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SUMMARY
of doctoral thesis on the topic:

Territories with undefined political and legal status of the former Soviet Union selected
examples.

The thesis represents a research into the disputed regions of Eastern Europe that
appeared after the split of the Soviet Union, and the conflicts that flared up about them. The
conflicts related to the status of the considered regions are of paramount importance for the
European and global security as can be seen from the aggressive war unleashed by Russia
against Ukraine on February 24, 2022. As the Russia-backed separatist region of Donbass has
been used as a pretext or, rather, instrument for the aggression, other post-Soviet regions with
uncertain legal status such as Transnistria, Abkhazia or South Ossetia could serve as an
instrument for Russian aggressive actions against Moldova or Georgia.

The act of aggression is particularly dangerous because the aggressor state, the
Russian Federation, is one of the two largest nuclear powers and one of the five permanent
members of the UN Security Council with veto power (USA, China, Russia, UK and France).
It should be especially emphasized that the five permanent members of this highest UN body
were precisely called upon to guarantee peace and security throughout the world in the post-
war period. They are the ones who have the right to use force to establish peace and justice
throughout the world, and they are the ones who have the special right to veto such decisions.
However, there is no higher legal authority or court that could impose sanctions against one
of these powers by limiting their veto power. In particular, Russia cannot legally be called an
aggressor, since the right to define aggression and the aggressor belongs to the exclusive
powers of the UN Security Council, in which Russia has the right of veto. This calls into
question the entire global system of post-war peace and security, the entire existing world
order.

To restore peace and security in Europe, it is necessary to realize that this act of
annexation and subsequent aggression did not occur suddenly, without apparent reasons or
prerequisites, but was the result of a whole series of conflicts and violations of international
law committed by Russia, but which did not receive a proper response from the world
community. The breeding ground for the act of annexation was the regional conflicts in the

post-Soviet space that arose in connection with the collapse of the Soviet Union. All these



conflicts were not settled in a fair manner; they were “frozen,” that is, their resolution was
postponed indefinitely. Russian armed forces or militants of uncertain legal status have been
covertly or overtly involved in all of these conflicts — in Abkhazia, South Ossetia and
Transnistria. Pro-Russian veterans of the armed conflict in Abkhazia and South Ossetia in
1992-1993 of North Caucasian origin later, in 1994-1996, took part in the armed uprising in
Chechnya against Russian federal troops. But Moscow’s approach to North Caucasian
separatism on Russian territory was fundamentally different from its approaches to Abkhaz
and South Ossetian separatism.

Before the annexation of Crimea, unrecognized territorial entities existed in the post-
Soviet space for more than two decades - the Republic of Abkhazia, the Republic of South
Ossetia, and the Transnistrian Moldavian Republic. Their legal status has not yet been
determined, since, in accordance with international law, they are considered part of Georgia,
Moldova and Azerbaijan, but are not actually controlled by them. After 2014, they added the
Crimean Peninsula, annexed by Russia, and the unrecognized Donetsk and Lugansk people's
republics in eastern Ukraine. Some Russian politicians lay claim to all the southern and
eastern regions of Ukraine, the northern regions of Kazakhstan, the Latgale region in Latvia,
since a certain proportion of the Russian-speaking population lives in them, but is not
ethnically Russian and does not constitute the majority of the population anywhere. These
regions and the unresolved conflicts around them continue to be hotbeds of tension in Europe
and could quickly escalate into much larger-scale conflicts involving NATO member
countries and Russia. This threat was confirmed by the annexation of four southern and
castern regions of Ukraine (Donetsk, Lugansk, Zaporizhzhya and Kherson regions), which
are not even completely controlled by Russian occupation forces.

The Kremlin tried to repeat its “success” of 2014, when the rapid annexation of
Crimea took place. But in 2022, against the backdrop of military defeats, the liberation of
Kherson by Ukrainian troops and the heroic mass resistance of the Ukrainian people in the
occupied territories, despite repressions, arrests, torture and murders by the occupiers, the
ceremony of signing an agreement on the entry of four regions of Ukraine into Russia in the
luxurious St. George’s Hall of the Kremlin on September 30, 2022 looked like a pathetic
farce.

This study examines conflicts not only in the disputed regions themselves, but also
political conflicts over the status of these regions, which have an important macro-regional
and global dimension. Separatists in these regions and the external forces that support them

absolutize the right to self-determination as a priority in the system of international law and



refer to the experience of self-determination of Kosovo, in particular, to the advisory opinion
of the International Court of Justice on July 22, 2010 that that Kosovo’s declaration of
independence does not violate international law.

Many politicians and lawyers around the world do not consider the Kosovo case to be
a precedent, which was emphasized by the judges themselves who supported this advisory
and non-binding decision, and believe that the population of the disputed regions in the post-
Soviet space does not have sufficient subjectivity for self-determination.

The study of regions with uncertain legal status is limited to one macro-region,
Eastern Europe. This is due to the fact that the regions in which the desire for self-
determination is manifested in Western Europe (Flanders, Catalonia, Scotland and others) use
completely different, peaceful and negotiated methods of resolving conflict situations and
solving problems of their own legal status within the framework of a fundamentally different
political culture. Similar conflicts in the Balkans (Southern Europe) differ significantly from
both Western and Eastern European ones. Based on the results of armed conflicts on the
territory of the former Yugoslavia and the processes of self-determination of the peoples of
this country, significant experience has been accumulated at the international level, but this
useful experience is not always applicable in other conditions.

Besides, the deep internal crisis in Russia raises the question about the legal status of
separatist regions inside Russia. This issue can become the most important item on the
agenda of world politics in coming years.

The subject of the study includes political prerequisites, conditions, internal and
external factors of conflicts, political institutions and relations, key political actors and other
political aspects associated with disputed regions in Eastern Europe, including the
unrecognized Republic of Abkhazia, the Republic of South Ossetia, the Chechen Republic of
Ichkeria, The Transnistrian Moldavian Republic as examples of such disputed regions with
an uncertain legal status.

The subject of the study is considered in the historical context of changes from 1988
to the present. To analyze the preconditions of modern separatism, individual political aspects
of these contflicts, dating back to the beginning of the 20th century, are examined. It should
be taken into account that the positions of the parties involved in the conflicts changed
significantly throughout the entire period under study. The subject of the study does not
include all disputed regions with an uncertain legal status. In particular, the disputed regions
of Ukraine were left outside the scope of the study. The exclusion of these regions from the

subject of the study is due to the fact that these regions appeared only after 2014 as a result of



Russian policies, and not after the collapse of the Soviet Union, and the situation in them
rapidly deteriorated to the state of the Russian-Ukrainian war. Their appearance is associated
with fundamentally different legal conditions and factors, the consideration of which would
unreasonably expand the subject of research to completely different problems of world
politics and international relations, not related to the problem of self-determination of
peoples.

The subject also includes the unrecognized Chechen Republic of Ichkeria, which
appeared on the territory of the Russian Federation in the early 1990s and was liquidated by
force during the so-called “counter-terrorism operation”, which officially ended in 2009. The
inclusion of Chechnya in the subject of research is important for a comparative analysis and
assessment of the mechanisms and tools for resolving regional conflicts that arose from the
nation’s desire for self-determination in the form of secession — separation from the state
without the consent of the central authorities.

The main goal of the study is to determine the political conditions, relations,
institutions, actors and other political aspects of the emergence and existence of regions with
an uncertain legal status in Eastern Europe, as well as to assess options for their peaceful
settlement to ensure lasting peace and international security.

The main goal of the study includes the following specific goals:

1) identify the historical preconditions for separatism in the regions under

consideration;

2) determine the internal and external factors of conflicts, from the “freezing” and the

emergence of regions with an uncertain legal status;

3) establish the role of conflicts in political relations in Eastern Europe and the world;

4) compare the political legal aspects of conflicts between regions and establish what

is common and special for all the conflicts under consideration;

5) evaluate options for the peaceful resolution of conflicts in the interests of ensuring

lasting peace and international security.

Issues of peace and security have always occupied a dominant place on the global
political agenda and have certainly been a priority for the world community. After the Second
World War, these issues became the highest priority in world politics and international
relations, since the survival of humanity depended on them. States and other subjects of
international law, taking into account the negative experience of the policy of non-
intervention and “peacekeeping” in relation to fascist states, which allowed these regimes to

build up military power and pursue aggressive policies, began to insist on the nced for



interventions to prevent the more destructive consequences of aggression. Even the most
minor regional conflicts have begun to attract increased attention from international
organizations, since any acts of aggression and violations of international law must be nipped
in the bud, given the destructive power of modern weapons and the high danger of rapid
growth of conflicts involving powerful actors outside the conflict region.

For the above reasons, a huge amount of scientific literature has been published on the
political aspects of regional conflicts, including those based on the successful experience of
their final settlement. Quite a lot of works by political scientists have been devoted to
regional, ethnic and religious conflicts in the post-Soviet space. However, the current
dynamics of these conflicts clearly demonstrate the ineffectiveness of all existing approaches,
mechanisms and institutions for resolving them. The following aspects should be highlighted:

1) Modem conflicts in Eastern Europe are hybrid in nature. Acts of aggression are
carried out secretly, “under false flag”, or in general the conflicting parties do not
have a specific legal status and cannot be clearly considered as combatants, for
example, as Russian “little green men” without insignia in 2014 in Crimea and
Donbass until 2022, that is, before the open Russian invasion of Ukraine. The
hostilities are accompanied by large-scale aggressive information campaigns,
counteraction to which is interpreted by the subject of aggression as
“infringement of freedom of speech.”

2) Techniques of waging “remote wars” or “proxy wars” have become widespread.
For example, cyber attacks can lead to the most serious and destructive
consequences for the economy, energy and transport infrastructure, and the
country's armed forces. However, it remains unclear whether cyber attacks should
be equated with an armed attack, or considered as “indirect” hostile actions.
Another common hostile action has been the use of electronic warfare against
ships and aircraft in neutral waters or neutral airspace. Such remote aggressive
acts are seen as more acceptable. Another feature of “remote” combat operations
is the real or imaginary absence of a responsible subject. Unmanned aerial
vehicles can strike ground targets or conduct reconnaissance without the need for
military personnel to actually enter enemy territory.

3) Modern trends in the development of international law and the entire system of
international relations are characterized by a significant strengthening of the role
of international and regional organizations, international non-governmental

institutions, network organizations and other non-state actors. As a result, the role



of nation states is weakened and their powers are limited, and the opportunities
for interference in the competence of the state on various humanitarian or
environmental grounds are expanding. Aggressors take advantage of these trends.
Any attempts to suppress separatist movements provoke powerful information
campaigns, during which legitimate actions on their sovereign territory are
presented in a distorted light as humanitarian crimes and attacks on the lives and
safety of people.

The aspects, indicated above, make the chosen research topic relevant and significant
for actual political studies. It is necessary to develop methods for the peaceful resolution of
regional conflicts that take into account new challenges and threats and new means of
conducting aggressive actions that violate peace and security. In addition, the relevance of
this topic is determined by the need to prevent new conflicts in Eastern Europe, the likelihood
of which has been increasing in recent years.

The main problem of the study is the extreme polarization of the positions of the
conflicting parties and points of view on all aspects of regional conflicts related to the legal
status of unrecognized territorial entities in Eastern Europe. The warring parties are guided by
political interests, and therefore are extremely biased and selective in their interpretation of
the norms of international law. The problem is aggravated by the fact that for these conflicts
it is difficult to select an unbiased and authoritative moderator who can effectively contribute
to their resolution. |

The following main question follows from this problem: To what extent is it possible
to resolve conflicts around territorial entities with an indefinite legal status in Eastern
Europe by peaceful legal means?

The main hypothesis is formulated in compliance with the main research problem. The
solution to the problems of unrecognized territorial entities in Eastern Europe is possible on
the basis of a combination of the application of international law measures with forceful
pressure to change the political course of the conflicting parties.

The main problem includes the following particular problems:

1) To what extent do existing approaches to conflict resolution need reform?

2) Is it possible to create universal legal mechanisms and legal institutions to resolve

existing conflicts and prevent new ones?

3) How does the legal status of one unrecognized republic differ from another?

4) What are the tools and resources for influencing conflicting parties to resolve

conflicts?



5) What are the prospects for conflict resolution to ensure lasting peace and
international security?

The main hypothesis is formulated in accordance with the main research problem.

Solving the problems of unrecognized territorial entities in Eastern Europe is possible

by combining the use of international law measures with forceful pressure to change the
political course of the conflicting parties.

The main hypothesis includes the following partial hypotheses:

1) The weakness of the legal and political institutions of the states of Eastern Europe,
on whose territory the unrecognized republics are located, serves as a favorable
environment for conducting hostile hybrid operations and supporting separatists
from the outside.

2) The prevailing geopolitical interests and approaches to regional conflicts in Eastern
Europe, often expressed by both parties to the conflict, prevent their settlement in
strict accordance with international law.

3) There is a discrepancy between the real role of the conflict participant and their
formal status. For example, a formal mediator in a conflict is actually a party to the
conflict; a formal party to the conflict is just an agent of an influential external
force interested in the conflict, but formally neutral.

4) The tactic of “freezing” the conflict, that is, reducing its intensity to the lowest
possible level while maintaining conflict-prone conditions and without changing
the positions of the parties, increases long-term risks for peace and security in
Eastern Europe and poses the threat of new conflicts.

5) The final settlement of the problem of the legal status of an unrecognized territorial
entity requires continuous coordinated efforts of the maximum number of subjects
of international relations and a combination of positive and negative incentives for
all subjects and agents of conflict escalation.

The study used various types of sources and materials, including:

1. International declarations and conventions. The study uses declarations and
conventions that define and regulate the right of nations to self-determination, as
well as guaranteeing the sovereignty and territorial integrity of states.

2. Statutory documents of international organizations and international courts. The
main document that enshrines fundamental rights is the Charter of the United

Nations.



3. Documents of regional organizations. Regional organizations include European
organizations: OSCE, which deals with conflict resolution in Eastern Europe, the
Council of Europe, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe.

4. Bilateral and multilateral treaties between conflicting parties. Treaties that have
lost force for various reasons are also taken into account.

5. Reports of monitoring missions and other special missions on situations in conflict
zones. An example is the report of the head of the Commission to investigate the
causes of the armed conflict in South Ossetia, Swiss diplomat Heidi Tagliavini,
published in September 2009.

6. Publications of direct participants and leaders of the conflicting parties. It should
be borne in mind that this type of sources reflects extremely biased points of view,
designed to substantiate and justify their own positions in conflicts. It is necessary
to critically analyze sources of this kind.

1. Publications by political scientists dedicated to regions with an uncertain legal
Status in Eastern Europe and conflicts. .

The study uses the following methods:

1. Comparative legal method. One of the key methods used to compare the legal
aspects of the existing unrecognized ‘republics and the conflicts associated with
their emergence.

2. Genetic method. Within the framework of this method, the process of conflict
genesis and the causes of conflicts are analyzed.

3. Historical legal method. With the help of this method, the evolution of law, which
guarantees the considered legal principles, is analyzed.

4. Analysis of documents. 1t is used to study legal documents, their content, structure
and main provisions.

The dissertation consists of four chapters, introduction, conclusion, list of used
sources and literature, list of abbreviations and appendix that includes geographical maps of
regions with uncertain legal status (Transnistria, Abkhazia and South Ossetia).

The research is carried out within the framework of political conflictology, the object
of study of which is political conflict. Any conflict in which the parties’ contradictions relate
to political power and influence should be recognized as such.

The first chapter is devoted to the analysis of the right of nations to self-determination
— one of the most controversial issues, without studying which it is difficult to understand

other political and legal aspects of the emergence of disputed regions and conflicts around



them. The forms of self-determination of nations are analyzed, including secession, as the
most radical and conflictogenic form of self-determination. The most controversial issue
remains the legality of secession without the permission of the central government, that is,
unilaterally. Analyzing the features of the implementation of the right to self-determination in
different states, it is reasonable highlight certain similarities and differences in this process.
Thus, in many situations there was armed conflict. Here it is enough to recall the relevant
events in Palestine, the two civil wars preceding the separation of South Sudan (in 1955-1972
and 1983-2005), the two wars in Nagormo-Karabakh (in 1992-1994 and 2020), the bloody
conflict preceding the self-determination of Kosovo. Although if we take Catalonia as an
example, it becomes clear that this attribute is not mandatory. The basis for secession in
almost all cases was discrimination on the part of the central government (in the case of
Kosovo and South Sudan). Such discrimination could be carried out on both national and
religious grounds, as, for example, in South Sudan. The situation can also be complicated by
historical political decisions (as history shows, etroneous). Relevant examples include the
partition of Palestine. As practice shows, the very fact of waging a full-scale war for the
acquisition of independence (which can be equated to an armed conflict of an international
nature), accompanied by the separation of part of the territory from the state, does not entail
identical international legal consequences. Thus, a new state may receive recognition from a
large number of states (as was the case with Kosovo) or even the entire world community, or
it may not receive it and remains an unrecognized state (for example, Transnistria). Common
to the vast majority of cases of external self-determination is the holding of a referendum
(plebiscite), which took place either in accordance with domestic legislation or without the
consent of the central authorities. There is no doubt that the peculiarities of the
implementation of the right to self-determination in each specific case are different.

The second chapter deals with separatist movements in the post-Soviet space, both in
the national republics and in the Russian Federation. It was these movements that led to
regional conflicts and the emergence of self-proclaimed republics — regions with uncertain
legal status. This subject is considered in the historical retrospective of regional and ethnic
separatism in the Russian Empire and the Soviet Union. In some republics, significant protest
potential remains, directed against the economic policy of the federal center. For example, the
protest movement in Khakassia was initially intertwined with national-cultural demands.
Protests also took place in Sakha (Yakutia), Kalmykia and Buryatia. Demands of an
economic and social nature, caused by the deterioration of the economic situation in the

regions, caused by the sanctions imposed on Russia in connection with its aggression against



Ukraine on February 24, 2022, may merge with the demands of nationalist and separatist
movements. With such an overlay of protest sentiments, the non-indigenous population may
support the nationalists (so-called “economic separatism”), which will again call into
question the existence of a unified Russian Federation. The legal basis for such separatism
can be legal acts adopted in the early 1990s in these republics (on state sovereignty, on the
right to national self-determination, on the right of the republic to enter into international
treaties and unions as a full-fledged subject of international relations, on economic
sovereignty and others).

The subject of the analysis in the third chapter was Chechen separatism in Russia and
two Russian-Chechen wars (1994-1996 and 1999-2001). The significance of studying the
Chechen case of separatism lies in the fact that in 1996-1999 the Chechen Republic of
Ichkeria functioned as an independent state, de facto recognized by the Russian Federation.
The study of this topic is especially valuable in view of the highly probable growth of
separatist movements in modern Russia. The policy of “Chechenization” of the conflict,
implemented by the Kremlin, created the conditions for a new surge of separatism. Power in
modern Chechnya is concentrated in the hands of Ramzan Kadyrov, the only regional leader,
who is subordinate to law enforcement and armed forces on his territory, which in all other
Russian regions are subordinate to the federal center. Kadyrov developed his own state
ideology based on Islam and nationalism. He actively supports the development of Chechen
culture, art and sports, promotes the introduction of Chechen customs and way of life, created
commissions to resolve family disputes, and also leads a campaign against drug addiction.
Sufi Islam has become the state ideology, an Islamic dress code is enforced for women and
polygamy is encouraged. Ramzan Kadyrov is also trying to present himself as a defender of
Muslims around the world, clearly going beyond the scope of his powers and his political
status as the head of a subject of the Russian Federation. He often makes comments on issues
of international politics, especially in the Middle East, and maintains direct contacts with the
leadership of a number of Islamic countries. In May 2012, after participating in a conference
on “Islamic doctrine against radicalism” in Moscow, the republic was visited by prominent
religious figures, Islamic scholars and officials from Kuwait, Saudi Arabia and
representatives of international Islamic organizations. In 2017, the head of Chechnya sharply
condemned the Myanmar government and the practice of persecuting the Rohingya ethnic
minority, who profess Islam. He even expressed his readiness to come out with his militants
to protect the Rohingya, that is, in fact, being a Russian official, he threatened independent

Myanmar with armed intervention. After the start of the Russian intervention in Ukraine on



February 24, 2022, Kadyrov sent armed forces under his control to Ukraine and visited his
fighters on Ukrainian territory several times. One of the commanders of the Chechen
formations in Ukraine is Ruslan Geremeev, who was involved in the murder of the famous
Russian opposition politician Boris Nemtsov in Moscow on February 27, 2015. Despite the
obvious patronage provided to Kadyrov by Putin, FSB investigators identified the
perpetrators and some of the organizers of Nemtsov’s murder, but were unable to detain
Geremeev, who hid on the territory of Chechnya and later appeared on the territory of
Ukraine in the formal status of an officer in the Russian army. Thus, the all-powerful FSB -
the successor to the KGB - publicly demonstrated its powerlessness before Kadyrov’s will
and his independence from the federal authorities. Tt should be emphasized that Chechen
formations are fighting on the territory of Ukraine as an independent army, subordinate
neither to the Russian command nor to the requirements of international law on the laws and
customs of warfare. Kadyrov enjoys a much higher degree of independence than other
regional leaders, thanks in part to his close relationship with Russian President Vladimir
Putin. Some separatists who defected and are now in government say Kadyrov has achieved
more independence than Dudayev could have dreamed of.

The fourth chapter analyzes three regions with uncertain legal status, in which armed
conflicts have been “frozen”, the so-called “Transnistrian Moldavian Republic”, “Republic of
Abkhazia” and “Republic of South Ossetia”. All these self-proclaimed republics enjoy overt
or covert support from the side of the Russian Federation, which is the main obstacle to the
final settlement of conflicts in them. The Georgian-Abkhaz conflict, which entered an acute
phase in 1992, was one of the first and longest (from 1992 to 2008 in total) interethnic
confrontations in the post-Soviet space. The first Georgian-Abkhaz armed conflict ended on
September 27, 1993 with the defeat of the Georgian armed forces, the expulsion of more than
200 thousand ethnic Georgians from Abkhazia, the introduction of Russian “peacekeepers” to
the demarcation line of Georgian and Abkhaz armed formations and the emergence of the
unrecognized Republic of Abkhazia. The self-proclaimed Republic of Abkhazia has appeared
in the post-Soviet space, the legitimacy of which is currently not recognized by most states
and, in accordance with the UN General Assembly resolution of June 10, 2021, is still
considered part of the territory of Georgia. After Russia’s aggression in February 2022, the
head of Abkhazia, Valery Kvarchia, stated that the republic does not plan to join Russia,
since the constitution of the republic proclaims it an independent state. Such statements give
hope for the resumption of the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue and the emergence of new

opportunities for a peaceful resolution of the conflict. The immediate armed phase of the



Georgian-Ossetian conflict began with the entry of thousands of Georgian troops into
Tskhinvali in January 1991, which was followed by a year of chaos and street fighting. In the
spring of 1992, the confrontation intensified, fueled by Russian intervention. In the Russian
city of Sochi on June 24, 1992, the leaders of Russia and Georgia, Boris Yeltsin and Eduard
Shevardnadze, signed an agreement that resulted in the cessation of hostilities. The
consequences of that war were devastating: about a thousand people died, 100 pcople were
missing, residential buildings and infrastructure were extensively destroyed, many became
refugees or internally displaced persons. The conflict between Georgia and South Ossectia
entered a new phase in 2004 with the coming to power of Mikhail Saakashvili. Having
become president, he proposed a settlement plan on the terms of the unrecognized republic
joining Georgia, which the South Ossctian authorities rejected. Already in August 2004,
armed clashes were recorded on the border; in 2006 and 2007, Georgia’s attempts to
subjugate Abkhazia and South Ossetia led to new crises. In 2008, the authorities of the
unrecognized republics turned to Russia with an official request to recognize their
independence, citing the recognition of the independence of Kosovo by most Western
countries. Before its aggression against Ukraine, Russia pursued a policy of expanding the
circle of countries that would recognize the Republic of South Ossetia as an independent state
and was looking for ways out of the diplomatic impasse. However, the problems of South
Ossetia began to be considered after February 2022 in the context of Russia’s recognition of
the independence of the so-called “Donetsk” and “Lugansk people’s republics,” although,
unlike these absolutely puppet quasi-state entities, Ossetian separatism had historical roots.
The situation is aggravated by the fact that Ossetian militants took part in the Russian armed
aggression against Ukraine as “volunteers”. Such participation can be seen as a kind of
payment for the leaders of Ossetian separatists in Russia for supporting their regime. During
the collapse of the Soviet Union, a conflict arose in the Republic of Moldova, from which a
region broke away and became known as the Transnistrian Moldavian Republic (PMR). This
conflict had some features that distinguished it from the conflicts in the Caucasus and Central
Asia. Military personnel of the 14th Russian Army, or, as they are officially called, “an
operational group for solving peacekeeping tasks,” remain on the territory of the PMR.
Moldova has repeatedly demanded the withdrawal of Russian troops from Transnistria. Thus,
on March 16, 2012, the President of Moldova, Nicolae Timofti, once again made a similar
statement. The group consists of two motorized rifle battalions, a security and maintenance
battalion and a helicopter detachment. In addition, Russia is also interested in the removal of

Russian weapons located on the territory of the PMR, which is prevented by the authoritics of
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