 
Usman) to extend from Azerbaidzhan to Abkhazia.  
2 OMISSION OF KEY FACTS: The terminology used here - the use of the phrase “guerilla fighters” 
rather jihadi terrorists or terrorist jihadis – and the omission of the ideology and goals of the “guerillas” 
protect the reader from the complexity of having to add these the briefly mentioned activity of the 
insurgent. Also not mentioned, as noted in the previous commentary footnote, is the strategic threat to 
Russia and the West presented by the Caucasus jihadists. Indeed, after the jihadists gained control over 
the Chechen Republic of Ichkeria’s ‘armed forces’, the jihadist faction’s leader, internationally wanted 
terrorist Shamil Basaev, created a network of combat jamaats across the North Caucasus. At the same 
time and in the wake of the June 2004 jihadi attack on Nazran mentioned in the article, Maskhadov 
claimed in an interview seated next to another leading jihadist member of the ChRI leadership, his 
designated and future success Abdul-Khalim Sadulaev, that he, Maskhadov, had authorized the formation 
of the Ingush Sector which led the Nazran operation. See For the interview Ichkeria Republic President 
Aslan Maskhadov and Chairman of the Shariat Committee of Ichkeria Republic’s State Defense 
Committee Abdul-Khalim (Sadulaev), see “’My perenosim voinu na territoriyu vraga….’,” Kavkaz-
Tsentr, 1 August 2004, 13:09:21, www.kavkazcenter.com/russ/content/2004/08/01/24101.shtml cited in 
Gordon M. Hahn, Russia’s Islamic Threat (Yale University Press, 2007), p. 43. 
2,7 OMISSION OF KEY FACTS: The article omits the key fact that most counter-terrorist operations in 
the North Caucasus are not conducted by the Russian army but by the various republic’s branches of the 
Ministry of Internal Affairs and FSB forces or those brought in from outside on a temporary basis. In 
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of Mr Putin's presidency now resembles a war zone.5,4 The local leader, Murat Zyazikov, a  
former KGB officer appointed by Mr Putin, can neither protect people nor give them work. Yet  
since Mr Putin scrapped regional elections,5 voters have no way of replacing Mr. Zyazikov. 
When people staged a protest against the killing of a six-year old Ingush boy by Russian soldiers, 
they were met with violence. Journalists who came to cover the story were kidnapped and beaten 
up. Days later, Ingushetia reported 98.7% backing for the ruling party in a parliamentary 
election. 
 
Predictably, the next protest was even more violent. The Kremlin blames foreigners. “Instead  
of solving problems, they suppress them,” says Ms Sokiryanskaya. Inevitably, they re-emerge. 
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Chechnya they are usually conducted by special Chechen battalions manned mostly by former militants 
and controlled by Ramzan Kadyrov or by the Main Intelligence Administration (GRU) of the Russian 
Armed Forces in tandem with Chechen MVD forces manned almost entirely by the so-called ‘kadyrovtsy’  
(Kadyrov’s former Presidential Guards). Ignored also in this statement is the fact that there would be no 
counter-insurgency activity, if there were no jihadi insurgency. ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE: The 
concept of brutality is even only indirectly associated with the terrorists, when the main point is to discuss 
Russian brutality. 
5,4 SENSATIONALIZED TEXT: The use of the phrase ‘war zone’ is a gross exaggeration. Although 
there has been increased jihadi terrorism in Ingushetia over the last year, the level of jihadi activity hardly 
warrants the description a war zone. See Gordon M. Hahn, “The Jihadi Insurgency and the Russian 
Counterinsurgency in the North Caucasus,” Post-Soviet Affairs, Vol. 24, No. 1, January-February 2008, 
pp. 1-39. CLAIM UNSUPPORTED BY DATA/FACTS: No evidence is brought forth in the article to 
help make a comparison with Ingushetia today and a ‘war zone.’ 
5 SENSATIONALIZED TEXT: The impressin given by this claim is that there are no regional-level 
elections at all. The fact remains, however unfree and unfair most of them are, there are still elections to 
all of Russia’s regional parliaments. The regional parliaments pass on the Russian president’s nominees 
for the post of regional chief executive whether it be a republic president or a regional governor. 
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