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Project Russia: The Bestselling Book Series of Putin's
Kremlin

Lynn Corum

“This work will split the world into two parts.
The one that is right, wins.”!

INTRODUCTION

ProJECT RUSSIA 1S ONE OF THE MOST WIDELY read Russian book series. The
five-volume series may remain a bestseller in Russia, but since it has
yet to be published in any other language but Russian, or released in any
other country but Russia, it remains largely undiscovered in the West.
The original, first volume of Project Russia was released in the West
by Glagoslav Epublications, entitled Proekt “Rossija’” Kniga I [Project
Russia Book 1], on the Kindle platform in March 2014—nearly a decade
after its original publication by EKSMO Press.” Since even this work re-
mains in Russian, in Cyrillic characters, this chapter will provide original
translations of key passages from Project Russia Book [ as an introduction
to the current ideas circulating within Putin’s Kremlin. For the Project
Russia book series is perhaps the most candid source of Putin’s outlook
on Russia’s present state of affairs, its relations with the West and most
alarmingly, his stated plans for the future—plans that it appears he may
now be putting into effect. This chapter will examine these key elements
of the Russian national ideology under the Putin Regime: the limitations
of democracy; the decadence of the West; the West as the enemy; the
coming world collapse; and Russia’s future role in world leadership.

BACKGROUND

A special edition of the first volume of Project Russia was originally
distributed in early fall 2005 by TocymapcTBenHas denbpberepckas
cnyx6a Poccuiickoit @egepaunn (IOC Poccun)’[The State Courier
Service of the Russian Federation, referred to in English both as ‘DFS’
and as ‘GFS Russia’] via the special overnight courier mail reserved for
the highest level of documents to all the executive offices of the Krem-
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lin including the so-called “Bensbiit mom™ [Russia’s “White House™], the
Russian Federation Council, the Prosecutor General’s Office, the FSB
(the Russian state security service), and the State Duma; no author was
identified.* Copies were also delivered to many well-known Russian
public figures, including film director Nikita Mikhalkov, winner of the
Grand Prix Ex-aequo at Cannes in 1994.° Though not yet on sale com-
mercially, it nevertheless became one of the most discussed books in
Russian political circles, included in the register of publications recom-
mended for reading by government officials, as well as public and politi-
cal figures by the Office of the President of Russia.® As such, from the
very first it was accepted as an official ideology. A censored edition of
the work was published a full year later, in 2006, soon followed by three
additional volumes, and more recently by an omnibus edition, ITpoexm
Poccus: Ionnoe Cobpanue [ “Project Russia: The Complete Collection”]
in 2014. These continue to be sold in vast numbers by Russia’s largest
publisher EKSMO. They have appeared on various bestseller lists in Rus-
sia including Moskva Books’ Political Booklist as well as the Nonfiction
Bestsellers list maintained by probooks.ru.” According to Moskva Books,
they have now been read by more than three million people.®

It was only with the publication of the declassified fourth volume
that any author of Project Russia was identified: well-connected Rus-
sian billionaire Yuri Shalyganov. He was identified in the Russian press
as its author in an article by Larisa Kaftan based on her interview with
Shalyganov, entitled “Yro Hac >kgeT moce BeI60pOB pesuserta B 2012
ropy?” [“What Awaits Us after the Presidential Election in 2012?”], pub-
lished on 1 October 2010 in Komcomonckas ITpasda [ Communist Truth).’
In the article Shalyganov reminds his audience that “all the possible
authors among notable Russian political scientists and politicians have
denied authorship.” He adds, “Many came to conclude that its source
must be the Kremlin.”' Of course, there is also the fact that this state-
ment appears in an official, Kremlin-generated journal, Komcomoncxas
IIpasoa, [Communist Truth], which happens to be the official journal
of Russia’s Communist Youth Organization.! Third, according to Sha-
lyganov this opinion was reinforced with the second volume (IIpoexm
Poccus. Bmopas xHuea. Boibop nymu [Project Russia Volume 2: Path
Selection]). Its release was timed to coincide with Putin’s bid for a third
term, and it includes reflections on the need for “constant power at the
top.”!? Throughout the interview Shalyganov uses “we,” not “I,” to speak
as the author and admits, “Only one of the authors has been revealed, and
the other—and perhaps major—creators of the ‘Project’ still prefer to
remain anonymous.”"? Thus Shalyganov himself seems to be just one of
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several authors. Indeed throughout the above-mentioned second volume
of Project Russia, the series is discussed in terms of being the product
of an inner circle of unnamed, influential elites.'*

THE LiMITATIONS OF DEMOCRACY

The main thrust of Project Russia is its general disdain for democracy
and its advocacy for a state led by a strong ruler, a new kind of czar.
Shalyganov began his interview with, “If you take a poll today and ask
what democracy is, many will say it is deception and delusion. Five
years ago, we had the illusion that democracy is possible: Achieve it,
and all would be well. Now many people understand democracy—it is
autopia, a myth.”"* In Project Russia, democracy is dismissed as a form
of government that is possible only at the local level, and impossible for
states. According to Shalyganov, “In Germany, Russia, and the United
States there is no democracy. The myth of democratic elections in these
countries is a deliberate lie.”'

Lecture 12 of Project Russia disparages “Hosas ¢popma rocymapcrsa.
— Hemoxparus” [“The New Form of Government: Democracy”]."” Ac-
cording to Project Russia, American democracy is a sham: “Centuries
have passed, but the world is not one iota closer to realization of this
dream.”"® This point is reiterated throughout the book. For example,
Project Russia notes:

When we are asked, and how about the United States, the citadel
of democracy? We say: Make no mistake. In all democracies, only
the visible part of the [government] changes: the elected officials.
The powers that define the overall direction remain unchanged.
They maintain continuity and heredity, about the way it was in
the USSR. The only difference is that the electoral spectacle in
the United States is more carefully thought out."

The tenor of this quote is reflective of the overall text. Project Russia
insists that it does not really matter which party wins the American
presidential elections:

The candidates from both American parties do not differ from
each other. All differences are first, of secondary importance, and
second, laughable. Some claim to lower taxes by 0.5%, while the
latter promise to lower them by 0.4%. If you call this choice, I
am jealous of the power of your imagination.?
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The U.S. is discussed as a country in which the real power is concen-
trated in the hands of an enduring elite class—exactly like the USSR.
However, in drawing these parallels, the book conveniently fails to men-
tion that the former is a multi-party system (albeit with two controlling
parties) and the latter was a dictatorship controlled by a single party. In
the USSR until 1987, citizens voted directly for the candidates nominated
by the Communist Party in unopposed elections.?! The phrase “electoral
spectacle” cynically implies, of course, that American elections are care-
fully crafted bread-and-circuses shows delivered to the masses rather than
an actual electoral process. Indeed, Russian hackers apparently worked
throughout the American 2016 Presidential campaigns to actively inter-
fere with the electoral process and destroy American voter confidence.

On 29 December 2016, the NCCIC and FBI issued a joint report
on Grizzly Steppe, their moniker for “malicious cyber activity by RIS
(Russian civilian and military intelligence Services) [. . .] part of an
ongoing campaign of cyber-enabled operations directed at the U.S.
government and its citizens.” The report claims that two different RIS
actors, named “APT 28 and “APT 29,” appear to have participated in
an “intrusion into a U.S. political party,” based upon an IOC (Indicator
of Compromise) entitled the Yara Signature.?? These hackers are known
to have been Russian (which is not the same as establishing any actual,
covert intrusion by the Russian State itself). To be sure, 19,252 emails
and 8,034 attachments were released on WikiLeaks from the personal
e-mail accounts of seven key figures of the U.S. Democratic National
Committee on 22 July 2016.% Indeed, the evening before the Democratic
National Convention in Philadelphia, Representative Debbie Wasserman
Schultz resigned as DNC chairwoman after WikiLeaks released internal
emails showing Democratic Party officials eager for Mrs. Clinton to win
the nomination over Senator Bernie Sanders of Vermont.**

Another suspected Russian initiative was directed against public con-
fidence in the American voting process itself. Voting databases in Illinois
and Arizona are known to have been hacked.?® According to Ken Menzel,
General Counsel for the Illinois Board of Elections, hackers accessed as
many as 200,000 personal voter records in late June 2016; it was discov-
ered a month later. According to Arizona Secretary of State Director of
Communications Matthew Roberts, in late May 2016 the FBI alerted the
Arizona Department of Administration that there was a credible cyber
threat to their voter registration system. The Arizona Secretary of State’s
Office learned of possible Russian involvement through internal IT and
cyber security staff, who recognized the credentials and username posted
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online were from a known Russian hacker. The hack did erode public
confidence in the reliability of America’s voting machines, despite the
fact that they are not connected with the Internet in any state. This is
significant since five states—Delaware, Georgia, Louisiana, New Jer-
sey, and South Carolina—conduct their voting exclusively by machine,
leaving no paper record. Other states, including Virginia, Texas, Florida,
and Pennsylvania, use paperless machines in many of their counties.”’

Project Russia insists it is impossible to provide people with sufficient
knowledge to select their leaders. Not all are capable of learning, nor is
it possible to gain the vast experience needed to understand the issues,
for “much of the needed knowledge would constitute a state secret.””
According to Project Russia, this knowledge is not enough, for each voter
will select candidates based upon a personal agenda.” Thus, “National
elections are reduced to outright stupidity because the people, like chil-
dren, always prefer the candy wrappers, not the contents.”*

To encourage this approach, Russians also appear to have exploited
social divisions within the United States to influence American voters.
According to a blog post of 6 September 2017 by Facebook’s Chief
Information Security Officer Alex Stamos, between June 2015 and May
2017 some 470 “inauthentic” Facebook accounts and pages were used
to purchase $100,000 worth of Facebook advertisements. The bogus
accounts appear to have been operated out of Russia, and were affili-
ated with one another. The ads did not specifically discuss the elections.
Rather, according to Stamos, the ads focused on “amplifying divisive
social and political messages across the ideological spectrum — touching
on topics from LGBT matters to race issues to immigration to gun rights.”

Throughout Project Russia, ordinary people are cast in the role of
preschoolers, too selfish and ignorant to be entrusted with political power:
“If the children are in charge of the kindergarten, in the end, they will
destroy it without ever understanding, because their thoughts are fixed on
other things.”*! Democratic leaders fare no better at the hands of Project
Russia. They too are depicted like selfish children:

Look at the majority of officials. Do they care about the state
of the country and the people? Of course not. The power they
understand is not the power of the father, wherein the benefit is to
the family above all else, but rather as an opportunity, according
to their concept of society, to buy a new “toy.”*

Project Russia also scorns the tripartite system of government and
the balance of powers found in Western democracies. As Project Russia
mocks:
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Montesquieu split political power into three pieces: the execu-
tive, legislative, and judicial branches. Now power passes from
the hands of a man into the hands of the law. The world is ruled
by this new “ruler act.” The high-sounding phrase “rule of law”
in practice means the power of lawyers.*

This is not to say that bad leaders are held responsible for the “failure”
of democracy. In Project Russia, the democratic system itself is held
responsible:

Democratic [leaders] stubbornly insist that all the troubles are
due to bad elements in the state mechanism, i.e., due to bad
officials and embezzlers. If the bad officials are exchanged for
good, and the embezzlers eliminated, the situation will be cor-
rected. People happily pick up on this “valuable advice” and again
seek to choose the honest. But the situation does not improve,
but rather deteriorates. After each election there is growing cor-
ruption and immorality. It’s time to hang a price list for a bribe
at public institutions. But people have become so totally stupid,
they cannot link the relationship between elections and their
misfortunes into a single chain.*

THE DECADENCE OF THE WEST

Project Russia insists that Western thought is evil, leading to all man-
ner of decadence. One particular target of Project Russia’s authors are
homosexuals. Homosexuality is cast as an evil allowed in democracies,
which they will not be able to later eliminate: “Viruses, once released,
do not return freely to their cage.”* To truly understand why Putin is
so opposed to homosexuals, however, it is necessary to know a little
history. The Russian LGBT community* were significant supporters of
Perestroika. The Moscow Gay & Lesbian Alliance staged demonstrations
for gay rights in both Moscow and Leningrad in summer 1991. They
were followed almost immediately by the coup d’état attempt known
as the August Putsch (Asrycrockuii myT4) by hard-line members of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU). The coup attempt
was successfully thwarted in Moscow by an effective civil resistance
campaign. The failed coup helped to precipitate the total collapse of the
Soviet Union a few months later, in December 1991. The activists man-
ning the barricades defending the Russian White House included many
gays, and Yeltsin’s decrees were printed on the Xerox machines of the
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Moscow Gay & Lesbian Alliance.”” So Russia’s gay community can be
said to have played a major role in the collapse of the Soviet Union.

Meanwhile, Russia was being prevented from obtaining a desired
place on the Council of Europe. Moscow first applied in May 1992, but
the Council suspended consideration of its application to protest the
Kremlin’s policies in the Chechnya conflict and its human rights record.
Now in 1993, sexual relations between consenting adult males were still
punishable under Article 121.1 of the Russian Federation criminal code
by imprisonment of up to five years. More to deflect public attention
from Chechnya than from any change of heart regarding homosexuality,
Russian President Boris Yeltsin signed a reform law on 29 April 1993 in
which Article 121.1 was repealed. It worked; despite lingering protest,
the Council of Europe’s Parliamentary Assembly approved a resolution
to accept Russia as its member in January 1994, with 164 votes in favor,
35 against, and 15 abstentions.*® It was a significant step, since this was
the first international body set up by Western nations during the Cold
War to accept Russia as a member. The Assembly’s resolution committed
Russia to implement a host of human rights conventions, and to reform
policies that contradicted international legal norms. Thus Russia had to
follow through with the decriminalization of homosexuality.*

In actuality the Russian State continued to regard homosexuality as the
root of all evil, as it were. Establishing civil rights for groups including
homosexuals was merely a prerequisite for obtaining Western recogni-
tion and especially, Western investment money. In Project Russia, it is
accordingly claimed that in the West, acceptance of homosexuality is
seen as a necessary aspect of democratic freedom. The West is accused of
promoting homosexuality as part of the ‘attractive image of the consumer
lifestyle,” expressly to corrupt and subvert Russian society. Tolerance for
individual rights is recast as ‘tolerance for any category of sin’:

Once the West intruded into the forming of the consciousness
of our people, the first thing created was an attractive image of
the consumer lifestyle. . . . Today, under the banner of freedom
of nations, the West continues to impose guidelines directing
our efforts against us. First to be cultivated is tolerance for any
category of'sin. . . . disguised as innocent entertainment. . . . For
example, pederasty is tacitly recognized as the most accurate
measure of the level of democracy. . . . If homosexuals do not
increase in number, then their rights are being infringed, i.e.,
democracy is not enough.*
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In this next passage is a key to understanding why Project Russia
concentrates upon attacking homosexuals. Between 2006 and 2011, the
Russian LGBT community had staged unsanctioned Gay Pride Parades
that led through Moscow’s main square. In fact, in 2010, the European
Court of Human Rights had fined Russia $40,000 for human right vio-
lations and damages for opposing these parades in 2006 through 2008.
Nevertheless in February 2011, new Mayor of Moscow Sergei Sobyanin
refused the parade’s petition, repeating his position two days before the
28 May 2011 gay festival. Moscow Pride’s organizer Nikolay Alexeyev
held the event as planned, but the parade lasted only a few minutes before
an ultra-Orthodox protest group (the Russian Orthodox Church being an
arm of the State) attacked the parade. Moscow police arrested over 30
participants, including several gay rights activists.*!

Now, Kpacnas mnémanp or Red Square, essentially the courtyard to
the Kremlin, is revered by Russian Communists. Besides being the of-
ficial address of the Soviet government, it became a showcase promoting
the Soviet State from 1919 onward. On 7 November 1941, Soviet troops
marched through Red Square straight to the front lines.*? In the Victory
Parade celebrating the Soviet defeat of the Nazis in 1945, the banners
of Hitler’s defeated armies were cast down at the foot of Lenin’s Tomb.
The Soviet Union held many gigantic annual parades in Red Square for
May Day, Victory Day, and the October Revolution, featuring propa-
ganda displays, flags, representatives of various workers’ groups, smartly
marching troops, and extensive ranks of massed tanks and missiles. The
very idea of a gay parade through Red Square is therefore highly offensive
to Putin and his circle: “Promoting vice, our enemies do not consider
cultural traditions, reducing everyone to their level. As planned by the
organizers of the so-called gay parade on Red Square, this would
destroy the last vestiges of tradition. At this last fall, society buckles and
turns into jelly, which you can then simply overthrow.”*

But Project Russia does not simply portray the West as decadent. It
goes so far as to equate Western democratic ideals with Nazism. Accord-
ing to Project Russia, problems including falling birthrates, declining
morality, increasing drug abuse and other vices are endemic in democratic
systems of government (‘democratic’ being defined by Project Russia as
any political system in which people have the right to vote): “It seems
obvious that the cause must be sought, not in the official but in the basic
[democratic] structure.”** In fact, Western thought is equated with the
extremes of Nazi ideology repeatedly in Project Russia:
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The apotheosis of Western thought is realized in Hitler. It turns
out that babies can be tortured because there is no God, and you
are superman, for which there are no restrictions or obstacles in
the implementation of the will and desires. Do you want to?
Do it! Realize your will or die. Sounds cool? Cool. Especially
dangerous. Some Satanic energy is behind this, attractive in its
denial of any limitations, with credibility and legitimacy.*

Project Russia’s authors are of course implying that in a democracy,
free of the “restrictions” and “obstacles” of a Soviet-type system, the
citizens will give in to their basest desires. To be sure, much has been
written about the higher official crime rates of the United States when
compared to those of the Soviet Union, but since crime statistics were not
reported in Russia until the 1990s, any such comparison is meaningless.
Indeed, there was great pressure to deny the existence of crime and devi-
ance in the Soviet Union, where the people collectively owned the means
of production. If everyone was equal and had all their needs met by the
State, what could possibly be the motive for crime? Moreover, Soviet
citizens avoided taking any notice of crime for fear of becoming involved
and subsequently coming to the negative attention of the authorities.*®

Integral to the text of Project Russia is a strong sense of nostalgia
for the “good old” Soviet Union: Nikita Khrushchev’s USSR, prior to
Mikhail Gorbachev’s Perestroika and Glasnost modernization programs.
As Shalyganov comments during his interview:

The Soviet people believed in communism. . . . And while they
believed, the Soviet Union was strong. . . . In the late Soviet
Union, the idea of communism was emasculated . . . Already in
the 70s, the Soviet people tried not to build communism, and to
have a lot of carpets, crystal, [and] other household valuables
[instead]. But the idea of personal good is too small and does
not provide motivation for achievement. Construction began to
fall apart. . . . Today . . . in the absence of ideas, the trend “get
rich by any means” has spawned total corruption.*’

THE WEST As THE ENEMY

According to Project Russia, the idealized communist state did not
fail but was sabotaged. It was corrupted by the West through a sinister
propaganda campaign:
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The first step in the destruction of the planet’s vast empire was the
split of the USSR. Emphasis was no longer placed on industrial
and strategic targets, as in traditional warfare [. . .] the world
view of the Soviet citizen was replaced by [that of] the consumer.
There occurred deep ideological rifts. [. . .] Soon after the Soviet
Union collapsed. Our enemies are personally convinced of the
effectiveness of these monstrous new offensive technologies.
The Velvet Revolution rocked the world louder than the blasts at
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. [. . .] “Democratic” elections completed
the process. [. . .] As a consequence, the state has changed to
a commercial mindset. The destruction of industry, education,
science, the military, etc., has occurred—not because Russia is
suddenly filled with bad people, but because the commercial
approach killed the nonprofit institutions.*

US propaganda agencies did indeed direct major secret psychological
warfare campaigns against the USSR—President Eisenhower’s “Total
Cold War”*—through such initiatives as Atoms for Peace,*® People-to-
People,’ the U.S. Information Agency’s propaganda pamphlet Facts
about the United States,” and Radio Free Europe.> However the many
pressing social and economic problems facing the average Soviet citi-
zen—the terrible pollution problems, rising infant mortality,* the seri-
ous reduction in the quality of healthcare,” increasing disintegration of
families by divorce, separation, and abandonment,*® chronic housing
shortages,”” lack of basic consumer goods, lack of access to higher
education, lack of opportunities for advancement,’ low productivity,
widespread corruption, and rampant alcoholism*—certainly were the
decisive factors in the Soviet Union’s eventual failure.

In an insidious claim Project Russia insinuates that the U.S. is biding
its time, encouraging the former Soviet States to become completely
independent of Russia, only to swoop in and take them over at a future
date. The leaders of regional independence groups, for example Lech
Walesa of Solidarnos¢ [Solidarity Movement],* sought to ally with the
West and to break from Russia. Project Russia explains how this actually
amounted to calculated exploitation by the West:

Emphasis is placed on the ambitions of a young person in power.*!
He does not understand the overall situation, and therefore it is
easy to instill the idea that to be the president of an independent
state is better than being appointed by a ruler.®> As a result, there
is a whole army of freedom fighters. The trick is that they do not
even finance [themselves]. They will go wherever a “carrot” has
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been hung. By reaching their goal, they unwittingly contribute
to achieving the strategic goals of a stranger. Their hands, arms,
and millions of other “fighters” are used blindly. The enemy
realizes that its main task is to break Russia. Then, when it has
removed this last major obstacle to world domination, the West
will dissolve the ‘independent and sovereign’ states.

The implications are clear: Project Russia claims that the West has been
at war with Russia for years. All the dysfunction in Russia has ostensibly
been carefully engineered by the West, for that is how the so-called war
is supposedly being waged. Supposedly, several planned and coordinated
mechanisms run in parallel, leading to the destruction of the traditional
national culture, religion, education, healthcare system, manufacturing
industry, and the military. These coordinated efforts include the degrada-
tion of family, morality, and education. If one adds to this sex education,
prostitution, drug abuse, and alcoholism then the blame for Russian social
problems is more or less complete.*

According to Project Russia, “Today, in so-called ‘peacetime,’ we lose
more than during the Great Patriotic War. And these losses are growing
like an avalanche. But instead of enemy soldiers in uniform and bombs
falling from the sky, the population sees neon advertising, exciting TV
series and glossy magazines.” Project Russia even creates spin for the
conflicts in Georgia and the Ukraine:

Where the West was able to break the continuity of government,
as in the Ukraine, Georgia, and Kyrgyzstan, a period of active
decay [set in]. “Rulers” appeared out of “nowhere,” and will
soon return “nowhere.” They have been replaced by others who
are the same, and so on, until the West decides that the desired
condition is achieved. When the rough work is completed, the
West will have new land to include in its sphere of influence. This
is not going to happen by force. The free market is so constituted
that anyone who enters that web will not be released. It drains
his resources, leaving him without a chance. At the present stage
of destruction of the system, Georgians, Ukrainians, and others
fight “for freedom and independence,” spouting beautiful, empty
slogans. As a result people are deceived, wrecking their homes
with their own hands. The new social order will have no place
for either the Ukrainians, or the Georgians, or the Kyrgyz.*

Project Russia blames the West for social problems within the client
states—again, these problems have supposedly been deliberately engi-
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neered in order to destroy them and then redistribute their resources to the
“Golden Billion.”® The expression “Golden Billion” is used elsewhere in
Project Russia in a passage that further illuminates the authors’ thinking:

If you talk sensibly, humanity has only two ways to live: either
as one family, with one means, or with five billion providing
the means for one-sixth: the ‘golden billion.” But since so many
‘indentured servants’ in an age of technological progress are
not required, it turns out that these five billion people are just
superfluous. [. .. so that] nowadays an active campaign has been
launched for the final solution to the problem of “superfluous
men” [. . .] “humane extermination.”®

Later in the passage, the oft-quoted statistic on American consump-
tion—that the U.S. population, about 5% of the world population, con-
sumes 40% of the earth’s resources—is used to support its claim that
America intends to sequester the world’s resources for itself. Pointing
out that Earth’s resources are not sufficient to provide all six billion
inhabitants a Western standard of living, Project Russia asks, “What
will the [rest] of the world’s population do? Live on Mars’ resources?”®

THE CoMING WORLD COLLAPSE

As the flippant comment about “living on Mars’ resources” illustrates,
the assumption of Project Russia is that the world’s resources are rapidly
running out, while consumption of resources continues to climb, which
will soon lead to economic collapse. Yuri Shalyganov was asked repeat-
edly by Larisa Kaftan, during his interview about Project Russia, about
the “end of the world that world futurists promise.” Clearly, this issue
is considered to be central to the ideas in Project Russia. Here are his
thoughts from that interview:

We believe that a new phase is coming in the development of
human society. All will collapse—both Europe and America, and
the U.S. dollar. It’s a matter of time. By the way, if the dollar
collapses, after that crashes the old world order.”

Russia is apparently positioning itself for when the ‘inevitable’ global
crisis occurs. One gets the feeling that Putin must be rather looking for-
ward to it as a chance to gain power, by being prepared to take over in the
resulting chaos. Project Russia includes Putin’s own speculations in this
regard. For instance, “Russia still has sufficient resources to resolve the
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problem. The question is about their correct use. Not all the battles have
been lost; the main battles are ahead. What their result may be, depends
on how we are going to lead today.””! As the passage continues, Putin
stylizes himself after both Napoleon and Alexander the Great, prepar-
ing for battle. Project Russia muses, “Our goal is to get an idea of the
strategic logic of the enemy [. . .] Think about how we would behave if
we wanted to destroy Russia.”’

Russia is apparently already ‘fighting the war.” How? By attempting to
sway public opinion in the West. Possible Russian influence was detected
related to the Dutch Ukraine—European Union Association Agreement
referendum, held in the Netherlands on 6 April 2016 over whether to
block the EU’s closer relations with Ukraine.” Sources said arguments
deployed in support of the referendum “closely resembled” known Rus-
sian propaganda. Igor Sutyagin, the Russia specialist at the Royal United
Services Institute (RUSI) maintains that Russia’s propaganda machine
is currently “very active,” deploying what security experts call “hybrid
warfare” that blends conventional military power with guerrilla tactics
and cyber warfare: “The Russian campaign exists in a grey area, operat-
ing covertly—and often legally—to avoid political blowback, but with
the clear aim of weakening Western will to fight, maturing doubts over
NATO, the EU, Trident and economic sanctions,” he said.”

According to Peter Pomerantsev and Michael Weiss of the Institute
of Modern Russia (IMR), “The Kremlin exploits the idea of freedom
of information to inject disinformation into society. The effect is not to
persuade (as in classic public diplomacy) or earn credibility but to sow
confusion via conspiracy theories and proliferate falsehoods.”” As stated
in Project Russia itself,

The broad mass of the befuddled prefer to receive information
from clips and slogans, specially created to impose on their
consciousness posts that are not true, but false, and to provoke
animalistic behavior. . . . To bring these ideas to the masses, do
not write books. It is necessary to turn to a more affordable way
of feeding them thoughts. The method determines the flow of
material related to the information. The masses need TV series,
shows, cartoons, but not books. But today, the factory for the
production of these products is in the hands of the market, and
therefore will be stuffed with anti-human feeling.”

An entire “factory” has been established by the Kremlin for this spe-
cific purpose. On 2 June 2015, The Sunday Telegraph published a highly
illuminating interview with a brave Russian journalist who successfully
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infiltrated the Kremlin propaganda establishment, the Troll Factory, a firm
that pays computer bloggers very well to hourly churn out a minimum
0f200 social-media posts, containing carefully-crafted disinformation.”

Another major player in this effort is the Kremlin’s primary propa-
ganda organ abroad, Sputnik International, launched on 10 November
2014 by the Russian government-controlled news agency Poccust CezodHs
[Russia Today] as the successor to Ria Novosti (ria.ru). Headquartered
in Moscow, this slick English-language media service has established
modern multimedia centers in dozens of countries. Sputnik intends to
broadcast in 30 languages, with over 800 hours of radio programming
a day, covering over 130 cities and 34 countries. According to its chief
Dmitry Kiselyov, Sputnik intends to counter the “aggressive propaganda
that is now being fed to the world.” In its own words, it dedicates itself
to “a multipolar world” (‘multipolar’ being a Russian catchphrase for a
world in which Russia is again a major player, and America is diminished
in influence).” As averred in Project Russia:

Now we understand that there is a real war. We want to kill, but
not with the force of a hand holding a sword, not with the force
of gunpowder propelling a bullet, not even with atomic energy.
We want to kill using social energy. Russia wants to destroy by
manipulating the grievances and claims of the finely thinking
elite. Sword against sword is effective, and gun against gun.
But you cannot fight the weapon of the future with the weapons
of the last war. Therefore, only anti-social forces are effective
against social forces. On the basis of this logic, our main task is
to harness the power of protest.”

Shalyganov was asked, during his interview, how likely it was that
the world system would crash “in the next five years, or ten at most?”
His answer:

We think [the likelihood of a global crash] is so great that it
cannot be ignored. According to optimistic forecasts, the prob-
ability of disaster is not less than 20%; according to pessimistic
forecasts, more than 90%. Perhaps the tremendous acceleration
of events will begin in the next year or two. Yet [. . .] none of
the key political figures are aware of it.®

Not content with awaiting the alleged coming world collapse, Putin
appears to be helping to bring it about by using current events to desta-
bilize the West. For instance, France’s Front National extreme right-wing
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organization received a 9m euro (£6.9m) loan from a Russian bank in
2014. Other cases of possible Moscow-backed destabilization being
monitored by diplomats includes extensive links in Austria, including
a visit by Austrian MPs to Crimea to endorse its annexation, as well as
cases of Russian spies discovered using Austrian papers.®! What is more,
according to U.S. General Philip Breedlove, NATO’s supreme allied
commander in Europe, Putin in concert with Syria’s leader Bashar al-
Assad deliberately weaponized migration in an attempt to overwhelm
European structures and break European resolve.®

There are a number of Russian NGOs tasked with aiding and abet-
ting anti-democratic groups in the West. One, the Kremlin-funded
Anturno6anuctckoe [Ismkenne Poccun (Anti-Globalisation Movement
of Russia or AGMR),* operates expressly to organize, train, and fund
hard-left groups in the West. AGMR, which chose Vladimir Putin as its
“anti-globalisation protester of the year,” organizes publicity campaigns
against the West as well as an annual conference in Moscow hosting a
variety of Western hard-left groups and secessionists. The most recent
conference, on 25 September 2016, included representatives from Irish
Republican Sinn Fein, Catalan separatists, and fringe American radical
parties.

Other initiatives of Putin intended to destabilize the West revolve
around access to energy resources. Russia has long used access to Russian
oil and natural gas as a political weapon. In a report for the Center for
Strategic and International Studies, former U.S. Ambassador to Lithuania
Keith C. Smith had this to say:

Imagine traveling in Latvia and Estonia during the unpleasant
winter of 1992—-1993, when Russia had cut off oil exports to
those countries. Although Moscow claimed that the disruption
was due to a conflict over pricing, the real reason was obviously
political; to pressure the Baltic States into rescinding their de-
mand that Russian troops be withdrawn from Estonia, Latvia,
and Lithuania. This was my first experience with Moscow using
its energy power to influence policies in neighboring countries.®*

For this reason, securing other suppliers of energy, particularly to the
sensitive Baltic States, has become highly important. Hydraulic fractur-
ing, or fracking, is a technique designed to recover gas and oil from shale
rock. Drilling companies suggest trillions of cubic feet of shale gas may
be recoverable from underneath parts of the U.K., alone, through the
fracking process. Unsurprisingly, Russian intelligence agencies appear
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to be covertly funding and working with European environmental groups
to campaign against fracking and maintain EU dependence on Russian
gas. Answering questions after a speech at Chatham House in London,
NATO Secretary-General Anders Fogh Rasmussen said that improving
European energy security was of the “utmost importance” and accused
Moscow of “blackmail” in its dealings with Europe. He averred:

I have met allies who can report that Russia, as part of their so-
phisticated information and disinformation operations, engaged
actively with so-called non-governmental organizations — envi-
ronmental organizations working against shale gas —to maintain
European dependence on imported Russian gas.®

RussiA’S FUTURE ROLE IN WORLD LEADERSHIP

Already in the book’s introduction, the authors prepare their readers
for the book’s actual ‘Project’: “There is nobody to bring order to the
‘kindergarten’ because there is no prince with a team that can make sense
of the situation and take appropriate action.”® Tyranny is discussed as
an attractive system that has—regretfully—fallen by the wayside: “The
ancient ruler who held human power over society—be it the dictator,
tyrant, the emperor, or the senate—was above the law. . . . Now, sov-
ereignty loses its human component.”®” The “prince” under discussion
must be Putin himself; this ruler is described in great detail as Project
Russia continues. Project Russia describes society’s ‘natural’ order as
a pyramid with the ‘Prince-Monk’ at the top. Thomas Aquinas is even
trotted out, as if in agreement:

At the top [of the pyramid] were the people of spirit, talent and
will. The Prince-Monk was the Supreme Being. Next came the
soldiers, willful but with great talent. At the bottom of the pyra-
mid were the merchants, peasants and artisans, braving any risk.
... The robbers stood apart from society. It is interesting that to
some thinkers, particularly Thomas Aquinas, the merchants also
ranked as the robbers.*®

In Project Russia, Putin is identified explicitly as Russia’s salvation,
the link binding modern Russia with the Soviet state. Putin is said to be
the one bastion against social collapse: “Today we somehow exist only
because the continuity of power is saved. CPSU¥-Gorbachev-Yeltsin-
Putin—all links in a chain, a continuation of Soviet power. The system
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decomposes rapidly, but it still exists.” Clearly, implies Project Russia,
Putin must stay in power in Russia because “When continuity disappears,
the system will collapse.”" In fact, in Project Russia Putin’s continued
presidency is described as Russia’s “last stronghold”:

If the goal of the enemy is the constant change of power, i.c.,
the destruction of the structure, then our general goal is the
continuity of power, i.c., the preservation of the structure. By
itself, the understanding of this fact makes us stronger. At least
we know that the fight is not over demagoguery concerning
mythical freedoms and rights, nor for a place at the trough. We
are fighting for the establishment of a permanent government.
This is the last stronghold of Russia.”

But Putin is seemingly not content to rule only Russia. The lead-in to
the Shalyganov interview (and remember—the article is entitled “What
awaits us after the presidential election in 2012?””) claims that Russia
is awaiting the establishment of a supreme government that will be
“beyond the state.” Shalyganov is then asked by Kaftan, “Are you for
a new monarchy?” Shalyganov replies, “No. Given that a monarchy is
one of the best systems of government, in the current situation it is not
possible.” Asked about the aims of Project Russia, Shalyganov explains,
“Now, more and more people begin to dream of a strong hand.” Later
in the interview, Shalyganov reveals what exactly the ‘Project’ of Proj-
ect Russia might be. Note that again, he speaks as “we”—seemingly, to
lend additional authority to the statement, and also underscore that the
statement does not originate as his personal idea:

We have come to the conclusion that the only structure that
can replace a state is a supranational social system. To create a
defender, you need to collect the Cathedral, which will answer
all the accumulated problems. The force obtained at the time of
the Council, will be the one supranational system. Everything
will fall into place—at the top will be the one who has the most
complete understanding of the world.*

Taken together, these are clearly ecclesiastical allusions. “Defender”
recalls a defender of the faith. “Cathedral,” to the Orthodox, designates
areligious governing assembly, so that “collecting the cathedral” means
convening an assembly of leaders. The “force obtained at the time of the
Council” implies that this “supranational system” will be established at
a “council,” or meeting of these religious leaders. And they will endorse
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“the one who has the most complete understanding of the world” as
leader. It would seem this pretentious description refers to Putin. Thus,
part of the plan must be to include some belief system—any will do.
As Shalyganov comments during his interview, “It’s always easier and
better to deal with someone who believes in God than an unbeliever. At
the household level, this person is more predictable, adequate, he has a
moral code. [. . .] The ideology of the Soviet Union did not include God,
but the people were better and the system, more robust.”* Notice the
sudden shift from a belief in God to a belief in Soviet ideology; they are
treated as equivalent. Religion is seen merely as a highly useful tool for
social control. As Project Russia laments, “The perplexing question for
princes is how to create a hand-guided, controllable religion.”¢

Do not be deceived into dismissing Project Russia as harmless agit-
prop. In the Preface to Volume 1, the authors state that, “The aim of this
work is to find people who will understand our message, then understand
how it is implemented and will act according to the knowledge they have
received. Whether with us, or independently, that is a separate question.”?’
Do not be deceived into thinking that the plan is to be implemented only
within Russia. Later in the Preface, an invitation is made to readers: “If
you are ready to act on a global scale, and you do not mind a similar
scale, let us unite. Because what we have is greater, and what they have
less. In this is the key to success.”® The invitation is repeated in the
subsequent volumes. Most importantly, do not be deceived into thinking
that these actions are to be limited to merely influencing public opinion.
Yuri Shalyganov concludes his interview for Komcomonckas IIpasda
[Communist Truth] with this proposal:

What to do until the end of the global system, while nothing is
clear and we only wobble? Why not climb? . . . We propose to
people of action to play by the rules of the real system. . . . Get
a job in government. Officials are elected at every level, from
the rural to the federal. . . . We, as a phenomenon, known today
under the name “Project Russia” are not elected, and will not
be elected anywhere. But we believe our supporters should use
the system, and not [just] for their [daily bread]. Our interest:
caring and daring, to become stronger due to the system. Very
soon we will bring to the world what it has lacked for the last
hundred years—a great idea. What, will be fully disclosed in the
new project. For all questions we are ready to give advice, and
in some cases, to unite and coordinate efforts.”
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These words by Shalyganov reveal the lengths to which the “Great
Idea” is intended to reach. The article even ends with contact informa-
tion for readers who wish for help—including material assistance—and
advice in achieving these aims.

CONCLUSION

As revealed in Project Russia and detailed in this essay, the official
Russian doctrine is that democracy does not work; all democracies
are decadent; Soviet Russia was superior; its collapse was the fault of
Western interference; and the Putin Regime is its successor. The West is
the enemy, and we are at war. The West will soon collapse, upon which
Putin the ‘Prince-Monk’ will establish a worldwide, totalitarian, ‘supra-
national’ state, with a state religion to provide him with legitimacy and
social control. Putin seems serious about pursuing the project outlined in
Project Russia. Indeed, there are numerous indications that it is already
being pursued. Familiarity with the outline of this plan as contained in
the Project Russia book series has therefore become critically important.
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