

		

			[image: Couverture pour Covert Wars in Ukraine réalisée par Jacques Baud]

		


	

		

			

				


				[image: ]

			


		


		

		


	

		

			Back cover
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			1. Introduction


			Like all conflicts, the one taking place in Ukraine has several levels. There is a visible level, manifested in destruction, operational and tactical movements and their human consequences. But behind this war there is another, less apparent and less visible, taking place beneath the surface of the news. This is the clandestine war.


			The peculiarity of the conflict in Ukraine is that for one of the protagonists—Ukraine—it involves the whole spectrum of cognitive actions. Intelligence, disinformation, camouflage, psychological warfare and propaganda are not new phenomena. However, for the first time, they are probably not just a means of waging battle, but have become the raison d’être of the conflict. 


			Since February 2022, this conflict has become an integral part of Western media, both traditional and alternative. The battles of Mariupol, Bakhmut, Avdiivka, Severodonetsk, Chasov Yar and other more symbolic ones, such as Snake Island, were widely covered by the media, because for one of the protagonists, the important thing was not the operational result, but the image generated. 


			Clandestine warfare in the Ukraine has a number of features that make it unique. Firstly, Ukraine has been the site of a secret confrontation between the West and the East that has been virtually uninterrupted since the end of the Second World War. Secondly, this covert war has relied heavily on ethnic and nationalist divisions fostered by the West. The “Ukrainian nation” has always remained a subset of the “Ukrainian population.” This is what triggered the problems in the Donbass, and it is a reality the Russians have accepted, but which the Western narrative tries to erase.  


			The war taking place beneath the surface of media coverage is multifaceted. It evokes a sense of mystery, but remains very prosaic. It is a war that is not quantitative, but qualitative. It involves all the resources of the protagonists and—to a certain extent—puts them on an equal footing in the clandestine arena. Ideally, clandestine action should have multiplier effects on the progress of “visible” operations. So, while tactical, operative or strategic talent plays a predominant role in the course of the conflict, clandestine warfare helps to shape the framework for action. 


			However, as with other types of operation, the impact of clandestine operations on the course of the conflict is all the greater when they are integrated into a more general approach and plan. 


			From the very start of the Russian operation, Western media was telling us all about it. Images of young Ukrainians preparing Molotov cocktails in Kiev recalled the glorious hours of the liberation of Paris in 1944, as did images of clandestine workshops in which drones were being assembled and modified to make weapons against armor or simply intelligence tools. We were told of hackers and other cyber-warfare experts ready to dislocate Russian leadership structures. 


			And yet, despite their inventiveness, ingenuity and high level of skill, these enthusiastic young Ukrainians engaged in this clandestine war did not really make the difference. Our media’s spotlight on this or that initiative gave us the illusion of success, but hid the essential point: the integration of all these actions into a global plan. 


			As with military operations, a clandestine operation is only really effective when it creates synergies and impacts on another operation. 


			During the Second World War, the French Resistance was only really effective—and useful—when the British took it in hand. In 1940-1941, the Resistance’s action had very limited effects, apart from putting the Germans on their guard and forcing them to set up a brutal repressive system. It was only after the British SOE took control and formulated objectives and a strategy that the French Resistance became effective. 


			We find exactly the same phenomenon in Ukraine. From February 2022 onwards, Ukrainian and other Western actions were multiplied, but with no real coordination, no real objectives and no strategy. From then on, these efforts probably brought small tactical successes, but had no decisive impact and, above all, no multiplier effect on military operations. Such is the case of the elimination of Russian personalities in Europe (with the tacit approval of the countries, like France or Spain, where they took place), the attacks on Russian journalists or oil installations. 


			Russia and Ukraine have two very different conceptions of clandestine action. For the Russians, it is a support to their military operations: they are integrated into a holistic vision of the theater of operations, where each component supports the others. 


			For the Ukrainians, clandestine operations support their center of gravity, which Clausewitz defines1 as2:


			…the center of all power and movement, on which everything depends; the characteristic, capacity or location from which enemy and friendly forces derive their freedom of action, physical strength or will to fight.


			For Ukraine, the center of gravity is the narrative. This is where Western assistance comes from. It therefore seeks to promote the idea of success. This is why many actions by special forces (such as on Snake Island in summer 2022) have been highly publicized, even if they have had no impact on the course of operations. Their only effect was to keep the West mobilized in support of Ukraine, without however being a driving force for success. 


			 


			 


			


			

				

						1. “ … ein gewisser Schwerpunkt, ein Zentrum der Kraft und Bewegung bilden, von welchem das Ganze abhängt, und auf diesen Schwerpunkt des Gegners muß der gesammelte Stoß aller Kräfte gerichtet sein.”, Karl von Clausewitz, Vom Kriege, Achtes Buch, Dümmlers Verlag, Berlin, 1832.



						2. “The hub of all power and movement upon which everything depends; that characteristic, capability, or location from which enemy and friendly forces derive their freedom of action, physical strength, or the will to fight”, Glossary, FM 100-5 (German: Schwerpunkt). Also: “… characteristic(s), capability(ies), or locality(ies) from which a nation, an alliance, a military force or other grouping derives its freedom of action, physical strength, or will to fight”, Office of the Joint Staff, DOD Dictionary of Military and Associated Terms, Joint Publication 1-02 (Washington DC, 1984) p. 188.



				


			


		


	

		

			2. Clandestine Action


			Terminology


			In order to maintain the clarity of our presentation, we will stick to the official terminology, insofar as it is comprehensible to readers. Thus, the term “war” is used to refer to the entire conflict from February 2014 to the present day. To designate the military actions following the Russian intervention of February 24, 2022, we will use the official name “special military operation” and its Russian abbreviation “SVO.3” 


			Controversial in the West, this designation is consistent with the leadership structures put in place by Russia. Ukraine is thus a “theater of military operations” (TVD4). Should there be a wider conflict in Europe, it would become a “theater of war” (TV).5


			The term “special services” does not really have a universal definition. In the West, it tends to be used for services that carry out actions (clandestine or otherwise) downstream of the decision. In Russia and Ukraine, it is translated by the notion of “spetssluzhba” (спецслу́жба), which is broader and indistinctly designates an intelligence service, a security service or an action service. In this book, by convention, we will use the expression “special services” in its Western sense to designate services that are in action, downstream of the decision. 


			Clandestine Operations


			In the French-speaking world, clandestine actions are poorly understood. The search for a vocabulary that is both evocative and romantic tends to ignore the technical and political aspects of these operations. Imprecise and far-fetched notions, such as “hybrid warfare,” can then be grafted onto this “artistic blur,” opening the door to misinformation. 


			English-language literature is more precise. Technically, a distinction is made between :


			

					clandestine action, in which the process and the perpetrator (or instigator) are hidden. This includes assassinations and other terrorist acts, espionage and even the formation of terrorist groups, as practiced by the United States, Great Britain, Canada and France in Ukraine; 


					
covert action, in which the instigator or perpetrator is hidden, but the process is not. This is the case with disinformation (in other words, the deliberate dissemination of information calibrated to influence public opinion);


					semi-clandestine action, which generally involves interference in a country by funding opposition groups for political purposes, or as instruments of influence for the benefit of an external actor. This type of action is carried out by lobbies or official institutions, such as USAID6 or NED.7



			


			The expression “active measures” is frequently used by Western journalists in search of mystery and excitement to describe Russian clandestine actions, particularly assassinations. In reality, it is an expression associated with the notion of “maskirovka” (camouflage), which is the equivalent of the Western notion of “operations security” (OPSEC). Maskirovka comprises “passive measures” (camouflage, concealment, protection of secrets, etc.) and “active measures” (disinformation, propaganda, etc.).


			Territories


			By convention, we refer to:


			

					“Russian Territories”, Russia’s territories within its 2014 borders; 


					“Occupied territories” means Ukrainian territories occupied by Russia from February 24, 2022, then integrated into the Russian Federation following popular referendums held at the end of September 2022. Russia considers them Russian territories. However, for the purposes of this book, a distinction is necessary due to their belonging to the Theater of Military Operations (TVD) Ukraine and the potential presence of Ukrainian partisans; 


					“Ukrainian Territories”, the rest of Ukraine under the authority of Kiev.


			


			That said, clandestine action is not confined to geographical space; it is also practiced in the infosphere (influence warfare), in the ether (electronic warfare) and in cyberspace (cyberwarfare). 


			 


			 


			


			

				

						3. Spetsial’naya Voïennaya Operatsiya.



						4. Teratr’ Voïennykh Deïstvyy”.



						5. Teatr’ Voïny.



						6. United States Agency for International Development.



						7. National Endowment for Democracy.



				


			


		


	

		

			3. Historical Background


			Ukraine, a Region Straddling Two Worlds


			The Ukrainian conflict has its roots in the death of the great empires at the beginning of the 20th century. Ukraine is one of those countries that were created or formed on the borders of the great powers, made up of several ethnic or cultural groups that were more or less successfully merged into a single entity. The word “Ukraine” itself has its origins in a Slavic term (ukraiina or kraiina) meaning “frontier zone”.8


			Unlike Switzerland, where the various ethnic, linguistic and cultural communities have come together by choice to form a kind of “mini-NATO,” Ukraine is the result of changes decided from outside. With a western part stemming from the Austro-Hungarian Empire, a central part strongly linked to the Russian Empire, an Eastern part (mainly the Donbass) annexed by the Soviet Union in the 1920s and Crimea administratively added by Khrushchev in 1954, Ukraine is a composite country where nationalisms were just waiting to manifest themselves. 


			To complicate matters, Ukraine is located in a region stretching from the Baltic to the Black Sea, which is known as the “Intermarium.” The Intermarium is a concept developed in the 1920s by Józef Pilsudski. It was revived in 2015 as a security policy objective for Poland, which sees it as a politico-military space where it can exert its influence.9


			But the Intermarium also has a geopolitical dimension.10 It is a vast frontier zone between Western Europe and Russia. It is in this zone that the USSR defined its “glacis,” formalized under the term “Warsaw Treaty.” 


			It was in this vast region that the European Ashkenazi Jewish community emerged, not as a result of immigration from Palestine, but as a political decision to escape Orthodox influence in the East and Muslim influence in the South11. It was also to this region that European countries would turn away Jewish communities until the Second World War. It was here that they suffered their most virulent persecution, by Germany of course, but also by Poland, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia. The region was also home to the vast majority of concentration camps, whose guards were often young Ukrainian volunteers, who outnumbered their German counterparts.12


			Long inseparable from the Russian Empire, then the Soviet Union, Ukraine is actually more a region than a country. 


			But history has shaped a different reality, and this zone has become more of a barrier than a link. Situated on the edge of the great European empires of the 19th century, it became a sort of glacis, first for the West against the socialist threat after the Russian Revolution, then for the Soviets against the Western threat—with the creation of the Warsaw Pact—and then again against Russia, with the expansion of NATO after the Cold War. 


			Despite appearances, the weight of history and emotion continues to weigh heavily on the Ukrainian conflict. Ursula von der Leyen’s grandfather was actually working on the economic integration of Ukraine into the greater Europe imagined by the Nazis.13 The grandfather of Victoria Nuland, US Under-Secretary of State for Political Affairs, left the Odessa region at the beginning of the 20th century to escape the pogroms. The American Secretary of State Anthony Blinken’s great-grandfather  left Kiev for the same reason. Justin Trudeau’s Deputy Prime Minister Chrystia Freeland’s grandfather was a Ukrainian collaborator with the Third Reich, who found refuge at Canada, thanks to a secret decision by the British government.14


			The result of this clash of cultures is complex relationships, often difficult to explain in a Cartesian way. Jews and ultra-nationalists are united in their hatred of the other: the Russian in Ukraine, the Palestinian in Palestine. This explains the behavior of Canadian parliamentarians, who celebrate a former Ukrainian collaborator of the National Socialists. On that occasion, Anthony Rota, President of the Parliamentary Assembly, did not mention this veteran’s fight against the “Soviets” (which would have been a political fight), but celebrates the fight against the “Russians,” demonstrating that he was part of an ethnic approach.15


			Destined to be a land of encounter, Ukraine has become a land of confrontation. Since 1945, and even more so after the Cold War, instead of using it as a bridge, Westerners have used it as a divide, exploiting the sense of revenge and animosity against Hellenic-Christian civilization found in other parts of the world.


			The Ambiguity of the Confrontation Between Fascism and Communism


			At the beginning of the 20th century, Ukraine did not exist as a country. It was a region on the border of the Russian Empire, from which its name derives, the Western part of which belonged to the Austro-Hungarian Empire. The latter was dismembered after the First World War: Galicia and Volhynia went to Poland, while Central and Eastern Ukraine went to the Soviet Union. The Ukrainian movements born of the emergence of European nationalism in the late 19th and early 20th centuries took shape underground. 


			The interwar period was marked by the extraordinary interweaving of nationalist struggles in this region, which saw the emergence of various forms of fascism. Nationalist struggles were superimposed on political rivalries between fascism and nascent socialism. 


			Today, the word “fascism” is almost automatically associated with Nazism. But in the 1920s, Italian fascism was a model. Unlike Nazism, anti-Semitism was not its central element. It would become important in the late 1930s, as part of the collaboration between Italy and Germany, but it was a peripheral and opportunistic aspect of Fascist ideology. As proof of this, in the mid-1930s, Fascist Italy housed a Betar military unit, stemming from the revisionist Zionist movement, at the Civitavecchia Naval Academy.16


			At the time, fascism was defined as the “true” expression of popular will, as opposed to democracy, which was seen as corrupted by oligarchies and private interests. It was the equivalent of what we call “populism” today. That is why it was so successful throughout Europe in the 1920s and 1930s. It was this model that inspired the beginnings of Ukrainian nationalism. 


			As today, back then Ukrainian ultranationalists were deeply anti-Semitic. But unlike the National Socialists, whose anti-Semitism was a doctrinal element based on a racial concept, Ukrainian fascists hated Jews more because of their links with Soviet power and their presence in the mechanisms of power. 


			Historically, the European Jewish population developed on the borders of the Catholic, Orthodox and Muslim worlds, in a band stretching from the Black Sea to the Baltic. So it is not surprising to find it in the structures of the Soviet Socialist Republics and certain Eastern European countries, such as Hungary. The superimposition of “traditional” community rivalries and problems of governance explains the development of a virulent European anti-Semitism. It is no coincidence that the founders of the State of Israel, such as David Ben Gurion, Golda Meir and Moshe Dayan, and modern politicians like Benjamin Netanyahu and Bezalel Smotrich, hail from this area. 


			The “founding” element of Ukrainian anti-Semitism is the “Holodomor” (holod: hunger; mor: plague). Estimated to have claimed between 4 and 7 million lives in 1932-1933, it is regarded in Ukraine as a genocide, often compared to the Jewish “holocaust.” Despite its magnitude, which makes it perhaps the largest massacre in history, it remains largely ignored in the West, and its character as “genocide” is disputed, partly to deny the presence of anti-Semitism in Ukraine. Whatever the reality, the over-representation of Jews in the Communist Party leadership and among NKVD cadres17 has left the Ukrainian imagination with the feeling that they orchestrated the Holodomor. The result is a deep-seated hatred of both Moscow and the Jews. 


			The relationship between the various nationalist movements and Nazi forces in Ukraine is complex. The equation “Nationalists = Banderists = Pronazis” is a simplification that leads us to misunderstand the interactions between the various political movements in Ukraine today. During the Second World War, for example, the triangular relationship between pro-Soviet partisan movements, anti-Nazi nationalist movements and pro-Nazi nationalist movements showed opportunistic changes of alliance. Often difficult to understand today.


			Ukrainian nationalism dominates the Western part of Ukraine and was divided into two main movements: the more moderate, national-democratic Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists led by Andrii Melnik (OUN-M), and the more radical Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists led by Stepan Bandera (OUN-B). 


			As part of Operation BARBAROSSA, on June 30, 1941, the Third Reich granted independence to the western part of Ukraine in , relying on Bandera’s OUN-B.18


			The OUN-B thus formed the nucleus of the Ukrainian government in Lvov. OUN-M supported the formation of a Waffen SS division made up of Ukrainian volunteers. According to Hitler’s orders, the name of the new unit was not to include “Ukraine,” but Galicia, the former province of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. It became the “14th Waffen Grenadier Division SS ‘1. Galizien.’” For many volunteers, this was a path to independence: they refused to be drafted against Western armies and pledged to fight against the Soviet Union. 


			At first, the OUN-B was not in favor of this division. Stepan Bandera felt that serving in the “1. Galizien” served German interests rather than Ukrainian nationalism. However, many OUN-B fighters went on to serve in the SS. Engaged in Slovakia, their brutality was such that SS-Brigadeführer Fritz Freitag requested authorization to execute his own soldiers without trial. This may well reflect Slovakia’s current reticence towards the Ukraine.Stepan Bandera created the Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA), taking up the torch from the OUN-B. Together with other Ukrainian nationalist movements, the UPA formed a kind of fifth column, protecting the Wehrmacht’s logistical lines against attacks by pro-Soviet partisans. As part of this struggle, the Ukrainians distinguished themselves by committing massacres against the civilian and Jewish populations supporting the pro-Soviet partisans. 


			Nazi Germany’s short-lived support for Ukrainian independence between 1941 and 1945 has won recognition from Western Ukrainians. For example, the 2nd SS Panzer Division “Das Reich”, infamous in France for the massacre at Oradour-sur-Glane, is revered in the Ukraine for liberating Kharkov from the Red Army in 1943. Its emblem inspired that of today’s Azov regiment.19


			At the end of the Second World War, Ukrainian soldiers who had fought under the Nazi flag and in the 14th Waffen Grenadier Division SS “1. Galizien,” and who had been captured by the British, were not handed over to the USSR, as Stalin had requested. The reason was that many of these soldiers were of Polish origin, and their Catholic religion earned them the intervention of Pope Pius XII. Their status was changed from “prisoners of war” to “enemy soldiers who had laid down their arms.” 


			Stationed in Rimini, Italy, over 8,600 of them were secretly allowed to emigrate to Great Britain in 1947, and then to Canada, despite their numerous war crimes. It was only in the late 1990s that the existence of these former SS men in Britain was revealed. In fact, during the Cold War, the British used them to infiltrate the USSR and support partisan movements in Ukraine.20 This explains the surreal scene that shocked the world in September 2023. 


			On September 22, 2023, Yaroslav Hunka, one of the survivors of the “1. Galizien,”21 was enthusiastically celebrated by corrupt Canadian parliamentarians, without honor or respect for Canadians who gave their lives to fight Nazism, who applaud the man who fought alongside the Nazis against the Russians.22


			In Ukraine, the struggle against Soviet rule predates the Nazi occupation. This is why what we perceive as “collaboration” with the Nazis is often understood in the Ukraine as “resistance” against the Soviets. The same was true of the French volunteer fighters in the SS Charlemagne division or the Belgians in the SS Wallonie Brigade: their concern was less with National Socialist ideology than with a framework for fighting “Bolshevism.” Today’s Ukrainian ultranationalism is a kind of ideological “mille-feuille,” combining the anti-Bolshevism of the 1920s, the anti-Semitism of the 1930s following the Holodomor, and the anti-Sovietism of the 1940s-1990s in a historic hatred of the Russians. 


			A CIA document drawn up in 1957, with the aim of organizing resistance movements in the Ukraine (more on this below), explains that the Ukrainian nationalist resistance is more complex than it appears. It mainly opposed the Soviets, but in some areas it also took on German forces. 


			The Role of Western Services in Ukraine during the Cold War


			From the end of the Second World War, the West sought to destabilize the USSR, which it saw as a threat. 


			On October 1, 1945, the Office of Strategic Services (OSS) was disbanded and replaced by the Strategic Services Unit (SSU). January 1946 saw the creation of the Central Intelligence Group (CIG), which would become the CIA in 1947. The SSU was integrated into the CIG on April 2, 1946. One of the main components of the SSU was counter-espionage (SSU/X2), which was active in Germany in the hunt for Nazis. During this period, thousands of refugees poured into Germany from the East, having fled in the face of the Red Army. In April 1946, Ukrainian refugees came into contact with Boleslav A. Holtsman, head of the SSU/X2 in Munich. A timid start was made, but then the SSU/X2 received detailed information on the organization of Soviet intelligence networks in Europe. Colonel William Quinn, Director of the SSU, decided to deepen contacts between the SSU and the Ukrainians, in order to use them as intelligence sources; but he was cautious. In 1998, a secret CIA report explained:23 


			[Ukrainians’] motivation and reliability were the SSU’s main concerns. Quinn saw the Ukrainians as “skilful political schemers, masters of the art of propaganda” who would not hesitate to use the U.S. for their own ends. 


			A judgment that could have been written in 2025. Very quickly, the Americans became reluctant to join forces with the Ukrainian nationalists, whom they considered brutal and difficult to control. The 1998 CIA report explained:


			They are prepared to sacrifice their lives or commit suicide at any time to advance their cause or prevent security breaches, and they are also prepared to kill if they have to. It must always be remembered that they have a quasi-religious worship of their nation, and distrust anything foreign: first and foremost the Poles, then the Russians, then the Germans.


			The Americans ultimately chose to support the Ukrainians, since their adversary at the time was the Soviet Union. But in its 1998 report as part of its study of intelligence and Nazism, the CIA itself noted that this support was “unfortunate and tragic.”24


			The USA, Great Britain and France then supported the Baltic and Ukrainian insurrectionist movements, which continued after the Second World War, under the leadership of former members of the SS and Werewolf networks. The Ukrainian special forces still use the werewolf as their emblem today.
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			Figure 1—The werewolf, emblem of the Ukrainian Special Forces. The link with the German organization is obvious, but it should be understood here more as a symbol of independence from the Soviets than as a political allegiance to the Nazi regime. However, this does not rule out sympathies with this ideology. 
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			Figure 2—KGB publication, written in Ukrainian, on Western clandestine activities in Ukraine. Entitled “Secret War Front,” it illustrates the various techniques used by Western agents in support of the rebellion. It includes transmission equipment dating back to the Second World War and other more exotic techniques, some of which are now on display in the FSB museum in Moscow. [Collection J. Baud]


			It was against this backdrop that the UPA continued its fight against Moscow. Until the early 1960s, it carried out guerrilla operations in Ukraine with the material support of the British (Operation VALUABLE), French (Operation MINOS)25 and American (Project AERODYNAMIC) secret services, whose objective was defined by the CIA as:26


			The aim of the AERODYNAMIC project is to exploit and expand the Ukrainian anti-Soviet resistance movement for cold and hot war purposes.


			The agitation created in the Ukraine by the three major Western powers was intended to trigger open hostilities with the USSR. Thanks to Kim Philby, a mole in the British Secret Intelligence Service (MI-6), the KGB was able to neutralize these movements. On October 15, 1959, it eliminated Stepan Bandera the day after a coordination meeting with the German secret service (BND), whose aim was to intensify clandestine operations in the Ukraine. 
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			Figure 3—The imagination of Allied intelligence services to infiltrate the USSR was virtually limitless. To avoid leaving tracks to cross the border, such equipment imitating animal tracks was used. [фронт таємної війни, Moscow, 1968]


			In August 1957, the CIA published a report entitled, The Resistance Factor and Special Forces Areas of Operation in the Ukraine.27 This 280-page secret document described Ukrainian society and its willingness to resist the Soviet government. It was drawn up with a view to clandestinely deploying US Special Forces in Ukraine to create a rebellion against Soviet rule.
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			Figure 4—The “P” map in the CIA document maps hostility to the Soviet government in Ukraine. Ukraine has been subdivided into 12 sectors according to ethnic, social and historical criteria, which make it possible to identify the degree of hostility (or loyalty) to the Soviet authorities. [CIA, 1957]


			Seventy years on, we find the same ethnic, historical and cultural factors influencing Ukraine’s domestic policy, and the same determination on the part of the West to see it as a lever to destabilize Russia.
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			Figure 5—Map of the 2004 presidential election results in Ukraine [Wikipedia]. In 2017, it was published by the Ukrainian media New Voice of Ukraine and compared with the 1957 CIA “P” map. The similarity between the two maps illustrates the deep and historical differences within the Ukrainian population.28 Ukrainian journalists are considerably more perceptive than their European counterparts, who confine themselves to reproducing agency press releases. 


			The areas most partisan in favor of Russia or Ukraine are described as follows by the CIA in 1957:


			The Crimean peninsula (zone I on map P)


			In two areas of Ukraine, the local populations apparently have few grievances against the [Soviet] regime and are unlikely to help the special forces. The first is the Crimean peninsula, which has always been part of Russia, having only been incorporated into Ukraine in February 1954, when it was transferred from the RSFSR due to its proximity to Ukraine. Its population is predominantly Russian—over 60 percent—and in the past, neither Ukrainians nor Russians have shown any nationalist sentiments or hostility to the regime. During the Second World War, the 300,000 or so Tatars occupying the Crimean mountains and certain districts of the northern steppes provided significant assistance to German forces, killing between 70,000 and 120,000 Russians, including prisoners of war. Immediately after the war, however, the Tatars were deported to Central Asia and apparently should not be sent back. The occasional Tatars who managed to escape deportation may remain in mountainous areas and will undoubtedly assist the special forces.


			 


			The Donbass (zone II on map P) 


			The second zone, whose population is strongly loyal to the regime, is the Donbass. Occupying the most important parts of the Stalinskaya and Voroshilovgradskaya oblasts, Donbass is the center of heavy industry and mining in Ukraine and, apart from Crimea, is the least Ukrainian district in terms of population and national character. Ukrainians are a minority in the Donbass, and those who live there are mostly urbanized, often speak Russian and, in many cases, no longer consider themselves Ukrainian. During and immediately after the First World War, the inhabitants of the Donbass strongly opposed the Ukrainian nationalists and at one point established a separate republic, independent from the rest of Ukraine. In the years that followed, they defended Soviet power and Russian interests, often attacking Ukrainian nationalists with more zeal than the Russian leadership itself. During the German occupation of the Second World War, there were no recorded cases of Ukrainian nationalist enthusiasm, support for the Germans or hostility towards the Russians. Apparently, many locals see themselves as occupying a Russian island in a Ukrainian sea, and therefore identify very strongly with Russian interests and the Soviet regime.


			 


			Eastern Galicia districts (zone XII on map P)


			The last region of Ukraine, with the most strongly nationalistic population, includes the Stanislavskaya, Ternopolskaya, Drogobyshskaya and Lvovskaya oblasts. The region’s history of anti-Russian sentiment has been stronger than in other parts of Ukraine. Before the First World War, it was part of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, and Ukrainian nationalists were moderately encouraged: Ukrainian studies and intellectual life flourished, and the region became a center for those with nationalist aspirations. During the First World War, the region provided Ukraine’s largest military units and was the last bastion of Ukrainian independence. After the war, it became part of Poland and continued to develop as a center of Ukrainian nationalism. The Polish government, despite assurances that Ukrainian rights would be protected, attempted to suppress Ukrainian institutions and bring Polish settlers to the region. These efforts were only partially successful, and the region remained a Ukrainian nationalist center until the Second World War. With the German invasion of Russia in 1940 (sic), the Ukrainians immediately took control, declaring the formation of an independent state with its capital in Lvov. Nationalists were quickly suppressed by the German occupiers, but throughout the war nationalist activity was significant, and bands of nationalist partisans opposed German forces and pro-Soviet partisans with some success.


			After the Second World War, resistance to the Soviet regime was expressed on a large scale from 1945 to 1950, then on a limited scale until 1956.


			Although there were many deportations in the region, many nationalists remained, and there are probably isolated partisan bands in the more remote wooded areas of the Carpathians. It was in this region that the Special Forces could expect considerable support from the local Ukrainian population, including active participation in measures directed against the Soviet regime.


			The CIA document examines in detail the various areas most suitable for setting up resistance structures. Among these, the Crimean mountains are mentioned in the following terms:


			Neither the Russians nor the Ukrainians have been particularly hostile to the Soviet regime in the past. Members of the Tatar population, who so vigorously opposed the Russians during the Second World War, could be found in remote mountain areas and would probably be willing to help the Special Forces.


			As we can see, the language is very cautious. As mentioned in the CIA document, the Tatar minority has a history of opposition to Moscow’s authority. We will come back to this later.
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			Figure 6—CIA map of the most favorable areas for anti-Soviet resistance. Each of these zones was studied in depth with a view to deploying American Special Forces (SF). At the time, the concept of SF was very different from current Western concepts. They were trained to set up resistance networks with the local population, as had been done during the Second World War. 


			Euromaidan, the Turning Point


			Until 2014, the country’s various minorities lived in harmony. Cultural differences did emerge during elections, but the different communities were not in a confrontational dynamic. The same cultural differences can be observed as in Switzerland or Belgium, where the communities have slightly different aspirations, which democracy makes up for. 


			Everything changed in 2013-2014. The question was whether Ukraine should join the European Union. Unlike other Eastern European countries, Ukraine had been a component of the USSR. In other words, while the countries of Eastern Europe had independent economies, Ukraine’s remained strongly linked to that of Russia. So, while the economies of Eastern European countries could be relatively easily integrated into a European economy, Ukraine—particularly the South and East of the country—required very profound changes, as industry was still strongly integrated into that of Russia. 


			Russia then proposed a tripartite solution, which would have enabled Ukraine to move closer to the EU while retaining its advantages with Russia. But Manuel-José Barroso, President of the European Commission, refused to accept any compromise solution.29 As the very pro-Ukrainian website EURACTIV explains: it was to be either Russia or the EU, but not both:30


			The European Commission has warned Ukraine that its possible customs union agreement with Russia is incompatible with the Association Agreement and the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA) it wishes to sign with the EU. 


			So, it was not Russia that was blocking the agreement with the EU, but the European Commission itself!


			This situation divided the Ukrainian population over whether or not to join the EU. A poll carried out in November 2013 by the Kyiv International Institute of Sociology (KIIS) showed that the population was split exactly “50/50” between an agreement with the European Union and a customs union with Russia.31 EU supporters took to the streets to show their interest for closer ties with the EU. It was the first Maïdan. 


			Faced with mutually exclusive choices, President Yanukovych asked for a little more time to decide, but did not give up on an agreement with the EU.32 This pause was clearly only temporary, but the nationalist far right saw it as a refusal, which it attributed to Russia,33 while the rogue media evoked a “Russian veto,”34 triggering anger among EU supporters and ultranationalists. 


			It was this interpretation, widely propagated by journalists and pseudo-experts in the Western media, that triggered the “second” Maidan. This time, it was not the families, but ultranationalists from the West of the country who took to the streets. Amplified by our journalists, the violence exploded.


			German magazine Der Spiegel revealed the presence of mercenaries from Academi (formerly Blackwater, of sinister memory in Iraq and Afghanistan)35 among Kiev’s demonstrators. The Bundesnachrichtendienst (BND) had apparently informed the German government. I myself, then working for NATO, informed the chairmanship of the OSCE, then held by Switzerland, but the information went unheeded.


			To calm the situation, President Yanukovych signed an agreement with opposition representatives on February 21, 2014. He undertook to hold early elections and to hand over power democratically.36 The agreement was guaranteed by France, Germany and Poland.37 But neither these countries nor the Ukrainian opposition would respect their own signature; President Yanukovych was overthrown the next day.


			On February 23, 2014, the first decision of Ukraine’s new (non-elected) authorities was to repeal the Kivalov-Kolesnichenko law, which established Russian as an official language alongside Ukrainian. This decision thus violated the Treaty of Friendship, signed with Russia on May 31, 1997, which guaranteed ethnic Russians “protection of the ethnic, cultural, linguistic and religious originality of national minorities on their territory.”38


			In France, the exercise of power is closely linked to the imposition of a language. Which is probably why this question is never debated by the “elites” who support Ukrainian ultranationalism. In Ukraine, language is a vector of nationalism, as a 1957 CIA document39 shows:


			Ukrainian opposition to Russian domination is based on a number of deep roots that have stimulated separatist sentiment. The first and most tangible is the Ukrainian language… Before the 19th century, it was unwritten, and large sections of the Ukrainian intelligentsia and urban population used Russian.


			On February 24, Ms. Astrid Thors, OSCE High Commissioner on National Minorities, warned the new Ukrainian government against “quick decisions that could lead to an escalation of the situation in a context where languages are a divisive issue.”40


			Unsurprisingly, this decision provoked a widespread popular revolt and demonstrations throughout southern Ukraine. The anti-democratic Western media did not show this, in order to maintain the narrative of a “democratic revolution” in Kiev. 


			These demonstrators were not all “pro-Russian,” but they wanted to maintain their rights. By propagating the idea that the Maidan revolution was “popular and therefore democratic,” as a journalist from the controversial Heidi News told me, Western journalists inverted the values of the rule of law.41 The overthrow by force of a government, whose election had been “an impressive demonstration of democracy,”42 which negotiated right up to the last minute with demonstrators who failed to respect their commitment, thus became proof of democracy. Consequently, everything that opposed Euromaidan automatically became “pro-Putin.”


			Overwhelmed, the new authorities in Kiev called in the army to put down these popular demonstrations in the south of the country. The Ukrainian army was made up of conscripts recruited on a territorial basis. It therefore included a mix of ethnic Ukrainians and ethnic Russians. As a result, ethnic Russians were proportionally more numerous in the areas demonstrating. These soldiers fraternized with the demonstrators and refused to shoot into the crowd. It was the same situation as the Odessa sailors, who refused to fire on their compatriots in 1905. A large proportion of the military went over to the rebel side with arms and equipment. 
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			Figure 7—Number of places where the population protested against the change of power and the decisions of the new authorities against the Russian population. The whole of Southern Ukraine rose up. The repression was terrible and required the use of far-right paramilitary militias. It was these militias that Vladimir Putin targeted on February 24, 2022, when he set the objective of “denazification.”43 


			The brutality of the repression of the demonstrations led the Crimean population to reclaim the status it had acquired by referendum on January 20, 1991 (before Ukraine’s independence) and to ask to return under Moscow’s authority. The Western narrative is careful to forget this 1991 referendum, which ultimately led Ukraine to forcibly annex Crimea in 1994-1995, and substituted a “Russian invasion” that would have militarily wrested Crimea from Ukraine. 


			Yet in August 2016, Ivan Vinnik, deputy of the Kiev Rada, declared that 20,000 of the 22,000 Ukrainian military personnel stationed on the peninsula had refused to intervene against their compatriots and had rallied to the demonstrators.44 After tearing off their insignia, to avoid confusion, they became what Western propagandists now call “little green men,” “identified” as Russian special forces. The “invasion” of Crimea, mentioned by Wikipedia45 is fake news. 


			At the time, I was stationed at NATO and, contrary to what our media reports, no troop contributions were observed by Western intelligence services. The Russian military stationed on the peninsula intervened to restore order on the outskirts of their bases and at airports, in accordance with the Status Of Forces Agreement (SOFA) signed with Ukraine in 2010, but there was no Russian invasion. 


			At the end of 2014, the rebel forces formed a union they called the “Unified Forces of Novorossiya.” This alliance was more political than military, as the rebel forces were very unequal from one region to another. Ukrainian repression was fierce, with paramilitary forces being used against the civilian population to supplement the Ukrainian army. 
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			Figure 8—The Unified Forces of Novorossiya, an entity with a short-lived existence between September 2014 and October 2014, quickly and brutally suppressed with the help of Western countries. It was made up of eight People’s Republics (PRs) created from the popular resistance movement provoked by the decisions of the country’s new leadership. 


			The region called Novorossiya by the Russians is a territory that lies to the south of a theoretical line identified by the Ukrainian-Canadian historian Orest Subtelny.46 Nicknamed the “Subtelny Line,” it constitutes a sort of linguistic and cultural border between Ukraine-Russia and Ukraine-Ukraine. In February 2014, it was South of this line (and not just in the Donbass as our media claim) that the population rose up against the new, unelected authorities in Kiev. 
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			Figure 9—Map of Ukraine’s regions. In dark gray is the area that the Russian opposition tried to “liberate” in 2014. This area contains a large proportion of ethnically Russian Ukrainian citizens. Novorossiya (“New Russia”) is not a legal entity, but Russia can probably count on significant popular support here. In even darker gray, in the South of the country, the four regions (oblasts) that Russia has considered Russian territory since September 2022. 


			Until February 2022, Vladimir Putin clearly rejected any integration of Donbass into the Russian Federation,47 while declaring that he reserved the right to intervene to protect Ukrainian Russians.48 He was seeking a political solution to the conflict. This is why he supported the Minsk agreements of 2014, then 2015. Signed between the authorities in Kiev and “certain areas of the Donetsk and Lugansk oblasts” (ORDLO), these agreements were intended to provide a “Swiss-style” solution to the issue of minorities. 


			But Kiev did not see these agreements as the beginning of a solution, and preferred to use this respite to rebuild its forces.49 The demands of the Russian minority were now treated as terrorism. The word “separatist” was systematically used in the Ukrainian and international media to give the impression that the rebels were seeking to destroy the Ukrainian state. In reality, the rebels were seeking to have their rights restored, in accordance with the Russia-Ukraine Friendship Treaty of May 31, 1997, which requires Ukraine to respect the rights of the Russian minority.50 In exchange, Russia undertook to guarantee Ukraine’s borders. This is the only treaty under which Russia guaranteed Ukraine’s borders, but it is Ukraine that withdrew from it on April 1, 2019.51


			Clandestine Warfare in Ukraine between 2014 and 2022


			Background


			From 2004 onwards, the USA had been trying to take control of Ukrainian domestic politics, in order to provoke a split between Ukraine and Russia. Until 2014, this mainly involved influence operations through opposition movements and civil society organizations. These operations used a number of instruments, the best known of which were the US Agency for International Development (USAID) and the National Endowment for Democracy (NED). Between 2004 and 2015, the latter spent no less than $90 million to finance opposition movements in Ukraine, and $22.4 million between 2014 and 2022 to finance influence operations against Russia. These figures, which were accessible on the NED website at the time, were deleted in early 2025.52


			As early as 2014, there seemed to be a project to destabilize Russia. It materialized in a report drawn up by the RAND Corporation in the spring of 2019. It described a strategy that included six measures aimed at forcing Russia to stretch its capabilities and thus weaken it. A description of these measures can be found in my previous books. What is important here is that the authors of the report warned eight times in the document that these measures could generate a strong reaction from Russia, and that this could provoke Russian intervention in Ukraine:53


			…Such action could also have a significant cost for Ukraine, as well as for the prestige and credibility of the United States. It could result in disproportionate human and territorial losses for Ukraine, as well as refugee flows. It could even lead Ukraine to a disadvantageous peace.


			By 2019, we knew full well that a policy of destabilizing Russia based on Ukraine could lead to catastrophe.


			Western clandestine action was the first stage in the conflict with Russia. It followed three main axes: 


			

					Training of paramilitary personnel to support the Euromaidan authorities in Kiev, in addition to the training provided under NATO’s Partnership for Peace (PfP) program. 


					The war of influence, which included the creation and maintenance of a narrative directed against Russia.


					Support for clandestine military operations.


			


			The period 2014-2022 was used to prepare for a confrontation with Russia. 


			Engaged to restore order after February 23, 2014, the Ukrainian army found itself caught up in fratricidal fighting. Some of its personnel deserted to join the rebels. It was no longer considered reliable. The Ukrainian army was in a catastrophic state. The brutality of the repression and the numerous massacres of civilians demoralized the soldiers, who deserted en masse, and the young people, who refused to attend recruitment sessions, as reports from the British government show.54
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			Figure 10—In October 2018, Ukraine’s Chief Military Prosecutor Anatoly Matios made public the breakdown of military deaths, after four years of war, in the Donbass.55 The Ukrainian army’s involvement in suppressing protests by the Russian population  led to a crisis within the armed forces themselves. This  required the involvement of more “motivated” paramilitary forces to repress the Russian population. This repression was extremely brutal and  contributed to polarizing the situation. This is also why, on February 24, 2022, Vladimir Putin invoked the goal of “denazification”. 


			The malaise within the Ukrainian army quickly led to the deployment of more “motivated” troops, recruited from the ranks of the nationalist far-right and reinforced by foreign volunteers. PPP training was no longer enough. More “combative” elements had to be involved. These were the ultranationalists from the West of the country who took part in the final phase of Euromaidan. The United States, Canada, France and Great Britain stepped in to train them. The aim was to exploit the potential for tension between the communities. 
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			Figure 11—Emblem for the CENTURIA project led by the USA, Canada, France and Great Britain. It features the symbols of the Roman Empire and the sword (“gladius”) characteristic of far-right imagery. 


			In October 2021, the Jerusalem Post expressed concern about a study published in September by the Institute for European, Russian, and Eurasian Studies (IERES) at George Washington University, which showed that Canada, the United States, France and Great Britain were training far-right groups in Ukraine, at the Hetman Petro Sahaidachny National Military Academy. This was the CENTURIA project.56


			There were protests from Ukraine’s Jewish communities and calls from the Friends of Simon Wiesenthal Center (FSWC) for an investigation into these troops who believe that “Jews tried to exclude Ukraine from world history and the world map.”57 In 2021, the Jerusalem Post reported that the Ukrainian far right was demanding an apology from Israel for the Holodomor and the crimes of communism.58 Today, although not part of a “doctrine,” violent anti-Semitism is growing alarmingly in Ukraine.59 This is exactly the situation before us in 2024-2025.


			The training of these paramilitary units fell outside the PfP framework and was provided on a bilateral basis, with no link to NATO itself. At the same time, the West was helping Ukraine to set up structures capable of carrying out clandestine actions in the separatist zones, in Crimea and on Russian territory, despite the Minsk agreements. 


			 


			American Clandestine Operations


			In 2014, in the wake of Euromaidan, the Obama administration embarked on a covert intelligence cooperation program with Ukraine. By 2015, Ukrainian agents were being trained in the southern United States.60 One of the problems with this training was the Americans’ fear that Russian spies would be infiltrated among the Ukrainian trainees. The Ukrainians did a careful job of screening the agents, and it does not appear that there were any such attempts, although some Ukrainians had to be sent back for breaking security rules. 


			Another fear of the Obama administration was that the CIA would become too provocatively involved with the Russians. This created tensions with the Ukrainians, who fairly quickly sought to form special units capable of providing them with the information that the CIA and MI-6 refused to supply. Thus, in 2016, the Ukrainian Military Intelligence (GUR) created the secret unit “2245,” from which Kyrylo Budanov emerged to become GUR director in 2020.61


			The CIA’s Special Activities Division (SAD) trained Ukrainian special services personnel.62 This involved training SBU (domestic intelligence) and GUR (military intelligence) agents. One of the aims of this program was to train paramilitaries to make up for the loss of armed forces personnel. It was implemented by paramilitaries from SAD’s Ground Branch, now officially known as the Ground Department. The program continued under Trump’s first term, and was stepped up during Joe Biden’s tenure. According to the American media outlet Jacobin, the CIA was then “feeding Nazi terrorism in Ukraine.”63 At this stage, the CIA gave relatively little credit to the GUR, although it was authorized to operate outside Ukrainian territory. The SBU, direct heir to the KGB, had more potential and generated more useful information for American intelligence. 


			In 2015, SAD became the Special Activities Center (SAC) and moved. its training program to Ukraine, along with Ground Department paramilitaries. SAC began Operation GOLDFISH, a program to train clandestine agents in enemy territory.64


			On February 28, 2024, the New York Times revealed details of the CIA’s role in supporting Ukrainian intelligence and special operations.65 In particular, we learn that it was in 2016, following a coordination meeting between the CIA and Ukrainian services at the agency’s conference center in Scattergood, Virginia,66 that Ukraine was supplied with electronic eavesdropping equipment and encryption devices. 


			The US agency financed the installation and equipping of twelve Forward Operating Bases (FOBs) along the Donbass-Russia border. These are both listening stations and operational bases for special operations on Russian territory. These operations are carried out by Ukrainian personnel, led by CIA agents. The COMINT function is facilitated by the fact that they do not listen to the Russian Federation army, but to the Donetsk and Lugansk People’s Armies, which are equipped with obsolete and easily intercepted equipment. The situation changed radically after Russia intervened and equipped the two Donbass republics with sophisticated equipment. 


			These were essentially “stay-behind” networks near the border with Russia, in the South and East of Ukraine. They were made up of so-called “dormant” agents implanted in the civilian population, who literally holed up and remained invisible. In the event of conflict, they were to be “rolled over” by Russian forces and activated once behind the front line. Agents were trained for sabotage and elimination actions. They could carry out actions with small drones, bomb attacks or eliminate individuals in Russian-occupied zones. This is the modern version of the so-called “Gladio” networks set up in Western Europe between 1950 and 1990. Their existence has long been known, and in January 2022, Yahoo News suggested that these networks would play a central role in the event of Russian intervention and “improve the Ukrainians’ ability to repel the Russians.”67


			These networks did nothing to slow the Russians down. On the other hand, it was in part these agents who carried out the elimination actions and attacks in the Donbass republics from 2014 and in the four oblasts occupied by Russian forces from 2022. 


			To what extent these agents were intended to wage clandestine war on Russian territory remains an open question. It seems, however, that this was not part of the American concept. According to the New York Times, in 2015-2016, Lieutenant-General Valeriy Kondratyuk, then director of the GUR, had requested satellite imagery from the CIA in order to carry out actions on Russian territory. But the CIA had its “red lines,” which were not to encourage actions whose aim was to kill Russians. Even if they did inflame the situation, there is—including for the CIA—a constant policy of avoiding a direct confrontation between Americans and Russians, which could lead to a conflict between nuclear powers. 


			Thus, from August 6 to 8, 2016, a small group of GUR commandos, led by Lieutenant-Colonel Kyrylo Budanov, landed in Crimea using rubber dinghies,68 in order to carry out a sabotage action. But Russian intelligence knew all about it. The commandos were intercepted by a “welcoming committee” and the operation turned into a disaster. Some of the commandos—including Budanov—managed to reach Ukraine. Joe Biden, Vice President at the time, was furious at the Ukrainian initiative and spoke of a “gigantic problem” created by the action. CIA Director John Brennan convinced Obama in extremis not to halt the Agency’s program. 


			The role of the USA in the phase just preceding the Russian intervention is poorly documented, but it seems that the Americans tried to force the Ukrainians’ hand by fanning the flames of hostilities on the Donbass frontline. This could explain the deployment of Ukrainian paramilitaries with CIA Ground Department special services as early as January 2022, to wage clandestine warfare and terrorist attacks.69


			In fact, as early as 2021, the Biden administration was planning to support a resistance movement on the Russian rear in the event of an invasion. A task force was set up in Washington to study the various possible options. It used recipes from the war against the Soviets in Afghanistan and planned to distribute portable anti-aircraft missiles (MANPADS) of the STINGER type. The Washington Post ironically noted that the United States was mobilizing the experience of Iraqi and Afghan rebels to develop structures and techniques of resistance against the Russians.70


			The CIA was seeking to form the embryo of a resistance to Russian occupation. According to David Ignatius of the Washington Post, such resistance would require Russia to deploy 20 troops for every 1,000 Ukrainians, or an occupation force of 886,000 men,71 based on calculations by James T. Quinlivan of the RAND Corporation.72 But the Westerners were making a mistake: they underestimated the fact that a significant proportion of the Ukrainian population is pro-Russian. 


			The Ukrainian law of July 1, 2021 on indigenous peoples, which gives fewer rights to the ethnically Russian population than to other Ukrainian peoples73 is sufficient to justify support for Russian forces and the maintenance of occupied territories in the Russian fold. In fact, there will be no widespread resistance movements in the territories taken by Russia.


			 


			British Clandestine Operations


			By June 2021, the UK embassy in Kiev had declared that its special forces had been conducting training activities with Ukrainian forces.74 As soon as the Russian SVO began, the British Ministry of Defense set up a cell known as Project ALCHEMY, which planned to provide support for Ukraine’s clandestine actions against Russia. 


			The ALCHEMY project aims to collapse the political system in Russia by prolonging the war. Based on the idea that the longer the war goes on, the more Vladimir Putin’s popularity deteriorates, ALCHEMY has done everything in its power to undermine attempts to find a political solution to the conflict. 


			The UK’s clandestine operations capability is essentially made up of formations subordinate to the UK Special Forces Command (UKSF). These are mainly iconic units such as the Special Air Service (SAS) or the Special Boat Service (SBS), and their various offshoots. These forces report to the Ministry of Defense.


			On the other hand, foreign intelligence, the Secret Intelligence Service (SIS) or MI-6, depends on the Foreign & Commonwealth Office (FCO). In other words, SIS/MI-6 depends on the Ministry of Defense to carry out clandestine operations. To provide the Foreign Office with this capability, a dedicated unit was created within the UKSF in the early 2000s. Known as “The Increment” or “E Squadron,” the new unit was assigned organically to the SAS and placed under its supervision. The elite of the elite, it is a paramilitary formation made up of reservists from the famous SAS, SBS.75 It is the equivalent of the DGSE’s Service Action (SA) in France. 


			In France, the Ministry of Defense has the Commandement des Opérations Spéciales (COS) and the DGSE has its Service Action (SA), which is under the supervision of the Ministry of Defense, but is the instrument of the President of the Republic for the conduct of clandestine operations.76 In Great Britain, the FCO does not have the military resources for special actions, so the E Squadron is a kind of “cross-over” to give it this capability. 


			In 2024, investigative journalists (a specialty that has disappeared in Europe) from The Grayzone published a whole series of documents testifying to the degree of British involvement in Ukrainian clandestine operations, particularly those involving terrorist activities.77 Strongly imbued with the imagery of the Second World War, British aid relied heavily on private military companies such as Prevail,78 Thomas In Winslow79 and Elders Services Ltd (liquidated in March 2023). 


			The cultural intertwining of Russians and Ukrainians facilitates the deployment of agents in opposing territory, just as between the two Germanies during the Cold War. The British are proposing solutions that were used in France in 1942-1944, and with the same terminology.
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			Figure 12—Training offered as part of the ALCHEMY project. World War II imagery is very much in evidence. Training is provided by ex-British military personnel in search of more substantial remuneration. The British focus is on operations in the Black Sea and on the Dnieper. [Source: The Grayzone]
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			Figure 13—The conduct of operations is reminiscent of what the British did in France during the Second World War. [Source: The Grayzone]
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			Figure 14—General organization of Western clandestine operations in Ukraine.


			Drawing on their experience of the Second World War, the British have been looking to step up their sabotage activities in the Ukraine, particularly on the Kerch Bridge linking Crimea to Russia.
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			Figure 15—Slideshow of a presentation by the British services to Ukrainian officials showing how to attack the Kerch Bridge [Source: The Grayzone]. 


			According to the “leaked” American documents, in April 2023, the number of special forces present on Ukrainian soil80 was then from:
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			Figure 16—In March 2023, 97 Special Forces personnel from the USA, Great Britain, France, Latvia and the Netherlands were officially in Ukraine. Appearing on a classified SECRET/NOFORN document, these figures are credible, but need to be understood in context: these are likely to be only personnel performing “open” tasks, such as training, but not personnel carrying out clandestine missions.


			There would therefore have been fewer than 100 special operations personnel in Ukraine by early 2023. The figures are probably true, but clearly do not take into account local resources. In other words, the numbers shown in the table represent only those personnel providing training and coordinating operations. This is just the tip of the iceberg in terms of Western clandestine action capabilities in the country.


			 


			The Road to Special Military Operation (SVO)


			On March 18, 2019, in an interview with Ukrainian channel Apostrof, Oleksei Arestovitch, then Zelensky’s personal adviser, explained that Ukraine could only join NATO after a decisive defeat of Russia in a conflict expected to take place in 2021-2022.81 He knew that a war against Russia could not be waged over the long term, and explained that Ukraine’s victory could only be achieved with massive military support and sanctions from Western countries. 


			In April 2019, Volodymyr Zelensky was elected on his promise to make peace with Russia. But, under pressure from extremists—and Western countries—he refused any dialogue with Moscow on the issue of the Minsk agreements. In May 2019, a month after his election, he was openly threatened with death in the Ukrainian media by Dmitry Yarosh, leader of the Praviy Sektor troops, were he to  fulfill his campaign promises.82 During a visit to troops deployed in the Donbass region, Zelensky was attacked by fighters from the AZOV movement.83 The video went viral, and his campaign promises were quickly forgotten. 


			The Americans’ fear was that Ukraine would launch an offensive in the Donbass, which would give Russia the upper hand and justify intervention in the name of the “responsibility to protect” (R2P). This is why, on January 17, Anthony Blinken told the Security Council that he “knew” that Russia would begin its offensive with a “false-flag” attack, even mentioning a chemical attack.84 He thus echoed rumors circulating in Ukrainian nationalist circles in January,85 announcing a chemical attack in the town of Gorlovka. Of course, these accusations were never substantiated. 


			On February 17, 2022, the media reported an intensification of shooting in the Donbass on both sides of the contact line. Westerners immediately blamed the “pro-Russians.” A projectile that hit a nursery school in Stanitsa Louganskaya was described as a “false-flag” attack by Boris Johnson and Jens Stoltenberg, NATO Secretary-General.86 In France, La Dépêche reported the event and quoted Boris Johnson, avoiding mention of the term “false flag,” but turning the argument around and speaking of provocation.87 So, would the rebels want the Ukrainian army to attack them? 


			A quick examination of the scene after the incident shows that the school’s location on government territory tends to invalidate the idea of a false-flag attack, while the orientation of the impact tends to indicate that the shot came from Ukrainian lines. Attributing the shot to autonomist forces is made all the more difficult by the fact that Ukrainian troops were preventing OSCE observers (SMM) from gaining access to the building, as they stated in their daily report88:


			The SMM was only able to carry out its assessment at a distance of around 50m from the north-east façade and around 30m from the south-west façade of the damaged building, as a law enforcement officer did not allow the Mission access to the site, saying that an investigation was underway.


			On February 18, the Ukrainian nationalist website “Information Resistance” warned of a false-flag action against the ammonia depots of the Stirol company in Gorlovka.89 Incidentally, on the same day, the Tass agency reported that the People’s Militia of the Donetsk People’s Republic (DPR) had intercepted two “Polish-speaking” commandos equipped with “foreign weaponry,” preparing to carry out attacks on the chlorine depot of a water treatment plant and Stirol’s ammonia depot in Gorlovka.90 Russian speakers immediately attributed the operation to Ukraine, but it could have been the work of a third party. 


			On February 24, 2022, Russia’s objective was not to take over Ukraine, but to neutralize the threat to the Russian population of Ukraine. With the recognition of the independence of the Donetsk and Lugansk Republics, Russia formed a coalition and invoke Article 51 of the United Nations Charter. This coalition launched the offensive. 


			The armed forces of the Donbass were fighting for their region, while the Russian forces were charging towards Kiev, virtually without a fight. With 22,000 men around Kiev (slightly more than the Ukrainians committed to take the Kursk salient, which has a population of around 9,000), the Russians never had any intention of taking the city. 


			Ukraine asked for negotiations. First on February 25, when it withdrew under pressure from the Europeans, then a second time in mid-March. France and Germany then asked Russia to withdraw its troops from the Kiev zone as a sign of goodwill. Russia did so, just before Ukraine withdrew from the negotiations under pressure from Great Britain and its European allies. At this point, Volodymyr Zelensky exchanged the departure of Russian troops from Ukraine and the prospect of peace for aid “for as long as it takes” from the West. At this stage, the latter were convinced that Russia was in its death throes, and the aim was to bring about a change of power.91 The estimate was wrong and would cost the lives of thousands of young Ukrainians. Volodymyr Zelensky would kick himself afterwards, but did—rightly—hang on to  the idea that the West owed him a debt of gratitude.


			At the beginning of June 2022, the material potential of the Ukrainian army92 and a large part of its human potential had been destroyed. It was at this time that Radio France International (RFI) announced that the Ukrainian army had exhausted its equipment and armaments of Soviet or Russian origin, and was now completely dependent on Western aid.93 On June 12, 2022, President Zelensky signed a decree authorizing the involvement of Territorial Defense (Terroborona) units in the fighting94 and admitted that he was now dependent on Western aid.95


			While none of the Western media noted the reinforcement of the Ukrainian presence around the Donbass, the German intelligence service—the BND—did note that Ukraine was preparing for an operation. Clearly, the Germans believed that Russia had no intention of intervening in Ukraine, but feared that the promise to stop NORD STREAM 2 would prompt Zelensky to launch an American-backed offensive against the Donbass, which could prompt Russia to intervene, and thus force Germany to lose the pipeline. 
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