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James Hughes

w

& Clash of Civilizations Samuel P. Huntingron distinguished “fanlr line”
e1% from other forms of “communal war” in two key respects: first, they
onflicts defined by religion, and second, they share a propensity for
arionalization” through the involvement of external kin countries,
soups and caltrural enticies. Huntington reasoned thar Chechnya exhibired
of the characteristics of one of his so-called “fault line” or “communal”
ficts. It was a conflict for control of erritory thar involved “ethnic cleans-
it and shared the “prolonged durarion, high levels of violence, and ideologi-
mbivalence of other communal wars”. By categorizing the conflict in
cchnya among those that were defined by religion, berween "Orthodox™
sia and “Muslim” Chechnya, Huntingron could frame ic as one of his

ntercivilizational” wars.
ie analysis thac follows demonstrates that there is lircle evidence for cat-
- tporizing the conflict in Chechnya in “civilizarional” terms for the period in
ch Hunrington developed his thesis in the fiest half of the 1990s. The
onflict in Chechnya originated not as a hiscorically rooted “faulc line” reli-
sus war, bue as a coneingen secular nationalist revolucdion that was part of
the European anti-communist Zeirgeist of the late 1980s and early 1990s that
tiecred Soviet colonizarion. As the conflict progressed during the 1990s the
tgree to which ic was framed on boch sides asa historically roored religious
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the late 1980s as parc of the regional anti-communise ..Bovmmmmnmosﬁ

&&nnm&u of social development and its cumbersome cicle: Istoki
for democratization and national self-determination in Eastern Europe

Sianalnyi vopros: problemy i suzhdeniia) (Sources {the national question:
by Gorbachev’s liberalizarion policies.* As in many ocher parts of che g .m_mﬂ and assessmencs]). Yandarbiev was parc of the muldculeural nacion-
bloc, in Chechnya the first stirrings of nationalism came from mnnEmH
demic associations. In Chechnya the academic organization Katvkay mn.mz e
sus) was formed as an “informal” group under Gorbachev's liberalizag;
1986-1987, and from ir dozens of ochers were spawned as the Usg
imploded in 1988-1991. The informal groups mutated into the more 4
ously nationalist “Popular Fronts”, beginning in che Balric mnmnmm_,_#m

_,uo:s.n& ferment in Moscow’s academic instirucions in che 1980s. Dis-
mmmm with the slow pace of change he and other young radical narionalists
away from the Popular Front in what was chen the Sovier Auronomous
lic of Checheno-Ingushetia to form the nationalise Bar¢ (Unity) Parcy
1989, The link between the nationalist movement in Chechnya and

ly )
Jse of the Balric States was such chat the first chree issues of Bar#’s newspa-
Those

couched their demands for independence under che slogan of “sovere ore wmznnm in Riga by the Latvian Popular Front’s press. Yandarbiev was

_mbnv»
i
USSR, were inspired by and imirated the Popular Front nationalisp, o

Balcic States, which was secular and western-oriented. The rwo _nmn::m figy o W%m
of the Chechen narionalist movement in chis period, Zelimkhan Yandarh
and Dzhokhar Dudayev, epitomized its essentially secular character and £L
great admirers of the democraric narionalism of the Baltic States, Mﬁnmm&..
was a teacher and poet who was a member of the Russian Wrirers Unior
an activist in Kavkaz. Yandarbiev’s incellectually-grounded form of mnm&.
nationalism of this period would mutate into a radical form of Islamisn;
result of the conflict with Russia from late 1994. .
The radicalization of Yandarbiev is clearly evident from the contenc ofth
two collections of writings that he published in 1994 and 1996: the fi
mostly drawn from works written or published as parr of the “national revol)
tion” in 1989-1992, and the second from works written or published in th
run-up o and during che war wich Russia in 1994-1995.5 There are ms
iconic illustrations of the personal, political and religious journey from seculd
nationalism to Istam. Photos of the clean-shaven secular nationalist Yand
biev of the late 1980s stand in contrast wich the papkha- (craditional m_.ﬁnmw”
hat) wearing, bearded Islamist of 1994. More substancively, the early writing
emphasise the “national freedom struggle” .

In this period, Chechen nationalists, as wich nationalists elsewhere ind foremost a Chechen narionalist but he also developed an ideology

regional Pan-Caucasian secular echnic nationalism {Kaukazskost’ [Cau-
snness]), framed in anti-Soviet and anci-colonialist rhetoric, which he
pred to spread by organizing the first Congress of Moufitain Peoples of
aucasus in lare Auguse 1989.€ Yandarbiev's second book, published in
16 Hm bracketed wich [slamic rhetoric: an Islamic prayer in the foreword

snd‘an Islamic poem ac che back. The bool is mainly a narrarive account of
first years of the Dudayev regime and che scruggle for independence from
a, That Islamism came our of chis struggle rather chan drove it is never
cnly stated by Yandarbiev, and indeed his second book conrains essays from
eriod 1989-1991 which illustrate Yandarbiev’s secular nationalism of

irtime. An increasing Islamization of Yandarbiev is evident from certain
anitc fearures and steps mentioned in this book: his visit to Mecca in June
92 {bur apparently he arrived too late to perform che ajf); his first mention
ofghazavat (a synonym for jihad) which came after che Russian invasion of
December 1994; during 1994 he refers to Chechen commander Shamil
aev by the [slamic milicary title “am#"; some photos in the book exhibit
heéchen fightess, including Basaey, wearing headbands with the shabada.
Yandacbiev's rhetoric also shifts to an Istamist vernacular in his writings
995.7

of the Chechen narion {(nats
" The indigenous communisc elites of the North Caucasus were extremely

and the political struggle for “sovereignry”. There are references to an eclect
group of great western and Russian thinkers who had influenced Yandarbiev
nationatism: Hegel, Camus, Nierzsche, Berdyaev, Hayek and the Chech
Soviet dissident Aveorkhanov. Yandarbiev wrote seven arcicles on nationalis
political questions in the period 1989-1992 buc perhaps the most emblen
atic of this phase in Yandarbiev’s political evolucion is his 1989 essay o
Soviet nationalidies policy, which was published in 1991. The essay reflecte
his embeddedness in the Sovier intellectual tradition by irs concern wil

apmatic and cautious about calls for independence from Russia for several

1eisons. They were highly Sovietized and acculturated inco a Soviet elite net-

ork, and consequencly saw cheir own self-interesc and security in a renewed
Russian Federation in which they would have greater auconomy. All of Rus-
a5 ethnic republics, except for Chechnya and Tatarstan, signed up co a new
fedesal treacy in March 1992." Moreover, the so-called “titulac” ethnic repub-
lies of the North Caucasus were among the poorest in the whole of the former
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and civilizarional icrs s ; . : . : .
conflict strengthened, but this framing shif wag gen hriya’s narionalist revolution

in the main, by the turn to violent conflict from late 1994 and Was L .
tional force for only parc of the Chechen resistance movement, The _M_ Eozww@ww
opment to be explained in the case of Chechnya is why the secular A : -
movement of the first half of the 1990s was transformed into one é_m. :
tained a significant jihadist element during the second half of nr“nw
Huntington’s indiscriminate imposition of a “civilizational” template = -
whole Chechnya conflict ohscures racher than explains this transfory |
‘The infusion of jihadism into the conflict from the middle of mrmuuc .
was, principally, the result of 1 radicalizacion of the protagonists followin,

shift from political to violent conflict. The radicalization of the Cheeher = hened by the face thar periodic anticolonial uprisings by the indi
el . . . ; - o th C 2 an I18 "
resistance in particular is closely correlated with the escalation of Ru - grhened by P prisings 5 5
s

ren
T Y : ¢ Russia were often led by Islamic religious leaders
military force and its disproportionate use againse civilians during the Y g )

pus peoples agains
1994-1996. Consequently, the conflict in Chechnya should be understog

who were not only local spiritual leaders bue also miligary cormmand-
a dynamic one, where the key causes, motivations and protagonists ¢

ors in the resistance. The Chechens and Ingush are Sunni Muslims of the
over time. 'The later development of a jihadist element wichin che Che

f the academic and journalistic accounts of the conflict in Chechnya
framed it in historicist terms, as one thac is driven by primor-
pn.n.?ﬁn hatreds” and historical “ethnic enmicy” in the relations berween
. and Chechens thas can he eraced to the period of Russian coloniza-
fthe Caucasus in the carly to middle ninereenth cencury.” Russian colo-
o occarred contemporaneously with the spread of Islam in the North
.. Not for the firse cime in history, imperialist aggression and cxpan-
1id the resistance o it became historically associated with religious dif-

ences. The association becween Islam and resistance to Russia in this period

15,

f School, a form of Islam thar spread from the “Abbasid caliphate

tesistance to Russia should not distracr us from testing the plausibili d Rmm.mm.&@ En@ m:&m”rmn Ew.mmno:“d.o.mﬂm:mom. w_.,_m role oM._m_np— MES_E :._m
logical coherence of Huntington’s argument within its own time frame - S ene st ipovtonce i vached o the worship of s
e frame of

period 1991-1995. Chechnya is a powerful example of how violence become:
parc of che structuring mechanism shaping the radicalization omvommnmg .
flict and, in particular, the shif from nadionalism o jihad.! ;
What is the evidence for an “Islamic” factor driving the Chechen strij
against Russia in the period in which Huntington’s thesis was developeds:
can explore the salience of Islam in the politics of Chechen secessionis
three main areas. Firstly, we should expect to sce the salience of Islam 15
ideological force, informing the thought, policy and actions of Chechen [ea
in the drive for independence, Secondly, we should expect to find Islam p
ing a legitimizing function in how Chechnya was governed by the de fs
independent regime under Dzhokhar Dudayev, which came to pow
October 1991. Thirdly, we should expect to see Islam play a directional rok
how the Chechen secessionists framed their own case for independel
whether in the bargaining process with Russia or in the attemprs to sectire
international recognition. In sum, if the conflict in Chechnya was a “f
line” war driven hy Islam then we would expect to see an Islamist agenda vmsm
implemented by the Chechen leadership from the outser of independenc

and ar the very least during the period in the early 1990s to which Huntin
ton’s worl referred. |

mysticism (tariqa) where great importance is atrached to the worship of saint-
like“holy” hgures, and which is organized into brotherhoods became embed-
« Chechen society during the turmoil of colonizacion and resistance in
iddle of the nineteenth century, Historically, two orders of Sufism were
ofimportance in Chechnya: the Nagshbandiia order, which fused religion
politics to frame the resistance o Russian colonialism in terms of a “holy
ur’ (ghazavat) against the Russian infdels, and the more mystical and “oth-
orldly” Qadiriia order. The Chechen Sheikh Mansur who led the revolt
4gainst Russia in 1785-1791, and Imam Shamil, who led the “Murid” revolt
...5..; Russia in the 1840s were adherents of the Nagshbandiia order. Shamil’s
ad, moreover, was driven by both the goal of expelling the Russians, and
s of purifying and spreading “true” Islam and building an Islamic sociery
Based on Shariah.? The history of colonial resistance in Chechnya is widely
wed as a cricical foundation that shapes che present-day seruggle for Chechen
independence and the growth of Islamise fundamentalism across the North
aucasus. There was, however, a century of historical development berween
the resistance to Russian colonialism and the contemporary conflict.
The rendency to view the conflict in historicist terms mistakenly downplays
the importance of the conrext and contingency of the collapse of the USSR in
¢ arigins of the conflict. A Chechen nationalist movement only emerged in
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Sovier Union and faced bleak developmental prospects wichout Ryggjy SESR, though a commitment was expressed to sign a new federal treary

i < he USSR, on equal terms wich the Union Republics. Provisions were
e for protecting and promoring the Chechen fanguage and culture and
{1 bue chese were listed below other grievances such as territorial dispures
the neighbouring republics of North Ossetia and Dagestan, and the

nomic support. The success of a nationalise revolution in Chechnya vy Hid

exceptional within the region, and there were a combination of circum
that account for this. Across the Soviet Union and some parts of Ceny;.
Eastern Europe, the struggle against Soviet occupation and for natigy
determination was often characrerized by generational conflict berwee;
cal young nationalist groups led by intellectuals and che indigenous ¢
careerist collaborators with the Soviet regime. The secular ,.m&ﬂn.

sty
nationalism chat drove Yandarbiev and his group in this period is msn_a:n i

the nature of cheir opposition ro the indigenous Soviet leadership of Ornnrm
no-Ingushetia, installed by Moscow in 1989 umder the leadership o
regional communist party secretary Doku Zavgaev. Zavgaev and his noy

the declarations made by che most Western-oriented nationalisms of the
w. those of the Balric States, and focused on che moral legitimacy of the
i to independence through che principle of national self-determinarion

1

i
dﬁ emergence of Ucn_mwn< as leader of the nacionalist movement was also

Mm, m:nm by mnﬂ:n_pngmﬁ A serving mcﬁnn air monnn E&o?mn:mnmr Dudayev rmn_

 char with Russia, From early 1990, in the wake of the Eastern Europear 1

lutions and as the USSR began o implode, Yandarbiev opportunistic}
artempted to intensify the nationalist mobilization for an independgy
Chechnya. In March he established che Vainalch Democratic Party (VI)
one of the first secular nationalist parties ro be formed in che USSR with ;g
express goal of achieving independence.

The emphasis on nationalism as opposed to Islam in the political Eo.._um_

pular Fronts involved the mass mobilization of suppert around secular
jonalism and a commitment to moral pressure on che Soviet auchorities

tion in Chechnya is clear from the proceedings of the first Chechen Nag
Congress (CNC) thar was convened on 23-26 November 1990, which'y
nominally under che auspices of the Zavgaev leadership. Abour. 10

ased on the legitimacy of the claim to natienal independence as an expres-

Chechens and several members of cthe Chechen nrmmmuomu. in ,H.Elhm% m:&._.o_.mm o Dm.. n—naOan—nuﬁ To understand DE&P%&<W nationalist consciousness we

i iist recoghiize chat it was a late conversion. Any sense of Chechenness was
sumed within a Sovier identity. Although he was born in Chechnya in
E; just prior to che violent Soviet deporrtation, Dudayev was raised in
Npm&mnu: and did not live in Chechnya uncil lare 1990 at the age of forty-
While he retained a working knowledge of the Chechen language, his first
nguage was Russian. He was thoroughly Sovietized by a military career
h had seen him join the CPSU in 1966, marry a Russian military officer’s
igheer, and serve with distinction against the Mujahedin in Afghanistan in
1980s. His conversion to nationalism and the idea of an independent
hechaya came about as a result of his observations of the rise of the Estonian
fonalist Popular Front while he was based in Tarru in the late 1980s.' As
¢ senior Sovier military commander in the district, he was ex officiv 2 mem-
of the city parcy executive committee (gorkombiuro), which would have
Honmrﬂ him into close contact wich local and nacional politics

attended the gathering in Grozny. The evenr macked the beginning of;

became known as the “Chechen national revolution”. Zavgaev hoped to!
the CNC in a moderace and unionist direccion, but Yandarbiev and a numbg
of close associates (including Movladi Udugov and Sair-Khassan Abumus
mov) led a VDP takeover of the organization.” The final resolution adopt¢
by the CNC was thoroughly secular nacionalist in content and tone. It p

vided for the adoprion by the Supreme Soviet of the Chechen-Ingush Répu
lic of a declaration on “Seate Sovereignry’, which was subsequencly passedion.
27 November 1990. This declararion was, in facr, one of the last in the o2 =
called “parade of sovercignties” where most of Russia’s auronomous repubi S,

declared their sovereignty, though nearly all did so with the proviso that ,mm -
remained “within the RSFSR.” Arricle 1 of the declaration stated:

Chechen-Ingush Republic is a sovereign stare, created as a result of thed

decermination of the Chechen and Ingush peaples.” No mention was made
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Dudayey was elected leader of the executive commirtee of che Oy - and he was keen to position it within a global experience of anti-colo-

December 1990 for several reasons bu, as the recollections of his y; i He rejecred “colonial freedom” or any other “hybrid” version of sov-

i
| e . _
S hnyas narional independence. The execurive commiccee of the OKChN,

ded by Dudayev, declared itself the only legal government of Chechnya
i -amed the new republic Nokhchi-cho). Ac this time Dudayev had a
| alliance with Beslan Gantemirov, a former Moscow-based criminal

. ned leader of the “Islamic Pach” parcy, whose militia formed a hard

others make clear, Islamism played no role whatsoever. His senioriryy, and demanded a treaty wich Russia that would legally recognize
factor, but he was also an oursider to the client networks that operateq y;
Chechnya and thus perceived to be a good compromise candidare. Yay;
had visited Dudayev in Tartu to encourage him to accept the _nmmnaﬁm

nationalise movement for good logical reasons. Dudayev’s military ayyg

and experience would bring strong leadership, charisma, respecrabiliy |

ic” in orienration, and all of these had been dissolved by 1993, including

facror in
chen politics was residual, if not marginal. We should #lso nore, however,

¢ Path. Consequently, the evidence suggests that the *Istamic
security during the Russian president’s visit to Tallinn. "

When Dudayev retired from his air force commission and recurned m__ S
nently to Grozny to lead the executive commitree of the CNC in March | )
the struggle within Chechnya was by then polarized into a conflict bety,
the unionist Chechen parry nomenclarure elite under Zavgaev and the :w&w

¢ opening up of Chechnya in fate 1991 ro the ourside world meant in
frst instance openings to Chechen diaspora communities, in Turkey and
p.s in pareicular, countries where strong tradirions of secular nationalism
heing challenged by the rise of polirical Islam. The opening up of Chech-

alist secessionises, This was a struggle about competing visions of seciil also brought opportunities for proselytizing influences from the wider

Chechen narion-building. The unionist forces under Zavgaev favoured
ural activities.”
reformed Russian Federation. The nationalises aspired to self-determin; he narionalisc revolution in Chechnya occurred with che direct support

and independence.

mﬁmzmn 1991 coup in Moscow, _u:&m%nﬂ seized the OppOICUnity to launch
tionalist uprising, Yeltsin declared a seate of emergency in Chechnya and
i

s

in Chechnya until elections could be held. A new “Commeon Nacional C
gress of the Chechen People” {OKChN) was established in July 1991;
Dudayev as chairman. Some have argued that the moderate nationalist
unionists were routed by a “coterie of extremists”

es. Leading members of Yelesin's administration, including Gennadjii Bur-
lisand Khasbulacov, visited Chechnya co support Dudayev and ensure that
m.mmg resigned so that there was a peaceful cransfer of power from the
eme Soviet to an OKChN-dominated Provisional Supreme Council. The
,nmzwnomm_ post-communist Zeicgeist of the period 1989-1991 saw nation-
isc movernents in Eastern Europe, the USSR and Yugoslavia legitimize the
aw.wmaob of independence through the democraric expression of national self-
determination. Positioning Chechen narionalism within this broader move-
ent, Dudayev and the OKChN called presidencial and parliamentary
ections in Chechnya in October 1991. The fairness of the elections was
disputed, but according to official Chechen sources Dudayev was elected

led by Dudayev, who &
cared “the creation of an Islamic state”' There is no evidence for such
intention. As will be demonstrared later, in our discussion of Chechen sta
building, Dudayev, Yandarbiev, and ocher nationalise leaders ac this time wete
driven by a secular vision of nation-state building; beyond occasional Islamic
symbolism, such as the traditional cries of “Allah Akhbar!” by the more v
andi-Russianists, there was no significant Islamic content to the national
drive for independence. Dudayev’s nationalism was rooted in the Balti

i
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president of Chechnya with 85 per cent of the vote on a 77 Per cenp i

mzn_mcm:p:oaimmmoﬂ <onn|1mm5m.Eomno_”vmn?nmmnnn?nmnrmn D:a.m
the clear winner, ' . s

USSR laws passed in April 1990 established the constitutional right
onomous Republic to decide its own fare, whether it was to refuse to
.o Gorbachev’s draft new Union creary of May 1991, or to secede from
If Islamism was a significant ideological, legirimizing, or direcriq
for Dudayev chen we should expecr his regime, once in POWer, 1o acy 4.
ingly. In fact, even as Yelcsin's new Russian administracion Enunm“.mmm
Dudayev in the weeks following the national revolution, the no:mm.mw
Chechnya was not framed as a problem with “Islamists”, Rather, the %.‘..S
regime took the very typical policy response of colonial regimes by cyj; : :
izing the nacionalist resistance. The discursive process n_mﬁnh:.:nm:m the mmnx,&
threar on boch sides ac the outser made no reference to “Islam” as 4 facee :
the Russians, Dudayev represented a problem of “separatism” and the s
of power by “bandits” and “criminals” ¢ Dudayev and his ministers
increasingly embedded their anci-Russia rheroric in a historical narrarty
Chechen resistance to Russian “colonizers” and often succumbed tg.y. i
outbursts against Russians, often likening them to “Nazis™ Bogh &5,
resonated vibrantly wich the respective national consticuencics: wich Rusiig
stereotypes of Chechens, and vice-versa, both of which had their origins in h
Russian form of Orientalisin derived from irs Dmunnnnb%-nn:nﬁh% colg
experience in the Caucasus and embedded by its “Golden Age” literasure 55
as Pushkins Kavkazskii plennik (“Prisoner in the Caucasus”) and M.o_wa
“moral” novel of the “Murid” war, Hadji Murat.

GSR in circumstances when this state was alteady in the process of dis-
0. as was the case after the August 1991 coup. In che absence of a
ional ratification of the new Union treacy (which Zavgaev had
but the ratificarion of which was pre-empred by the August coup},
hriya remained de jure oucside the USSR within the terms of constitu-
|2w. After his election as president, Dudayev pushed through a number
cadical decrees to complete the repatriacion of Chechnya’s sovereignry. By

J of November 1991, all federal propercy in Chechnya had been nation-
_Nnm..w.ﬂm payments of taxes and revenues to the Russian federal budger were
d, though Russian state rransfers of pensions and social payments were
cessed. Russia, for its part, was relucrant to termimate the tansfers,

21

i
o
b
e

R

iz

{l.pro
i m.mwmm would compromise its claim to sovereignry over Chechnya.
Eallowing the speedy rour of a Russian military intervention in early
ember 1991, Yeltsin rurned to a cwin-track strategy alternating between
. radic militacy actacks and the isolation of Chechnya by blockade, and the
| of Chechen loyalist proxies to destabilize Dudayev’s regime. Russian pol-
%wm a Chechnya became absorbed by propagandistic attempts to demonize

tidayev’s government as “criminal™ and “terrorist”. Comparisons especially

ured by Yeltsin and other Russian politicians were with Panama’s former
¢r General Noriega and Russian propaganda branded Chechnya a “bandic
rate.” As a former general, and assisted by a former Sovier ardillery colonel,

Aslin Maskhadow, as his chief military commander, Dudayev devoted much
ime to the organization and training of Chechen armed forces ro resisc a Rus-

Chechen nationalism and state-building

What did Dudayev and che nationalists do wich political power? Was there
any sense an Istamist stace-building projecc? Dudayev’s decrees and poli

afeer the formal declatadion of independence and his assumption of the pres
dency on 1 November 1991 through to the Russian invasion of Decemb
1994 offer plency of grounds for analysing his regime as a classic post-colonia
secular nationalist state-building project. Dudayev’s overwhelming conceir
was to achieve recognition of Chechnya as a sovereign scate, primarily mn.:n, .
Russia buc also internazionally, Over the next three years of negotiacions éauw
Russia on che status of Chechnya he consistently grounded Chechny
to independence within a secular legal framework of Soviet constitationa
and internadional law. In numerous interviews to Russian and otcher foreign
journalists ac this time, Dudayey held thac the Chechen people had expressed:
their *will for self-decermination and freedom” ar the ballor box, He stressed-

an artack. The milirarization of Chechnya was secured by an agreement
erween Dudayev and corrupt elements in the Russian General Staff for an
ual division of the quite considerable Soviet-era military stocks based in
chnya, which included huge quancities of infancry weapons.™

Dudayev viewed religion pragmatically and inscrumentally as one of the
tential unifying forces chat would assist state-building and che construction
a.national identity. He was sensitive to the need for the development of
ound social values, and aimed to use Istam among other religions for this
w@omn. Moreover, there was an understandable desire to rejuvenate religious
fein Chechnya, which aftet all had been suppressed for decades under Soviet
ccupation. Most importantly, he accempted to harness the authoriry of soci-
tal leaders and religious elders in support of his regime. His establishment of
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a Suprerne Islamic Council in September 1991, almost WEEn&mﬁnJ‘ foll
the revolutionary overthrow of Soviet power, was an attempt o i
religious establishment, which like Chechnya’s political nmmwv:mran.m
deeply divided over the question of secession. The Supreme Islam;, c
was regarded by the former religious establishment as being oo moEF.mg
the Sufi Qadiriia order, and the rival Nagshbandiia order set up its oy,
itual Administration of Muslims”. Dudayev attempred to creare Y,
“Mufriate” in August 1992, but when Chechnya became embroiled i3
war between Dudayev’s secessionisc presidential administration and 543
moderate parliament thac was willing to compromise with Russia in the'spi .
of 1993, the religious establishment, including the Muftiare, sided ?Fm
parliament againsc Dudayev. e :
We should not confuse Dudayev’s inscrumental use of religion, ang M.M.uw
growth of religiosicy in Chechnya in the early 1990s with political Isla; ww.
the sense of an ideclogy to embed Islam within che political fabric of th's
Many Russian and western observers exaggerated the role of Islam _.5
Dudayey, based on a small number of seemingly iconic facts, such as tha
swore his presidencial oach on the Quriin. It is logical for a nationalist |e
to mobilize forces around ideas thar have popular legitimacy and such &w
were 2 natural response to independence from Russia, which brought freeds

n building an efficient secular stare administration, organizing the
rces, and preventing socio-economic collapse and internal disorder.
WEnm over the drafting of 1 new constitution for Chechnya, which was
+d by the Chechen pacliament in March 1992, The Chechen constitu-
"< 2 standard model of a secular narionalist parliamentary constitution.
0 mmnadzn states that the constitution is guided by the “idea of humanism
mB Article one states: “The Chechen Republic is a sovereign and inde-
 Jent democratic law-based stace, founded as a result of the self-determina-
LU fthe Chechen people” Article rwo affirms: *The people of the Chechen
lic are che only source of all power in the state” Many aspects of the
aioution would not look out of place in any ocher constitution informed
'\ ideals of secular republican nacionalism. Thac the constitutional com-

1

<nts to democracy and openness were not jusc a sham is suggested by the
t of a fact-finding misston conducced by the ﬁnz-anwmnnnnm London-
4 NGO International Alere, published in Ocrober 1992, which staced:
chen society is characterized by a remarkable degree of political openness
%immmmoa of expression.” Even the new official symbol of the Republic,
thewolf conchant under a full moon, was un-Islamic, supposedly created by
fayev’s Russian wife Alla from cradicional Chechen animist iconography.
vas difficult to tar Dudayev wich the brush of Islamic radicalism in the
& .ow such a secular nacionalist constitution. The separation of the state and
w,ma.n was affirmed in Article 4, and the constiturion provided for complete
+tdom of worship and opinions. The shift froin secular constitutionalism to
izh in Chechnya occurred much later under president Maskhadov’s rile
998-1999 and Article 4 was amended to make Islam the official scare
ion only in February 1999. Dudayev wrote elsewhere that che “ideal”
hechen state would be one based on Islamic Shariah law, where a traditional
iincil of Chechen elders would make decisions, but this was not the princi-
. on which the constitution was formed.* He explicitly claims that Chech-
should become a constitutional secular state.”’

over, contaces with che Chechen diaspora and the Islamic world intensif
the Chechen’s search for a pose-Soviec identity. Besides, there was a sud;

dion to the Soviet oppression of religion. What occurred in Chechnya'y
part of a wider post-Soviec trend. Some have argued thar Dudayev was a Su
adepc characrerized by “adherence to Islam and piousness”, bur without m.mm
viding any evidence for such assertions.! Dudayev’s use of Islamic rheto
such as the term “ghazavas” (holy war) was almosc always correlared W

‘the use of Islam was anything other than pragmatic and inserumencal,
¢would have expecred Dudayev to issue decrees and orders to promote the
filtration of Istam inco the state and sociery. Again, there is no evidence for

ber 1994. There is no evidence thac Islam played a major role in Dudayev
personal life, and even as other nationalists, such as Yandachiev, adopted t
ditional dress forms such as the Chechen papkha (sheepskin hat) and Tslamis
rhetoric during the conflice of 1994-1996, Dudayev preferred the Sovie
milirary officer’s field hat (pilotka) or a homburg or erilby har, It is importan
also that we do nor confuse religiosity wich fundamentalism. .

There was no atcempr to construce a Shariah state under Dudayev. F
Dudayev the chief policy priorities, apart from the constant threac from Rus-

. For example, when we examine the sixty presidencial decrees, four acts,
d forry-seven orders in the critical period of state-building following the
tevolution and the promulgarion of the new constiturion in 1992, we find no
empt to Islamize Chechnya’s state structures, or public life.

While journalists, in particular, have often stressed the role of traditional
kin ties and “clan” {teip) in Chechnya, the sociological evidence and political
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realiry demonstrates thac this is a misunderstanding of “patron- ¢ s war” when there were so many more valid explanations derived from
i

litical and social contexe of ethnic power H_mﬁwonm and how these were
mnm&w transformed by the collapse of the USSR and the Chechen

lienee
Dudayev employed clientism in his personnel policy to build 5 momwws
loyalists in the state administration. His secular vision of mﬂmnm-_unm&m

set ouc in a long crearise published in Aprif 1993. The rext began wizl B ;
reference to the “will of Allah,” but that is the only religious refers
goal was to develop Chechnya into a successful capitalist country,

would be frec from Russia’s “imperial dikeat” and be “enlightene

m1g ’

i usion: the making of jihad

civilized. nmn invasion of December 1994 Russian leaders began to extend the

: of the conflict wich Chechnya to include the “Islamic factor” and even

Chechnya in December 1994, none of which concerned the “Islamjen o
Firstly, there was undoubtedly an “oil” subcext, This had less o d
Chechnya’s role as an oil producer, as in 1993 its production was somey

Lwed elements of Huntington's “civilizational” framing device. In his

irs, Yelsin blamed the conflicc on both Dudayev’s accempt to secede

i the Russian Federation and his goal of creating an “Islamic republic.”™

million tons (less chan 1 per cent of Russia’s total output), or even tk recent Russian academic studies of Russian policy in the Caucasus

siledge, however, that “there was no “Islamic national pr§ject’ in Chech-
Azerbaijan. Rather, Russia perceived an independent Chechnya to be B .

- i and thar at the beginning of the 1990s “the Islamic republic in Chechnya
gic threac to its dominance of Caspian energy and its capacity to fend off;

¢d to be a myth”™*
.m.w_ came from a concern with the growth of Islamic radicalism in Chech-
;1 result of the first Russian-Chechen war in 19941996,

ne of the themes of chis book is the impacr of violence on faith. There

Much of the attention on the “Islamic factor,” conse-

iy

escalaring western peneration into the region, which was demonstra,

"

western consortiums “deal of the century” with Azerbaijan over Caspi
in September 1994. Secondly, Russia saw in the crushing of Chechny
opportunity to affirm its own scate integrity after the federal destabiliz;

inherired from the Sovier collapse, Negotiations berween the Yelesin aig

swa well-documented drift to Wahhabisc and Salahst jihadism among some
tions of the Chechen resistance during the firse war, which grew and
Dudayev regimes were conducted for two years in an attempt to resolve d i ngthened in the late 19905 and came ro dominate the resistance move-

ences, but it proved impossible to reconcile Russia’s offer of mﬁozcﬂ ‘ment during the second war beginning in late 1999. Under Dudayev, the

Dudayev’s claim to independence. Thirdly, there was also the motive
revenge. Crushing Dudayev by milirary means would go some way to un
the humiliarions inflicted on small scale Russian miliary incursions il
1991, 1992 and November 1994. Furthermore, Dudayev’s general armi
the male Chechen population in late 1991 and early 1992 led to an escal
of social disorder and abuses. Many of those armed were unemployed:hig
landers who faced poverty as a result of the difficulties of finding
in Chechnya or'in Russia and the loss of their traditional mnpmomm_.éma:m
in other parts of the USSR due to the economic crash. Anti-Russian séntit
ment led to a spontaneous echnic-cleansing of Russians who did not hav
or clientelist protections. A decade-long process of Slav emigracion was su
denly accelerated as abour 90,000, about one-third of the cotal number liv
in Chechnya, were expelled or lefr in 1991-1992, and most of these:we
critical for the proper functioning of the state social sector and oil and per
chemical industry® It seems odd to confuse this ethnic expulsion #

gele for Chechen independence was, in essence, a classic example of a

lar nationalist and anri-colonialist movement. Once the conflic escalared

v brural war, both sides gave litde quarter and the Russians employed

~“disproportionace military force against civilians, while the Chechens

red. Dudayev was intent on building a secular state in Chechnya, and it

ure and began che reconfiguration of Chechnya’s political scructures in a
ore Islamisc direcdion. We can identify three main facrors for this growth.
or some of the more radical Chechen field commanders, like Shamil Basayev,
¢ideological pull of jihadism acrually predated the all-out Russian milicary
tack of December 1994. Basayev and a small group of followers traveled o
al:Qaeda’s Khost camp in the summer of 1994 to undergo ideological and
ilitary training, As we noted earlier, Yandarbicy began to refer to Basayev
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with the jihadi title “ami” (commander) in late 1994.* Basayey, howes conflict in Chechnya. The exaggerated actencion paid in Chechnya,

a contradicrory figure. The depth of his commitmenr to politica 1 rernacionally to the role of the jihadis in the conflict was in no

m.ﬂm_u E._& _..ﬂ
part due to Khartab’s deft use of video recordings of successful aceacks

remains questionable. Whereas the secularist Dudayev placed 3 e
- Russian military, which were then copied and distributed and also

Mansur (the grear Chechen resistance leader of the lare cighceenth ¢
in his presidential office, Basayev reportedly preferred to cast himse|s
mould of a Chechen “Che” and placed a portrait of the Argentinjan g
tionalisc in his home in the early 1990s. The imporrance of Basayey
the facr thar he exercised enormous auchority within the resiscance movi

mww»nnm globally by the burgeoning number of al-Qaeda controlled or
- ced websites, including sites specifically devored co the conflict in

w«

because of his aggressiveness and success in attacking Russia ?o&i global war
destroying the Russian armoured column thar arracked Grozny in Dece
1994), and his drift to jihad lured many others. Secondly, the atrracti;
jihad as a countermovement to Chechen secular nationalism capn alss
actributed to disillusionment within the Chechen resistance with the “yw;
in particufar the USA and the EU, which rather than support Chechny:

for democraric national self-determination, tolerated or sympathized wi

rtor’, Dudayev’s former aide and successor as nadonalist leader, Aslan

19 »

khadov, often spoke of how the presence of “international terrorism

@y

chnya was an “invention”. By then, however, Islamists linked to al-Qaeda,
Jfyas Khattab, played an imporcane role in the resistance ro Russia, bur the

2% . .

nvention” is appropriace to the extent thar the supétior capacicy of al-

in

(jieda to fight an informacional war exaggerated the role of its adherents in

Russian policy of crushing Chechen secessionism. The collapse of the Ugs e conflice in Chechnya and downplayed the part of the nationalise resisc-

was rreated according to the legal norms devised for decolonization, nogi; nee. By then the conflict in Chechnya could more readily be located wichin

the principle of w4 posseditis juris. Porential for internarional influences o ingron’s paradigm of “clash of civilizations”. Buc this was a self-fulfilling
princip 7 500 ting p &

early negoriation of a peaceful resolution to the question of Chechnya'w, m_m.mn% Whar had begun as a secular nacionalisc conflict thar was misincer-

sreced by Huntingron, Gurr and others as a “religious” or “fault line” war,
came 50 because of the way that Russian policy opred for a security solurion

sacriftced to che national interests of Western governmencs in supporting the:
reformists under Yeltsin and demarcating Chechnya as an “incernal” ma
for Russia. Even though there were periodic criticisms of Russia’s “excess
use of force in Chechnya, an indelible mark on the repuration of the We
among Chechens was left by Presidenc Clinton’s absurd comparison of Bg
Yeltsin and Abraham Lincoln, Thirdly, bin Laden’s interest in Chechnya
with Bosnia) as a fronc in the strategy co globalize jihad was not sparked
1995. That is to say, not by the presence of a nominally Muslim communi

per se but by war and what he interpreted as the “destruction and slaugher?
being meted ouc to Muslims in these places by “Crusaders”* In early 1995 b
Laden senc financial suppore to the Chechen resistance, and a small group?
well-trained Arab jihadis commanded by the Saudi amir Khaceab, calledthe
“Islamic International Brigade”, came from Afghanisean to Chechnya, most
via Dagestan, Khatrab was certainly welcomed by the Chechen resistance.

political problem of secession, and moreover did so ina most brutal man-
iier. that guaranceed a drift into extremism on the pare of the resistance.

this criical time in the war, and he was appoinced to important military co
mand and training posts by Dudayev. Kharrab's principal connection, ho
ever, was with Basayev. He became Basayev’s depury commander and chi
advisor and remained in Chechnya unril his assassination by the FSB in March
2002.* Khatrab also broughr al-Qaeda’s skills in the information war ro bieat
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