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Abstract. The aim of the article is to present Chechen terrorism as a consequence of violations of basic human rights, including the 
crimes of genocide committed by the Russian Federation in the First Russo-Chechen War in 1994-1996. It has been argued that ter-
rorism has become a dramatic way of drawing the international community’s attention to the tragedy taking place in Chechnya. Over 
time, Chechen fighters were influenced by radical Muslim groups and used terrorist fighting methods. On the other hand, the Russians 
did not shy away from bombing entire villages they suspected of sheltering wanted fighters. All this led to an escalation of terrorism 
and radicalization of religious views among a large part of the society. Moreover, the lack of a decisive reaction from the West to the 
policy of exterminating the Chechen population by the Russian Federation has led to an increase in anti-Western sentiment, which had 
not been recorded in Chechnya before. 
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1. Introduction

The history of the Caucasus was largely shaped by the Russian state, which appeared in this area in the 16th 
century, and in the 19th century it took complete control of the region as a result of fierce and long-lasting wars. 
The ethnic policy pursued by the USSR exacerbated the ethnic situation in the Caucasus, while the collapse of 
the Soviet Union in 1991 led to an explosion of previously suppressed national movements, separatist tenden-
cies and ethnic conflicts, which led to the destabilization of the situation in this part of the Russian Federation 
(The North 2012). Chechens belong to one of the oldest nations in the Caucasus, inhabiting their lands continu-
ously for over 1,500 years (Borucki 1999, 323). Together with the Ingush, with whom they are closely related, 
they form the Wajnach community (Grochmalski 2006, 9). Anthropologists believe that the Chechen commu-
nity is descended from the Hurricane peoples. The ancestors of the Chechens are the Nakhas - the indigenous 
Caucasian population for several thousand years.

Muslims living in the North Caucasus are Sunnis. There are four currents (mazhaba) within Sunnitism itself. 
In Chechnya, the Szafi movement dominates (Marszewski 2003, 87). Religion has always strongly emphasized 
the separateness of the local population from the rest of the Russian community, identified with the Christian 
civilization circle. It also has a political overtone, as the Muslim republic could not surrender to “unfaithful 
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Russia” (Falkowski 2004, 10). However, it should be remembered that Chechen Islam was not previously or-
thodox and radical, which was often accused of it by the international community (Kuleba 2007, 241).

The Chechens built a social structure based on democratic principles, without differentiating individuals accord-
ing to their origin. All men over the age of 15 are equal (Górecki 2002, 66). Asłambek Abdul Hajiyev used to 
say: “Everyone is a general with us” (Kuleba 2007, 137). This nation was the only one of all the peoples of the 
Caucasus to have an aristocracy. When Russian soldiers kidnapped a Chechen, his relatives went from house to 
house and collected money for a ransom (Politkowska 2006). To this day, “bloody revenge” applies here, ie a 
family member is obliged to avenge the harm done to his family, either on the culprit or on his relatives.

The aim of the article is to present Chechen terrorism as a consequence of violating basic human rights, includ-
ing the crimes of genocide committed by the Russian Federation in the First Russo-Chechen War in 1994-1996. 
It has been argued that terrorism has become a dramatic way of drawing the international community’s atten-
tion to the tragedy taking place in Chechnya. Over time, Chechen fighters were influenced by radical Muslim 
groups and used terrorist methods of fighting. On the other hand, the Russians did not shy away from bombing 
entire villages they suspected of sheltering wanted fighters. Since the outbreak of the first Chechen war in 1994, 
the Russian authorities have presented the war as a fight against bandits and Islamic fundamentalists (Cornell 
2005, 251). All this led to an escalation of terrorism and radicalization of religious views among a large part 
of the society. Moreover, the lack of a decisive reaction from the West to the Russian policy of exterminat-
ing the Chechen population has led to an increase in anti-Western sentiments, which had not been recorded in 
Chechnya before. The following research methods were used in the article: case study, system analysis and the 
genetic-historical method. The publications of Mirosław Kuleba and Piotr Grochmalski turned out to be invalu-
able, as they were eyewitnesses of the events related to the Russo-Chechen war and with Shamil Basayev and 
Aslan Maskhadov.

2. The proclamation of independence and the operation in Grozny

Perestroika provoked a national revival in Chechnya. Numerous social organizations and political parties arose 
in favor of expanding autonomy within the USSR. In 1989, the most important association Bart (Unity) was 
created, striving for full sovereignty. In 1990, on the basis of the Bart organization, the Wajnachska Democratic 
Party was founded, led by Zelimchan Jandarbijew. Its goal was the independence of Chechnya. In November 
1990, the General Congress of the Chechen People was convened. The participants of the congress elected a 
chairman, who was the general of the Soviet Air Force, a participant in the Afghanistan war, Dzhokhar Du-
dayev (Babczenko 2009, 5). On November 27, the Declaration on the proclamation of independence by the 
Chechen Republic was published, which was met with stiff opposition from Russia (Grochmalski 2006, 12).

On October 27, 1991, parliamentary and presidential elections were held. About 72% of those entitled to vote 
took part in them (Kuleba 1997, 10). Dudayev became the new president. On November 1, 1991, he announced 
the establishment of an independent, democratic and neutral Republic of Chechnya, whose constitution was 
adopted on March 12, 1992.

After many centuries of continuous fighting, the Chechens managed to take control of the economy and the 
political sphere, which made it possible to create the foundations of their own statehood. They also became 
involved in the Ingush-Ossetian and Georgian conflicts, supporting Georgian president Zviad Gamsakhurdia 
(Czubiński, Olszewski 1998, 609). Unfortunately, despite numerous efforts by Dudayev, no country in the 
world - with the exception of Georgia - officially recognized Chechnya’s independence, which made it still one 
of the subjects of the Russian Federation (Borucki 1999, 324).

Boris Yeltsin’s policy towards Chechnya was internally contradictory and inconsistent, as evidenced by the 
conclusion of a federal agreement on March 31, 1992, which Chechnya did not sign, but was mentioned in the 
constitution of the Russian Federation as one of its subjects (Koltsova 2000, 43). Unexpectedly, two months 
later, the Moscow authorities signed an unprecedented deal with Dudayev. On its basis, Russia undertook to 
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remove its army from Chechnya, which it did. Moreover, the Russians handed over most of the weapons of the 
retreating troops to the Chechens.

In the summer of 1994, Sergei Stepashin, head of the Federal Counterintelligence Service, informed the Rus-
sian president that he could overthrow Dudayev by carrying out a military operation in Grozny. Yeltsin gave his 
consent, so on November 25, 1994, Chechen units of the opposition, the pro-Russian Temporary Council, sup-
ported by disguised Russian soldiers equipped with tanks, helicopters and armored personnel carriers, stormed 
Grozny. Dudayev’s army repulsed the attack and took about seventy Russian officers and soldiers prisoner. As a 
result of these events, on November 30, 1994 Yeltsin issued a top secret Decree No. 2137, on the basis of which 
preparations for military intervention were undertaken (Grochmalski 2000, 272).

The concept of the invasion provided for a simultaneous attack on Chechen lands from three sides with a force 
of nearly 40,000. Soldiers (Remnick 1997, 279). The data at the FSK’s disposal estimated the size of the Chech-
en troops at 11,000 to 12,000. people. The entire operation was supposed to last only seven days, and its aim 
was to defeat Dudayev’s troops and take control of the capital. On the morning of December 11, 1994, columns 
of Russian troops crossed the border line of Chechnya. Due to the inept attack, the invasion broke down on the 
very first day (for example, the mass desertion of Russian soldiers took place).

On December 28, Russian forces encircled Dudayev’s select units in Grozny. It was expected that the capital 
would be seized within one day. Sergey Yushenkov, chairman of the State Duma Defense Committee, said 
that the decision to attack was made in Mozdok on December 31, 1994, during the birthday party of Russia’s 
defense minister Pavel Grachov. The instant conquest of the city was to be a kind of gift from a member of the 
government to the president. Yushenkov said: “Drunken Player (...) he promised the Star of the Hero of Russia 
to the first to enter the presidential palace” (Czarnota, Moszumański 1995, 25).

The symbol of the struggle for Grozny is the defense of the presidential palace. The general staff of the Chechen 
armed forces was located in its basement. Less than 40 people defended it. Despite this, the Chechens fought 
off attacks by the Russians, who dropped thousands of missiles and bombs on the object for about three weeks. 
On January 18, the chief of staff, Aslan Maskhadov, decided to leave the building. Despite the encirclement, 
the Chechens managed to withdraw without loss of lives. In March, the second stage of the war began. At that 
time, the number of Russian troops engaged in fighting in Chechnya or blocking the republic’s borders reached 
200,000. soldiers and 18 thousand. officers of the Ministry of Internal Affairs, with a quarter of these forces, i.e. 
55,000 people, she took a direct part in the war (Grochmalski 2006, 14). Russia wanted to solve the Chechen 
problem as soon as possible, because on May 9, the fiftieth anniversary of the end of World War II was cel-
ebrated in the capital, in which the leaders of the victorious coalition countries were to take part (Grochmalski 
2000, 194).

3. Violation of human rights and the first acts of terror

Over time, the First Chechen War became more and more cruel. A terrifying example was the massacre of civil-
ians in the village of Samaszki, carried out on April 7-8 by 350 soldiers from OMON, SPECNAZ and SOBR 
units. A group of 103 women, children and the elderly was brutally murdered or burned alive, while about 200 
men were placed in a filtration camp, where they were tortured (Marcinko 2004, 158).

On May 9, Victory Day was celebrated in the Russian capital. At the same time as bombs exploded in Chechnya, 
soldiers paraded in front of the world political elite in Moscow. American writer and journalist David Remnick 
wrote: “Among the soldiers who marched ahead of Yeltsin and President Clinton, there were (...) troops that 
participated in the attack on Grozny” (Remnick 1997, 271). The end of the war seemed to be near, and in the 
Chechen units de-pression was predominant. On June 11, the federal army landed an airborne landing behind 
the city of Shatoy that was captured four days later. It was a strategically important town, as it ensured rule 
in the northern part of Chechnya. On June 14, the Russians captured Knife-Yurt on the Eastern Front, and the 
Russian staff announced that they had taken control of the last two points of Chechen resistance.
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In order to finally force Russia to end the war, the Chechens - for the first time in this war - decided to use ter-
ror. On June 14, 1995, a unit commanded by Shamil Basayev arrived in Budyonnovsk, located in the Stavropol 
Region, and within three hours gained control of the city, seized the seat of the local administration and shot a 
group of 20 officials (Stern 1997, 67). The partisans took 1,500 hostages and barricaded themselves with them 
at the local hospital which was mined. The assassins threatened to shoot 10 hostages for every Chechen soldier 
killed. At first, the unfavorable Russian authorities, forced by the shooting of five hostages by militants, ac-
cepted the Chechens’ demand to organize a press conference in the occupied hospital. Shamil Basayev stated 
that his goal was to draw the attention of the international community to the tragedy unfolding in Chechnya 
(Borucki 1999, 326). In return for the release of the prisoners, demands were made for an immediate ceasefire 
in Chechnya, the withdrawal of the Russian army from the territory of the republic and the commencement of 
peace talks. The authorities of the Russian Federation did not agree to the conditions of the militants and on 
June 17, the special unit “Alfa” carried out an ineffective attack on the building in which 166 hostages were 
killed, prompting Moscow to agree to the terrorists’ demands (Borucki 2002, 58).

Six buses were delivered and they returned to Chechnya. About 130 people traveled with them for part of the way, 
in order to avoid a potential attack by the Russian services. The group consisted of doctors, journalists, deputies 
of the State Duma, including Sergei Kovalev, a distinguished human rights defender (Borucki 1999, 326). Some 
of them took the role of hostages voluntarily. In the capital of Chechnya, the Russian and Chechen delegations 
started talks. The names of the members of the commission responsible for overseeing the ceasefire were agreed 
upon and the course of the elections that were to take place by November 5 and lead to the final settlement of the 
republic’s status. Moreover, Russia has declared that it will abolish the power center created under its protectorate 
with Prime Minister Salambek Khajiyev and Umar Avtukharov, chairman of the National Agreement Committee.

The Russian governor in Chechnya, Doku Zawgayev, has postponed the elections until mid-December to be 
held simultaneously with the elections to the State Duma. Russian plans were simple to predict: the new gov-
ernment, led by Zawgayev, was to obtain electoral legitimacy and acceptance of international opinion, and 
the Russo-Chechen war would turn into an internal conflict between the legal government and the usurping 
Dzhokhar Dudayev (Jendroszczyk 1995).

On December 14-17, simultaneous presidential and parliamentary elections were held in Chechnya. The win-
ner was of course Doku Zawgajew, who won as much as 95% of the votes. There was no doubt about the rig-
ging of elections. Sergey Kovalev described them as a farce “according to the Moscow script” (Kovalov 1998, 
167). On January 9, 1996, Dudayev’s unit, numbering about 500 fighters, attacked the town of Kizlar, located 
in Dagestan. Nearly 3,000 were taken prisoner. people. The action was commanded by Dudayev’s son-in-law, 
Salman Raduyev. The partisans attacked the barracks, the military airport and the hospital. They also managed 
to encircle a battalion of Russian internal troops. There were several unsuccessful attempts to storm the hospi-
tal. President Yeltsin reprimanded his subordinate generals for their ineptitude, and the State Duma demanded 
the resignation of Paweł Gracow. The fighters, together with the held hostages, withdrew from Kizlar to the 
village of Pervomajskoye, where they put up resistance for several days from a much larger federal army. Then 
they fled with the hostages into the mountains, successfully breaking through the lap ring. The Russians razed 
Pervomayskoye to the ground on the pretext of fighting the guerrillas in hiding (Borucki 1999, 326).

The plan to turn the war into an internal conflict has failed. The new president was very quickly marginalized. 
This was confirmed by the events that took place in February 1996. Then a crowd of 4,000 gathered in the 
center of Grozny under the ruins of the presidential palace. It was the largest demonstration since the arrival of 
federal troops in Chechnya. The demonstrators demanded the removal of the occupation forces, the dismissal of 
Zawgayev, and the official approval of the republic’s independence by the Kremlin. On February 9, the protest-
ers were pacified by Russian soldiers and Chechen militiamen. More than 10 people were killed and 18 injured. 
In response, Dudayev gave the order to storm Grozny. The action was to be performed by his subordinate units, 
and the whole operation was planned by Aslan Maskhadov, who also commanded it. On the morning of March 
6, Chechen forces of around 600 took control of most of the city. Following such a demonstration, the forces 
were withdrawn from Grozny on March 9.
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At the same time, units of the Russian special services were preparing a plan to kill Dudayev. On the night of 
April 21-22, after numerous unsuccessful attempts, the Russians achieved their goal. The rocket attack was car-
ried out at Gechi-Czu. Dudayev died on the spot, and the information about his death was made public only on 
April 24, after the president’s quiet funeral and the election of his successor, Zelimchan Yandarbiyev. The Krem-
lin hoped that Dudayev’s death would cause internal divisions and a struggle for power, but this did not happen.

Yeltsin’s main rival in the presidential elections, Gennady Zyuganov, who won all the polls at the time, an-
nounced on May 24 that his representatives in Chechnya were conducting talks with the parties to the conflict 
and presented them with a plan to end the dispute prepared by his electoral staff. Concerned, Yeltsin declared 
that he would implement the peace process in Moscow without any preconditions (Tremper 2004, 124). After 
the arrival of the Chechen delegation on May 27, bilateral negotiations began, which resulted in the signing of 
a preliminary document to cease military operations from June 1. Nevertheless, Moscow continued to support 
the team of Dok Zawgayev, who announced the merger of elections to the Chechen parliament with voting 
for the president of the Russian Federation - thereby violating agreements concluded between the Chechen 
government and the Russian authorities. The elections were held on June 14-16 in the territories occupied by 
the Russians. Their real results are unknown. Jacek Cichocki wrote: “The vast (...) majority of Chechens did 
not participate in them. (…) The OSCE mission operating in Grozny ruled that the elections were unfair and 
fraudulent” (Cichocki 1997, 9). The presidential elections in the Russian Federation were not decided in the 
first round - Yeltsin received 26.5 million votes, and Ziuganov 24 million. The incumbent president, wanting to 
take over the electorate of Alexander Lebed, who was in third position with 11 million votes (Haliżak, Kuźniar, 
Popławski 1997, 136-137), appointed him secretary of the Security Council and his personal adviser on matters 
related to national security (Remnick 1997, 337-338).

On July 9, after the official announcement of the election results, the Russians again began mass warfare, once 
again breaking the peace provisions. The town of Szali was pacified, as well as Gichy, Mechkiety and Wiedeno, 
on July 29, an unsuccessful attack on Aslan Maskhadov was carried out (Zaucha 1996). At the same time, the 
Chechens were preparing for an operation code-named “Zero Variant”, the main assumption of which was to 
go on a total offensive. On August 6, Maskhadov’s main force of about 1,500 soldiers, led by Basayev, entered 
Grozny and soon found themselves in the center of the capital. Instead of carrying out a frontal assault on the 
city, grouped into smaller units, they surrounded the Russians, reaching all their positions in the city. In this 
way, on the very first day of fighting, they managed to gain control over almost the entire city. The “Zero Vari-
ant” campaign spread throughout Chechnya.

President Yeltsin ordered the secretary of the Security Council, Aleksander Lebiedz, to carry out a peace mis-
sion. On August 31, in the city of Khasav-Yurt, his meeting with Maskhadov was signed, during which an 
agreement was signed on the readiness to renounce force and threats to use force in resolving disputed conflicts, 
it was declared to respect the right of nations to self-determination and their equality, and to respect human and 
civil rights, without due to nationality, religion, affiliation (Ciesielski 2003, 46-47).

On January 27, parliamentary and presidential elections were held in the republic. They were supervised by the 
OSCE. Nearly 70% of the inhabitants were in favor of building an independent state. As a result of the elections, 
Aslan Maskhadov received the highest office in the country, gaining over 50% of the votes (Szmyd 2000, 25).

The presidents of Chechnya and Russia signed a peace agreement in the Kremlin on 12 May, replacing the 
agreement with Khasav-Yurt. The signatories have renounced the use of military force. Mutual relations were 
defined as equal and regulated on the basis of the norms of international law. For the Chechens, the signing of 
this treaty by Russia meant that it fully recognized the independence of the Chechen Republic. The correctness 
of such an interpretation was indicated by the very title of the agreement: “Peace treaty and principles of mutual 
relations between the Russian Federation and the Chechen Republic of Ichkeria”. There are no references to 
Russian legislation in the text, only to the norms of international law (Ciesielski 2003, 48).

Sergey Kovalev (chairman of the Human Rights Committee in Russia, vice-president of the Memorial associa-
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tion) showed great courage in exposing war crimes and mass violations of human rights in Chechnya. He ex-
posed Russian crimes and tried to draw the attention of the international community to the Chechen tragedy. In a 
telephone conversation with Yeltsin from Grozny on December 24, 1994, he exhorted: “Every day, with our own 
eyes, we see planes bombing housing estates with impunity. Every day we see the corpses of civilians - cut with 
fragments, some without heads or legs. (...) As the human rights spokesman of the Russian Federation (...), I ap-
peal to all political forces in Russia, to the whole world, to stop the extermination of the civilian population. (…) 
Now I am calling: Go! I call on all mothers to demand the return of their sons who are dying in this war” (Ko-
valov 1995, 14-15). At a press conference held on January 5, 1995 in Moscow, he recalled: “I want to emphasize 
once again that this is not a long time ago about the internal affairs of Russia. This is a matter for the international 
community because, according to a concept that is widely accepted around the world, if human rights are ruth-
lessly and massively violated somewhere, it is no longer an internal matter of a given country. This is the kind 
of brutal and massive trampling of human rights that we are dealing with in Chechnya” (Kovalov 1995, 22-23).

As a result of the First Chechen War, about 90,000 people in Chechnya were killed. Several hundred thousand 
had to leave their homeland. On the Russian side, nearly 40,000 soldiers have lost their lives, and the number 
of wounded has exceeded 80,000 (Pain 2001, 7-19). According to human rights organizations, there is no reli-
able data on how many Chechens have been injured or have suffered psychological trauma (Renaud 2010, 59). 
Chechnya was completely ruined. Towns, villages, schools and universities, hospitals, factories and construc-
tion enterprises were destroyed. Rail and road transport practically ceased to exist, as did telephone communi-
cation. Roads and water supply facilities were destroyed in over 70%. The cost of rebuilding the republic was 
estimated at around $ 20 billion (Ferenc 2004, 19).

4. Russian fight against terrorism after the end of the First Russo-Chechen war

On August 7, 1999, several hundred Chechen fighters led by Shamil Basayev and Emir Hattab entered the 
neighboring Dagestan in the Cumadin region and Botlich. It was a response to the call of the Dagestani mul-
lahs for support for the alleged uprising there. Chechens announced that the operation was aimed at liberating 
the country from Russian rule and creating an Islamic state in the Chechen and Dagestani lands. Russia im-
mediately sent its troops to Dagestan, armed with heavy equipment and supported by the air force (Ciesielski 
2003, 316). It seems very likely that the Russian general staff, concentrating large troops in this republic, 
decided at that time to start a new war with Chechnya (Wilk 1996, 10). Shamil Basayev’s Rally to Dagestan 
was the perfect casus belli for the Russian Federation. Some sources say that the Russian side got information 
in advance about the militants’ plans from both agents in his own intelligence and Aslan Maskhadov, who has 
struggled with domestic extremists (Ferenc 2004, 19). Chechen soldiers withdrew from Dagestan territory 
on August 24. The Russian mass media portrayed this as a great triumph for federal troops. Prime Minister 
Putin, together with Anatoly Kvashnin (Chief of General Staff of the Armed Forces of the Russian Federation) 
visited the site of the recent clashes on 27 August. Putin praised his soldiers saying: “The Russian military has 
shown that it can fight”. After less than two days, armed troops of the Ministry of Internal Affairs launched an 
attack on villages in Dagestan, which had been inhabited by the Wahhabis for many years. On September 5, 
Chechen units once again crossed the Dagestani border to help them. Despite the fact that the key communi-
cation junction for the republic was captured, the Russians announced victory over the Basayev group after a 
week of fighting.

The events which significantly influenced the subsequent course of the campaign in the Caucasus region took place 
almost simultaneously. On August 31, a bomb exploded in the Moscow department store “Охотный ряд”, located 
in the vicinity of the Kremlin. As a result of the explosion, 1 person was killed and 40 were injured. During the 
next two weeks, a series of four more terrorist attacks were carried out in the Russian Federation: September 4 in 
the city of Bujnaks in Dagestan - 64 victims, September 9 in Moscow - 92 victims, September 13 in Moscow - 118 
victims, September 16 in Volgonsk - 13 victims. Although the real initiator of these attacks is unknown to this day, 
Prime Minister Putin found the Chechens guilty. However, there were many positions among international analysts 
that the Russian secret services themselves were behind the wave of brutal terrorist actions (Grochmalski 1999, 22). 
The last detachment of Chechen fighters left Dagestan on September 13, but the Russians continued to concen-
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trate their units in its area. Aslan Maskhadov rightly saw this as a preparation for armed aggression. On Sep-
tember 14, the Russian army carried out the first increased air raid on the villages and cities of Chechnya, and 
the Russian prime minister, in a speech to the Duma, blamed the attacks on Chechen terrorists and stressed that 
Islamist bases should be liquidated. These words found their supporters and propagators in the blink of an eye. 
The cycle of bomb attacks unfortunately caused an intensification of the wave of anti-Chechen sentiment. On 
September 17, 1999, the Federation Council authorized Vladimir Putin to take decisive steps towards Chechnya, 
not excluding the possibility of annulling the Khasav-Yurt peace agreements. A new war seemed inevitable now. 
German journalist and publicist Boris Reitschuster wrote: “Although Putin was only another man in the state, 
Yeltsin gave him a free hand in the matter of Chechnya” (Reitschuster 2005, 74). In a televised speech on Septem-
ber 19, the head of government announced that the Russian Federation would not withdraw both from Chechnya 
and from the North Caucasus. He also announced the breaking of the 1996 peace agreement with Iczkeria.

The Russian authorities made efforts to create an armed conflict with Chechens to carry out the final pacifica-
tion of the rebellious republic (Ferenc 2004, 20). The war was also intended to distract public opinion from the 
increasingly frequent reports of corruption and illegal capital operations involving key government officials. 
Thanks to skillfully conducted politics, using hysteria widespread by terrorist attacks, a little-known politician, 
such as Vladimir Putin, made a dizzying career deciding to start a second war with the Chechen Republic. The 
officially conducted hostilities were preceded by about 1,300 air raids on the villages and towns of Chechnya, 
which lasted continuously for nearly a month. The Russians explained that the purpose of their actions was to de-
stroy terrorist bases (according to Russian forces, about 2,000 fighters were to die in air attacks), but the Chechen 
side indicated that mainly civilian objects were destroyed during the air strikes, and more than 400 people were 
killed as a result. The invasion triggered a mass exodus of residents from the republic (Abraham 2001, 9).

From the very first moments of aggression, the Russian government apparatus tried to isolate journalists from 
the events in Chechnya. Information that was transmitted via radio, press and television were prepared by top-
down reporters or the press services of the army and the FSB. President Boris Yeltsin created a special Federal 
Information Center, the purpose of which was to censor news about the conflict and to coordinate activities 
within the propaganda war. It presented the Russian army as modern and powerful, crushing its opponent with-
out suffering any losses (Hooper 2006, 82).

The Russian units were moving slowly towards the interior of the country, using the scorched earth tactics pre-
viously used by the tsarist regiments of General Jermolow, Paskevich and Vorontsov (Nowakowski 2000, 8). 
All likely whereabouts of Chechen fighters were liquidated by massive artillery fire and bombing, and special 
forces of the FSB followed in the footsteps of the troops. Based on the archives compiled during the 1994-
1996 war, its agents compiled meticulous lists containing the names of the fugitives. As soon as the FSB units 
were in a given locality, they immediately carried out a detailed “filtration” of the population, and the suspects 
were transported to “filtration camps”. Since the first Russo-Chechen war, attempts have been made to keep 
their functioning away from the public eye. Access to them, in particular, was blocked for journalists and in-
ternational organizations. There were cruel human rights violations, beatings, torture (electric current was also 
used), prisoners were attacked and bitten by dogs (Amnesty International 2000, 211-212). Shocking stories 
told by people who managed to survive the filtration camps were described by Anna Politkowska. One of them 
concerned a Chechen man named Isa, who was sent to the camp in the town of Chottuni: “Cigarettes were put 
out on his skin, his nails were torn out, his kidneys were beaten with Pepsi bottles filled with water. Then it 
was pushed into a pit called the <bathroom>, full of water (it was in winter, by the way). Smoke candles flew 
in the wake of the Chechens thrown into the pits. There were five of them in this pit. Not everyone managed to 
survive” (Politkowska 2006, 46).

On October 20, the Prime Minister of the Russian Federation visited the Russian forces stationed in Ichkeria. 
The purpose of his visit was to award the airmen for the selective bombing of “terrorist objects” (Reuters AFP 
1999). The next day, in the town of Urus-Martan, Russian planes carried out a massive raid in which over 20 
people were killed. They were women and children, thus completely innocent victims of the war. The Russians 
also carried out a gruesome rocket fire at one of the main trading markets in Grozny. 137 civilians were killed 
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then and nearly 250 were injured. Every day, ordinary, defenseless people died - mostly women with children. 
They had nothing to do with the terrorism that Russian soldiers were fighting. On October 24, a hail of special 
rockets exploding above the ground hit their victims with thousands of tiny cubes on the villages of Sejżen-Yurt 
and Wiedeno. The result was the death of 50 completely random people (Grochmalski 1999, 25).

The command of the Russian forces wanted in this way to force the civilian population to mass emigrate from 
their native lands, as this would improve the management of military operations. Chechens went mainly to In-
gushetia. In October 1999, their number there already exceeded 170,000. refugees and was still growing, while 
about 5 thousand. among them were forced to live in the open (Radziwinowicz 1999). On October 26, General 
Troszew announced a $ 1 million award for the head of Shamil Basayev. Soon the government corrected the 
general’s words by declaring that they should be treated only as a metaphor.

The position of the positional fights ended with the victory of the Russians. On October 21, they managed to 
break the front line marked by the Terek River and march towards Grozny. The city was surrounded on three 
sides, and the federal army was less than five kilometers from the capital.

In the absence of a firm reaction from Western countries, Aslan Maskhadov tried to seek help from the Holy 
See. On October 28 he pleaded in a desperate letter to Pope John Paul II to protect the Chechen people from 
the “new genocide” (Jagielski 1999). Unfortunately, he did not receive a reply. Mass genocide against a small 
nation of rebellious highlanders took place in the silence of the international community.

The Council of Europe sent a delegation of 13 people to the North Caucasus, which stated in its report that the 
Russian Federation did not violate any international conventions in the fight against the Chechen people. The 
organization Human Rights Watch, outraged by this announcement, published information in which it accused 
Russian soldiers of arbitrary executions of 38 civilians on one of the streets of Grozny (Wojciechowski 2000). 
International human rights organizations have reported dozens of similar crimes. According to the reports of 
Memorial and the International League of Human Rights, there are testimonials documenting hundreds of ex-
ecutions of civilians carried out en masse by the Russian military in Grozny. The infamous lead in these crimes 
was a special unit of the Ministry of the Interior, stationed in Primary School No. 54. “It became famous” by 
pouring gasoline on people and setting them on fire. The French daily Le Monde reported on the functioning of 
the filter camps. A Russian journalist, Andrei Babicki, who also survived the camp, stated: “The concentration 
camp in Chernokozov can be easily compared to Auschwitz or the Stalinist camps. And somehow the interna-
tional community does not seem to be going to deal with it” (Lewandowska 2000).

The federal army occupied the territory of Chechnya and removed individual partisan groups. The Chechens, 
seeing the ineffectiveness of the guerrilla warfare, decided to use the last possible means of combat, in their 
opinion, namely suicide bombings against Russian soldiers. Federal forces only formally had power and con-
trol in Chechnya. Every day there was a death of the occupying Russians. The appearance of radicalism in 
the Chechen ranks was the reason for helplessness and loneliness in the face of the brutal occupation and the 
deliberate extermination carried out on them. The behavior of the Russians towards Chechnya was terrifying, 
but equally terrifying was the passivity and far-reaching “understanding” of the outside world, especially of 
Western countries and organizations.

The terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 allowed the US to give Putin freedom to fight “Chechen terrorism”. 
Moscow introduced even more brutal methods of pacifying the Chechen people. In a sense of the hopelessness 
of the situation, somefrom the Chechen leaders decided to move the conflict deep into the Russian Federation 
(Trenin 2003, 2). On October 23, 2002, a 50-person detachment of Chechen partisans seized the building of the 
Moscow theater on Dubrovka, taking about a thousand hostages prisoner. The operation was commanded by 
Mansur Barayev. On October 26, the special unit “Alfa” launched a tragic and ineffective assault on the build-
ing. Paralyzing gas was released into the theater building, the action of which, apart from the fighters, naturally 
affected the hostages as well. Over 150 people died as a result of being struck by a combat agent and hundreds 
of people were hospitalized. There were also women in Barajew’s branch who lost their husbands and sons. 
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One of them said, “We waited for a just resolution, but the world was silent” (Ferenc 2004, 85). Radicalization 
of actions is an act of despair by the Chechens. Former deputy to the parliament of the Chechen Republic of 
Ichkeria, Adlan Badalov said: “I was wondering then why he (Beslan Gantemirov - M.D.) is creating the Mus-
lim Brotherhood in Chechnya, if we do not have such goals as the terrorists set for themselves? We did not set 
such tasks and goals for ourselves and there was no such need. We wanted independence, sovereignty, and if 
the authorities of our state will have the leader of a terrorist organization, who will recognize us, what country 
would like to talk to us, establish diplomatic contacts? Back then, I was just thinking, and today I know for sure 
that it was planted by some Russian secret services” (Kuleba 2007, 38).

The most shocking action of the Caucasian fighters was to take over the school in Beslan (North Ossetia) on the 
inauguration of the school year, September 1, 2004. The 33 bombers (including Chechens, Ingush, Ossetians, 
Arabs, Russians, Kabardians and Tartars, which proves the gradual spreading of the conflict throughout the 
region) have been held hostage by innocent children, parents, teachers and employees of the facility. On Sep-
tember 3, the Russian special services tried to rescue the held hostages. For unknown reasons, terrorists blew 
up the school building. Over 350 people died and nearly 400 were injured.

The terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 allowed the US to give Putin freedom to fight “Chechen terrorism”. 
Moscow introduced even more brutal methods of pacifying the Chechen people. In a sense of the hopelessness 
of the situation, some from the Chechen leaders decided to move the conflict deep into the Russian Federation. 
On October 23, 2002, a 50-person detachment of Chechen partisans seized the building of the Moscow theater 
on Dubrovka, taking about a thousand hostages prisoner. The operation was commanded by Mansur Barayev. 
On October 26, the special unit “Alfa” launched a tragic and ineffective assault on the building. Paralyzing gas 
was released into the theater building, the action of which, apart from the fighters, naturally affected the hos-
tages as well. Over 150 people died as a result of being struck by a combat agent and hundreds of people were 
hospitalized. There were also women in Barajew’s branch who lost their husbands and sons. One of them said, 
“We waited for a just resolution, but the world was silent”. Radicalization of actions is an act of despair by the 
Chechens. Former deputy to the parliament of the Chechen Republic of Ichkeria, Adlan Badalov said: “I was 
wondering then why he (Beslan Gantemirov - M.D.) is creating the Muslim Brotherhood in Chechnya, if we do 
not have such goals as the terrorists set for themselves? We did not set such tasks and goals for ourselves and 
there was no such need. We wanted independence, sovereignty, and if the authorities of our state will have the 
leader of a terrorist organization, who will recognize us, what country would like to talk to us, establish diplo-
matic contacts? Back then, I was just thinking, and today I know for sure that it was planted by some Russian 
secret services”. The most shocking action of the Caucasian fighters was to take over the school in Beslan (North 
Ossetia) on the inauguration of the school year, September 1, 2004. The 33 bombers (including Chechens, In-
gush, Ossetians, Arabs, Russians, Kabardians and Tartars, which proves the gradual spreading of the conflict 
throughout the region) have been held hostage by innocent children, parents, teachers and employees of the 
facility. On September 3, the Russian special services tried to rescue the held hostages. For unknown reasons, 
terrorists blew up the school building. Over 350 people died and nearly 400 were injured (Falkowski 2007, 6-7).
         
5. Conclusions 

According to John Russell, the Russo-Chechen conflict was probably one of the bloodiest conflicts in Europe 
since World War II, which attracted the attention of Western media only when terrorist attacks took place. After 
the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, Chechnya was recognized as one of the front lines of the interna-
tional war on terrorism. All those who opposed Russia’s policy in Chechnya were labeled as “terrorists” and 
“bandits”. This led to the deliberate demonization of Chechens by Yeltsin and Putin in order to gain political 
gains in Russia itself, which made it practically impossible to resolve the conflict peacefully (Russel 2005, 
103). During the first Russo-Chechen war, there were reports backed up by documents, accusing the Russian 
Federation of unhampered use of violence, using prohibited types of weapons and paralyzing humanitarian 
aid for war victims. Foreign observers in Chechnya reported the following crimes by federal troops: mass 
bombing and shelling of civilian settlements, rape, looting, murder and arbitrary executions without court 
sentences, unlawful deprivation of liberty, forcing civilians to move or preventing them from leaving danger-
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ous places, dealing with those arrested, including committing torture, kidnapping hostages and using them as 
human shields. On the other hand, the nature of the crimes committed by the Chechen side was described as 
incidental. Chechen terrorism is a consequence and not - as Russia claims - the cause of the conflict. Foreign 
Islamic radicals gained a position in Chechnya only after the first Russo-Chechen war. It was the war that ena-
bled the development of radicalism, which had not previously had any support in Chechen society. This is best 
evidenced by the fact that in 1996-1999 radicals were isolated in a small area of   south-eastern Chechnya, and 
in 1999 President Maskhadov warned Russia against them and asked for help in combating them, but received 
no reply (Cornell 2005, 254).

The terrorist attacks were a desperate attempt to make the world aware that the Chechens were fighting for 
freedom and independence, but also for their physical survival, being the object of deliberate extermination. 
They require unequivocal condemnation, but the international community should realize that by failing to react 
to genocide and mass violations of human rights, it is jointly responsible for them (Jurgilewicz, 2020).
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