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Zusammenfassung:

Diese Studie rekonstruiert sieben Jahre (2012-2019) in der Geschichte einer sozialen
Bewegung, die gegen eine geplante Kupfermine und Verarbeitungsanlage am Rande der
Stidural-Stadt Tscheljabinsk kidmpft, und zeigt die Allgegenwart von Repressionen in
politischen Konflikten in Russland auf. Repressionen werden durch eine enge Partnerschaft
zwischen staatlichen Akteuren und wirtschaftlichen Eliten ermdglicht und sind weitgehend
effizient. Die Studie analysiert die historischen Urspriinge der gegen soziale Bewegungen
angewandten Repressionspolitik und identifiziert die wichtigsten in den Besonderheiten des
privaten Sicherheitssektors, die sich aus der wirtschaftlichen Liberalisierung in den 90er
Jahren und der zunehmend zentralisierten und autoritdren Herrschaft unter Président
Wladimir Putin ergeben haben. Okologische Konflikte sind ein Indikator fiir Zentrum-
Peripherie-Konflikte im heutigen Russland und legen damit eine groe Schwiéche der
gegenwairtigen Staatsarchitektur offen.

Abstract:

Reconstructing seven years (2012-2019) in the history of a social movement fighting against
a proposed copper mine and processing plant in the outskirts of the Southern Ural City
Chelyabinsk, this study exposes the ubiquity of repressions in political conflicts in Russia.
Repressions are made possible and widely efficient due to a close partnership between state
actors and economic elites. The study analyses the historic origins of the repressive policies
applied against social movements and identifies the most important ones in the specifics of
the private security sector emerging from the economic liberalization in 90s and in the
increasingly centralist and authoritarian rule under President Vladimir Putin. Ecological
conflicts are an indicator for centre-periphery conflicts in contemporary Russia and thus
expose a major weakness of the current state architecture.
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1 Introduction

Despite its striking political relevance, there is little sociological research on ecological
conflicts in Russia (Braden 2014, Turovets 2014; Henry 2017; Kolotov et al. 2017; Blokov
2018; Henry et al. 2019). Russia’s economy is widely based on exporting raw materials. The
country is a major provider of oil, gas and different kinds of metals for the world economy.
On a global scale, the country’s forests and permafrost territories play a crucial role in the
effort to combat global warming. Moreover, Russia has to deal with a disastrous heritage of
nuclear armament. These issues indicate that it is worthy to take a closer look on how
environmental discourse and conflicts play out in Russia. By conflict I understand ,,a social
relation between at least two actors whose differing needs, interests or goals result into some
kind of action” (Brunner et al. 2019: 12).

In recent history, ecological conflicts threatened Russia’s ruling elite again and again. The
nuclear event in Chernobyl 1986 served as an eye-opener to Mikhail Gorbachev. Himself
responsible for the initial downplaying of the catastrophe, he regularly lamented the
outcomes of the Soviet economy and social policy in the wake of the events. The catastrophe
was a sign of upcoming trouble and thus increased his eagerness to pass reforms (Taubman
2017: 242). Gorbachev was not alone with that. We have many testimonies of people losing
faith in the Communist Party in the wake of Chernobyl (see for instance Alekseevich 2017:
148-162).

Russia’s political opposition has also recognized how many questions of power and social
justice are inherent to ecological issues. Before the Olympic Games in Sochi 2014, the
organisation Eco-Guard in Northern Caucasus [ekovakhta na severnom kavkase] exposed
the abundant size and luxury of certain dachas in Russia’s European South owned by high-
ranking officials. Among the exposed objects were also villas owned by Prime minister
Dimitry Medvedev. Eco Guard’s protest actions remind of Alexey Navalnyy’s investigations
of corruption and opulent wealth in Russia’s political elite (Davydova & Prikhod’ko 2019).
This serves as an example of how ecological protest can aim right at the centre of the ruling
elite’s vulnerability: by rasing allegations of corruption and abuse of power.

Moreover, ecological conflicts become increasingly relevant in Russian contemporary
politics for two important reasons:

1) They expose centre-periphery conflicts. Ecological problems mostly emerge as local
problems and often in the Russian periphery — in times when the Russian provinces become
less distanced from Moscow and Saint Petersburg. In the Soviet era, it was still very difficult
to grasp information on events occurring in Russian provinces. This is highly relevant for

the country’s environmental history: In 1957, a major nuclear event afflicted the Ural region.
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This catastrophe shook people’s everyday life. Food shortages occurred and hospitals were
quickly crowded with people suffering from radiation. All this happened in an industrial
region and densely populated area. Nevertheless, verified evidence and testimonies about the
event could only be delivered to a larger audience as late as in the 1970s, thanks to an exiled
Soviet dissident’s research reminding of patient detective work. Today, thanks to modern
information technology, it has become much easier to detect information and collect
testimony from places located several time zones away from Moscow. Thus, newly emerging
ecological movements in Russia indicate how people from the provinces are increasingly
capable of raising their voices on a national level. As people become more and more
connected, they are — in theory — more capable to take part in political decision-making. This
development contrasts with the Russian state’s highly centralist power architecture. Merely
on paper, the state is a federal republic (Gel’man 2006). Whether vital problems on a local
level are solved or not, often depends on decisions made in Moscow, be it in the parliament,
in the Government or in the presidential administration. Environmental problems expose the
state’s power architecture as hyperbolically centralist; they put into question the
righteousness and the efficiency of this centralist rule.

2) Technological developments shift the nature of ecological protest and social movements
in Russia. Effective and long-lasting ecological movements mainly emerge in democracies.
This might be conditioned by public access to information. In their first effort to tackle
climate change in the 1980s, American environmentalists strongly relied on scientific
evidence gathered by state authorities, such as the Environmental Protection Agency,
security services and the NASA. The officials working for those state-funded research
programs were allowed to share their information publicly, to speak up about it in open
congress hearings and in the media (Rich 2018). In Russia however, access to data of the
state’s ecological monitoring programs is often restricted, distrusted or the state does not
even bother to collect valuable data. Therefore, citizens have a difficult position in ecological
conflicts. Citizens of industrial cities see and feel that the air is highly polluted. However, if
the government does not share the actual pollution data, they have a hard time fighting for
less pollution. If an authoritarian government simply denies the problem of pollution, it is
difficult for environmental activists to even formulate a goal. Yet repressing pure information
on environmental issues becomes more difficult. Technology allowing to monitor air quality
is getting cheaper. As it becomes more affordable, citizens depend less and less on official
data. Since 2017, there is a network of local grassroots groups monitoring air pollution in
their respective home towns: “Russia, Breathe!” [Rossiya, dyshij!]. In the future, this

decreasing need to rely on public data could lead to a major boost of ecological activism in
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authoritarian states. An increasing amount of relevant information on the state of Russia’s
ecology also comes from abroad — thanks to satellite data on deforestation or on air pollution
(Sizer et al. 2015; McLinden et al 2016; Ruiz 2020).

Even though social scientists have so far mostly ignored ecological conflicts in Russia, they
reveal a lot about the country’s political system. The following study is an explorative
approach to those revelations. The study analyzes the evolution of the social movement
StopGOK in the Southern Ural city Chelyabinsk. Experts consider it as the strongest
environmental social movement in recent Russian history', social movement understood as
“informal networks, based on shared beliefs and solidarity, which mobilize about conflictual
issues, through the frequent use of various forms of protest” (della Porta et al. 1999: 16).

In 2012, the movement StopGOK appeared as a gathering of citizens in opposition to a
planned copper mine in the outskirts of Chelyabinsk. In the city, plenty of metal factories
already contribute to air pollution, health hazards and water shortage. Thus,
environmentalists fear the copper mine will make life in Chelyabinsk impossible. I will draw
the history of the political conflict that evolved around the copper mine. I am going to show
how state institutions and economic elites closely work together in order to undermine
debates and ecological activism. After discussing this study’s conceptual framework and
methodology in chapter 2 and giving some historic and political context to the Ural region
in chapter 3, the study recounts the events and developments in the fight for and against the
copper mine. Then the study exposes and analyses the most important observable methods
applied in order to repress environmental activism. The chapters 4 and 5 each expose several
methods of repression. Chapter 4 opens with an account of rather soft and unperceived
methods of channeling dissent: the suppression of information, the control of local media,
and the restriction of public spaces. Chapter 5 analyses outright violent forms of repression.
As a result, a detailed picture should emerge relating to how elites create ignorance, foster
indifference and spread fear among citizens.

By this, as I will try to argue, state institutions and economic elites mainly contribute to the
relative weakness of ecological activism in Russia. In the past, different arguments have been
put forward to explain the weakness of civic activism in post-Soviet countries. One common
explanation refers to cultural legacies. The experience of living in Soviet-style state
socialism supposedly makes people lose trust to civic activism (Howard 2003). There are
references to the lacking prospects of civil society organisations that are created “from

above®, i.e. by Western funds (Howard 2003: 52). As far as environmental questions are

1 On the 25thof November, Ivan Blokov, research director of Greenpeace Russia, said so during a

conference at Heinrich Boell foundation in Berlin.
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concerned, scholars also refer to the soviet cultural history that promoted a cult of big-scale
industrial production and evolved an “anti-ecological bias” (Yanitsky 1999). However, as |
will argue, repressive policy implemented by an authoritarian regime that willingly
destabilises environmental movements has a much higher impact on environmental

movement’s relative weakness than it is mostly given credit to.

2 Conceptual framework and research design

2.1 State of the art and research theses

There is a common theme in sociological literature on Russian social movements and in the
literature on authoritarian regimes: both tend to underestimate the importance of state

repressions.

2.1.1 The relevance of repression in the research on Russian social movements

A large amount of recent studies on Russian social movements were written by researchers
associated with the Institute for Collective Action [institut kollektivnykh deystviy] based in
Saint Petersburg. The institute published several collections of case studies on social
movements, such as Gorodskie Dvizheniya Rossii v 2009-2013 godakh na puti k
politicheskomu (2013). The book analyses the emergence of some social movements all over
Russia and follows their evolution. The authors explore how groups of citizens come together,
raise protest on a certain single issue, and finally try to stop a presumedly harmful policy
from being implemented — be it the construction of a factory, the closure of a factory that
would lead to mass unemployment, social reforms, or forest clearances. These single-issue
movements often evolve to — as the Institute for Collective Action refers to it — “city
movements”. While being engaged in such a movement, citizens often start dealing with
other topics as well. They broaden their field of action, and the movement becomes a stable
institution (Miryasova 2013: 272). Revisiting those case studies, it becomes obvious that
political circumstances changed a lot since 2013. Clearly, state repressions against local
social movements in the provinces were not absent at the time. In some cases, they were
even severe and frightful. But they were also applied more chaotically. For instance, in 2008
a leader of an ecological movement to stop clearances in Khimki Forest, close to Moscow,
was brutally beaten up. He almost died in the aftermath (Clément/ Demidovyy 2013: 151).
Activists interviewed for the study often recount acts of intimidation, e.g. threats to lose their
jobs. What makes the period from 2009 to 2013 different is probably the diversity and
openness of the political and economic elite. Successful movements portrayed in the book

often manage to gain support of some influential local politicians, Duma deputies, party
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officials or businessmen. They also managed to gain access to media coverage early on in
their struggle.

In comparison, the copper mine conflict in Chelyabinsk exposes how the state’s power
architecture has become more authoritarian over time. Formal and informal changes within
the Russian power architecture make local and regional elites depend less on voter
satisfaction. That makes it more probable that politicians react on grassroots movements by
ignoring their demands and repressing them. As a closed circle of regional elites is
consolidating, it also becomes possible to systematise repressions against outsiders and
grassroots social movements.

Political elites’ increased use of repression must be considered a consequence of the
Bolotnoya protests in 2011 and 2012, the wide social movement that disputed falsified
election results. In the aftermath of Bolotnaya, lawmakers and law enforcement officials
developed a whole new pattern of repressive strategies. In post-Bolotnaya Russia, repression
has increasingly become a mechanism in Russia’s everyday political life (Gabowitsch 2017:
10). It has often replaced political dialog, party competition, compromise and means of co-
optation as a strategy to encounter demands of citizens. When political and business elites
prefer being silent on conflictual topics, repression often becomes the preferred way of
communicating to citizens. Thus, in post-Bolotnaya Russia repressive means expose the
essential aspect of political conflicts.

Deliberation and decision-making often happen in closed circles, in the executive branch or
in parliamentary commissions entirely controlled by Russia’s ruling party. Information on
conflicts within Russia’s ruling elite often only leaks to media on the condition that sources
remain anonymous. It is difficult to formulate a judgment on Russian politics on this basis.
In contrast to that, repression is one of the most accessible parts of Russia’s political life; it
qualifies societal conflicts more than anything else. Because of the ubiquity of repression in
societal conflicts, I will focus the upcoming analysis on it. The study will not discuss the
periodic working group meetings between state officials and environmental activists and
other efforts by regional elites to co-opt environmentalists. The several efforts to create
working groups and environmental councils did not last long. Activists and scientific experts

describe them as unproductive (Denisov 2017).

One string of sociological literature investigates the legal tools by which the state can
undermine civil activism. This is mainly focused on laws designed to control NGOs. An
essay by Moser and Skripchenko (2018) examines how non-governmental organisations

(NGOs) adapt to the Foreign Agent Law established in 2012. It requires organisations
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undertaking political activities to register as an “organisation that functions as a foreign agent”
if they receive funding from a foreign country. The law has been criticised as too ambiguous.
Some scholars argue that the work of an NGO is necessarily political (Belakurova et al.
2013). Thus, the law can be applied arbitrarily. Even if there is no foreign donor and a low
level of international cooperation, authorities still find ways to apply the law in respect to
certain organisations (Kovalev 2019). Moser and Skripchenko analyse in what respect the
foreign agent register provides a stigma, how it affects an organisation’s prestige. In two
case-studies on NGOs, the authors highlight how registered organisations are forced to renew
their structure in order to survive.

By adding to this research area, I seek to show how informally organized social movements
are affected by repression. In my case studies, repressive measures mainly target individual
activists. It becomes harder to predict what those measures will look like, as there is little
legal ground to restrict an individual citizen’s political activism. Thus, it becomes also harder
to prepare survival strategies to prevent the effects of repressive measures. This appendage
seems important because, also as a consequence of the more and more restrictive NGO
legislation, civil activists in Russia choose more often to remain formally unbound (Turovets
2019). I argue that it is necessary to take into account a wide pattern of different measures in
order to understand how environmental movements are repressed in present-day Russia. The
entirety of repressive measures has to be considered systematically, from blatantly violent
measures to more subtle forms. It is necessary to understand how those various measures are

adding up to each other.



2.1.2 How dictatorships deal with environmental hazards

Is Russia a dictatorship? Some scholars classify it as a hybrid regime in the grey zone
between democracy and dictatorship (Carothers 2002: 13; Moss et al. 2018: 591; Robertson
2011). In some respect, this is appropriate. Some oppositional activists I spoke to consider
the present-day political battlefield still as democratic. It certainly matters that Russia at least
aspires to be democratic and occasionally sticks to the rule of law. At the same time, Russia
reveals all criteria that would qualify it as a dictatorship and, respectively, as an authoritarian
state. I argue that considering the contemporary Russian state as a dictatorship would be
more accurate. In their book How Dictatorships Work (2018) Geddes et al. develop the
following criteria, that would be sufficient to characterize a state as authoritarian. Firstly, a
seizure group, i.e. the military or a party, monopolises power in all spheres of the state. If a
seizure group has initially taken power by free and fair elections, Geddes et al. might code a
country as a dictatorship nevertheless, in case it remains in power by committing election
fraud, or by refusing to admit popular oppositional candidates (Geddes et al 2018: 5-6). By
these criteria, it might be arguable when exactly Russia under Putin started being a
dictatorship. But at the time of the events investigated in this study, it definitely counts as a
dictatorship. Clearly, there is a seizure group in the form of the political party United Russia
[ Yedinaya Rossiya]. Candidates of the party do not necessarily win all elections. They might
very rarely lose regional elections in a few regions, for example in Khabarovsk located on
the Northern Pacific coast (Azar 2019). As far as elections in important regions are concerned,
the state mobilizes many resources to make the party’s candidates win. Apart from outright
voter fraud and the non-admittance of oppositional candidates, those resources include the
immediate election reruns if it brought a wrong, inconvenient result.

It is debatable whether the party United Russia is the most important political institution in
contemporary Russia. The power of important party apparatchiks might decrease in favour
of the Secret Service FSB, other law enforcement institutions, officials in the presidential
administration and informal networks closely tied to Putin. This kind of power competition
is also characteristic for dictatorships. Geddes et al. reveal and explain dictatorships’
tendency to rely on their secret services to repress potential adversaries, but also to simply
gather information. The more authoritarian elites rely on the secret service, the more
powerful it becomes. The importance of informal networks closely tied to an authoritarian
ruler can also be characteristic for dictatorships. Geddes et al. call this tendency personalism.
Recent research on authoritarian regimes has focused on how dictatorships adopt to the wave
of democratization that started in 1974 with a democratic revolution in Portugal. Scholars

argue that the increased number of democratic states force dictatorships to adopt their regime.
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Because of both foreign and citizens’ pressure, it becomes less tolerable to rely on arbitrary
despotism. Dictatorships are forced to admit a restricted form of societal pluralism and elite
competition through partially free and open elections. They are also forced to put repressive
measures onto a legalistic ground. Research on dictatorships increasingly emphasises other
pillars of authoritarian rule: legitimation and co-optation. legitimation means that
authoritarian regime has to offer a political program and set of beliefs to the ruled classes.
Just as democratic governments, an autocratic ruler’s success depends on whether he sticks
to this proclaimed beliefs and whether he achieves his political goals (Gerschewski 2013:
18-21). Co-optation describes the ability to buy the loyality of potentials rivals (Gerschewski
2013: 22).

In recent years, political scientists, economists and journalists have worked on theories that
try to explain why it is useful for an autocratic regime to allow independent non-controlled
civil activism and free media. The result are theories on something that could be called
freedom calculation.

The foreign affairs journalist William Dobson evolves such a theory in his book The
dictator's learning curve (2012) which is widely quoted in academic literature on
authoritarian regimes. He mainly grounds his model on interviews with policy makers and
civil activists from Russia and China made in 2011 and 2012. Thereby, he states that the
Soviet Union, a much more repressive state than contemporary Russia, was largely
disadvantaged, as its state apparatus was very difficult to control due to its repressiveness.
The ruling political elite had to trust apparatchiks in the regions and in the secret service. No
other means to obtain information on economic performance and on possible crises existed.
Independent press and independent expert circles did practically not exist in the provinces.
At the same time, regional elites had incentives to remain silent about their own mistakes
and failures. In a country as large as the Soviet Union, it is especially difficult to oversee the
whole country. Thus, vital problems concerning the survival of the regime remained
unsolved and even unobserved for years. A dictator who has taken a lesson out of the Soviet
Union’s failure can strengthen his regime by allowing civil activism and free media to a
certain extent. They provide a cheap additional means to control regional political elites.
Dobson suggests that authoritarian regimes like Russia in 2011 and 2012 try to profit from
the independent knowledge created by oppositional groups such as NGOs, academics, free
media. At the same time, opposition groups are granted virtually no access to legislative or
executive power (Dobson 2012: 13-48).

In his book The politics of protest in hybrid regimes: Managing dissent in Post-Communist

Russia (2015) Graeme Robertson comes to a similar conclusion. He summarises his findings
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on political elite’s relationship to independent social movements as follows: “Other examples
discussed here include techniques to license civil society and manage NGOs in ways that
provide the state with information, while limiting the capacity of groups to organize
opposition.” (Robertson 2011: 13)

By this approach, Robertson and Dobson can well explain the purpose of state institution
like the Societal Chambers [obshchestvennye palaty] or the Presidential Council for
Development of Civil Society and Human Rights. Those institutions have some privileged
access to state institutions like prison camps in order to monitor human rights situation.
However, they cannot propose major legislative changes. A weakness of those explanatory
effort can be explained by the short period of time in which the observations are made.
Dobson relies his theories on observations made exclusively in 2011 and 2012. He has no
long-time perspective. Thus he cannot predict how stable the system is he tries to understand.
Following the development of institutions like the Societal Chambers and the Presidential
Council for Human Rights, it turns out that those institutions are highly vulnerable. Regional
elites are easily tempted to only admit loyalists to those institutions. Elites can hardly be
stopped from silencing local journalists. Thus, it is not clear whether the authoritarian order
in Russia is really based on such a freedom calculation or whether this is more an ideal
aspired to. Spaces of freedom and institutions that provide accountability exist in
contemporary Russia. But they stand on unsolid grounds. They often vanish in a fast and
unexpected manner. No laws, no reliable informal agreements define and guarantee spaces
for civic participation. Dobson and Robertson do not sufficiently recognize the instability of
a dictatorship’s social contract.

In a theoretically more advanced manner, a similar freedom calculation is theorized by a
team of economists led by Sergey Guriev. Based on statistical models, they correlate the
degree of freedom of the press in a country and its oil resources. As a result, they state that
in non-democratic systems freedom of press is the smaller, the bigger the countries oil
resources are. This leads them to conclude that effective work of the state bureaucracy is less
important in countries with many natural resources. At the same time, they observe a link
between the surface area of a country and its degree of free press. The bigger the country the
harder it becomes to control the bureaucracy. Thereby, free press becomes useful. The danger
of a free press consists in its ability to make oppositional voices heard and to coordinate the
opposition’s activities. As a consequence, another important correlation to the freedom of
press is a country’s population and, more precisely, its level of education. The higher the
level of education among a country’s population, the smaller often becomes the degree of

free press in a country. Russia is not included in the study’s data set. Applying the study’s
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findings on Russia, it can be concluded that the country’s autocratically ruling elites have

highly conflicting incentives to admit or to restrain freedom of the press (Guriev et al. 2013).

In response to this literature, the following study will highlight the central role of repression
for authoritarian rule. Against the argument that “repression is too costly a way to maintain
stability in the long run” (Gerschewski 2013: 21), I will provide evidence for how modern
authoritarian regimes lower the costs of repressive means by privatizing it. Repression
exerted by private actors has so far been rarely addressed in the research on repression. It is
meaningful when it comes along as a convenient and rather cheap compromise between
different elites in an authoritarian system. The following study will exemplify how
repression of civil activism is inspired initially by the economic interests of a local political
and economic elite, but would probably not be applicable without the long-term interests of
national rulers to exert preventive repression, i.e. to generally discourage people from
demanding political participation.

Furthermore, I will argue that environmental conflicts expose one of the most vulnerable
points within the authoritarian state order. Most often ecological problems cannot be as easily
understood. It generally requires expensive expertise that can only be provided by
independent state institutions or by very large NGOs. The scale of those independent
institutions would by far exceed the scale of independent organisations Russian rulers would
be willing to tolerate. Cynically spoken, apart from a rare whistleblower, a few journalists or
activists willing to risk their life for the public good, it does not need much to uncover
corruption, human rights abuses or an ineffective social policy. Luckily, those resources are
provided in many Russian regions. In order to uncover failing environmental policies, a huge
variety of non-corrupt scientific expertise is needed: physicians, geologists, chemists and
other scientists with access to reliable data and equipment. This is more difficult to maintain.
Vulnerability does not necessarily mean that the survival of Russia’s authoritarian order is at
stake because of the system’s incapability to produce a responsible environmental policy.
This would be too speculative to predict. But at least, it seems predictable that the Russian
state in its current design will probably continue to do serious damage to nature and cause
major health hazards to its citizens. The obstacles for a responsible environmental policy are

high.

Summarising the last two subchapters, the following study will collect evidence for three

theses:
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1) As regional elites increasingly exert repressions, a more and more standardized pattern of
systematic repression emerges. I will expose this pattern applied against environmental
activism.

2) Repressions are an important instrument for consolidating authoritarian rule. I will show
that repressions are not necessarily costly, e.g. if political elites manage to privatize them.
Cases of privatised repressions are rarely studied in the field of repression research.

3) Modern dictatorships allow small degrees of civic freedom in order to protect themselves
from failure. On the field of environmental policy, this system does not work, at least not in
the particular conditions of Russia’s authoritarianism. The system’s incapability to resolve
environmental problems causes major suffering to the people subject to the contemporary

Russian dictatorship.

2.2 Theory of repression

2.2.1 Definition of the term “repression”

A preliminary methodological question in the field of repression research is how to name it.
Some scholars think that the term repression is too morally loaded, too normative. They
recommend the term ‘“‘state control” as a replacement (Earl 2006: 139). Earl argues that
repression as such is not always socially harmful. If it is directed against fanatic and violent
political groups, it might be appropriate and desirable. I agree with the position that policing
political groups can be important and necessary in some cases, e.g. if they have a violent
agenda. However Earl’s suggestion to use the term “state control” lags behind one of her
major insights: repression cannot only be accomplished by the state, but also by private
actors. Furthermore, the repressive measures under focus in this study largely go beyond
“controlling” environmental activism. Most of the actions analysed here are severely
destructive and drastically violent in either psychological or physical terms. Thus, the term
“control” seems to inappropriately understate the analysed phenomena.

A second problem concerns the cultural connotation of the Russian word repressiya. In a
Russian context it seems ambiguous to talk about repression, as the equivalent Russian term
is often associated with mass executions and mass deportations in the Stalin era. The online
outlet ovdinfo.org that systematically covers the policing of political activism uses the term
“politpressing”. During my field research, I sometimes experienced that people did not
understand my question when I asked whether they became the target of a repressiya. In the
usage that is still widespread today, the term repressiya originates in the 1950s after Stalin’s
death in the Chrushchev era. The word is considered a euphemism that played into the hands

of the Soviet political elite. If people consider the dimension of Stalin’s crimes as the baseline
13



for their understanding of repression, it will be hard to condemn any less horrible civil rights
restriction. Therefore, scholars suggest that Stalin’s policies are more adequately
characterised as terror, whereas the term repression should be kept for a wider pattern of
authoritarian procedures (Guseynov 2019). I agree with Guseynov’s stand and will use the

term repression characterising the phenomena being the subject of the following study.

An often-quoted definition of repression originates from Stockdill: ,,Any action taken by
authorities to impede mobilization, harass and intimidate activists, divide organizations and
physically assault, arrest or imprison and/or kill movement participants.” (Quoted in Earl
2003: 45). This definition might however only hold true for the most obvious and
superficially visible parts of repressive actions. In practice, less violent forms of repression
are mostly used that are still very efficient and possibly damaging to activists. Furthermore,
this understanding does not take into account that not only state actors are responsible for
repressive actions. They can also be implemented by private actors. A broader definition of
repression provides Charles Tilly. He considers it as “any action by another group which
raises the contender’s cost of collective action.” (Quoted in Earl 2003: 46). This definition
is too general. It would also include the example of an election campaign digging up dirt on
an opponent. If this is done successfully, it eventually raises the cost of the opponent’s
election campaign. He or she is forced to formulate talking points in the answer to this smear
campaign. However, in the common understanding of the term digging up dirt on somebody
would not always be considered repressive; at least not if the elections pass in fair
circumstances.

I therefore suggest two expansions of Tilly’s definition. Firstly, the agent of a repressive
action has to be in a position of predominance in relation to the repressed actor. Secondly,
even if an agent of repressive actions is not necessarily a state actor, repressive actions
nevertheless resemble activities of the police or secret services.

For the sake of clarity, I reformulate a definition combining Tilly’s and Stockdill’s
understanding: As repression counts any action — either by the state or by hegemonically
powerful private actors — that aims to weaken protest movements by undermining the protest
movements‘ working conditions. One form of repression is direct (mostly state-based)
violence or, more generally spoken, the use of force. But repression is in no way synonymous
with that. On the contrary, more subtle forms of repression, so-called channeling, can be a
far more effective means. Even if repression is not applied by a state institution, most forms

of repression remind of policing methods (Earl 2006: 129-131).
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2.2.2 Analytical categories

Out of repression research several analytical steps can be distilled. Firstly, the agent of a
repressive action shall be determined. This agent shall be characterised in three manners: a
state actor closely tied to national political elites, state actor closely tied to local political
elites or private actors. Secondly, a repressive action is to be considered as either violent
coercion, or as channeling. Thirdly, repressive actions vary in their visibility. There are
actions that count as observable. They are either documented on tape, they can be verified
by official court or police documents or they are confirmed by reliable testimony, at best
from several independent sources. Apart from those observable actions, this study will deal
with a lot of events that have been — for very different reasons — unobserved. As I had no
access to sources close to the security organs, there are, supposedly, a lot of actions that
remain totally undisclosed for this study. During the interviews, an activist pointed out that
there might be some invisible efforts to create cleavages within the protest movement.
Another activist expressed certainty that his phone was tapped. However, they both could
not provide clear evidence. I will take into account that there could be a number of absolutely
unobserved repressive actions. This also means that this study works with a sense of
incompleteness and uncertainty. It cannot be precisely described how closely state actors and
private actors are watching the protest movement “StopGOK”. Apart from these totally
unobserved events, there are partly visible repressive actions that remain nevertheless rather
unobserved. A whole spectrum of half visible events can be laid out.

On the one hand, there are visible events lacking a clear causal explanation. Two weeks
before the municipal elections in Chelyabinsk, an independent candidate announced on
Facebook that he will withdraw from the ticket in his electoral district. As he is one of the
most active and visible figures among “StopGOK” activists, he might have had a good
chance to be elected. He explained that he will not have enough time to work as a city deputy.
This is however a questionable explanation. At first, he might have known his time schedule
before he considered his candidacy. Secondly, the electoral system in Chelyabinsk does not
force him automatically to become a member of the city council after winning an election.
At first, he would become deputy of the municipal council that plays more of a symbolic
role. Then, all municipal deputies of the city elect the deputies of the state duma which has
real influence on political decision-making. So, if he was elected to the purely symbolic
municipal council, the activist could just have refused to candidate for the city council. He
could have been put under pressure; but the facts are not openly disclosed. While doing field
research, I dealt a lot with similar phenomena. The outline of an important fact can be

grasped; however, the victim of a repressive action is unwilling to fully share or confirm. In
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most of these cases, the risks people would have to take would be too high, were they to
share their stories in their entirety. For instance, I struggled to reveal cases of people that
ended their environmental activism, as they were threatened to be dismissed form work (see
chapter 5.2). The difficulty to describe such cases is plausible and obvious. If somebody
receives serious threats to be fired because of her political commitments, she might also be
unwilling to fully disclose these threats as this could also lead her to being fired.

On the other hand, some repressive actions can only partly be explored. Apart from other
repressive measures they are well visible. However, they do not fit into the logic of Russian
independent media’s news coverage. They are observable but remain rather unobserved. This
can be due to different reasons. For instance, they might not appear important at first glance.
By entering Russian court buildings citizens need to show their passport and disclose to
which session they go. Court officials document this information. This can be an important
means to gather personal data of activists involved in a social movement. It can make people
shy away from visiting a court session. But it is hard to determine its exact effects. In other
cases, repressive measures are unobserved because they are too obvious. This might
particularly be the case for the Russian administrative law restricting the right to gather in
public. As the practice of sharply restricting public rallies and demonstrations in Russia is
rather widespread and has already a long tradition in the newest history of Russia, it often

remains undisputed.
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Collected data on repression can be analysed in the following matrix (Inspired by Earl 2006
132):

Force/ violence Channeling

Who is the agent of
a repressive
action?

State institutions
connected to the
national elites

State institutions
connected to local/
regional elites

Private institutions

Is the repressive
action observable?

Use of the military
or federal police
units to crash
demonstrations

Use of police force
to dissolve
demonstrations;
efforts to dissvole

an organisation (e.g.

with the help of the
foreign agent law)

Financing private
security forces that
use violence

Is it relatively/
absolutely
unobserved?

Use of secret
services’ capacities
to manipulate
movements

Using law
enforcement organs
in order to collect
information on
protest movements;
threatening activists
to legally persecute
them

A company
threatens to dismiss
employees who are
political activists

Is the repressive
action observable?

Propaganda
campaign against a
social movement in
the federal state
media

Refusing to register
independent
candidates for
elections, if they are
associated to social
movements

Media campaigns
against social
movements

Is it relatively/
absolutely
unobserved?

Restriction of
protests, allowing
protests only
under certain
forms and under
certain conditions

Private security
companies collect
information on the
participant of a
social movement

By characterising repressive measures in the following chapters, it will often be hard to
determine a single author of a repressive measure. We will often deal with forms of
cooperation. It should be kept in mind that this framework is not capable of putting all
phenomena into the right place. Nevertheless, it will help to understand the dynamics of
repression and of local politics in Chelyabinsk. The US-based sociological research on
repression and state control has provided few examples of private, non-state actors exerting
repression on social movements. In this study, private associations and enterprises will play
a crucial role. Their contribution might even be a decisive factor in successfully containing

the environmental movement “StopGOK”.

In addition, theory of repression provides several patterns for explaining repressions. It
encourages the investigation of the intent and effect of repressive measures. Five different
explanatory patterns will become relevant to this study:

1) The threat model suggests that social movements will be treated by repressive means if
established local, national or business elites consider them a threat. The model suggests that

a movement will be repressed when it uses a confrontational strategy, when undermines
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public trust into authorities and when, as a consequence, elites fear to lose power because of
the movement’s activities (Earl 2003: 52).

2) The weakness model suggests that movements will be repressed, the more vulnerable they
are. According to this theory, actors will be targeted when they can be repressed and
weakened by modest means; it will be repressed, if the costs are not too high (Earl 2003: 52).
3) The political opportunity approach highlights that repressive tactics change in respect to
the political cycle. The window of opportunity for certain repressive actions can open and
close again (Earl 2003: 56). The following study will expose how the need for repressive
strategies can vary in respect to election cycles and in regard of different states of the copper
mine’s construction period.

4) The approach focusing on law enforcement characteristics presumes that an important
reason for an actor applying repressive tactics is caused by its inner organisational structure,
by bureaucratic and hierarchic rules, rather than by a perception of threat (Earl 2003: 58).
This possibility was mainly shown by a scholar with access to FBI files. David Cunningham
examines the surveillance and persecution of the New Left by the FBI. He observes that
orders given from the centre to determine which political group is persecuted by which
intensity, often depends on a group’s name. This can lead to surprising results. In some cities,
radical political groups with high numbers of membership remain almost untouched,
whereas irrelevant groups are closely observed and infiltrated. To Cunningham, it seems “as
if the directorate allocated controls almost in an arbitrary manner, consistently threatening
certain inactive field offices, while all but ignoring others” (Cunningham 2003: 233). As this
study lacks any perspective inside repressive actors, it will not be possible for us to determine
which repressive acts are caused by an arbitrary bureaucratic logic or by power competition
between different agencies. Nevertheless, it is important to note that the special structure of
Russian law enforcement can always be a reason for the initiation of repressive actions.
Studies and news reports show that policing in Russia regularly produces surprising
outcomes and unexpected events. Certain characteristics of Russia’s state institutions, such
as the “hypercentralisation” (Titaev 2019) of law enforcement agencies might contribute to
the police’s flexible usability in repressive strategies against political opponents. In its
institutional architecture, the Russian court system is unusually hierarchic and obedient to
the presidential administration which makes it also potentially usable for political purposes
(Sokolov 2019a; Sokolov 2019b). Those institutional and legal preconditions that foster the
use of repressive strategies in Russia will be taken into account in this study.

5) Recent research on authoritarianism deals with preventive repression. This term describes

the task of the security apparatus to weaken political forces before they would become a
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threat to the whole regime (Dragu & Przeworski 2019: 79). Although Chelyabinsk is two
time-zones away from Moscow, where an uprising against the Putin regime would most
likely need to take place, the Russian security apparatus also considers some long-term

strategic interests while confronting environmental activism, as my data will show.

That eventually means that each repressive action becoming the subject of this study will be
analysed according to the following parameters:

a) Initiator of repressive actions: regional politics, economic elites or national elites?

b) Form: force or channeling?

c¢) Observability

d) Intents and effects of repressive actions

2.3 Applied research methods

The research for this study is based on a methodological triangulation of semi-structured
qualitative interviews, field observations and the interpretation of media material. In March
2019, I spent 10 days in Chelyabinsk in order to gather information. I recorded qualitative
semi-structured interviews with seven environmental activists and one local journalist. |
prepared for each meeting individually trying to focus on the person’s own engagement in
the movement “StopGOK”. Five of my interviewees are male, two are female. I will interpret
the collected material using the documentary method. The information given to me in
interviews will first of all serve as the factual base of this study. The cross-analysis will lead
to conclusions the activists themselves do not necessarily have conscious knowledge about
(Bohnsack 2007: 11-16). By adding those individual experiences and field observations, I
will put together a mosaic of the movement’s history. The interviews took between half an
hour and two hours. I mainly asked biographical questions. Those were focused on activists’
personal involvement in the movement StopGOK and on earlier political engagements:
,»How did you hear about the movement StopGOK? How did you decide to participate?” I
tried not to bring up the topic of repressions directly in order to give my interviewees the
chance to pick themselves topics they considered relevant. If the topic did not come up by
itself, however, I asked about experiences with police forces, private security forces or other
potential agents of repressive actions. Apart from that, I also interviewed people as experts,
1.e. asking for opinion and analytical conclusions: “Do you think citizens’ participation in
the movement was too small? If yes, why?”” During the interviews, I received a lot of hints
to factual information I later checked up in media outlets, studies and reports. Two exemplary

interviews are attached in the appendix of this paper.
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The final decision to focus this study on repression was only made following the impression
from my interviews. The interviews convinced me that this this is the most productive angle

for understanding the conflict.

How did I select the interviewees? StopGOK is an open informal organisation. It is not a
clearly defined entity. It has no clear leadership, but a rather open hierarchy. StopGOK
activists claim that their movement in vast parts consists of Chelyabinsk citizens between 30
and 60, the majority being women. This seems credible according to the impressions I got
from observing organisational meetings and to a broad check of users in their groups on
social media. Since 2013, different people have been in the movement’s unofficial core. At
the time of my field trip, different groups of the movement worked seemingly independently
from each other; Some were more concerned about municipal elections, others were more
concerned about organising rallies.

The number of participants in the movement can be counted in different ways. Activists often
mention a group “StopGOK” in the social network Vkontakte with about 30.000 members.
It is not clear what this says about levels of commitment. The largest authorized
demonstrations against the copper mine attracted several thousand citizens, between 3.000
and 10.000 according to different accounts. During the most intense phase of the battle in
2017, the movement had a leading organising nucleus consisting of just about a dozen people.
In order to choose potential interviewees, I looked for names of activists that appeared in
news coverage — in articles on ovdinfo.org and Novaya Gazeta. Via social media, I directly
wrote to those activists asking for interviews. I introduced myself as a journalist and as a
social scientist who wants to write a journalistic article on the copper mine conflict in
Chelyabinsk and do research on environmental conflicts in Russia. I considered this
journalistic article on Chelyabinsk as a further incentive for people to talk to me. Russian
social movements being repressed by the state often regard coverage of foreign media as a
means of protection. This turned out to be true. Activists that were legally persecuted in
March took photos with me and posted them on social media after my article was published
in the German weekly newspaper “Jungle World” (Latz 2019a, Latz 2019b). On invitation,
I joined strategy meetings. The observation of those inner debates on ongoing plans and
projects helped me to verify certain claims about the movement’s structure and gave some
insights on tactics to prevent repression in the daily work.

Furthermore, I got in contact with some of my interviewees on the street while I was

observing the movement’s agitation rallies.
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It was generally easy to get in touch with activists. But for several reasons it was not that
easy to agree on appointments. Firstly, as the movement is not linked to professional full-
time activists, people have only a limited amount of resources they can dedicate to activism.
People may not consider it as the most urgent in their daily planning to talk to social scientists.
Secondly, the movement had experiences with paid infiltrators that successfully manipulated
activists, undermined the movement’s moral purity. Those experiences, as one interviewee
presumed, made people hesitate to share information on their personal history and on the
movement’s structure. I tried to counteract this skepticism by transparency. I translated the
newspaper article I wrote into Russian and made it accessible on my blog (Latz 2019a).
Thereby, I tried to erase doubts about my intentions. The feedback of activists helped me to
correct factual mistakes and to initiate further discussions.

With regards to field observations, I studied the urban and geographic particularities of
Chelyabinsk and of Karabash, a monocity in the Oblast’ that exclusively lives from the
copper industry. By this, I aimed to better understand the city’s ecological hazards and to
observe how people experience public spaces, how they perceive politics, corruption and
environmental hazards in their everyday life.

I collected material from local and national newspaper, mainly material shared by local
activists on social media; which also helps to reconstruct the movement’s history; I also paid
attention to comments on social media. They often echo emotional and political dynamics at
different points of time.

In order to understand the impact of all-Russian networks of environmental organisations
and to get a broader picture on environmental activism in Russia, I conducted two interviews
with employees at the Greenpeace headquarters in Moscow. I conducted an interview with
an activist from Krasnoyarsk who works in a group that monitors air pollution. This
background knowledge helped to better understand common features of repressive policies

in the field of Russian environmental activism.

A methodological problem has partly been discussed already in the previous chapter: the
study can hardly take into account all relevant perspectives. In order to understand patterns
of repression, it would have been useful to talk to representatives of different state
institutions. However, my requests to meet representatives of the state, e.g. the nature
protection agency ‘“Rospotrebnadzor” remained unanswered. I had the chance to talk a few
times on the phone with a representative of the Chelyabinsk city parliament who runs an
ecological organisation close to the city administration. During these phone conversations,

he kept on asking me what kind of people I met in Chelyabinsk. In a distrustful manner, he
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suggested on the phone: “We don’t need foreigners around here who just come to the city in
order to write that everything is bad. We already know those.” After ensuring, that I am
neutral and do not represent anybody’s side, he agreed that we can meet. Then he delayed
our appointment several times while he kept asking me about my activities in Chelyabinsk
on the phone. Finally, he stopped answering to my emails and did not pick up the phone.
This was the closest I got looking for information from the local authorities’ point of view.
Lacking such insight makes it difficult to answer many interesting questions concerning
repressions. It is hard to determine any strategic pattern: How are activists chosen to be
legally persecuted, fined, or emotionally distressed? What is the strategic intent? It is also
difficult to disclose how the different state security agencies (FSB, Centre for Counteractions
against Extremism) collaborate with common police forces. It remains largely unclear how
oligarchs exert influence on the police force and on the city administration. As the
responsiveness of entrepreneurs and state institutions is so little, it becomes sometimes
difficult to verify the credibility of activists. It is often not possible to check the other side of
activists’ accounts on issues such as police brutality. In lieu of such verification, I will set
those accounts into perspective and context and thus explain their plausibility. That means,
I will check, whether similar repressive measures are applied in other parts of Russia. Few
studies investigate different aspects of the collaboration between state officials and
entrepreneurs (e.g. Volkov 2002 and Favarel-Garrigues 2011). In my analysis, I will discuss
aspects of those books, in order to put some indirect light on present-day political dynamics
in Chelyabinsk.

Journalistic articles that hint at certain conflicts between state institution, between regional
elites and national elites on the topic of environmental affairs mostly reveal sources that
spoke on the condition of anonymity. Therefore, the reliability of information given on this
condition stands half in doubt. I will make the sources of information in the fluent text (rather

than in footnotes) as transparent as necessary in order to reflect this problem.

3 Historical background

3.1 Environmental disasters in Chelyabinskaya Oblast’

Conflicts and poverty caused by environmental disasters are a central theme in the region’s
entire industrial history. Those disasters most often went together with political
mismanagement. Looking back into history, Chelyabinsk citizens find many reasons to
distrust companies and local government in regard to environmental affairs. The region’s
history partly explains why a strong enduring protest movement could emerge in

Chelyabinsk.
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3.1.2 Reckless industrialisation in the 1930s

Chelyabinsk is the biggest city in the Southern Ural region. It was founded as a cornerstone
on a trade route between China and Western Europe. As the region is full of precious raw
materials, such as coal, copper, gold and Uranium the region became a hotbed in the history
of Soviet industrialisation. The first mines were opened at the beginning of the 20th century.
The development was vastly accelerated with the implementation of the first five-year plan
in 1928. Stalin commanded the construction of a new city, Magnitogorsk, located
approximately 250 kilometers south of Chelyabinsk, still belonging to the administrative
entity Chelyabinskaya Oblast’.

The Soviets planned to build Magnitogorsk as a truly socialist city from scratch. The
evolution of this project was intensely covered by Soviet propaganda. It was more than a
strategically important economic factor; it became one of the most prestigious projects in the
first Soviet five-year plans. Magnitogorsk was supposed to become the leading example of
what the socialist society should look like (Schlogel 2017: 120). The history of Magnitogorsk,
as reconstructed in the study Magnetic Mountain (1995) by Stephen Kotkin, also reveals a
lot about urbanistic features marking Chelyabinsk. Magnitogorsk’s construction site was
located in mere nothingness, in the steppe. Close to many natural sources of metal, the centre
of the city became the gigantic steel plant. The factory’s territory reached 200 square
kilometers (Schlogel 2017: 119).

The construction of the city was entirely focused on the needs of the steel plants. With the
help of the shock worker movement and with different sources of forced labour, plans were
fulfilled in an astonishing pace. Workers built a dam in order to save water for industrial
production. While politicians and engineers stuck to an ambitious plan in building the factory,
a clear idea how the city itself should look like was missing. It was aspired to the “maximum
socialisation of urban life” (Kotkin 1995: 116). But politicians and architects had no clear
agreement on what that meant and how this should be achieved. Years after the steel plant
had started production, party apparatchiks still discussed whether the city should be built on
the left or on the right riverside of the dammed Ural river. In the meantime, workers and their
families gathered in different tent camps and improvised buildings. For years, around
200.000 people lived without schools and hospitals. Most of the streets did not have names,
which made it impossible to find persons. Electricity and sanitary infrastructure did not exist.
While public transport was restricted to one tram line and a dozen buses, many inhabitants
had to walk eight to ten kilometers from their barracks to their shop in the metallurgical

complex every day. The urban life in the socialist ideal was far less organised than in cities
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that grew over the centuries — if it was organised at all. The city was hardly perceived as a
town. It was rather perceived as an unrelated row of poorly developed settlements that were
hard to control. Reviewing the history of Magnitorsk also makes it clear that environmental
risks are not new to the region. Magnitogorsk was built in the steppe with little access to
water. It took its drinking water from the artificial lake that also supplied the metallurgical
complex. The factory also led toxic wastewater back to the lake. The result was an ongoing
health crisis. Typhus epidemics regularly appeared in Magnitogorsk (Kotkin 1995: 106-145).
As will be pointed out farther below, environmental activists in today’s Chelyabinsk fear that
they will be deprived of their drinking water source. This fear can be linked to collective
memory; it can be traced back to tragic events in the local history.

Kotkin‘s study also sheds light on an important political legacy. Political power was all but
controlled by the central Soviet Government. The factory was directly subordinated to the
People’s Commissariat of Heavy Industry (NKTP). In the 1930s the factory owned and
distributed 90 percent of apartments in the city. The factory organised a major part of the
public transport system. The factory’s major influence on the shape of Magnitogorsk was
visible on the city’s central square. The local headquarter of the communist party as well as
the house of soviets were under construction until the midst of the 1930s. The factory’s
administrative complex (as well as the building of the secret service NKVD) were finished
much earlier. Thus, it was obvious who ruled the city (Kotkin: 280-293).

This hegemony of the industrial complex — which is closely tied to the heights of the power
vertical — remains until today. As we shall see, big metallurgical and mining companies in
Chelyabinsk can hardly be made accountable by local lawmakers and local governments.
Their rights and duties are mainly determined by federal laws and its interpretation by federal
law enforcement services. Thus, until today the industrial complex in the Chelyabinskaya
Oblast’ exerts major influence in politics. Regardless of the many regime changes in Russia
since the 1930s, the basic architecture of power changed surprisingly little in Chelyabinskaya
Oblast’.

Another historic legacy that can be taken away from Kotkin‘s study concerns the biography
of ruling politicians in the region. Ruling Party officials were often involved in managing
the metallurgical factory. In this double role, party work was often neglected. Party officials
revealed that they were hardly informed about activities of different basic groups. The
communist party that was supposed to be a governing institution became thus a merely “the
same as factory administration” (Kotkin 1995: 324). Nowadays, there is a state and
governing structure in Chelyabinsk. In many cases, however, ruling political elites are

identical with industry representatives. Before becoming governor of Chelyabinskaya Oblast’
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Boris Dubrovskiy was the CEO of the Magnitogorsk Metallurgical Complex (MMK).
Dmitriy Fedechkin, from 2016 to 2019 head of the press service of the regional government
used to work the copper company RMK. After working as a vice-governor Oleg Grachev

became RMK’s vice-president for regional development in Chelyabinskaya Oblast’

(Shestakov 2019).

3.1.2 The region’s nuclear burden

Additional environmental catastrophes happened in the North of Chelyabinskaya Oblast’.
The secret city Chelyabinsk-40 that did not appear on maps until 1994 was one of the Soviet
Union’s major centres for the production of nuclear weapons. In the years after the Second
World War, the Soviet Union’s nuclear weapon program was overseen by Lavrentiy Beriya
who worked for many years as head of the secret service. Beriya applied reckless methods
in order to develop an atomic bomb as fast as possible. The facilities were mainly built by
convicted prisoners. Many leading scientists were found among prisoners.

In the Gulag, the Soviets also found some of the world’s most acclaimed scientists, such as
the charismatic Nikolay Timofeev-Resovskiy (1900-1981). Some scientists were thus saved
from starvation and sent to work in a number of secret cities responsible for the nuclear
program. Among them were also 200-250 scientifically educated German war prisoners
(Mick 2000: 95). To the fate of Timofeev-Resovskiy the writer Daniil Granin dedicated a
documentary novel. Timofeev-Resovskiy studied biology in Moscow and was sent to Berlin
in 1926 in a scientists’ exchange program. He stayed in Germany until the end of the Second
World War. In the 1930s the Soviet state increasingly interfered in the sciences. As the
agronomist Trofim Lysenko gained decisive influence in academia, it became outright
dangerous to do research on genetics based on Mendel’s theories. Many of Timofeev-
Resovskiy’s teachers and colleagues were deported and killed in this period. Even after the
Nazis’ seizure of power, Timofeev-Resovskiy remained relatively safe in Berlin. While
Lysenko detached the Soviet sciences from international cooperation and worldwide
standards, Timofeev-Resovskiy regular met with the world’s leading scientists, among them
Nobel laureates, the nuclear physicists Niels Bohr and Erwin Schrodinger. Immediately after
the second world war, a leading Soviet bureaucrat wanted him to work on behalf of the
nation’s nuclear program. However, he was accidentally put into prison by another Soviet
officer who did not know about his special skills. As a consequence, he was sent into the
Gulag. It took over a year, until his whereabouts could be tracked. As a dispelled non-free
citizen he started working in the secret city Chelyabinsk-70 doing research on the impact of

radiation on living organisms. Although many nuclear scientists involved in program were
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de jure prisoners, the academic freedom in those secret prisons was much larger than
elsewhere in the Soviet Union. While Mendel’s theory of genetics was still de facto forbidden
in the Soviet Union, Timofeev-Resovsky, who relied on it for his research, did not have to
fear interference (Granin 2003).

In the circles of dispelled scientists an amount of personal freedom could be restored, as it
was exceptional under Stalin’s reign: ,,One has to remark that in these times nuclear physicist
succeeded in liberating themselves [raskrepostit'sya]. Many of them already allowed
themselves to go to work with unbuttoned shirts and without ties, they played ping-pong
while being at work, let themselves inspire by the outlawed genetics, they were not afraid of
screaming at people in charge at a ministry.” (Granin 2003: 246).

Beria pressed to produce the first Soviet nuclear bomb in time for the public celebration of
Stalin’s birthday in 1949. Environmental and health concerns were entirely neglected. People
testified that they produced plutonium by their own hands (Kutepova 2017). The need to deal
with nuclear waste was entirely ignored. Nuclear waste was simply dumped into the river
Techa. From 1948 until at least 1952 a radiation dose of several million Curie was filled into
the river which was still used as source for drinking water. It affected many ecological
systems in the eastern Ural region, as the river Techa flows into other rivers that finally flow
into the Arctic Sea. After widespread health problems among the people living on the
riverside were remarked, 23.000 people were relocated from the area. The health hazards of
this high amounts of radiation cannot be clearly seen in statistics. Many people from the area
that died from leukemia were not registered as such. Deaths were often registered as either
car accidents or suicides. This practice of dumping nuclear waste into open ecosystems
cannot be blamed to a lack of knowledge on the material’s danger. Those dangers were more
or less well-studied at the time. Therefore, it must be considered as conscious irresponsibility,
as Shores Medvedev states (Medvedev 2017: 154-157).

On September 29th 1957, a major nuclear accident occurred in Chelyabinsk-40. It counts as
the third biggest nuclear disaster in history after Chernobyl 1986 and Fukushima 2011. A
container of nuclear waste exploded, after the cooling system was shut down due to
radioactive contamination of the cooling water. The explosion set free some special light
phenomena on the night sky that could be seen even in the city of Chelyabinsk (Medvedev
2017: 136-146). Authorities kept it secret, but it was impossible to hide it completely.
Immediately after the accident, hospitals in Chelyabinsk and Sverdlovsk (the present-day
Yekaterinburg) were crowded with radiation victims. The event could not be hidden away
from all the soldiers who liquidated the waste site after the blast, although they were urged

to never talk about this mission. The food production in the Ural was shut down, products
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were thrown away. People in the region had to stand in line to receive food which led to
protests and demands for explanation (Medvedev 2017: 177-179).

Under secrecy the Soviet leadership established research centers in the region in order to
examine biological life in a highly radiated environment and to research health hazards of
radiation. In the late 1950s and in the 1960s, most of this research was classified. Scientists
worked in isolation from the scientific community. Their contact to the outside world was
subject to strong regulations. Nevertheless, it did not remain beyond the grasp of the larger
Soviet scientific community what kind of research was done in Chelyabinskaya Oblast’. At
some point, it was allowed to publish academic papers based on radiation data collected in
the Chelyabinsk area, if those papers passed censorship. In corporation with censors,
scientists covered up where exactly their research data originated. In the 1970s the Soviet
biologist Zhores Medvedeyv, forced into exile in 1973, tried to prove that the event really
happened. Therefore, he reviewed the Soviet Scientific literature on radiated wildlife. By
doing this, he found an unnamed highly radiated territory appearing again and again in Soviet
radiation studies. He could exclude that it is an artificially built territory. By summing up the
described circumstances of the area, he gained good confidence to claim that it is located in
the Ural (Medvedev 2017: 19-49). Medvedev’s work became a milestone in the discussion
on ecological damage of the Soviet industrial policy.

In the wake of perestroika, the Soviet authorities officially confirmed the accident. In the
1990s, the causes and the legacy of the blast were widely debated and gradually
reconstructed by nuclear scientists such as Zhores Medvedev, Vladislav Larin and Vladimir
Kuznetsov (Lavrin 1999). An estimated number of 10.000 liquidators worked in the
immediate aftermath of the disaster in order to contain the radiated area. it is not entirely
clear how these liquidators’ health was affected in the aftermath (Medvedev 2017: 157).
The legacy of nuclear contamination has further consequences on Chelyabinsk until today.
It contributes to the region’s relative shortage of high-quality drinking water because water
sources close to Ozersk cannot be used. This does not concern the river Techa alone. The
city’s area also includes the highly polluted lake Karachai. That lake is said to cause the
Eastern Ural Radiation Trace [Vostochno-uralskiy radioaktivnyy sled]. That means that the
lake’s radiation constantly spreads in the whole region because of birds fishing in the water
and the moor surrounding it. It is not entirely clear how long the state-owned Russian nuclear
energy corporation Rosatom struggled to build a confinement for lake Karachai. A source of
the US secret service CIA claims that as early as the 1960s camp prisoners convicted to long
sentences were sent there to build walls around the lake with poor technical means. Those

prisoners were supposedly detained in a camp isolated from the city. They were called
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nasmertniki, which freely translates as die-sooners (Medvedev 2017: 151-154). Officially,
this construction project began in 1986. In order to disconnect the lake from the groundwater,
it had to be surrounded entirely by concrete. Like the sarcophagus in Chernobyl, this is a
huge technological challenge and very expensive. It was completed in 2015.

Since the 1990’s, the existence of the city that today is called Ozersk is officially confirmed,
but it remains closed. Only people who are registered in the city can enter it. The industrial
complex still produces nuclear weapon systems. As a consequence, the secret service still
pays special attention to it. The industrial complex has become slightly less secret. In recent
years, it shared records of former employees with scientists to do research on the long-term
effects of radiation (see for example N.A. Koshurnikova et al. 1999). Today Chelyabinskaya
Oblast’ tries to preserve the memory of the catastrophe. The state archive collects written
memories of former liquidators that worked on the blast site (Bochkareva et al. 2016) The
state company Rosatom has also established a society council [obshchestvennyy sovet], an
institutionalised forum where environmental experts and civil activists can make their voices
heard in front of the company’s leadership.

In 1999, the human rights organisation Planet of Hope [planeta nadezhd] emerged in Ozersk.
It played an important role in making public several accidents in the radio-chemical factories.
Its members shed light on major accidents in 2007 and 2017 the factory management tried
to hide. Ozersk has a high rate of cancer cases. Occasionally, a causal link between the cancer
and nuclear radiation can be scientifically established. In some of these cases, human rights
lawyers assisted local citizens in going to court seeking for reparation. As Ozersk is
particularly protected in the name of national security, it is easier to control and repress civic
activism. In 2004, the FSB banned sociological research in the city. According to information
gathered by environmental activists, the Mayak factories have a special payment system
rewarding employees for being silent about critical incidents. If employees do not report
breakdowns, they receive bonuses every month — an incentive to shy away from being on
alert. Even though it is not publicly known how this reward system works in detail, it can be
seen as a measure to suppress critical information. In 2015, Political and economic elites
worked together with law enforcement authorities in order to dissolve civic activism in the
city almost entirely. Planeta Nadezhd was registered as a foreign agent. Moreover, the federal
state TV-channel Rossiya24 published reports in which Nadezhda Kutepova, the head of
Planeta Nadezhd, was suspected of spying. Fearing immediate arrest and persecution, she
immediately left the country (Kutepova 2017). The discrediting campaign against her echoes

methods from the Stalin era when people were publicly accused of similar crimes: either of
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spying or of organized wrecking on behalf of enemy nations. Especially in industrial

monocities, such campaigns were widespread and made large circles (Kotkin 1995: 334).

3.1.3 The region’s ecological burden caused by copper mining
The city Karabash is located in the north west of Chelyabinskaya Oblast’. As of January
2020, one of two active copper mines in the Oblast’ is located in Karabash. The city reveals
a huge ecological burden. People often mention it as a symbol for the ecological catastrophes
in the region. In the 1980s leaves fell as early as in summer due to the air pollution coming
from the mine, from the refinery and from the mountains of toxic waste that encircle the
whole city. In 1989 the factory was closed due to bankruptcy. As the copper factory was the
only relevant employer, nearly all 50.000 inhabitants left the city. In 1997 the mine was
reopened. It is now part of RMK’s portfolio (Kustikova 2017a).
The city centre is surrounded by gigantic mining waste dumps, black mountains that are
almost half as high as the natural mountains in the area, as I saw when I visited the city in
March 2019. The toxic dust that comes from those waste mountains remains a significant
ecological hazard. After the bankruptcy of the state-owned copper mine, the new owners did
not need to purchase the waste mountains that were accumulated in decades of mining. The
local authorities are responsible for large parts of the waste mountains. Thus, the company
cannot be made accountable to contain the ecological catastrophe (Blokov 2018: 143). In a
very modest scale, RMK plants trees, grass and greenery on them in an effort to prevent toxic
dust to spread in the city. Nevertheless, the vast majority of the hillsides are simply black.
The city’s urban order is similar to Magnitogorsk. Mine and factory are located right in the
center. A straight alley, the Ural Liberation Street, runs parallel to the factory’s territory. This
road was once supposed to be the pride of the city, the centre of proletarian life. Next to the
entry to the factory are the ruins of a cinema, not far away there is a public bath house. In
front of an artificial lake that covered by black and grey ice, when I visited the city, there is
small tribune where party appartchiks used to take the salute of parades. Along this former
main road, children use ruins of former houses and administration buildings as playgrounds.
Many empty houses have been burnt down to ashes. Most of today’s 11.000 inhabitants live
in small wooden houses located somewhere between the factory and the waste dumps. Most
of the streets are located at the foot of black mining dump hills in grey landscape. In terms
of architecture, the industrial mono-city looks like a poor village. Public infrastructure is
weak. The police unit and a facility of the Ministry of Internal Affairs — surrounded by fences
and netting wire — count to the biggest buildings and to the modest number of stonewalled
buildings.
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And yet there is also a public library, a local online media outlet called “The Karabash
Worker” that reports on pollution caused by the copper factory. There is a hotel attracting
guests who go hunting and hiking in the mountains nearby.

Since the early 2000s the regional ministry of ecology published pollution data stating that
the factory’s pollution is steadily decreasing. A paper published by North American scientists
in 2016 suggested the opposite. The scientists used pollution data obtained by NASA
satellites to track unknown sources of sulfur dioxide pollution. In Russia, they discovered
three high-scale industrial sources of air pollution that were undeclared so far; one of them
is the Karabash copper mine. With the help of satellites scientists received estimated
pollution data that were seven to ten times higher than the official data released by the
Chelyabinsk’s ministry of environmental affairs (Gorkavyy 2016; McLinden et al. 2016).
This officially undetected amount of pollution leads environmentally sensitive citizens to
further distrust the regional government in its official estimations on health hazards of
industrial projects. It increases and strengthens opposition against new copper mines. In the
past, StopGOK activists also made an educational trip to Karabash. It serves as a negative
image; it is the incarnation of the object people want to prevent in the outskirts of

Chelyabinsk.

What can be learnt out of the area’s complex environmental history? The significant air
pollution in Magnitogorsk, the complex radiation heritage in Ozersk and the black waste
mountains of Karabash account for an aspect of the Soviet Union’s characteristic economic
policy that significantly contributed to the country’s collapse: an unconditional focus on the
promotion of heavy industry (Kornai 1992: 383-386; Peterson 1993: 19-23; Allen 2001).
People in Southern Ural suffer until today from the consequences of continuous reckless
exploitation of the heavy industry’s resources. Yet the industry and also the heritage of
environmental pollution in the region create a need for scientific and legal experts in the
region. There is a need for the experts that know how to contain the consequences of the bad
decisions of the past. These experts became an important resource for civic protests against
the copper mine. Chelyabinsk itself is an industrial city; the city’s class of engineers,
chemists, geologists, hydrologists — today’s version of nuclear scientists playing pingpong
and defying Stalinist rule — as well as lawyers specialised on environmental law are a crucial
resource for the movement. It was built around technical experts, such as Andrey Talevlin,
Yuriy Cherkasov, Nadezhda Vertyakhovskaya, Sergey Denisov, Sergey Belogorokhov who
can comment on the ecological consequences of Tominskiy GOK in a scientifically

sophisticated manner.
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3.2 The origins of privately orchestrated violence

Almost all forms of repressions that are going to be discussed in this study reveal a close
collaboration between private entrepreneurs and law enforcement officials. The origins of
this tight collaboration can be found in the Soviet Union’s economic crisis in the 1980s and
the emergence of the free market economy. The particular forms of repression exposed in
this study cannot be understood without considering this historical context. An insightful
account on those processes is provided by Vadim Volkov in his study on violent
entrepreneurship [silovoe predprinimatel‘stvo, 2002]. Volkov analyses the role of organised
crime and private security firms in the formation of Russia’s free market economy. Violence
entrepreneurs, Volkov argues, were filling a void that would actually have to be fulfilled by
the state. His analysis starts by tracing back the origins of organised crime. According to data
from the Russian anti-corruption police, most of the caught criminals were men born
between 1965 and 1970. They finished their military service when Gorbachev’s reforms
already allowed free trade. Jobs in the traditional state socialist economy were badly paid;
traditional Soviet career paths did not work out anymore. Working in a criminal group,
“offering protection” to small market agents, i.e. blackmailing them, was more attractive
(Volkov 2002: 16-18).

One important origin of criminal groups were sports clubs, especially martial arts. In the
Soviet Union before Perestroika, professional athletes had a privileged life. Many of them
worked as officials in the military or in the defense ministry, as the main sport clubs “Dinamo”
and “SKA” were attached to the KGB and the army. With the Soviet Union falling apart
those secure jobs disappeared. Groups of men who knew each other well and who were well
experienced in using physical force had to find new jobs. As they already had a network built
up in sports, it became an option to start up criminal groups. Something similar holds true
for Afghanistan war veterans. They returned from the war in groups and without a promising
career perspective, but highly experienced in using violence (Volkov 2002: 19-32). Among
a pool of competing gangs, criminal groups earned money by convincing businesses that
they could protect companies from being blackmailed by other criminal groups. They also
chased unpaid debts and put pressure on debtors.

After the fall of the Soviet Union and the implementation of the 100-day-program
introducing the free market economy, the need for violence entrepreneurs rapidly increased.
Markets were growing and the privatisation of state enterprises expanded. This eventually
led to a rise in the number of conflicts between market actors. During the emergence of the

free market, the Russian state could not fulfill some of his essential tasks. The free market
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economy was implemented in such a velocity that there was no time to adapt laws regulating
market competition. That led to many conflicts among entrepreneurs the state could not
resolve, as there were no clear legal grounds to manage those conflicts; fraudulent
bankruptcy and insider trading were not explicitly illegal until 1997 (Favarel-Garrigues 2011:
168). If businesses were deceived by such practices, they could not rely on courts to undo
their damages. The study Policing Economic Crime (2011) by Gilles Favarel Garrigues

exposes many examples of treacherous, but legal market practices:

An export business for example, could purchase raw materials at the local market price /that was
highly state-subsidised, often cheaper than the production costs, L.L.], persuade an official to
grant an export license and then sell the commodity at the going price on the world. This method
was particularly widespread in the Ural [...]. (Favarel-Garrigues 2011: 115)

He quotes a Soviet entrepreneur proudly revealing his strategy of creating legal loopholes:

“When we founded ‘Interquado’, there was no law on joint-ventures. When we turned it into a
limited company, officials had no idea what that meant. To be ahead of one’s time: that’s what
enterprise means.” (Favarel-Garrigues 2011: 119)

To businesses, it was much cheaper and more effective to rely on trustful violence
entrepreneurs than to rely on the state. Law enforcement services and the judiciary branch
were often unable to protect them from bandits or from betraying market actors.

After the fall of the Soviet Union, organised crime was increasingly challenged by private
security firms. An important step to solve the problem of informal protection was made
unintentionally in 1992. After the failed coup attempt against Gorbachev in August 1991,
Russia’s president Yeltsin feared that something similar could happen to him. In order to
weaken the security apparatus, he split up the Soviet Security service KGB into several
agencies. By 1995, 14 competing institutions were in charge of security and intelligence
(Volkov 2002: 189). Thousands of intelligence service employees [siloviki] were dismissed.
In order to offer an alternative job perspective to those dismissed agents, Yeltsin legalised
private security firms. About 50.000 former security service and law enforcement agents
were hired by private security companies. Especially secret service agents became important
actors on the market. About 2.000 former KGB officials were even running security firms.
For a few years, it was even explicitly legalised that acting security service officials could
work as consultants to private companies. All this led to less visible, more professional forms
of private violence. Many firms were founded by former security service officials working
with security service methods. First, they gathered information about all market actors in
order to be able to tell their clients whether they are reliable business partners or not. As they

mostly had personal ties to courts and law enforcement system, Siloviki had the connections
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to make the justice system work in favour of their clients (Volkov 2002: 185-197). This

illustrates an example from Favarel-Garrigues’s study:

The most common practices involved using contacts inside the administration to monopolise
access to information, sideline competitors or obtain unwarranted advantages. I personally
attended three auctions at which shops were sold off;, all of which were characterised by a flagrant
disregard for procedure [...]. The third was attended by several bidders, one of whom,
surrounded by scowling bodyguards, persuaded his rivals to withdraw. (Favarel-Garriques 2011:
243)

This shows two main resources FSB agents can offer to entrepreneurs: access to
professionalised violence and access to secret information inside state authorities. In the
Soviet Union, a central task of the FSB was to control the entire bureaucracy and to keep as
much information on it as possible. Therefore, former security service officials can help to
manipulate such biddings. They most probably know how and whom to bribe.

The copper industry plays an important part in the history of violent entrepreneurship in the
Ural. Volkov*‘s book contains a brief case study on the criminal group Uralmash that is said
to have controlled more than 200 enterprises in the Ural region in the 1990s. The group
managed to keep control over the machine construction factory “Uralmash” when the
company defaulted in 1991. After regular and intense street battles and shootings in the early
1990s, Uralmash controlled more than 200 companies and 12 banks in Yekaterinburg. The
group foresaw the changes in the sphere of violent entrepreneurship and adapted early. It
invested its gains into private security firms, thus legalising its assets step by step.
Furthermore, it founded a political movement, donated to election campaigns of the
Sverdlovsk governor Eduard Rossel” and to Yeltsin’s reelection campaign in 1996. At least
since 1993, it tried to create an image of itself as a civilised force that will strengthen
democracy in Yekaterinburg. As a consequence, Uralmash authorities could uphold their
influence. Probably, Yekaterinburg’s leading organised crime group is tied to Russian Copper
Company (RMK) [Russkaya Mednaya Kompaniya], created in 2004. RMK is the holding
company of ZAO Tominskiy GOK responsible for the mining in the outskirts of Chelyabinsk.
This can be concluded out of the fact that Uralmash’s most important economic assets was
the copper processing business, as Volkov reveals referring to FSB reports (Volkov 2002:

174-179).

The connection between Uralmash and RMK ist still in need for explanation. Igor Altushkin,
the founder and majority owner of RMK, is rather discreet about his biography. According
to information shared in the media, he was born in 1970, which makes him part of the

generation that was most involved in organised crime in the 1990s. He is known as a major
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donor to the Orthodox church and to martial arts clubs. He opened his first metallurgical
business in 1992 in Yekaterinburg. The early start of his entrepreneurial career, his year of
birth and his reported affinity to martial arts make it plausible to assume that he had some
ties to Uralmash and to organised crime, even though direct evidence is scarce. Undoubtedly,
the practices of Uralmash — the investments into private security firms, manipulative PR
efforts and the use of violence — foreshadow the techniques RMK will use in its conflict with
StopGOK.

Another important takeaway from Volkov’s study: Private security firms were particularly
widespread in Chelyabinsk. 150 firms were registered in 1997. That is three times as much
as in Nizhnyy Novgorod, a town of similar size (Volkov 2002: 198). The numbers hardly
surprise, as Chelyabinsk is a centre of economic activity. The fall of the Soviet Union meant
also a major downgrade for security service activity. Magnitogorsk lost its status as a closed
area, Ozersk was transformed from a secret city, an officially non-existent spot, to a closed
city. This probably entailed that many special agents were dismissed at the time; this created

a large amount of potential employees.

Volkov comments that the privatisation of security services de facto equalled a confession
that the state’s monopoly on violence fragmented (Volkov 2002: 217). A crack in the state’s
monopoly on power exists until today in the Urals, as the following chapters will show. Even
though some particularities of the legislation on private security firms have changed in the
meantime, it can be assumed that the playbooks of KGB and FSB had a big influence on
corporate identities and corporate practices. Presumedly, this influence keeps on persisting.
The chapters 4 and 5 will show evidence that RMK might still use services similar to the
ones provided by private security firms with close connections to law enforcement
institutions. Media occasionally report on the hidden wealth of siloviki, e.g. on second-rank
officials owning real estate in the European Union (Shmagun et al. 2019; Markhovskaya et
al. 2019) make it plausible to assume that silovki still offer services to private companies.
Moreover, FSB officers have — in some cases — the right to retire between the age of 40 and
45; whereas the exact retirement rules for them are undisclosed (Khachaturov 2018). This
young retirement age incentivises looking for follow-up jobs in the private sector. Since a
few years, the private market for violence in Russia is growing again, as investigative
journalists revealed. This market profits from the growing amount of war experienced
soldiers fighting in Ukraine and in Syria. Agents, most of them apparently based in Saint
Petersburg, offer to connect those war-experienced strongmen with politicians or businesses

that want to repress opponents (Yapparova 2019).
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As this chapter has shown, entrepreneurs do not only make use of privatised security and
intelligence services in order to repress social movements opposing them. It is also a useful
asset to gain inside knowledge on administrative bodies and state authorities. The copper
mining business largely depends on successful interactions with state authorities. In order to
open up a mine, an entrepreneur needs to purchase land, receive licenses and conduct
sociological reviews. Inside knowledge on the decision-making processes within the state

authorities simplifies all those processes.

3.3 Brief summarising history of the StopGOK movement

In 2012, plans to build a copper mine on the margins of Chelyabinsk became public. At this
point, Chelyabinsk already had a community sensitive to ecological topics. It was a central
spot of Russia’s critical societal expertise on nuclear policy. In 2010, a movement was built
in order to prevent plans to build a road through the city’s forest. When experts heard about
the plans, they started fighting for transparency. They forced RMK to make their exact plans
public. 20km away from Chelyabinsk’s city centre two open mining pits — 500m and 300m
deep — are supposed to be dug. One of the biggest concerns of environmentalists is the impact
on Chelyabinsk water reserves. The mining process will demand huge quantities of water,
which is already rare in the city. Furthermore, the mine will set free toxic sulfur dioxide dust
that affects Chelyabinsk air and water quality, especially the quality of Chelyabinsk’s single
water reserve located only a few kilometres away from the mine. Sulfur dioxide dust causes
heart and lung diseases. It can have a poisoning effect still dozens of kilometres away from
its origin. In Murmanskaya Oblast’ in 2017, copper mining caused 100 cases of polluted
water on 16 different waterbodies (Raznikova 2019: 16).

Furthermore, the holes of the copper mine complex are only a few kilometres away. The
holes can exert influence on the territory’s tectonic equilibrium. The mechanical digging can
cause cracks and splits under the water reservoir. Through those splits the water reservoir
could drain. This would deprive three water preparation factories of water.

When the project became public, activists from Chelyabinsk spent their weekends agitating
in the villages closest to future construction site. A social movement against the copper mine
emerged. It went by the name StopGOK; GOK meaning Gorno-Obogatitel ‘nyy Kombinat —
a factory site that combines a copper mine and a processing plant.

Local experts reviewed those parts of RMK‘s project documentation they had access to.
Coordinated by StopGOK activists, more than 4.000 people filed a collective lawsuit against

the construction plans. Before the regional elections in autumn 2014, governor Dubrovskiy
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stopped the project temporarily. He ordered a separate ecological audit at a university in
Yekaterinburg that was finished in 2016.

In 2015, the NGO For Nature [Za Prirodu] that coordinated a lot of StopGOK efforts in court
was declared a foreign agent. As such, the organisation was regularly fined and finally
liquidated.

Nevertheless, StopGOK’s support was constantly growing. According to an opinion poll
from 2016 conducted by the state-controlled Russian Public Opinion Research Center, the
majority of Chelyabinsk’s citizens opposed the construction of the copper mining complex
near Tomino and Tominskiy.

In June 2017, the construction of the copper mining complex near Tomino started. StopGOK
activists considered this construction as illegal as the courts have not finally decided on the
project’s lawfulness. They called the police but could not stop the forest clearances in the
area. Activists tried to occupy the forest designated to be the copper mine complex’
construction site. Those efforts failed. Private security staff showed up, destroyed the tents,
attacked activists and chased them away from the territory. From this point on, violence
entrepreneurs — some of them war-experienced soldiers — regularly threaten and intimidate
StopGOK activists coming close to the territory. Criminal charges against activists were
raised. But so far, as of January 2020, no StopGOK activist has been convicted.

A key strategy of social movements based in the Russian hinterland is trying to attract
Moscow’s attention, especially the attention of the presidential administration. Scientific
experts connected to StopGOK were regularly traveling to Moscow in order to talk to the
direction of the Nature Protection Agency. The topic was brought up in the Presidential
Council for Human Rights and in a meeting of Putin with Yavlinskiy, head of the liberal
party Yabloko. Chelyabinsk’s regional political elite has been found either unwilling or
unable to support the movement’s demand. In 2017, Putin headed to his reelection.
Environmentalists hoped that he could turn down the project as an act to appeal to voters.
When Putin came to Chelyabinsk in November 2017, the conflict was in its most undecided
stage, which also drastically increased the level of repressions. Activists who wanted to stand
in picketing points at that day were blocked form leaving their car by law enforcement
officials. At the same night, Vassiliy Moskovets, one of the StopGOK’s inofficial leaders,
was surprisingly called by Vladimir Putin. Putin explained to Moskovets that he read their
petition. He claimed to share their worry. He announced a change in legislation that would
undermine RMK'’s strategy to seek legal approve for the construction project. For social
movements, it is difficult to say how they can achieve their goals. Being legally right or even

winning in court often does not equal with winning the fight. Decision-making within
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Russia’s political and economic elite is often too opaque. Outsiders often do not know how
to exert influence on it. But receiving a call from Putin can mostly count as a strong asset,
as Russia’s dictatorship is highly personalistic. Indeed, Putin’s words sounded promising.
But StopGOK was cheated. The law promised by Putin was established. However, it was
enacted only from the beginning of 2019. RMK finished the approval processes for the
copper mine in 2018 (Kustikova 2018).

In 2019, StopGOK activists tried to run for the Chelyabinsk City council. From 2014 to 2019,
the council was completely dominated by United Russia. StopGOK had no allies within the
legislative power. Many candidates, publicly known as figures of StopGOK, were not
registered to the vote. Due to a complicated voting system, no candidate of the non-systemic
opposition made into the City Council.

The mine will probably be opened at some point in 2020.

At least, StopGOK succeeded in increasing the costs of RMK to build the copper mining
complex. Due to their pressure, work at the mine was at least delayed for some years.
StopGOK has also fostered an increase of civic engagement in the city in various spheres.
Thus, it developed from a social movement to a city movement in the sense of Clément
(Clément et al. 2013: 14). Many StopGOK activists started to be active in the movement
“Chelyabinsk, Breathe!” fighting against air pollution mainly caused by Chelyabinsk
metallurgical factories. Activists from both movements share experiences among each other.
While being committed to the StopGOK movement, citizens also became inspired to join

protests against the Putin regime organised by Naval’nyy supporters.

4 Channelling protest

4.1 The primary repressive means in environmental conflicts: hiding information
4.1.1 StopGOK’’s fight for information

The first repressive measures against citizens’ protests took place before the social movement
StopGOK emerged. Officials and business elites tried to undermine protests against the
copper mine by simply being silent about it, by keeping secret as much information as
possible. Chelyabinsk’s urban society first heard about the construction project in 2013. This
happened by pure chance. In the following, they had to sue ZAO Tomniskiy GOK to receive
the detailed construction plans.

The closest village to the future construction sites is Tominskiy, around 20 km away from
Chelyabinsk’s city centre. In Tominskiy and other villages nearby, RMK presented the

construction project in public hearings, as required by the law. Except for the villagers,
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nobody knew about those hearings. Thus, no environmental experts and no oppositional
politicians were present. The eighty persons that were present at the first hearing in 2012,
overwhelmingly consisted of local villagers. One villager was a member of the liberal
oppositional party Yabloko. He forwarded information on the copper mine to his party
colleagues in the region’s capital.

Yabloko is neither represented in the city council, nor in the Oblast’ parliament. But it has
environmental experts in their rows. Andrey Talevlin is one of them. He teaches
environmental law at Chelyabinsk State University. Furthermore, he is a member in the
societal council of Rosatom, an institution that allows civil society representatives to raise
critique on the company’s environmental policy. Talevlin also runs an environmental
advocay NGO called For Nature [Za Prirodu]. As an experienced legal expert, he knew what
could be done to stop the mine. He got in touch with local journalists to spread information.
In December 2013, For Nature hosted a public hearing on the copper mine project with the
expertise of independent engineers.

The association continued to gather scientific expertise on the environmental impacts of the
proposed copper mine. Different documents required legal battles in court. One of the most
remarkable conflicts evolved around the detailed project documentation [proektnaya
dokumentatsiya], a document that would have been needed in order to provide a scientific
expertise with a bigger value in court. By law, ZAO Tominskiy GOK was obliged to provide
it. The association sued ZAO Tominskiy GOK asking the company to publicly release it.
Although, in January 2016, a court ultimately ruled in favour of StopGOK, this did not work
out. The mining company refused to follow the ruling. A brief criminal investigation against
Tominskiy GOK’s director was opened up for perversion of justice, but quickly terminated.

The documents have still not been released (Kustikova 2017b).

Environmentalists accuse RMK and the state officials who conducted the expertise of using
a legal loophole. There has never been a study on the ecological complex as a whole. Instead,
six different ecological professional evaluations on isolated parts of the complex were
drafted. Activists could only enforce the release of two ecological studies provided by the
state. Activists with geological and chemical expertise approached the Russian nature
protection agency Rosprirodnadzor who conducted the research in order to demand the
publication of all available information. The agency is a centralist organ whose leadership is
based in Moscow. Activists presented their doubts on the conducted studies twice in the

agency’s Moscow headquarters. Rosprirodnadzor officials recommended they go to court.
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Nadezhda Vertyakhovskaya, technological expert sympathising with StopGOK, had the
chance to read some of the unreleased studies. She accuses RMK of having provided false
data for the expertise. The dangers could be underestimated in official state evaluations.
There has never been an officially commissioned expertise on the impact of the copper mine
on Chelyabinsk’s water reservoir, as Vertyakhovskaya emphasises in a correspondence via

Facebook in November 2019.

4.1.2 The legal basis for discussions on ecological risks

Legal standards for the organisation of public hearings are defined in the executive order
N372 written by the State Committee on Environment Protection [prikaz N 372
Goskomekologii RF]. The ten-page document leaves many ambiguities that favour the
builder of a facility with a major ecological impact.

The degree of transparency does not only depend on the company itself. The first part of the
executive order regulates that the process of studying ecological and social impacts of an
intended construction project needs to be coordinated with the local city administration and
with the responsible Nature Protection Agencies. That means, an important reason for the
lack of transparency can be seen in the lack of political competition on the local and regional
levels in Russia. In a more competitive political environment, the work of local
administrations and state agencies would be better controlled by oppositional deputies who
must be granted information on decision-making processes within the executive branch. In
Chelyabinsk this lack of political competition is prominently fostered by the abolition of
mayoral elections. Chelyabinsk’s mayor is appointed by a commission which is appointed
by the governor of Chelyabinskaya Oblast".

Chelyabinsk’s city council is elected in two steps. The “Chelyabinsk law on municipal
elections” requires independent candidates to collect signatures from 0,5 percent of the
registered voters in the electoral district.? Municipal constituencies vote for municipal
deputies in a first-past-the-post voting that represent a certain city district [rayon]. Each
district elects seven deputies for the city council (see “rules of the Chelyabinsk city council”
§1.3).2 This two-step system favours Russia’s ruling party as it requires a broad institutional
base for election victories. By a majority among municipal representatives, access to the city

council can be refused to popular opposition politicians. Oppositional groups are too severely

See §22 of the Chelyabinsk election law: http://chelyabinsk.izbirkom.ru/vybory-i-
referendumy/vib2019/oms2019/zak/ (accessed 15 February 2020)

Available online at: http://www.chelduma.ru/reglament-chelyabinskoy-gorodskoy-dumy (accessed 15
February 2020)
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subjected to repression, before they would manage to gain an institutional base large enough
to make them competitive.

When oppositional candidates all over Russia won regional and local elections in 2013, the
system was made less accessible to system outsiders. Candidates were obliged to collect a
large numbers of signatures among their constituents in order to take part in an election. The
number of the needed signatures was significantly increased after 2013. For regional
parliamentary elections, signatures of 3 percent of citizens registered in a constituency have
to be collected (Kynev et al. 2019: 11). In order to collect those signatures, independent
candidates often need to work with a big professionalised supporter staff. Only if candidates
run under the protection of the power vertical, they can be sure to fulfill all bureaucratic

requirements.

Order N372 requires that a construction project with ecological impact must be announced
in an official gazette published by the local administration (according to segment 4.3),
whereas spreading information on the construction project in media outlets or in the internet
is optional (segment 4.4). A technical and scientific report on the project must be accessible
to citizens for 30 days (segment 4.10), leaving the possibility for hiding it again after those
thirty days. Citizens can voice concerns on the construction project. Those concerns have to
be documented. This gives many opportunities to undermine the accessibility of information.
In the extensiveness of Russian territory, it is uncertain that information published and
announced in a small village will reach independent environmental experts. There is no
central register of public hearings taking place in Russia. The environmental advocacy group
Bellona tries to track as many public hearings as possible. That only works with the support
of grassroots activists. Their record shows that technical and scientific reports are most often
not provided in electronic form.* The company planning the construction site is free to decide
whether they want to organise a survey, a referendum or public hearings (segment 4.3).
Decisions made during the public hearings must be written down in the protocol (4.8). From
the builder’s perspective, organising public hearings is the most convenient option. It gives
the builder the possibility to control discussions. In practice, the location of the hearings for
a contested project is often crowded by ardent supporters of the project that are suspected to
be on the builder’s payroll (Tarasov 2019b; Kustikova 2017b).

Another problem concerns the weakness of the Russian nature protection agency

Rosprirodnadzor. As exposed by Ivan Blokov in a recent study on environmental protection

4 Bellona‘s records are available online at https://bellona.ru/obzor-slushaniy/ (accessed 07 Dec 2019)
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that is based on his field experience as a Greenpeace employee. The weakness of
Rosprirodnadzor lies in its lacking autonomy, as well as in its small budget. He describes
that “logic arguments work less and less” inside the agency (Blokov 2018: 275). Instead of
that, according to Blokov’s experiences, decisions are often made based on the influence of
important cabinet members of the federal government regardless of their portfolio. Blokov
has also experienced that industrial businesses have channels to make themselves heard
inside the agency; their interests are taken seriously (Blokov 2018: 275-276).

If Rosprirodnadzor did not thoroughly check RMK ‘s aspirations to build a copper mine, an

important cause might also have been its lack of personnel:

“One inspector of the federal nature protection institutions, according to the public register of
objects having a negative impact on the environment, is responsible for 52 objects he needs to
control. In addition to that, those inspectors have still other tasks: giving out licenses,
organisation of ecological expertises. One also has to remark that their register keeps on
expanding. From March 2017 to March 2018 the number of objects on the list increased by 200
percent.” (Blokov 2018: 295)

Keeping in mind that such an object can be an entire industrial plant, a mine or a wastesite,
each having very different and complex environmental impacts and where each supervision
requires very specific expertise, the task to check on 52 objects seems to be unrealisable to
a single person. In Chelyabinsk the situation is far worse. According to a state report
published by Chelyabinsk authorities in 2017, the Oblast’ has slightly less than 200,000
objects that are supposed to be checked. It has 28 inspectors for all those objects (Blokov
2018: 296).

The agency’s budget is poor. An average salary of a Rosprirodnadzor employee is about
40.000 rubles (about 600 Euro). The number of state officials in almost all kinds of its sectors
has continuously risen in Russia since the consolidation of the Russian state in the late 1990s,
especially the law enforcement services have multiplied. Conversely, the environment

protection services have even slightly shrunk (Blokov 2018: 297).

This policy of hiding information can be analysed in the framework of repression theory as
— in the words of Charles Tilly — it ,,increases a contender’s cost of action®. At first, it
deprives civil activists of time. In a sphere that is full of deadlines defining when lawsuits
against construction projects can be filed, time is a crucial resource. The later
environmentalists discover a construction project they might want to oppose, the less chances
they have to act against it. In some cases, construction projects are publicly discovered only

when workers appear at the construction site (Golunov 2018; Girin 2018). Moreover, it
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increases the costs as it requires expertise on the field of environmental law — a relatively
rare resource in Russian civil society, as many of my interviewees emphasise.

The agents of the repressive measure are both local business elites (the management of
RMK), as well as responsible state officials on the local and on the national level (the
direction of Rosprirodnadzor). It cannot be entirely reconstructed who else has been taking
part in preventing plans from becoming public. It is likely that the RMK management agreed
on such a major industrial project with the Oblast’s political leadership, at least on informal
grounds.

As far as intent and effect of the repressive measure are concerned, it is best explained by
the weakness model and by the political opportunity model. Based on the current
environmental legislation, it is relatively easy to hide information if political and business
elites are closely tied. Opposition is not presented in the Regional parliament and in the
Chelyabinsk city parliament. Therefore, it is easy to prevent oppositional politicians from
making requests to state agencies and to shed light on decision-making. The opportunity
model can be plausibly applied because hiding information is clearly linked to the first stage
of political conflicts. If it is not successful to prevent protest by suppressing information,

actors most likely think about applying further methods.

4.1.3 Excursus: fight for information in Krasnoyarsk

As a primary feature of repressive policy, the suppression of information is applied in
practically all environmental conflicts in present-day Russia. In an interview with Vladimir
Chuprov who runs the energy program at Greenpeace taken on the 19th of February 2019 he
explains that new oil drilling projects are often just announced in local print media outlets in
the communities close to the drilling spots, which can be located far away in the subarctic
Tundra. Thus, for Moscow-based environmental watchdogs, it is often impossible to detect
newly planned projects, or it is due to pure chance. Eventually environmental activists often
miss the time frame when it is still possible to fight against a new drilling project. The same
can happen in the rather densely populated territory of Chelyabinskaya Oblast’. On the 25th
of November 2019, the community of Chelyabinsk’s environmentalists discovered that
RMK plans to build yet another, a fourth copper mine in the region when Talevlin posted the
information on his Facebook page. This was after the end of the 30 days during which

interested citizens could have read the project documentation.

The strategy is prominently applied in conflicts about air pollution. This can be observed on

the example of Krasnoyarsk. The city is home to one of the world’s largest aluminium
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production sites. The air is notoriously poisoned. In the late 1980s, inhabitants of villages
close to the aluminium factory went on hunger strikes in front of the Krasnoyarsk party
committee and demanded relocation (Tarasov 2019a). As late as in the wake of Glasnost’ in
the late 1980s, the Soviet Union installed compulsory surveillance systems that documented
the contribution of distinct factories to air pollution (Peterson 1993: 21).

Until today, the regional government is reluctant to acknowledge air pollution as a problem.
Krasnoyarsk’s ministry for environmental affairs publishes live pollution data on its website
krasecology.ru. At first glance, the data looks useful and sophisticated as it discerns 28
different substances in the air that potentially cause health hazards and measures at 11
different stations.

However, it is not possible to download the data for free. For data collected throughout a
year, the Krasnoyarsk governments charges about 200.000 rubles. This is a high price to pay
for data, environmentalists actually distrust. The first struggle of environmentalists thus
consists of forcing the government to acknowledge that the air in Krasnoyarsk is really
poisoned. Krasnoyarsk’s citizens perceive a high degree of air pollution. Smog and its
intensified form called “Black Sky” are periodically visible in the air of Krasnoyarsk. Once
in a while, if the city administration gives its permission, people take to the streets to protest
against air pollution. But little can be achieved as long as the region’s political leadership
does not acknowledge the problem. Referring to a non-accessible set of data, politicians
simply declare that the amount of air pollution is within the norms.

After a protest rally against air pollution on the 18th of March 2017, participants decided
that they need to consolidate resistance to the government’s negligent environmental policy.
A group of people started building a network to measure air pollution. It is called Nebo
Community [nebo.community], “nebo” meaning “sky”.

I interviewed an activist of Nebo Community, Igor’ Shpekht, on the 18th of March 2019.
According to his explanations, the group started experimenting with different kinds of
measuring devices and eventually succeeded in setting up a network of devices. Much of the
technology is imported from China. When China started to bother about its air quality, it
invested into new measuring technology. The prices for this technology dropped. Grassroots
groups of environmentally concerned people can now afford this technology. For one device
Nebo Community pays about 5.000 Rubles. This includes the measuring device and a small
heating device that make it work in the cold Siberian Winter.

All data are broadcast on the website “nebo.live” and communicated on Instagram. In
contrast to the data gathered by the ministry of ecology, Nebo Community’s measuring

devices can only discern one substance: particulate matter [tverdye chastitsy]. A substance
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often produced in the process of burning. It contains nitrate and sulfate; it is a general
indicator for air pollution, as it is produced by electricity plants based on coal, by transport
and by heating devices.

The mere collection of independent information is met by the state with hostility. In several
ways, regional authorities tried to stop the group from collecting and publishing data. Nebo
Community was prevented from consolidating as a legal person. In order to do this, the
authorities ordered that they need to register all measuring devices in a special register. The
state agency demands 1 million rubles to register just one device. By building up this obstacle,
the local government creates a reason not to acknowledge the independently gathered data.
Responding to Nebo Community data, it simply states that the data are based on non-certified
measuring technology. Explanatory power and informative value also depend on the position
of the measuring devices. Nebo Community is not free to install them wherever they want
as the state does not allow them to put devices on public land or on state buildings. They can
only put devices on the private balconies of their supporters.

After Nebo Community started broadcasting data, the state tried to close the project entirely.
Igor Shpekht, one of four initiators of the project, was sued for implementing a measuring
system without license. In court, the lawsuit was rejected. As of January 2020, Nebo
Community still exists.

In order to understand how seriously political elites take the fight for information, it has to
be taken into account that the mere collection of data, as done by Nebo Community, is only
a preliminary step in the process of producing politically and socially relevant information.
It requires some expert knowledge to draw conclusions from the respective data. Nebo
Community’s data set allows to observe when the air quality is particularly bad; for instance,
in which seasons of the year the air pollution increases. But it hardly allows to draw
conclusions about what kind of industry is mainly responsible for pollution, as it does not
single out any specific substances.

Nebo Community cooperates with a University in South Korea that analyses its data. Their
conclusion is that the burning of coal is largely responsible for the Black Sky phenomena in
Krasnoyarsk. This leaves many questions still unanswered as coal is either burnt in the city’s
most widespread heating systems and by the coal power plants in the outskirts of
Krasnoyarsk.

Nebo Community has achieved some successe in the fight for information. Igor Shpekht
explains that the ministry of ecology had no measuring stations installed in Krasnoyarsk’s
city centre. After Nebo Community started measuring the air quality, the government

implemented more devices. Nevertheless, publicly accessible expertise on environmental
44



issues is rare in Krasnoyarsk. It is difficult to draw conclusions on how environmental
policies need to change. It is difficult to determine responsibility of Krasnoyarsk’s different
factories — be it electricity production plants or metallurgical production sites. Citizens living
close to the metallurgical factories suspect that their urban districts have higher cancer rates
due to emissions coming from one of the world’s largest aluminium factories. By law the
Krasnoyarsk aluminum factory has to explain and justify its environmental policy in public
hearings every seven years. The management has to lay out how they aspire to minimise
ecological damage. Those public hearings are an opportunity for citizens to raise critique on
the company and demand changes. As such, the hearings indicate what is publicly known
about a company and what is not. The most recent hearings took place in October 2019.
Concluding his impressions from those public hearings the Novaya Gazeta journalist
Aleksey Tarasov writes: “During the hearings ‘Novaya’ is quoted many times: either [articles]
on technology, on taxes, or on cancer rate statistics raised by us. The metallurgical
representatives never knew what to answer or what to object. This is a terrible feeling — when
the fate of a city is discussed based on newspaper articles, rather than on reports given by

experts, scientists, engineers and physicians.” (Tarasov 2019b)

4.2 Exerting media control

4.2.1 Independent local media

Closely related to the strategy of suppressing information is the restriction of free media. In
Chelyabinskaya Oblast’ most of the local media are either owned directly by the state or they
are owned by members of the political elite and thus also represent the government’s point
of view. Exceptions can occur in case of disagreements within the ruling elite. These
disagreements are mainly represented in the form of smear campaigns against singled-out
actors. For Chelyabinsk citizens without regular access to the internet, it seems impossible
to get neutral and balanced news on their home region. On the 23th of July 2019, I
interviewed Galina Gorina, a retired hair dresser engaged in the StopGOK movement. When
I asked her to describe how she joined the StopGOK movement, she linked this indirectly to
her access to the internet:

At first, | heard that laws are broken. [...] in the internet. At the beginning, I could not maturely
deal with it. In 2010, I married a second time. We started learning to use computers together. He
makes the technical work. I write posts and comments. In the internet, we started seeing what
happens. If I walk on the streets, it was quite clear that there is a difference between reality and
what they show in television. In 2015, I retired. My pension is 6.000 rubles per month. That is
as much as I have to pay for the rent. I was diagnosed with Diabetes. That means, I need
medication. But they did not have anything. Time after time, if you live through all this on your
skin, you understand [...]. And more often and often I was reading up in the internet.
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Irina Poletavkina, whom I interviewed on the 11th of March 2019, explains that in 2015 she
purchased a dacha on Chelyabinsk’s water reservoir, only a few kilometres away from the
future construction site of the copper mine. At the time, the construction plans were already
public for two years. The movement opposing the complex had gained strength and
momentum already; thus the proposed copper mine would have been a question vital enough
to make it to major local news. Yet Poletavkina had not heard about the construction project
before she purchased the dacha. She is not reached by relevant news that concern a major
personal investment and would likely have altered her decision to buy property. This
illustrates that the media landscape in Chelyabinsk tends to report insufficiently on divisive
issues.

Local newspapers in Chelyabinsk struggle to reach a state of economic independence. The
city’s most prestigious local daily newspaper Chelyabinsk Evening went bankrupt in 2016
and is since controlled by a government holding. Until 2017, there was an independent
newspaper called Obzor which has been bought by the Chelyabinsk government. On March
the 6th, I interviewed Vladimir Pisanov, a journalist and businessman in the media sphere,
especially in the sphere of corporate publishing in Chelyabinsk. He explains that media
outlets can only survive economically if they receive protection from an important economic
or political actor. In order to receive this kind of protection, they must be available to
represent this actor’s points of view.

On March the 7th, I interviewed Mariya Shramenko, the editor-in-chief of the online news
outlet 74.ru. She shares Pisanov’s view on local media outlets’ lacking independence. As the
two exception she considers her own employer and Znak.com. 74.ru belongs to the Moscow-
based media holding Hearst Shkulev Digital that owns several local news stations in the
Russian Federation. The editorial board consists of 12 journalists. All of those editors have
a certain focus, such as crime and justice. But portfolios are not strictly divided. The staff is
so small that everybody has to cover all topics.

After reviewing 74.ru articles, it is fair to assume that 74.ru is relatively independent in its
coverage. No significant local or national actor determines the editorial tendency. But 74.ru’s
small budget has an impact on the outlet’s quality. The coverage on StopGOK and on the
proposed copper mine, however, is fragmentary and incomplete. The site’s archive does not
contain all important ecological news in recent history.

Mariya Shramenko takes pride in the fact that 74.ru regularly criticises the local government.
As an example, she mentions events in autumn 2018. The city was afflicted by a wave of
steady smog. The local government could not remain as silent about it as in the winter before

because it was facing an election. As the local government tried to react, it exposed its own
46



powerlessness: The minister for environmental affairs held a press conference on a waste
dump claiming that it is mainly responsible for the current wave of air pollution, whereas it
counts as most likely that the smog is caused by the city’s metallurgical industry. During his
appearance, he was asked why he would not rather talk at one of the city’s metallurgical
factories. He had to acknowledge that those companies are not obliged to let him enter their
territory. Indeed, environmental protection agencies can only enter a company’s territory
with a prosecutor’s permission. That complicates the management of spontaneously
emerging ecological crises (Blokov 2018: 397). 74.ru crititcally reported on the wave of
pollution, as Shramenko remembers: “we quarrelled [rugat‘sya] for two days with the
government based on our reporting. Our governor attacked us very hard. That’s how we live.”
Shramenko does not shy away from criticising regional elites. During the interview, she even
dropped names of high-ranking regional officials she suspects of taking bribes

The site’s coverage becomes more cautious regarding the federal government, Putin or the
FSB. The outlet extensively covered the explosion of a building in Magnitogorsk on the 31st
of December 2018. It questioned the event’s official version given by Russian Law
Enforcement Agencies. After Moscow-based independent media outlets reported that the
explosion might have been caused by a terrorist attack, 74.ru also investigated and repeatedly
criticised lacking transparency on the side of the Investigate Committee and the FSB. 74.ru
was using its language more carefully than Moscow-based media — such as baza.io or
Novaya Gazeta. For instance, it avoids using the word “terrorist attack” [terakt]. Being a
local journalist in Chelyabinsk means to obey a set of unwritten rules and to an opaque
regime of self-censorship; it is difficult and sometimes dangerous to balance the
contradicting forces at play.

As far as 74.ru’s coverage of environmental policy is concerned, Shramenko identifies two
main obstacles. Firstly, resources are lacking. Secondly, industrial companies are not
cooperative at all. Among the twelve members of the editorial board, nobody was in charge
of the ecology portfolio at the time when I visited Chelyabinsk. Shramenko explained that
she used to oversee it herself until her recent promotion. When being responsible for ecology,
she had to deal with a lack of resources. For instance, she lacked useful background
knowledge: “The topic is difficult as there are many nuances. All factories are different, with
different technological processes and with different emissions. Some emissions might look
horrible, grey and dark, but they do not necessarily cause extreme damage. There are also
completely invisible and odourless substances which are much more dangerous than any

others.”
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74.ru mostly covers political and economic affairs on a day-to-day basis. But they also
publish longer articles from time to time. Shramenko says that she used to work on a bigger
report on the state of the environment in the region. After two months of research — talking
to oncologists, studying statistics — she abandoned the project. “I did not manage to develop
a broad picture. I did not manage to find a story”, she explained.

As a journalist she mainly has to rely on data and knowledge that is publicly available. Her
options to cover certain ecological topics are heavily restricted by the policy of suppressing
information, as exposed in the previous chapter. In her experience “you meet a lot of
resistance. Nobody likes that you talk about [environmental issues]”. She suspects relevant

information behind closed doors:

There might be [a high rate of] several illnesses in our region, asthmatic or neurological illnesses.
But I could not get access to those data. Maybe there are secret data somewhere. The big
companies have their medical departments. All of their workers’ files are secret. It would be
interesting to look into those files. But I simply could not get this insider information. And I did
not want to cover something in a superficial way because I understand that not everything is that
smooth. So far, I did not manage to grasp some kind of serious aspect.

According to her reporting experience, Chelyabinsk’s big companies behave in a largely
“non-transparent” [zakrytyy] manner. They quickly answer to requests, but those answers

are very short, they do not contain valuable information.

,»To find out what happens there, is practically impossible. They do not invite to any serious
factory inspections. They give comments very reluctantly. They do not implement any kind of
transparent activity. They send press releases announcing some kind of record numbers. One
metallurgical company once announced that they installed filters [on their chimneys]. A few
months ago, another company announced that they were investing a lot of money to improve
cleaning processes. But they are only saying this. Nobody can control them. Even some control
agencies cannot enter the factories.*

Freedom of the press implies not only that journalists are not censored. It also implies that
the state and socially relevant firms can be obliged to share relevant information. By refusing
cooperation with journalists, companies can easily undermine free press coverage without
using direct coercion. In an effort to put further pressure on Chelyabinsk’s industrial
companies to release information, Shramenko used the same strategy that we see among
activists: bringing the conflict to Moscow, competing for the attention of the Russian
President (or at least the Presidential Administration). In the Winter 2017/2018, the smog in
the city was particularly perceivable. Shramenko was present at a public performance of
Vladimir Putin at a media forum in Kaliningrad on the 2nd of March 2018. Shramenko was

given the opportunity to ask a question:

,»When people walk on the streets, they cover their noses with scarfs because of sharp smells. In
kindergartens, walk-outs with children are cancelled. We do not open the window. Otherwise,
our apartments would turn to gas chambers [...]. Industrial companies have installed filters to
clean up their emissions. But they only turn them on the days of your visits. And there is yet
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another nuance, if you allow. In the last five years, emission quotas increase and increase in some
magic way. That means, at the moment they only emit half of what they would be legally allowed
to [...]. As a consequence, we have an ecological catastrophe. People are escaping from a
contemporary megacity. The regional political leadership [vlast’] and law enforcement agencies
take a passive stand on it, they justify this by the lack of real instruments to act and implement
some kind of pseudo-measures. The question is the following: How to find solutions with
industrialists? Who should do this and how?*®

Putin answered that it would not have come to his mind that filters are only used during his
presence. He promised that he would look into the matter. Shramenko’s appearance was aired
in the state-funded regional news channel Rossiyal Yushno-Ural‘skiy, although the TV-
channel skipped Shramenko‘s rather drastic description of the city’s air pollution. As a
consequence, she was called by the press agent of the company Chelyabinsk
Metallurgicheskiy Kombinat. She recalls that he was infuriated. He blamed her that she
would understand nothing about industrial processes but admitted to have not explained the
company’s environmental policy properly to her. The press agent proposed a visit of factory
that eventually never took place.

Although Shramenko claims that 74.ru tries to investigate the ecological impact of
Chelyabinsk’s big metallurgical players, the site’s coverage on environmentalists seems
rather biased. The site has done an interview with Vassiliy Moskovets, one of the most
prominent StopGOK figures in 2017 during one of the most intense stages of the fight against
the copper mine. Nevertheless, Shramenko expresses doubts on StopGOK movement’s
authenticity: “I don’t think it is entirely unfounded that some people accuse them of playing
someone’s cards. I, for instance, do not understand who finances them.” She mentions that
the costs to hold meetings are rather high. They need to rent a sound system and microphones.
She says that she never noticed that Sop GOK seeks to raise funds. Furthermore, she refers
to a trustworthy source among state officials who claims to have information about StopGOK
working on someone’s payroll. She does not know whose payroll this could be. “I don’t have
facts. I only have questions without answers,” she says.

The suspicion seems justified given the fact that pseudo-movements sometimes show up in
Russia in order to manipulate public opinion in the interests of either the state or certain big
companies. In the case of StopGOK, however, it is easy to refute this assumption. Pseudo-
movements rather resist scrutiny; involved persons decline to give interviews and websites
only offer incoherent information. However, StopGOK’s activists openly expose their
structure and hierarchies. The information given by different players within the movement

is consistent and reveals little contradictions or ambiguities. Most actors can reasonably

5 Avideo of the conference can be found here. Shramenko’s appearance starts at minute 39:00:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VyAH5ss1nw0 (accessed 10 February 2020)
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explain why they are concerned about the copper mine. They refer to earlier civic ecological
engagements, as for instance engagement to preserve Chelyabinsk’s inner-city forest. On
request, activists explained to me that they fund their budget themselves and StopGOK’s
spending is indeed affordable for private persons who earn slightly more than the average

salary in Russia. The movement does not rent offices or employ professional campaigners.

4.2.2 Disinformation

Disinformation can be defined as “misleading information that has the function of
misleading someone” (Fallis 2015: 413). Its ultimate purpose is to spread confusion among
political opponents, maybe to initiate internal conflicts and to weaken them in some way.
Practices of disinforming modern media societies were increasingly developed by the Soviet
Union’s secret service KGB in the Cold War era. One of its most striking success is the
spread of the conspiracy theory that the US government might have invented AIDS in order
to suppress its vulnerable minorities. After having invested a long-term effort into spreading
this story, these allegations were widely reported in Western newspapers in 1986 and 1987
and remains an influential conspiracy theory even decades later (Boghardt 2009). With the
liberation of public discourse in Russia in the 1990s, disinformation became a tool more and
more applied inside Russia, in elite conflicts, in electoral competition and, more generally
spoken, as a tool to preserve power (Bekbulatova 2018).

Reading articles on 74.ru, it quickly becomes obvious that RMK regularly buys
advertisement on 74.ru. However, RMK’s management does not influence 74.ru’s coverage
of ecological conflicts, as Shramenko insists. Her colleagues from the advertising department
who deal with RMK are even based on the opposite end of the company’s office. She is not
familiar with details of the PR partnership, she says. RMK pays for a subtle form of native
advertising among 74.ru articles. The articles written by RMK’s press office are marked as
such only at the end of an article. Small red letters indicate “Company news” [novosti
kompanii]. The advertising articles are integrated into the same subsections 74.ru puts the
articles written by his own editorial board. By using the search engine for 74.ru’s website,
PR articles and genuine journalistic articles equally appear on the list of the results. They are
not tagged differently.

The PR articles often appear as genuine press articles and refer to political events in their
first lines: a statement by a minister of the federal government on Chelyabinsk’s prospering
economy, a governor’s visit in a mining community. Thus, it takes some effort to discern a
journalistic article from marketing. An exemplary article covers the visit of Chelyabinsk’s

governor Aleksey Teksler to the city Karabash whose most important employer is the copper
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mining complex Karabashmed (see chapter 3.1.3). The article reads as a field reportage and
contains many pictures with a fresh green lawn. The impressions are highly selective as the
city is actually surrounded by black mining waste dumps. The article extensively covers
RMK ’s investments into the social and ecological infrastructure of the city.®

By doing internet research, I was often confronted to what activists described to me as
“information blockade” [informatsionnaya blokada]. RMK spreads articles written by their
own press agency in all of Chelyabinsk’s local online media, as well as in the Southern Ural
edition of federal news outlets. The consequences are favourable search engines results for
the company: Internet researches probably lead to articles written by RMK employees.
Independent information on ecological topics often remains isolated in the internet. In order
to find it, a usual search request with the help of key words often proves little helpful. In
order to find valuable information, it is often necessary to look for a single specific article
by already knowing the author’s name and the website’s domain. Valuable accounts are often
hidden on the Russian blogging service livejournal.ru or on some pages in the social network
Vkontakte. Conventional search algorithms often pass over them.

This strategy of search engine manipulation can be seen as a strategy to prevent the
consolidation of civil protest through social media and digital infrastructure. A number of
such strategies are described in Peter Pomerantsev’s book This is Not Propaganda (2019).
He particularly focuses on the use of bots and cyborgs — automatic social media users that
are built in order to spread certain hashtags and create the illusion of a strong popular voice
in favour of certain elites (Pomerantsev 2019: 74-82). Bots and cyborgs might also have been
used to attack StopGOK activists. Boris Zolotarevskiy, interviewed on the 9th of March 2019,
recalls: “In social networks appeared a group advocating Tominskiy GOK. They were
ridiculing StopGOK activists. They had two favourite protagonists, Vassiliy Moskovets and
me. They made this informational attack. It went so far that they uploaded pictures showing

my girlfriend and me.”

The copper mine conflict in Chelyabinsk is also covered by a small media outlet calling itself
freepressa.ru or Centre for Free Journalism [tsentr svobodnoy zhurnalistiki]. It is unclear
who owns it and who determines the editorial policy. According to data on the site’s Youtube
channel and on Facebook, the site has a very small audience. But it is the most productive
multiplicator of misleading information about the StopGOK movement. Its accusations are

also repeated by other, more independent media. The site’s main editor, Maksim Rumyantsev,

6  Available online at: https://74.ru/text/gorod/66283558/ (accessed 26 November 2019)
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is interviewed as an expert by the public broadcasting services in their television pieces on
StopGOK.

By reviewing a small sample of articles that appeared on freepressa.ru as well as on similar
online sources, a few arguments against StopGOK activists are repeated again and again: (1)
StopGOK is funded from abroad. They act in the will of an unknown, but most likely foreign
force. (2) Its activists are brutal, dubious people with an unsteady lifestyle. (3) StopGOK
activists have no reputation as ecological experts, probably not even an ecological education.
Rumyantsev’s articles often focus on one chosen ecological activist. He puts in doubt the
accuracy of his or her CV, for instance he expresses disbelief that someone has really an
academic degree; he expresses disbelief that someone is able to make his ends meet by his
professional activities, thus insinuating that his lifestyle is funded by an actor in the shadow.
Some articles Rumyantsev shared on his personal Facebook profile have been deleted in the
meantime. In Summer 2017, he apparently tried to expose StopGOK as a frantic separatist
movement keen on violence. Those articles vanished from the website. The site seems to
keep articles with angles that are misleading in a convincing manner. Rumyantsev’s articles
rarely contain blatant lies, at least not lies that can be easily refuted, but subtle misleading
information and subtexts designed to change the conversation — away from the actual
ecological conflict. The subtlety of disinformation would not work if Rumyantsev’s articles
were not supported by other repressive measures. For instance, it is relatively coherent to
denounce someone as acting on behalf of a foreign power if the concerned person has ties to
an NGO that was declared a foreign agent by the ministry of justice (see chapter 5.1).
Something similar holds true as well for the pattern focussing on StopGOK activists’
supposedly unsteady lifestyle. Some StopGOK activists claim that they were threatened to
lose their jobs if they continue to be active against the mining complex (see chapter 5.2). If
this is true, Chelyabinsk’s business and political elites themselves create the instability in the

life of activists that is eventually exploited in attempts to spread disinformation.

The disinformation campaign against environmental activists seems to have two major target
groups: committed environmental activists and their sympathisers on the one hand, as well
as a broader, more general audience on the other hand. Among environmentalists,
disinformation seeks to spread confusion, fear and, at best, seeks to raise conflicts within
StopGOK. Reviewing discussions on social media, it becomes clear that it is often not easy
for engaged and sophisticated environmentalists to recognize disinformation. In 2015, for
example, an article was shared on social media that contained quotes by a dean of

Chelyabinsk University. The dean explained that StopGOK activist Andrey Talevlin will no
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longer teach at his faculty (Rumyantsev 2015). Activists shared this article presuming that
Talevlin lost his job.” Talevlin was forced to deny this. In fact, he worked at another faculty.
The person interviewed for the article had no power to release him from his duties.

Thus, this article spread confusion. But it also can evoke fear and outrage as the possibility
of an environmental activist losing his job is realistic. Talevlin himself explains that he was
pressed by his employer when I interviewed him on March the 4th: “There were threats. The
man [Sergej Fedorovich Likhachev, L.L.] who is now the [regional] minister for ecological
affairs worked at my university. We are colleagues at different faculties. He supports the
copper mine in Tominskiy. He complained about me to the dean of my faculty.” To
environmental experts (and also to non-experts) who in 2015 were contemplating to speak
up publicly against the copper mine, Rumyantsev’s article signals that speaking up could

have severe personal consequences.

Environmental conflicts in Chelyabinsk have also seen the emergence of the parody
movement “Antismog”. My efforts to get in touch with its representatives were unsuccessful.
After I sent an e-mail, the organisation’s president Mikhail Makhov called me several times
in order to investigate what I was doing in Chelyabinsk. He delayed appointments repeatedly
and finally did not answer to phone calls and written questions. During the phone calls,
Makhov said that Antismog has an office in the city centre and at least one employee — a
former StopGOK activist. It is hard to determine the organisation’s exact purposes and goals.
Makhov’s interrogative tone on the phone implies that collecting information could be a
purpose. It is probably no coincidence that Antismog employs a former StopGOK activist.
Although the employee’s contact to the movement broke, this special perspective of someone
who knows StopGOK from the inside can be strategically useful.

An analysis of the organisation’s website antu-cmor.pd reveals another purpose. It has
hardly been updated since the spring of 2018 when the organisation “Chelyabinsk, Breathe!”
was created. It is strongly allied to StopGOK, citizens are often involved in both movements
and leading figures share experiences and prepare strategies together. In Spring 2018,
“Chelyabinsk, Breathe!” publicly demanded the relocation of some of the city’s biggest
industrial sites in order to improve the city’s air condition. It also installed devices to measure
air pollution. With the help of those devices “Chelyabinsk, Breathe!” could prove that the air

quality in Chelyabinsk degenerates on the weekends when the federal nature protection

7 On 30 August 2015 Nadeshda Kutepova wrote on Facebook: “Please share. The pride of

Chelyabinsk was forced to stop teaching at university because he leads an NGO declared ‘foreign agent’.
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agency Rosprirodnadzor shuts down its official devices, as the antiair-pollution activist
Dmitriy Zakarlyukin, interviewed on the 5th of March, points out.

The homepage antu-cmor.pd appears to be designed to mislead internet users searching for
information on “Chelyabinsk, Breathe!”” and on civic activism in the context of air pollution.
Many features of the homepage are similar to the website of ,,Chelyabinsk,
Breathe!* (chelbreathe.ru), for instance the prominently featured offer to directly chat with
or talk to one of the organisation’s activists. On its website, Antismog asks to report smog
clouds. For this purpose, two phone numbers are prominently posted on the website, yet
neither works. At the bottom of the website it lists partner organisations, mostly Australian
companies whose names contain the syllables ,,eco® — creating the appearance of foreign
funding. This gestures to state media’s propaganda against foreign agents. The homepage is

apparently designed to frustrate people trying to connect with the anti-pollution movement.

4.2.3 Breaking the information blockade

The channelling of media coverage can be considered a repressive strategy. In contrast to
their political opponents, environmental activists cannot rely on local media to communicate
their findings and messages. Their messages are effectively blocked from spreading to a
larger audience in the city. The anti-copper-mine movement cannot be totally silenced, but
their struggle is not represented as urgent in local media. Primarily, they have to spread
information through social media and blogs, which can also be manipulated by trolls and
search engine optimisation. They face disinformation campaigns doubting StopGOK’s
grassroots funding and the parody movements that are supposed to mislead the public. All
this qualifies as measures aimed at increasing cost of their actions, and thus, forms of
repression.

This repressive strategy is characterised by its relative invisibility. Although conflicts around
mining and air pollution are obviously not represented in a balanced manner in local media,
a lot of questions remain unanswered. The ownership structures of local media are often not
transparent. On their own websites, they often just reveal the address of a company
responsible for the content. Long and tiring puzzle games — as well as hints given by experts
and insiders — are necessary to check which media outlet is controlled by whom. The
processes of censorship in local media outlets are complicated. Industrial companies have at
least two significant means to provoke censorship: firstly, they refuse to cooperate with
independent journalists by not answering questions and sharing as little information as
possible. Secondly, they can exert influence on editorial policies by spending large sums on

advertisements and thus making media depend on them financially.
54



In Russia, violence against civil activists and journalists is largely normalized. Companies
like RMK cooperate with violent entrepreneurs, with martial arts athletes and former soldiers
in order to threaten their opponents (see chapter 5). Journalists working in the field have this
in mind, so that press agents do not need to threaten them expressis verbis. A few ambiguous
sentences uttered by company representatives on the quality of a journalist’s work could be
enough to achieve an intimidating effect.

By determining the intents of the repressive policy in the media, a combination of the
weakness model and the threat model can be applied. On the one hand, local media in
Chelyabinsk lack independent funding, as it would be granted by a large amount of paying
subscribers. They depend on advertising or on an owner with particular propaganda goals.
On the other hand, local media are a substantial force in environmental conflicts.
Mobilisation in environmental movements can highly increase if critical information is
accurately published in media and if media offer a space to coordinate oppositional activities.
The manipulation of media might be highly effective, but it is still a rather soft repressive
strategy. This also means that is possible to overcome it. In 2017, activists have finally
achieved to attract attention of federal independent media. An important trigger was the
appearance of Aleksey Naval’nyy during a protest rally in Chelyabinsk on April the 15th
2017. The Naval’nyy Team [shtab Naval’nogo] in Chelyabinsk is closely allied to StopGOK
and Naval’nyy spoke during the rally. The rally took place six weeks after Naval’nyy’s Anti-
Corruption fund released its famous documentary on Prime Minister Dmitriy Medvedev’s
offshore property. At the time, Naval’nyy toured through Russia in order to start the
campaign for his presidential bid. He also opened a campaign office in Chelyabinsk. The
decision whether he should speak at the rally or not was broadly discussed within StopGOK,

as Irina Poletavkina recounts:

Sergey [Belogorokhov] and I were organising the rally. Out of the blue, Boris Zolotarevskiy
asked us whether we want to let Navalnyy speak. Then we all came together because you cannot
decide all this on your own. We came together at the square where they allowed us to make the
rally. We debated whether we should let him speak or not. If we decided to give him the stage,
we could be sure that there will be some hullabaloo [shumikha].

In a group of 12 to 13 activists, as Poletavkina recounts, they decided to give Naval’nyy the
stage. The decision was remarkably unanimous taking into account that many activists once
were Putin supporters. The only argument against Naval’nyy’s appearance was the fear of
increased pressure against activists in the aftermath. It turned out that this fear was justified.

Poletavkina explains:

As a consequence, they started to put pressure on us. They called us to the public prosecutor’s
office. When Naval’nyy announced that he will come to Chelyabinsk, it was really horrible
[laughing]. At the prosecutor’s office they told us: ‘This is not rightful. You don’t understand.’
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They also called us into the city administration. Employees of the centre to counteract extremism
were present. Even before the meeting they were putting pressure on us. We had a lawyer with
us. He talked to those people very well, very calmly. When Sergey and I went to the meeting. 90
minutes before the beginning we came to the square. It was full of police cars, astronauts
[colloquial expression, i.e. fully equipped riot police officer, L.L.], dogs.

Poletavkina says that such an intimidating show-off of police force did not happen at protest
rallies before. She was afraid of a provocation, a commonly used strategy to dissolve protests.
Agent provocateurs move among the crowd in order to provoke conflicts that gives riot
police officers legitimate grounds to arrest activists and to use violence (see chapter 5.4).
The rally passed peacefully. Poletavkina primarily sees the positive effects of Naval’nyy‘s

appearance:

,»After this rallye, our regional government responded to the resolution we were reading out. The
[newspaper] Guardian has written about us.® Well, most of the article was about Naval’nyy of
course. But at least, it also dealt with the GOK problem. At the time, we achieved to break the
local information blockade. As a consequence, federal media started to get interested in the matter.
Alisa Kustikova started to come. She is a smartass and has written a wonderful article.*

From Summer 2017, Kustikova regularly covered StopGOK’s fight against the copper mine
for Novaya Gazeta. This provoked national attention to the copper mine’s risks for
Chelyabinsk. It also made repressive policies more visible. Kustikova regularly reported on
the police pressure against environmental activists. This nationwide attention in Novaya
Gazeta is a protective measure against violence and politically motivated policing.
Furthermore, Kustikova helped by digging up information that proved valuable for
StopGOK. As Novaya Gazeta contributed reporting on the Panama Papers in 2016, she had
access to exclusive data that helped to reconstruct the complicated offshore construction

behind RMK that is designed to evade taxes (Kustikova 2018).

4.3 Restricting public space

The less environmental activists have access to media, the more important became
alternative ways to reach out to citizens. Political groups’ access to the streets is subject to
many restrictions. Activists largely depend on city officials’ good will. Public rallies have to
be officially registered at the city administration. Most city administration impose
restrictions on the organisers of oppositional rallies. For example, they are pushed to the
outskirts of a city or to places that are nearly invisible. Moreover, it has become common
practice to surround protest rallies with fences and to control people at the entrance with

metal detectors. Formally, this is a security measure, but it looks as if it is designed to prevent

8  The Guardian‘s extensive portrait on Naval‘nyj dedicates about a dozen sentences to his appearance at

the StopGOK Rallye (Walker 2017).
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random passers-by from listening in to the rally’s speeches. It has an intimidating effect and
contains the protest rally within clear borders. Rallies are also subject to a clear time regime.
They are mostly sanctioned to take place two or three hours. In 2019 StopGOK organised a
public rally on the 21st of April. Its time limits were clearly restricted to two hours — from 1
to 3 pm.

Activists can also ask to hold a small-scale public rally [piket], a picketing line that rather
resembles to a publicly installed information desk. In their requests to install information
desks, citizens need to mention its purpose and its political topic. They need to make a list
of all slogans that will be exposed on banners. Organisers also need to predict the number of
participants, which may not surpass 20 to 30 participants.

During my field research, StopGOK activist Sergey Likhvatskikh requested permission to
stand in a picketing line in the central Kirov street on the 10th of March 2019. It was rejected
on the grounds that this exact corner of Kirov Street will already be occupied by another
group. The deputy mayor’s office argued in its rejection letter that providing two picketing
points at the same time at a nearby place would be dangerous and violate the public order.
As the indicated number of participants (30 participants were requested) was too high, the
city administration argued that it needed to act “in defence of public interests, support public
order and assure citizen’s safety”. But this was made up, there was no other group
demonstrating on Kirov Street, as [ witnessed myself walking down Kirov Street on that day.
Kirov Street is a car-free zone in the city’s very centre. As such, it is the city’s most ideal
place for information desks. Apart from Kirov Street it is difficult to find an appropriate
picketing spot in Chelyabinsk. Since 2009, the Chelyabinsk city administration is
implementing a policy called street revolution [dorozhnaya revolutsiya]. The city
systematically broadens streets creating space for cars at the cost of walking areas, parks and
squares. Even without this program of broadening streets, the city as such is already
extensive and spacious. The city has to administer a bigger area and more street surface area
than neighbouring Yekaterinburg, which has much more inhabitants (1.2 millions to 1.5
millions). This is most probably linked to Chelyabinsk’s large industrial areas. the city’s huge
factory sites separate the different urban districts from each other. Geographically,
Chelyabinsk is hardly perceived as an entity. This division is promoted by the city’s urban
policy, which does not only concern the broadening of streets. Public transport is in a
notoriously bad shape and a huge percentage of buses consists of unlicensed marshrutkas.
Schedules are either unreliable or non-existent. Oppositional activists suspect that the illegal
marshrutka business is closely tied to city deputies and officials. Otherwise, it would

probably have been replaced by a more efficient public transport system (Zhilin 2019).
57



StopGOK activist Vladimir Pisanov considers this an obstacle to raise awareness on RMK’s
proposed copper mine. Every district of Chelyabinsk is built around one or several factories
that already cause ecological damage and significant health hazards. Inhabitants of those
districts, as Pisanov suggests, tend to be more focused on the damage caused by their
neighbouring factory than by a potential future danger coming somewhere from the south.

Additionally, as proven by “Chelyabinsk, Breathe!” the air in the city is notoriously worse
during weekends — when activists usually organise picketing lines. This is yet another reason
for people not to go outside. Air quality, lack of convenient public spaces and the city’s
division can be considered as burdens for the success of street agitation. Under these
conditions, the city administration can largely diminish a social movement’s chances to be

publicly heard if they undermine access to public spaces.

One form of protest does not require an official permission: one person demonstrations
[odinochnyy piket]. It requires a demonstrator to remain in a small distance to his fellow
activists that might surround him. If he is surrounded by a crowd, he is the only one allowed
to hold a banner. Police officers mostly check the demonstrator’s passport, take a photo of
him and allow to continue, yet arrests and penalty fees can occur. Over long periods of 2016
and 2017 — when the conflict was in its most intense stage and the outcome seemed the least
predictable — StopGOK organised single-person-demonstrations on different points in the
city on a daily basis.

Even if this form of protest is legal, it is not safe from being disrupted. One police strategy
1s intimidation. Among the crowd surrounding single-person demonstrations law
enforcement officers are often present, for instance employees of the Anti-Extremism Centre
[ Tsentr Protivodeystviya Ekstremismal], that are colloquially called “Eshniki”. Galina Gorina
recounts that an Eshnik once told her to go home, partly insinuating that it would be better
for her health to stay at home, as the air pollution is severe and Gorina suffers from asthma.
Disguised as a friendly compassionate recommendation, Gorina considers it offensive: “I am
born here. My loved ones are buried here. I am a citizen of this country. If they tell me that
I should not speak out on the street that I should better go into my apartment, I will defend
myself.” Such provocations can trigger activists so much that their angry behaviour gives
the police legal grounds to set up administrative penalties or even persecute activists. Galina
Gorina continues: “The Eshniki know me. Every time [ go out to demonstrations, they greet
me and try to talk about anything with me. I answer: ‘You have put on a wire. You want to

seduce me to openly say things. Then you will fine me for my words.” He says no.”
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In some cases, activists might decide to go on the streets without permission from the
authorities. In Chelyabinsk, such a rally was planned when the construction of Tominskiy
GOK started in 2017. These actions are often small in scale because it is difficult to find
open information on such non-permitted public gatherings. People who publish content on
social media about the date and the meeting point of a non-permitted rally risk to be fined or
even a few days of arrest. Hence, information has to spread in a rather private manner. During
the meeting itself, activists showing up also risk to be arrested and charged with a fine. Boris

Zolotarivskiy remembers organising an illegal gathering:

When the construction of Tominskiy GOK started, I called for people to go out [on the streets].
The action was called ‘Tominskiy GOK is Chelyabinsk’s death’. About 80 people came. I called
for a day of mourning. The action passed and they fined me for 25.000 rubles, although I did not
disturb anybody. They said it was a provocation and I disturbed tourists and street cleaners.

This kind of punishment, as it openly sanctions the public utterance of an opinion, could
already be counted as coercion. The margins are not clearly defined.

Different measures to restrict access to public space have different kinds of visibility. For
example, psychological distress intentionally created by law enforcement officers often
remains unobserved. As such, it is difficult to determine their exact effect.

It remains rather unobserved when environmental activists do not find locations to rent for
organised events — a form of informal pressure on activists. Dmitriy Zakarlyukin, activist of

“Chelyabinsk, Breathe!*, gives an example:

Zakarlyukin: We organised a roundtable on air [pollution], under participation of a UN
representative. One day before the event, one location was cancelled, then a second. Eventually,
we had to gather the whole delegation in the office of the Minister for Environmental Affairs.
Interviewer: What did that mean for the Event? There was less space in the minister’s office, I
suppose?

Zakarlykin: Of course. Maximum 20 people. We invited 50 to 70 people. Furthermore, two
relocations had a very bad effect on our image. Some people who especially came to Chelyabinsk
could simply not enter.

Despite the many laws, proceedings and unoftficial rules that regulate access to public space
in Russia, it is possible to spread StopGOK’s demands. According to an opinion poll from
2016, 73 percent of Chelyabinsk citizens objected to the construction of a copper mining
complex in the city’s outskirts; the numbers for the entire Oblast’ are less clear, but still a
majority opposes it.” Considering environmentalists’ difficulties to express their points of
view in the local media, the result of this survey can be widely explained by two reasons.

Firstly, as in Chelyabinsk’s recent history of environmental disasters sensitized citizens about

9 The poll has been provided by the state-controlled Public Opinion Research Center (Vtsiom)

[Vserossiyskij Tsentr izucheniya obshchestvenogo mneniyal:
https://wciom.ru/index.php?id=236&uid=115579 (accessed 11 January 2020)
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the dangers associated with the mining industry. Secondly, StopGOK could not entirely be

denied access to public space. Andrey Talevlin recounts:

At the beginning, we started going through all the villages and passed them this information [on
the planned copper mining complex]. Nobody knew about that. We gathered in schools, went to
the local administrative bodies, met with businessmen. The first year was dedicated to make
people know. We were on the road every weekend.

Despite many restrictions, the environmentalists patiently campaigned. StopGOK activists

could not be entirely prevented from visiting villages, agitating and gaining strength.

5 Coercion and violence

5.1 The “foreign agent law” as a tool to dismantle institutions

An important role in the first stages of the conflict played the NGO For Nature [Za Prirodu].
It considers itself as an advocacy group defending Chelyabinsk citizens’ right to live in a
healthy environment. In the 2000s, the NGO particularly worked on nuclear energy and
nuclear waste. It filed lawsuits to stop the construction of a nuclear power plant (Yudina
2008), and it took action against the import of nuclear waste from Hungary (Artemova 2011).
In December 2013, For Nature organised the first public hearings on the project that took
place in Chelyabinsk and featured independent experts. It also engaged in several lawsuits
against RMK. The main goal of those processes was to enable an independent ecological
expertise (see chapter 4.1). In the wake of those processes, For Nature was registered as a
foreign agent.

What does that mean? In 2012, a law was established that requires non-commercial
organisations to register as foreign agents if they receive funding from abroad and if they act
in a political way. But no organisation registered voluntarily. The law started being applied
on a large scale in 2014 when organisations were forced to register. The first wave of forced
registration concerned human rights advocacy groups, as for instance “Soldiers’ Mothers”
[soldatskie materi] a group defending recruits’ rights. The second wave concerned
environmental organisations (Barkovskaya 2017).

On March the 6th 2015, the ministry of justice registered the charitable fund For Nature as
an “organisation acting in the function of a foreign agent”. Talevlin, who run the NGO, was
informed about this registration post factum as the Ministry of Justice sent him an e-mail.
He, as the NGO’s representative, had no chance to be heard before the decision. They had
no knowledge about him being investigated by the Ministry of Justice, although For Nature’s
office has regularly been the object of raids since 2013.
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For Nature was one of the first organisations concerned by this second wave. At the time,
environmentalists did not have experience with the law. Reviewing social media posts from
March 2015 shows that this registration produced perplexity. It was unclear what effects this
step would have.

As a legal entity, For Nature was registered as a “charitable fund” [blagotvoritel ‘nyy fond]
and as a “movement” [dvizhenie]. The fund received support from the Norwegian Society
for the Conservation of Nature. Andrey Talevlin who headed both organisations hoped that
he could prevent legal persecution through this double structure. The fund was supposed to
work in the field of legal defence; whereas the movement was created “to work on the project
StopGOK™ (Talevlin 2015b), i.e. in a more political context. Both entities were registered at
the same address. Talevlin argues that no funds were transferred from one organisation to
the other. The dvizhenie did not even have a bank account.

On May the 13th 2015, a court in Chelyabinsk fined the fund for 100.000 rubles for not
having registered as a foreign agent. By charging this fine, the judiciary branch explicitly
confirmed the registration as lawful. Both organisations remained on the list of foreign agents.
The argument: For Nature tried to influence the public’s opinion on the copper mine in
Tominskiy, thereby it tried to change the state’s politics. Thus, it was considered as political.
What were the consequences of this decision? At first, it led to a new framing of state
propaganda and disinformation. The court sessions in May were covered by the state-
controlled TV channel Rossiyal. The coverage was framed in the propaganda sound that
became en vogue after the revolution in Ukraine, the annexation of Crimea and the beginning
of the war in Donbass and Luhansk. Talevlin was falsely accused of receiving funds from a
US agency (a US agency that was run by the daughter of a Ukrainian Nationalist, a comrade
of Bandera!). Talevlin’s goal was accused of paying demonstrators, to weaken the state’s
authority. The strategic aim of those protests was suspected to be the destabilisation of
Russia’s industrial heartland.’® For Nature’s entry into the register of foreign agents and the
process deciding over the administrative fine disclosed some details on the organisation’s
accounting that encouraged this particular framing in the media. A misleading report claimed
that Talevlin lost his job at University and his academic recognition among environmental
activists (Rumyantsev 2015; see chapter 4.2.2).

More importantly, from the registration onwards, For Nature was subject to a series of raids,
inquiries and administrative charges. Talevlin describes this period in his blog in June 2015,

three months after the registration:

10 The report of Rossiyal can be accessed here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LnD5BMylt8s

(accessed 11 January 2020)
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At For Nature, inspections by the ministry of justice do not stop [...]. Every month the pressure
exerted by state authorities grows. Only recently, officials from the ministry of justice handed
out 8 attestations on violations of administrative law. Three times, courts repealed the
administrative fine. (Talevlin 2015c)

Administrative fines are often charged on grounds that a foreign agent failed to reveal its

status as a foreign agent somewhere on its homepage or in social media posts:

And of course the pressure on For Nature continues. This time, a denunciation to the prosecutor’s
office was written by the coordinator of LDPR [Liberal Democratic Party of Russia, L.L.] —
Vitailiy Pashinyy, right on the party’s letter paper. The vigilant liberal did not like that material
on za-prirodu.ru that does not contain references on the movement’s status as a foreign agent
[...]. T am forced to give an explanation at the prosecutor’s office. (Talevlin 2015a)

For Nature received its highest fine in November 2016:

A judge of Chelyabinsk court district No. 1 ‘convicted’ the movement ‘For Nature’ to yet another
fine of 400.000 rubles. The protocol was written by Roskomnadzor [The Russian Media Control
Agency, L.L.], where specialists studied my posts from 2015 and decided that there was a
violation of the law — second part of article 19.34 in the Code of Administrative Violations. This
norm foresees a strong punishment for a societal association that publishes material without
revealing its status as a foreign agent. [...] This would not be exceptional, however the material
under investigation was published in my [personal blog on] livejournal. This means that
Roskomnadzor judges now decide when I utter my personal opinion and when I represent a legal
entity. It is remarkable that the articles concern the GOK in Tominskiy [...]. Additionally, the
court also fined me personally, as the official representative in charge, with 50.000 rubles.
(Talevlin 2016a)

Apart from the fines, the status as a foreign agent imposes a high amount of bureaucratic
demands on the organisation. Suddenly, it can become an object of raids and investigations;
it can be asked to fulfill nearly impossible tasks. As Talevlin recounts in his blog on the 5th

of July 2016, this can cost a lot of time, a crucial resource in politics:

I went to the prosecutor’s office again. Since yesterday, I have no time to prepare for the elections,
I cannot prepare the candidacies of the Yabloko list [Talevlin also headed the Yabloko party in
Chelyabinsk, L.L.]. Yes, law enforcement officials came to the office of Yabloko without warning.
Today the city’s deputy prosecutor Ol‘ga Anatol‘evna Chubuk asked me for explanations on
matters of For Nature. This took two hours. Yet again, [...] they were looking for foreign funding.
However, it would be impossible to find something because there has not been such a funding
since last year [...]. The prosecutor asked me for ALL [sic!] documents since 2014. Simply ALL
[sic!] documents on the [organisation’s] activity and legally attested copies of them. All this with
a ridiculous deadline of one day. Today, I brought the documentation I could find within half a
day.

Now the prosecutor announced that she still wants ALL [sic!] documents to the 7th of July. I
have the impression that they want to paralyse my societal and political activity. (Talevlin 2016b)

In December 2016, For Nature was liquidated after the ministry of justice filed a lawsuit
seeking For Nature’s breakup. Most of For Nature’s lawsuits against RMK were continued
by another newly founded association headed by the lawyer Vladimir Kazantsev, as Talevlin
explains in an interview on March the 4th 2019.

The repressive measures applied in the context of the foreign agent law is to be considered

as coercion. The fines for law violations are high and arbitrary. Activists are kept busy
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defending their rights in court and justifying their practices in mandatory interrogations at
law enforcement organs. This time is lost for the actual fight. Whereas the repressive
measures described in chapter 4 try to appear not as explicit political legislation, the steps
taken in the context of the foreign agent law are expressis verbis directed by the will to
weaken political opposition. A study shows that NGOs renounce from taking a broader
political stand from criticising government position even if they do not have foreign funding
(Moser et al. 2018: 607-611).

It seems odd how many different actors take part in exerting repression in this context. The
original demand to include For Nature in the register of foreign agents was authored by
Chelyabinsk’s regional FSB department. At least from July 2014 on, it sent several
documentations about For Nature to the Ministry of Justice. After the inclusion into the
register, the prosecutor’s office, Roskomnadzor and the representative of a political party
wrote complaints against the NGO and went into court demanding fines. The NGO’s breakup
was finally demanded by the ministry of justice. Talevlin assumes that the whole process
was initiated by RMK, even though it did not write complaints. On 6 November 2016
Talevlin writes on Facebook: “I think that state organs only fulfilled a certain order. All of
For Nature’s problems have only begun after making public the problems in the context of
Tominskij GOK and its active legal work in this context.” He reiterated this point of view
when I interviewed him two and a half years later. Taking into account the political and
economic order in the region, this suspicion seems justified. As shown in chapter 3.2, there
is a historic connection between organised crime, private security business (mostly run by
former FSB agents and thus connected to the FSB) and the copper industry in the Ural in
1990s. Assuming that this connection still holds in parts, it is plausible to assume that RMK
ordered legal sanctions against For Nature.

The sanctions could also be raised in the context of a more general roundup against
environmental organisations that is suspected to have been taken place in 2015 (Barkovskaya
2017). A sentence uttered by Putin during his annual press conference in Decembre 2016
makes plausible that such a strategy existed: “Ecological organisations are sometimes used
by our competitors in order to hold down [pritopit‘] growing segments of the Russian
infrastructure.”!! Putin’s statement hints at a radical pro-business policy. On the one hand,

he identifies businessmen with assets in the industrial sector with the national common good

1 A sequence of Putin‘s press conference was shown in the TV show “chelovek i zakon* dated from

30 December 2016: https://www.1tv.ru/shows/chelovek-i-zakon/vypuski/chelovek-i-zakon-vypusk-ot-30-12-
2016?tbclid=IwAR29PGINSKIfvv5zIHFFxU1X5QLTJzUtbLYkMgOiXVHzk62jz90BJ_-25fc (accessed 15
December 2019)
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itself. On the other hand, he identifies environmental activists with spies. Both explanations
do not contradict each other. They can be understood as complimentary. The application of
the foreign agent law results from a cooperation between Ural economic elites and national

political elites.

5.2 Economic pressure: making activists lose their job

Political activists appear to be disadvantaged on the job market in Chelyabinsk. Yet it is hard
to find an example of somebody who stopped his political activity after receiving credible
threats. The relevant people might prefer staying out of public scrutiny because the disclosure
of such a threat could also be a reason for being fired. Such threats can be made more
convincingly in smaller cities that largely depend on one industrial sector. According to
activists against coal mining in Kuzbass, this is an effective method to undercut civic
participation in smaller mono-cities — cities that depend on one big enterprise. '? In
Chelyabinskaya Oblast’ 16 cities, among them Magnitogorsk, Karabash and Ozersk, count
as mono-cities. This certainly affects the level of pluralism in the region (Shramenko 2019).
The region’s capital, however, is more diverse in economic terms. It attracts people in free
professions and academics who cannot be as easily blackmailed by their employers. Its
economy is slightly more diverse.

Yet, it is not only important whether somebody has in fact been fired for his political
activities. It is already a significant reality as such that rumours are shared among citizens
and within circles of activists. This alone has consequences on people’s readiness to commit
themselves to environmental activism.

Andrey Talevlin explained that Chelyabinsk’s minister of ecological affairs wanted him to
be dismissed from university. However Talevlin was relatively protected because of his
reputation. In 2015 he already worked at university for more than a decade. In 2013 he was
awarded “jurist of the year” by Chelyabinsk’s association of jurists. All this did not guarantee

that he would remain free from persecution:

Interviewer: Why did this not intimidate you? Did you not need to take it seriously?

Talevlin: I don’t know. Maybe it was serious, maybe it was not. Probably it was serious. As a
matter of principle, I do not intend to step back. Those are principal things. I am a specialist. |
know the consequences. I can look at the facts, and I see what all that leads to.

12 On 25 November 2019, two activists fighting against environmental hazards of coal mining in

Kuzbass, Anna Fomina and Anton Lementuyev, gave talks at a conference in Berlin organised by Heinrich
Boell foundation. They both claimed that the fear of losing their jobs regularly prevents people from
participating in activism against the coal industry.
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Moreover, StopGOK activists mention the example of an employee of the fake movement
Antismog who used to be a committed StopGOK activist. To protect her privacy, I will only
identify her by initials: O. E. Irina Poletavkina described her as highly committed: ,,She made
a big contribution without a doubt. She organised single-person demonstrations. She had the
oversight who was standing where and for how long. She did a lot in order to spread
knowledge about the problem to the largest audience possible.” Now her work consists of
undermining civic activism. StopGOK Activists assume that financial issues motivated her

to switch sides, as stated by Irina Poletavkina:

It is possible that an important criterion was the financial side. [...] This is hard to judge.
Everybody has his own life. [...] Maybe it became harder to support the family. She did not work
at the time. Maybe she wants to be employed by the state. This kind of PR is easily earned money.

Apart from those concrete cases that are hard to disclose, there is a general perception among
activists that citizens’ personal financial affairs have a strong impact on their political activity.
Not only O. E. might have had an economic incentive to ideologically support a pro-
government position. In a broader sense, loyalty to local elites and economic success are
strongly linked in the perception of Chelyabinsk citizens. In an interview taken on the 10th
of March, Boris Zolotarevskiy, coordinator of Chelyabinsk Naval’nyy Team between 2018
and 2019, states:

There are three options. Either you leave, or you resign, you arrange yourself within the system.
I have acquaintances that became members of Molodaya Gvardia [The youth organisation of
Russia’s ruling party Yedinaya Rossiya, L.L.] and work there. That means, they arranged
themselves with the system. They will have everything, for some time everything will be fine for
them. They have much more money than I have. And there is a third way, the hardest, but also
the most sincere. And this is — I don’t want to sound pathetic — political fight.

Zolotarevskiy makes clear that challenging official state policy in Russia is often a choice
that has impacts on every aspect of a person’s life, on job opportunities and on social prestige.
It is a life choice that goes far beyond the question of how people spend their weekends.

Moreover, activists explain the low rates of participation in environmental movements by
the high rate of people living in poverty or in other kinds of high economic distress. Dmitrij

Zakarlyukin says:

Yes, interest in ecological problems has really grown. More and more activities take place. But
this is still a negligibly [nichtozhno] little percentage [...]. The biggest part of the population lives
in deep apathy. Ecological questions are interesting for those who think today about tomorrow.
Those people who have the possibility to think about tomorrow. Not only about today: how to
pay the credit rates, how to pay for communal services, how pay for food. Those questions are
more urgent for [most people].
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Irina Poletavkina makes a similar point on economic pressure: “Most often people here are

closed. They are exhausted. Many people’s first struggles concern what to eat, how to pay

the flat.”

5.3 Private violence tolerated by the state

5.3.1 RMK strongmen violently ruling the villages

RMK’s preparedness to use political violence became major national news in Summer 2019
when Yekaterinburg citizens protested against the construction of an Orthodox church
sponsored by RMK’s owner Igor Altushkin. On the 13th of May, a popular square in the city
centre was suddenly declared construction site and blocked by a fence, as citizens
unexpectedly discovered. Several thousand people spontaneously tried to occupy the place,
but they were brutally stopped by RMK’s security service, as well as other martial arts
fighters not wearing uniforms. The police did not intervene as fighters applied violence. In
the aftermath, a criminal investigation has been opened against those private security forces,
but as of December 2019, no suspect could be tracked. This is odd, as some fighters involved
in violent assaults could be identified by journalists. Thanks to the work of the same
journalists, we also know that there is a Yekaterinburg-based network of clubs and small
enterprises that sell violence exerted by experienced martial arts fighters (Drobina et al.
2019). Years before pictures and videos of the conflict in Yekaterinburg made it into national
news, the same repressive scheme was applied in Chelyabinsk and in the smaller villages
surrounding the designated location of the Tominskiy copper mine.

Intimidating strongmen were regularly present during the public hearings on the construction
project in the villages. They occupied places in the halls where the hearing took place. They
prevented notorious environmental activists from taking part by controlling the access to
public hearings. Videos made by activists in 2017 in Tomino show long queues at the
entrance. Even people who were not known as environmentalists were refused to enter the
building, although they are registered in the local administrative district (Kustikova 2017b).

Similar procedures happened already in the years before:

On the 30th of September 2016, policemen and men in black without any signs identifying them
blocked the entrance to the public hearings in the village Tominskiy. To the hearings on October
the 14th on the stairs gathered men in black uniforms with the sign ‘RMK security’. They were
hiding their faces in jackets and block the entrance to the building. The situation was repeated a
week later.

In April 2017 strongmen with black hats surrounded the stairs of the local administration,
explaining that there is ‘no place’ at the public hearings. (Kustikova 2017b)

Those strongmen were not only present during public hearings. Since the construction began

in 2017, they are present nearby the construction site and ready to exert violence. In the
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villages, it is relatively easy to identify outspoken critics of the copper mine, as the
population is small. Tominskiy consists only of a few streets. When I visited Tominskiy on
the 3rd of March 2019, only one outspoken critic of the copper mine remained in the village,
as activists said. Other critics have either left the villages or renounced their critical points
of view. Ol’ga Yakovets is a pensioner. She recounts that employees of “RMK security”
regularly tried to intimidate her. For instance, a few employees riding on quads blocked her
car on a street for several minutes. Similar incidents happened to others; RMK’s quads
became infamous. Activists consider it dangerous to go alone to the villages. They fear to be
beaten up or to become the subject of a manipulated criminal investigation (see chapter 5.4).
Yakovets also describes being mobbed by local villagers.

I tried to talk to local inhabitants in three grocery stores in Tominskiy. Introducing myself as
a journalist, I asked about their opinion on the copper mine and whether they have relatives
or acquaintances working on the construction site. I approached approximately a dozen
people. Except for one person, nobody was willing to talk. One woman gave me the number
of a woman working as press agent for ZAO Tominskiy GOK. Another woman angrily said:
“The copper mine is being built. What can we do about it?”” She was unwilling to elaborate
her opinion. After declining to answer my questions, a third woman predicted: “Nobody is
going to talk to you.” No villager said to have friends or relatives working on the construction

site.

Only one person engaged in a conversation: S. S., an 18-year old, member of family that
runs a grocery store. S. studies in Chelyabinsk and works at his family’s grocery store on
weekends. His family immigrated from Kyrgyzstan when he was six years old. After they
struggled to survive in their home country, they built up their house including their grocery
shop “with their own hands”, as he emphasises. He recounts that the villagers used to be
much more sceptical about copper mining in their backyard. He remembers local
demonstrations against the copper mine in which local villagers took part. He is scientifically
educated and very well informed about the project. For several minutes he points out the
risks that would come along with the copper mine. He and his family have become
naturalised Russian citizens. Nevertheless, it would not come to his mind to participate in
collective action. During our conversation he was listing facts, either holding back his
opinion or relating to the copper mine neutrally. He expresses his personal concern in the
words: “If it becomes very bad you can still leave.” He says this in a tone, as if it would not

be a large sacrifice to leave the home his family built by its own hands.
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It would have been expectable to meet a few supporters of the copper mine, people
explaining that they found a good steady employment. Instead of outspoken support and
outspoken opposition, the village Tominskiy was marked by distrust. It should also be kept
in mind that a few public hearings had to be repeated after citizens did not approve parts of
the copper mine (Kustikova 2017b). This proves that a considerable amount of dissent
existed among citizens at least until 2014 or 2015. S. confirms that Tominskiy has seen
demonstration with the participation of local villagers. This dissent appears to have vanished.
As people’s unwillingness to talk shows, the opposition has not vanished by the force of a
convincing argument. The conversation with S. indicates as well that people have become
well informed on possible dangers of the project. Yet hardly anyone dares to publicly
articulate concerns.

Martial arts fighters in the backyard might have had an intimidating effect. On the situation
in the villages StopGOK activist Boris Zolotarevskiy commented: “It is one thing to live in
Chelyabinsk and speak up against the GOK; but it is another thing for them [the residents of
the villages], where next to them professional fighters with truncheons ride on their quads.

If you watch an elderly woman’s eyes over there, she is scared about what happens.”

5.3.2 Psychological pressure

In addition to this market of physical violence, Russia also has a market for more
sophisticated ways of exerting pressure. Investigative journalism discovered partly how this
business works. In December 2019, Novaya Gazeta reported how the campaign of an
independent candidate for the Moscow city council was undermined by paid agents working
on a freelance basis for United Russia candidates. Novaya Gazeta received a file that
contained an entire agenda with destructive activities, from producing elaborate
disinformation documents that are difficult to debunk, to exert pressure on the parents of one
particular employee of the election campaign (Korotkov 2019).

The networks and institution that could run a similar market in Chelyabinsk are undetected;
and yet similarly subtle actions occur. In early 2018, StopGOK activist Sergey Belogorokhov
received an anonymous message on vkontakte informing him that papers were posted on
buildings in one district in Chelyabinsk that show a photography of him and accuse him of
being a paedophile. The posters warned: “Paedophile uncle Seryosha: For two years,
Belogorokhov Sergey Sergeyevich rapes the student [the name of a female activists in the
local Naval’nyy Team was inserted, L.L.]. If you discover him, do not call the police handle

with him right in place [raspravit’sya s nim na mestu] or call the parents.” The indicated
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phone number belonged to a person who claims not to be involved in the issue when
journalists called her (“‘Pri obnaruzhenii ne soobshchat’ politsii’” 2019).

This cannot be understood as an attempt to misinform citizens. Posters were only spread in
two districts in Chelyabinsk and did not contain any reference to the StopGOK movement.
First and foremost, actions like these are intimidation attempts.

Apart from this, Belogorokhov faced multiple other repressive measures. In 2019, Russian
authorities extended legislation to punish citizens for their discourse on social media. There
are laws that prohibit to share extremist content and fake news. In their ambiguities, those
laws can be used in order to fine activists. Belogorokhov became a victim of this new
legislation. In autumn 2019, he was accused of spreading fake news when he commented on
cracks and holes that appeared in a street in the village Roza. He uttered the suspicion that
more fissures could occur, as the copper mine near Chelyabinsk will be dug further. Under
his post, people shared anger and expressed willingness to protest. Under consideration of
those reactions, his post was interpreted as designed to spread anger. Belogorokhov was fined
to pay 40.000 rubles.

In 2017 his home was raided. The police pushed him violently on the ground during the
procedure. He was called to interrogations multiple times.

I did not record an interview with Belogorokhov. Together with others, he drove me around
the water reservoir and showed me the villages Tomino and Tominskiy on the 3rd of March
2019. He was unemployed at the time, suspecting that this paedophilia campaign contributed
to his difficulties to find an employment. I encountered him as short-tempered and emotional.
In the car he screamed at an elderly driver crossing our way who, in Belogorokhov’s
perception, was too hesitant. In his anger, he often explained local political affairs in such a
polemical manner that it was difficult to find some basis to verify them. For instance, he
claimed that RMK has bought all the media in Chelyabinskaya Oblast” which is
hyperbolically overstated and explains nothing. He explained that he dislikes the liberal party
Yabloko for being too elitist, even though it is the party in Chelyabinsk involved in the
struggle against the copper mine. In my presence, fellow StopGOK activists also accused
him of being unfair and misleading after he expressed anger at a former StopGOK activist.
His anger might have created a delusion that increasingly isolated Belogorokhov within the
movement. In 2019, many activists tried to candidate for the city council. He did not support
this strategy. He lost the confidence in most of the remaining options to continue fighting.
At the same period, another leading figure of the movement, Vassiliy Moskovets whom I
interviewed on the 6th of March 2019 seemed rather rational and cold-blooded. He explained

to me the election campaign StopGOK activists were organising at the time. He had little
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doubt that the effort would have a positive outcome. He probably foresaw the difficulties he
would encounter as an independent candidate; at the end, his candidacy was, as a few others,
rejected by the election committee. Because of that and because of the two-step voting
system, nobody made it to the city council. This was not a totally improbable development
(see chapter 4.1.2). In March 2019, however, Moskovets preferred spreading optimism and
declaring trust in Russia’s rule of law guaranteeing him the right to run for office.

In his anger and delusion, Belogorokhov seemed to have become less capable of walking the
slim line that is necessary to organise social movements. Despite the knowledge that many
essential civil rights merely exist de jure (e.g. the right to run for a seat in parliament), it is
necessary to insist on being granted those rights. This requires a small rest of faith into the
rule of law of Russian institutions. Actions like the paedophilia posters arguably contribute
to raising the level of anger so much to destroy this remainder of faith. It can be an effective
means to deprive someone of the sangfroid that is necessary to take responsibility in social

movements.
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5.4 Attempts to put StopGOK activists into prison

5.4.1 The hierarchical order of the Russian court system

How can Russian courts be manipulated by political and economic interests? Social scientists
and journalists suspect that there is a causal link between the non-changeability of Russia’s
executive power and the independence of judges. An indicator for the independence of courts
is the number of acquittals. The rate of acquitting verdicts is dropping constantly in the last
five years in Russia. In 2018 the quote of acquitting verdicts was at less than 0,3 percent.
The acquittal rate for people that do not admit being guilty is at six percent. In 2014, the
number of acquittals was almost three times as high. There were no legislative changes
concerning the procedure at criminal courts which could explain this sharp and sudden drop.
Therefore, the author of a study links it — in a loosely manner — to “the events in Eastern
Ukraine, sanctions and the fight with dissent” (Sokolov 2019a). That means, he links it to
the solidification of the authoritarian state in Russia.

Observers remark close informal relations between law enforcement authorities and judges,
while judges are — by the constitution — supposed to be independent. According to the
constitution of 1993, judges are chosen and nominated by commissions of judges themselves.
For some higher positions in the judiciary power, the constitution demands confirmation by
the president. Putin reinterpreted the president’s role in the nomination of judges. According
to testimony of former Moscow judges, Olga Yegorova, head of the Moscow City Court
(Mosgorsud) and appointed by Putin, gave commands to judges as early as during Putin’s
first presidential term. Time after time, the presidential administration increased its influence
on the court chairmen. Since 2002, the presidential administration nominates chairmen
without taking into account proposals of regional parliaments. And those chairmen have a
high influence on the whole body. They distribute the incoming cases among the serving
judges. By deciding which judge will preside over which case, they can play a decisive role
in delicate criminal cases. Chairmen are assisted by so-called curators. Ordinary judges are
asked to report to those curators. Important judgements are worded together in cooperation
with curators. Courts are also controlled by the Secret Service FSB which — according to
information leaked to newspapers — has an own department for the purpose of gathering
information on judges and using it (Sokolov 2019b).

But apart from coercion, there is also a high level of voluntary submission to the executive
power. This can be explained by the fact that a high percentage of judges previously worked
at the law enforcement services. The quota of former law enforcement officials hired as
judges vary between 50 percent and 18 percent in the last two decades. An overwhelming

number of newly hired judges previously worked as officials in other state institutions. Some
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judges that were involved in politically delicate judgements have received their legal
education at academies under command of the ministry of the interior. Those educational
and professional experiences create a bias in favour of the executive branch. Additionally,
surveys show that judges in their offices regularly receive visits from investigators and other
police officers. They are voluntarily coordinating their work with other state bodies, not only
acting on orders from above. In contrast, judges apparently disobeying orders are often
removed from their position. Even though removing judges for an unsanctioned decision is
legally impossible, elites often find some formalistic ways nevertheless. In the worst cases,
dissenting judges face fabricated criminal cases or a sudden unexpected death occurs under
dubious circumstances (Sokolov 2019b).

The hierarchical organisation of the court system is the ground on which people can be
persecuted for political reasons. As the following chapter will show, the opportunity to
convict oppositional activists is not always given. But it is possible to stretch court

proceedings to an absurd length and to leave activists in a long and fearful state of uncertainty.

5.4.2 The case of Boris Zolotarevskiy

Just like other forms of repression, criminal persecution of StopGOK activists is linked to
the work of private security services. At least, this is the case in the criminal process against
Boris Zolotarevskiy. Born in April 1997, Zolotarevskiy studied journalism and coordinated
the Naval’nyy office in Chelyabinsk. Zolotarevskiy recounts that the fight against the copper
mine was an important step in his path to become a professional political activist. When I
interviewed him on the 10th of March 2019, he showed me an article about StopGOK he
wrote for the student newspaper in 2015. After reporting on the events, he became an
engaged participant and finally co-organised the daily picketing in front of the governor’s
office that was conducted over long periods of 2016 and 2017. He organised Naval’'nyy’s
appearance at a StopGOK rally that had a large impact on the movement’s political weight
(see chapter 4.2.3). In early summer 2019, he moved to Moscow in order to run the election
campaign of Ivan Zhdanov, the director of Naval’nyy’s Anti-Corruption Fund who tried to
be elected deputy of the Moscow City Council.

As the coordinator of Chelyabinsk’s Naval’nyy office, he was one of the few StopGOK
activist who professionally worked as a politician, who had the resource to “work on political
matters twenty-four seven”, as he says.

He describes repressions as an everyday experience. He organised the Chelyabinsk parts of
several nationwide actions in the context of Naval’nyy’s presidential campaign, as well as

the protests against the pension reforms in September 2018. The city considered this
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September meetings as an illegal public gathering. Zolotarevskiy received one of the most
severe forms of administrative penalties and was taken into custody before the demonstration
even started. He was imprisoned for nine days in a special prison for offenders of the
administrative law [spetspreemnik] that has slightly less severe conditions than the punitive
colonies. Since 2017, he regularly went to the copper mine’s construction site and made

videos about his encounters with security services:

Local residents started to call me and said that deforestation was started, not only on their
[RMKs] territory, but also on neighbouring lands. RMK started to extend its belongings. They
drove on their vehicles through the villages and started to frighten people. Local residents simply
asked me to come [...]. I came there again and again. After every tour I published a small video
report [...] on my youtube channel where I told in first-person what happens, that they are cutting
tress for instance, that they were starting to dig a mine.

On the 29th of June 2018, security agents prepared a provocation against Zolotarevskiy that
led to a criminal proceeding occupying him for a year:

Zolotarevskiy: On this day, I was supposed to be on air on Ekho Moskvy. You know they do not
often invite opposition activists to a live segment. But at the time, they called for me. In the
morning I went to Tomino. [ was convinced that I will still make it in time [to the studio]. I shot
a video, the guys were pushing me, they were saying: “go away from here!” I said: “No, I don’t
go, [ have the right to be here.” They made some rude remarks. I practically ignored all that.
Interviewer: Have you been alone?

Zolotarevskiy: No. I usually go with a cameraman. We were two. At that day, I thought
everything will be like always. But I was wrong. They accompanied us on two sides. They were
on four quads, a few cars. They simply blocked us from both sides. We could not drive away
with our car. We left the car in order to make a video of the blockade. We tried to get some
information. But they did not answer questions. We made a statement on video. They tried to
disrupt it by loud coughs [...]. They started to push us. When I finished the video, they cleverly
pushed into my back, some were kicking against my legs.

The provocation came from a man whom Zolotarevskiy describes as tall and broad-
shouldered. Zolotarevskiy claims he has found his page on Vkontakte. According to
Zolotarevskiy, the agent provocateur was a former professional boxer. On his Vkontakte page
the latter posted information about having fought in Donbass. In the meantime, this page has
been deleted and he denies to have been in Donbass. Zolotarevskiy further recalls the events

as such:

I wanted to get into the car and he stood there. He made it like a football player. Like Neymar.
Essentially, I did not touch him, maybe touch him a bit [...]. He fell down and said: ‘Boris, why
are you pushing me?’ He screamed that he has been hurt in the back. Then he stood up and
jumped as if nothing had happened. He climbed onto a quad, kept on putting a camera into my
face.

Zolotarevskiy says that he also reported the harassment to the police. He did not hear about
any legal consequences for the security staff. However, a criminal investigation against him
was opened up. The case went to court, where the sessions went over half a year — from

January to July 2019. At the end, he was acquitted. As explained in the previous chapter, this
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is a very rare and improbable scenario. Because of the high unpredictability of court

proceedings, Zolotarevskiy feared to be put in jail for several months:

To be honest, I expected that they will detain me directly. The judge often comes to a court and
says: ‘Do you have some witnesses with you? The ones that are here we are going to interrogate.
All the other witnesses we will not call to court in order to not waste time. The sentence will be
written today as well. Let us save time.” Therefore, I went to the first session in court with a big
suitcase. I supposed that they could imprison me right on this day for three or four months. [...]
My girlfriend filled me a suitcase with towels, slippers and everything that you need in prison. It
is on my doorway.”

Additionally, Zolotarevskiy testifies that police officers threatened him several times that he
could be sentenced and put into prison: “They called me [to the police] and said: “you can
have the same fate as Asatullin.’ ‘Maybe you want to become the I’dar Dadin®® of
Chelyabinsk?’ Those kinds of questions they ask.”

Zolotarevskiy won the case for two reasons. Firstly, the court sessions were frequented by a
large audience, many of them StopGOK supporters. “So many people came to the first court
session as | have never seen before in our court”, says Zolotarevskiy, “The whole building
was crowded. People were standing in the hallway because the courtroom was fully
occupied.” This societal pressure created the transparency that make the conditions for an
obscure sentence very hard. Secondly, the evidence was overwhelmingly strong in his favour.
RMK’s security service employees that appeared as witnesses were uncoordinated and
unprepared. Their testimonies contradicted each other; they failed to bring video testimony
to court, even though some of them were filming during the incident. Zolotarevskiy, in
contrast, brought up his own videos which make it clear that he was pushed and hustled by
RMK security forces.

During the process, however, Zolotarevskiy could not be sure that he will be acquitted, even
though the process seemed to go well for him. When I interviewed him in March 2019, in
the midst of the process, his fear of being imprisoned was justified: “They [RMK security
forces] behave themselves very quiet, as if everything was bought in advance. They already
have some agreement.” Although the attempt to bring Zolotarevskiy into prison eventually
failed, it must be considered a serious coercion. It nearly deprived Zolotarevskiy of his civic
freedoms. Furthermore, the necessity to defend himself in court entailed large costs for
Zolotarevskiy. He needed to dedicate time and resources, mobilise support. Depending on a

person’s character, it could have had a seriously intimidating effect.

13 II’dar Dadin was the first of so far two men who received a prison sentence for the repeated

participation in non-sanctioned political rallies. A prison term is foreseen by article 212.1 in Russia’s criminal
code. He reported to have been tortured in a punitive colony in Karelia. After having served 15 month of his
prison term, he was released after a ruling of Russia’s constitutional court judging article 212.1 as partly
unconstitutional.

74



Zolotarevskiy moved to Moscow in Summer 2019. After the Moscow Duma elections, he
continued to work in the Moscow office of Naval’nyy’s Anti-Corruption Fund. In Moscow
he gave a speech at a rally on 10th of August 2019 in front of 50.000 people that demanded
the admission of independent candidates to the Moscow city elections. He is a prospective
young politician, a potentially important figure in Russia’s nationwide opposition which
partly explains the strong repressive means applied against him. It can be interpreted as early

preventive repression, as attempts to make him rethink his political ambitions.

5.4.3 Further criminal investigations, their cause and effect

A second criminal process that can be considered as politically motivated concerns two
dedicated StopGOK activists. In the night between the 10th and 11th of September 2017,
StopGOK activists Gamil” Asatullin and Yevgeniy Medvedev put fire to a small security hut
at the entrance of the copper mine construction site. They raised a banner that read “You will
all die” and “Give us back the money” trying to pretend that the assault was made by unpaid
workers at the construction site. No persons were harmed.

The police found the suspects on the same day. Medvedev was put under house arrest.
Activists broke with him, realising that he worked as an agent provocateur who joined the
movement in order to initiate such an action. Sergey Belogorokhov says that Medvedev
repeatedly suggested to singled-out activists to take up actions without discussing it in a
larger group.

Asatullin was taken into custody for half a year. In custody, he was pressed to do without his
lawyer, he was pressed to testify against leading figures of StopGOK claiming that they
orchestrated the assault. In favour of Asatullin, StopGOK activists started up a solidarity
campaign. They collected money for his family, wrote letters to him in prison and were
present at the court proceedings. Among the activists I spoke to, many considered Asatullin’s
assault as wrong. Nevertheless, there is a general understanding that he could be

psychologically manipulated. Zolotarevskiy says:

They play with a person’s psychology, with some kind of weaknesses. They try to trick him, play
with his anger. You know, when I go to Tomino, this really starts to anger me. This is a normal
human emotion. You know, it is not easy for anyone who goes through these emotions. If there
is someone next to them who says: ‘Come on, let us not only talk about this, let’s do something
more radical. Let us act like men. Let us do something more serious.’ In a certain moment, in a
certain psychological state of mind, this can have an effect.

Autumn 2017 was a frustrating period for StopGOk activists. After Naval’nyy appeared at a
StopGOK rallye, the level of repression significantly increased, people were regularly

interrogated at the prosecutor’s office. In June, the construction of the copper mine began.
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Activists’ attempts to build a protest camp at the construction site failed as they were chased
away by RMK security forces whose illegal use of violence remained without consequences.
Having those experiences in mind, the StopGOK activists I spoke to understand Asatullin’s
vulnerability, his exposure for psychological manipulation.

During the investigations, the police raided apartments of several leading figures of the
movement. Those raids are remembered as very brutal. Sergey Belogorokhov says to be held
onto the ground at the entrance of his apartment while police forces entered his building.
Activists were called to the prosecutor’s office. Law enforcement authorities actively
investigated many leading StopGOK in the aftermath. Seemingly, they tried to extend the
criminal process to other activists. In a first process only Asatullin and Medvedev were
charged. In 2018 the process came to an end due to formal mistakes committed by the
prosecutor. The end of the process led to Asatullin’s release from custody.

A new attempt to persecute Asatullin and Medvedev was made in early 2019. RMK newly
calculated the damage caused by the fire claiming that it was significantly higher. This
legally opened up the possibility of a new investigation. This time, Vassiliy Moskovets is
among the accused. The case came to court in autumn 2019. Moskovets is accused of having
initiated an act of hooliganism [khuliganstvo]. As of January 2020, the process is ongoing.
Activists explain this second process by pointing to Moskovets” ambition to run for political
offices in 2019. He led efforts to establish independent candidacies for the elections of the
Chelyabinsk city council. As one of the most visible and charismatic figures of StopGOK,
he would have had good chances to be elected at least to the municipal council, if the election
commission had not rejected his candidacy. While I was present at an organisational meeting
of ecological activists in Chelyabinsk, it became clear that Moskovets has a central role in
the scene of opposition-minded environmentalists. His contributions to the discussions show
that he has wide experience in negotiating with officials, a profound knowledge of ecological
laws and clear ideas of political strategies. In this sense, efforts to bring Moskovets into
prison can be understood in the framework of the threat model. He is one of the most
effective local environmental activists and, as such, potentially causes harm to political and

business elites.

Yet it must also be taken into account that there are even more criminal investigations against
environmental activists that might have other goals. A similar goal might have had the
criminal investigation opened up against Irina Poletavkina who works as a gardener and who
is an outspoken StopGOK activist who regularly takes responsibility in organising

demonstrations. During a rally in January 2018, she talked on stage about illnesses of her
76



relatives that live in Varna, 30km away from Mikheevskiy GOK, another RMK-owned
copper mine and processing plant in Chelyabinskaya Oblast’. She proposed that her relatives’
illnesses are caused by sulphur dust coming from the processing plant. She stated that
Mikheevskiy GOK makes the local population suffer. As a consequence, the manager of
Mikheevskiy GOK reported her at the regional department of the MVD, the ministry of the
interior, accusing her of defamation. She was called to an interrogation but refused to testify.
This was also used as an occasion to call several activists to the police, to ask them for
testimony. In autumn 2018 several activists, among them Sergey Belogorokhov and Vassiliy
Moskovets, that were present at the rally in January, were interrogated by the police.
Poletavkina says that the police tried to provoke testimonies against her. As we spoke in
March 2019, the criminal investigation has not been closed, but neither was it brought to
court. “They are stretching it,” Poletavkina says.

In July 2019, a criminal investigation has been opened up against Galina Gorina. The
pensioner, born in 1960, is investigated against for her behaviour on social media. She has
shared content on a terrorist attack on the FSB residency in Arkhangel sk in November 2018.
She is charged with an article sanctioning extremist propaganda and the justification of
terrorism. During a raid, she has been stripped off her phone and her computer. After an
interrogation in July 2019, she suffered from a breakdown and was hospitalised. She suffers
from Asthma, which she links to the air pollution in the city. She is steadily involved in the
StopGOK movement, she goes to court sessions, to rallies and pickets. But, in contrast to
Poletavkina and Moskovets, she plays no role as a leading figure in the movement. Her
lawyer, Andrey Lepekhin, part of the civil rights lawyer network Agora, said in an interview
that the case against her is probably linked to her civic activism (Efimova 2019). This shows
that law enforcement authorities do not exclusively target key figures of the movement.
Criminal persecution can also concern grassroots members.

Especially Asatullin’s case shows that StopGOK activists need to mobilise many resources
if singled-out activists face legal persecution. Most often, this act of solidarity is described
very emotionally as a sign of a movement’s strength. In reality, it weakens a movements as
it is binding resources. If a collective body spends all its time to defend its civil rights, it has

no more time to use them.

6 Conclusion
Chapters 4 and 5 have opened up a panorama of distinct repressive measures applied against
the social movement StopGOK: suppressing information, manipulation and control of media,

restricting the accessibility of public urban spaces, the application of the “foreign agent law”,
77



dismissals related to politics, blocking environmentalists from taking part in elections,
exerting physical and psychological violence and finally the criminal persecution of
StopGOK activists.

Repressive measures have been applied constantly during the whole period of the conflict;
the suppression of information started was an effort to prevent public protests against copper
mining. The most intense phase of the conflict was probably in 2017. At the time, the
question whether Tominskiy GOK will be built seemed still widely undecided. National
politicians, Naval’nyy and Putin, became openly involved in the conflict. While the fate of
Tominskiy GOK was unclear, the level of repression increased significantly. Until today, as
of January 2020, criminal persecutions against StopGOK persist. Repression is ubiquitous.
It has been exposed multiple times how those repressive measures succeed in weakening the
social movement: I discussed how psychological pressure makes people exaggeratedly angry
and can lead to isolation within the movement. Moreover, | presented the case of an 18-year-
old student whom I asked about his personal relation to the future copper mine next to his
home village. “If it becomes really bad, you can still leave”, he said. This can be interpreted
as rationalised fear. He does not even consider the option of protest. The rather costly option
of leaving the home he and his family have built up by themselves seems to be the easier,

more rational choice to him.

Repression, thus, is an essential cause for the (probable) defeat of the StopGOK movement.
Two other important causes have only marginally been discussed in this analysis: 1) poverty
and economic distress: surviving is the first concern to many citizens in the region. Civic
engagement remains a privilege to pensioners and people with secured income. 2) Regardless
of repressions as such, many citizens seem to perceive the Russian state as unresponsive to

their needs and demands. People do not see a possible impact of raising protest.

We determined three main agents of repressive actions: a) regional economic elites, b)
regional political elites, ¢) national political elites.

a) With the help of private security forces, regional economic elites, namely the Russian
Copper Company, openly exert a regime of violence and intimidation in the villages near
Tominskiy GOK. Security forces in the tradition of the 1990’s violence entrepreneurs
affected the outcome of public hearings and undermine activists’ work in the fields.
Furthermore, RMK might have informal ties to local persecutor’s office by which it can
initiate or stop criminal persecutions. This kind of commercially applied repression has

hardly been exposed in the sociological literature on repression.
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b) Regional political elites are probably the most conflicted and ambiguous group. On the
one hand, they are tightly intertwined with economic elites. Regional political elites brought
forward the approval procedure of Tominskiy GOK accepting questionable procedures, as
for instance the intimidation before public hearings. On the other hand, to a certain extent,
environmentalists have well-working relationships to regional officials, as Dmitriy
Zakarlyukin underlines. Some local press articles also allow to conclude that regional
officials at the police and the nature protection agencies can be seriously interested in solving
environmental problems, but often hindered in their work (“Oni 1 ne ponyali...” 2019).
Russia’s environmental legislation foresees high obstacles for effective interventions of
nature protection agencies. An effort coordinated with many different state authorities would
be necessary to effectively control big enterprises’ environmental impact. This coordination
often fails, as it lacks the unanimity of regional politicians, prosecutors and nature protection
agencies.

¢) In the aftermath of the Bolotnaya protests in 2011/2012 and some defeats of United Russia
in regional elections, the Russian government, the presidential administration and the
parliament made elections less competitive and implemented new repressive tools, most
notably the “foreign agent law”. Thereby, national elites — willingly or unwillingly — created
the grounds for many repressive measures applied in Chelyabinsk. For the Kremlin, this can
only be partly satisfying. The legislation passed in the aftermath of Bolotnaya arguably had
the goal to weaken the social base of the national opposition which threatens the ruling elite
in the Kremlin in Moscow. The case-study in Chelyabinsk shows that it can also be enforced
in the fight of regional elites againt social movements. Thus, it also weakens the Kremlin’s
possibility to control regional elites. This is a probably unintended side effect of the Post-
Bolotnaya policies. It indirectly weakens the centre of the power vertical.

But the Moscow executive branch also played an active role in the conflict. A member of the
Russian government is reported to actively lobby for Tominskiy GOK on a national level
(Kustikova 2018). Putin’s own words also can be read as a justification for a severe treatment
of environmental activists: ,,Ecological organisations are sometimes used by our competitors
in order to hold down [pritopit‘] growing segments of the Russian infrastructure.” (see
chapter 5.1) In a semi-public manner Putin personally intervened into the copper mine
conflict by calling the environmental activist Vassiliy Moskovets. On the one hand, this
intervention had a moderating effect, as it is said to have decreased the level of repression,
at least temporarily. On the other hand, in a deceiving manner, Putin made a case in favour

of the copper mine.
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Chapter 3.1 has exposed that the Southern Ural suffers from a complex heritage of ecological
problems — from toxic air to nuclear radiation and to the threat of water shortages — that do
not just go away with time, but are difficult to solve. Especially chapter 4.1 has shown why
environmental conflicts and problems are so difficult to face in Russia’s dictatorship. The
nature protection agency is under-funded. For regional elites, it is often convenient to deny
problems as long as it is possible. Unfortunately, it is within the nature of ecological
challenges that they can be denied quite easily, e.g. by refusing to fund research on health
hazards. In contrast to covering up corruption or fraudulent elections, covering up ecological
problems mostly does not require any active deed, passivity suffices: not to collect plausible
data, not to provide impartial scientific expertise.

The study has thus shown to some extent that Russia’s authoritarian system is unable to
forward responsible environmental policies. However, an argument in favour of this thesis
could have been made more systematically than it was made in the framework of this case-
study. The copper mine conflict analysed here is actually an example where independent
experts managed to expose potential ecological dangers at least partially; it is an example
where a relatively large amount of information on ecological risks exists and is also
accessible.

In order to show the systematic disadvantages of Russia’s dictatorship on the field of
environmental policy, additional evidence needs to be taken into account: as for instance the
fatal nuclear accident that happened at a military base in Archangel’skaya Oblast’. In the
aftermath of a deadly blast, the government suppressed all information about radiation levels
in the area and in wide parts of Siberia: Monitoring stations that measure several kinds of
nuclear radiation were shut down in many parts of Russia. Thus, the exact nature of emitted
radiation could not be confirmed. Civilian doctors and nurses that treated several people
wounded from the blast had to sign non-disclosure agreements. The health ministry
confiscated all documents that kept record of treating the blast victims. These records will
probably not be released any time soon (Kravtsova 2019). As a consequence of this lack of
information, the public outcry was small. Even though in the digital era it is almost
impossible to hide these disasters completely, the government was largely successful in
preventing widespread outrage.

The downplaying and underestimation of ecological conflicts in Russia could also be shown
by reviewing the state reports on the state of the environment which are annually published
by the federal ministry for natural resources and the environment, as well as by many

regional ministries or agencies. A careful read of those documents would probably lead to
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the conclusion that the data given in the reports are insufficient and superficial in comparison

to other countries’ efforts to provide information on the state of the environment.

The study has exposed a significant legal injustice: In the Russian hinterland, copper
businessmen create and exploit situations of lawlessness in their favour; whereas at the same
time they export to countries of the European Union, found offshore funds in Cyprus, thus
profiting from its rule of law and its stable currency. I argue that a company that profits from
corruption and lawlessness and thus also hardens those circumstances should not be entitled
to the advantages of European rule of law. I hope that this study gives some ground to debate

how legislation can be changed in this respect.
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Attachment
Interview with Andrey Talevlin, Chelyabinsk, 4 March 2019
Jlykac Jlam: Ilo mpodeccun, ecnu s He omrbar0Ch, BB aIBOKAT?

Anppeii Tanesnun: Het. S ropuct, kaHauaaT Hayk, MPENOAA0 SKOIOTMUYECKOE MPaBO B TOCYIapPCTBEHHOM
YHHUBEPCUTETE.

JI: Taxoke s untan, uro Bel wieH O0mecTBeHHOro coBeTa «Pocarom». ITo Tak?

A: Sl Haxoxxych B cocTaBe paboueii rpynisl mpu O0mecTBeHHOM coBeTe «Pocaromay 1mo Bormpocam oOparieHus
C PaJMOAKTUBHBIMU OTXOJIAMH.

JI: MoxeT nu pabodast TpyTina OKa3bpIBaTh KAKOE-TO BIUSHIE?

A: Jla. OHa Kak pa3 co3/1aBaiach JiIsl TOTO, YTOOBI B pErHOHAX. .. [[IPOKOHTPOIMPOBATH AciicTBus «Pocaromax?]
MBI 3HAIH, KaKue TIPOoIiecchl MpoucxomsiT B «Pocaromey, Benb UensiOMHCK — 3TO K€ CyTepaTOMHBIN PETHOH.

31ech MHOTO NPEANPUITHIA, B OCHOBHOM OHH BOCHHBIE. S 3aHUMAIOCh 3TOH TEMOU yxkKe OYeHb AONTro, JeT 18.

Mos Hay4Hass pa0oTa cBf3aHa C MPAaBOM PETYIHPOBAHUS PAJUOAKTHBHBIX OTXOAOB. [loaToMy s maBHO

3aHMMaroCh. M1 MBI Kak SKCHepThl B 3TOM TpyMIe JejaeM aHalu3 JOKyMEHTOB, IMOJCKa3blBaeM, Y3HaEM

nHGOPMAINIO, YJacTBYeM BO BCEX OOILIECTBEHHBIX OOCYKICHHUSX, BBICKA3bIBAEM CBOIO TOUKY 3PCHHS,

MOKa3bIBaeM, I7ie HEMPaBUIBHO BCE 3TO JienaeTcs. Sl MpOTUB aTOMHON SHEPTETUKH, HO PaINOAKTUBHBIE OTXO/IbI

OCTaIOTCS, ¥ ¢ HUIMHU HaJI0 4TO-TO JienaTh. [103ToMy MBI B 3TOM cdepe ydacTByeM.

JI: Bol Obiiu ipencenarenem (poHma, KOTOPBIM ObUT MPU3HAH HHOCTPAHHBIM areHTOM.

A: Jla.

JI: Bto 66110 B 2013 romy?

A: B 2015-m. [la, 5Ty opraHu3anuio Mpu3HAIN HHOCTPAHHBIM areHToM. Ho y MeHs ObLITO 1B OpraHu3aIliy.
JI: Ismxenue u GoHI.

A: la. MbI cienany 3T0 clielMajibHO JUIS TOTO, YTOOB!. .. Jlymanu, 4to obe3omacuM cedst 0T 3TOro mpouecca.
[MoTomy 4TO y ABHXKEHUS HE OBUIO HH JICHET, HM CUETOB B OaHKe, HU UMyInecTBa. Ho MBI ycTynanu B cyzie oT
IBUOKeHUs. J{ero MBI BEIMTpanu Kak pa3 no Pycckoit Mennoi komnauuu o TomuHckomy ['OKy.

JI: OHu xanoBaguch Ha TO, YTO BBI OyJleTe MPU3HAHBI HHOCTPAHHBIM areHTOM.

A: Jla, oHM IOXKaJI0BaJIMCh. MBI B apOUTPa)KHOM Cy€ Y HUX BBIUTPAJIH A€JI0. (HaIlle IBIKEHHUE «3a IPUPOIY»)
MBI XOTeNH MPOBECTH OOIIECTBEHHO-IKOJIOTHUECKYIO IKCIIEPTU3Y 3TOro npoekTa. [Ipnuém mbl yacto nenanu.
[Nomanu 3asBKy — OHM HaM He JJaJIi JOKyMEHTBI. MBI 1o1ay B apOUuTpakHBIN Cy/I ¥ BRIMTpau 310 fieno. Cyx
00s13aJ1 ipeocTaBuTh. Ho B 3TO ke BpeMsi OHM MOLUIN APYTUM IyTéM: oOpatuinch K @CB, MUHIOCT, YTO MBI
MHOCTpaHHbIe areHTsl. Hac 3akpeinu. 1 opranuzanuio noToM JTMKBUAVPOBAIN B cyne. MBI HE CMOITIH B Cyzie
TpebOBaTh y HUX Kakue-TO JOKYMeHTHl. BoT Takme mpomeccel MHTepecHble HAyT. M ceifuac g emé
coTpecenaTelh POCCUUCKOTO 3KOJIOTHYECKOTO coro3a. Ecth Takas opranmszammst PCoOC, m s omuH u3
COTIpeNICEAATENEN.

JI: Mue cka3aiu, 9To BeI OIUH W3 ocHoBarenel aemxeHms «Cton 'OKy, HaCKoIBKO 3TO MPaBUILHO?

A: Hy nma, Tak momy4usnock. S, 4ecTHO TOBOpSI, OAHUM M3 MEPBBIX y3HaAJD 3Ty MHpopManuoo. 1 Mbl Havaim
WCCIIeNIOBaTh 3Ty TeMy. Mou crarbu ObUTH MEPBBIMH Ha 3Ty TeMy. Korma y3Hanw, XoTenu cpa3y NMpOBECTH

OOIIIECTBEHHYO IKOJIOTHUECKYTO dKcrepTu3sy. M, o cytu, BosHukio nermxkerue «Crom [OKy.

JI: 41 emé He oYeHb MOHSUI, KaK BB MOTIIM OOHAPYXKHUTh, 4TO TaM Tuianuposamu ['OK.
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A: Dro 6610 HHTEpECHO. A emié cocToro B maptuu «S10moko». U y Hac Hepaneko sxuBéT dpepmep. OH npuexai
13 TOMHUHCKOTO M CKa3aJl, 4TO y HUX ObUTH ciymaHus. Bel 3HaeTe yTo-HHOYIH BOOOIIE 00 3TOM?

JI: Cnymmannsa?

A: Jla, mepBble 0OIECTBEHHBIE CITyIIAHKS. TaM IPUCYTCTBOBAJIO MaJO JIIOACH, MEHbIIIE BOCEMHUIECITH. MBI
Huuero He 3Hanu. Hawamm xomarbs 3Ty uctoputo. OOHapyXWJIM BOT 3Ty BOT IUTYKY. Sl Hammcasa CTarbio
OOJIBIIYI0 TIPO 3TO W €€ MOAXBAaTWIM KYPHAJIHMCTHI 37ech. M MBI Hayaiu fAajibliie W JAJIbIIE€ UCKAaTh 3Ty
WHPOPMAIHMIO U HAXOJUTH OYeHb MHOTO MHTEPECHBIX JJOKYMEHTOB.

A: W ato 65110 B 2013 romy?

JI: [Ta, oTo 66110 B 2013 roxy, 1 Ha 6a3e Harero ouca B 1ekabpe MbI yrKe TPOBEIN 00IIECTBEHHOE CIIyIIaHue,
KOTOpoe oprann3oBanmu camu. [lo 3akoHODAaTenbCTBY OOLIECTBEHHAs OpTaHM3allMsA, B JaHHOM CiIydae
IBIWKEHHE «3a TPHUPOLY», MOXKET CaMOCTOATENBHO IIPOBOAWTH OOIIECTBEHHBIE CIyHmIaHHA. MBI HX
OpraHM30BaNy, cAeiaau nonoxeHue. Beex mpurmacumm npuidta. [punuio 200 ¢ numanM yenosek. [locie
3TOTO BO3HHKJIO JIBHKCHUE.

JI: bbut Kakoi-TO MOMEHT, KOT/ia IBUKEHHE CTaJI0 Topa3/io CUJIbHee pa3BUBaTbes?

A: Hy MBI HauMHaIM C TOTO, YTO... BO-TIEpBBIX, MBI Hayald €3[UTh IO OJHM3NEKAIMAM JEPEBHAM H
pacckasbIBaTh 3Ty HH(QOpMAIKIO, KOTOPYIO HUKTO He 3Ha1. COOMpauch B IIKOJIAX, €3IWIH B 8 IMUHUACTPAIIHIO,
BCTpEYAIHCH ¢ OM3HECMeHaMHU. B mepBbIii ToJ] MBI MPOCTO 3aHUMAITUCH TIPOCBETUTEIBCTBOM, YE3Kalll KK Ible
BEIXOAHBIE. JloroBapuBanmmch, Tae C KHUTEISIMH pPa3roBapuBarh, 4TO BOT Takas cuTyamus Oyaer. Hy u
MapajuiebHO JBW)KEHHWE HAYalld: W OOIIEeCTBEHHO-IKOJIOTHMUYECKYIO JKCIIEPTH3y, W Hadanu TpeOoBarh
JOKyMeHTBI. To ecTh MepBhIii Toj] ObLT HAMpaBIieH Ha paclpocTpaHeHne HHHOPMAIIUH.

JI: B cy000Ty 5 pa3roBapvBaji ¢ HOMHOTUMH aKTUBUCTAMH, PA3IAIOIFMHK JTUCTOBKY Ha ynuie. OHU CKa3aH,
4TO BCTYnWIU B aBrokeHue B 2015 rony. Torma Obu1 KaKoH-TO BayKHBIM MOMEHT?

A: B 2015 roxy yxe aBmwkeHue 0bput0 MomrHoe. O Hac 3HANO OONBIIOE KOMHYECTBO. MBI cCOOMpaNH MONITUCH
neruuuid. B uHTepHere ceifuac yxe 200 ¢ auImIHUM ThicAY noAanmuced. W MBI Havyand OUlylIaTh
npotuBojeicTere: B Mapte 2015-ro TUKBUANPOBAIN BCE MOM OPTaHHU3AIUH.

JI: D10 OBLI0 cBsI3aHO?

A: [la, xoHeyHO. Y MeHS B MPOTOKOJE MPO JMKBHAAIMIO HamucaHo: «lIpoTuBoneiicTBUE CTPOUTENHCTBY
Tomunckoro 'OKay. 310 B odunmaibHOM JOKYMEHTE B Cyze: IepBast MPETeH3Hs, KOTOPYIO MHE PEAbsIBIIIY,
— TO, YTO Hallla OpraHU3alys 3aHUMaJach MOJIMTUYECKON AEATENbHOCThI0. MHOro cTareil y’e BBIILIO,
00JIbIIOE KOMMYECTBO. MBI Jienany BcE: Mbl HHUIMUPOBAIHN pedepeH IyM, JOILIH J0 JACMyTaTOB, a JIeMyTaThl
3apyonnm 3Ty nHMnuatuBy B CocHOBCKOM paiioHe. Jlemanu Bc€. U ceituac Bonons Kasanues 3anumaercs B
CyZlax OT HOBOM OpraHM3alyy yxe. MblI Bce NpaBa ABHKEHUS «3a IPUPOAY» MEPEAATd HOBOM OpraHU3aI|H.
N ceituac npencenarens — Bonons Kaszanmes. OH 3anumaercs B cynax, nomoraeMm. Hy ceifuac yxe, K
coajieHuto, pemenue npunato. Tomuuckuit 'OK crpoutcs. BeipyOneHbl OrpoMHBIE IUIOIIAAN JIECOB.
HexoTopsie Bewy u3 TOro, 4To MbI JIeJIalN 31€Ch, ObUIN clienansbl Bepsble B Poccun. [1epBolii KOJIIIEKTUBHBIN
WCK MOATHMCANN YETBIPE THICSYH YelIOBEK. DTO oueHb MHOTO. B Poccuu Takoro erie He 6bu10. Y MUTHHTH OBLIH,
1 paboTa ¢ 3KCIepTamMH, U ¢ ToKyMeHTaMHu. MHoro gero 6su10. Ho, K coxaneHuto, HaM He yAaJ0Ch OCTAHOBUTb
3TOT IPOEKT.

JI: Tlo-Bamemy, nmwkenune «Ctorr 'OK» — gTo-To yHUKaIRHOE B Poccun?

A: S cuuwraro, 4TO 1@, MMOTOMY YTO MBI IOMPOOOBANM BCE BO3MOXKHBICE MHCTPYMEHTHI: M OOpaIeHHE K
MIPE3UACHTY, U pedepeHaIyM, 1 00IIECTBEHHO-OKOJIOTUIECKYIO SKCTIEPTH3Y.

JI: Yto xacaetcs nasnenus PMK, Bac B yHHBEpCcHTETE KOTIA-TO MPEAYIIPEKIANIN, UTO MOTYT YBOJIMUTH?
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A: beuma yrpo3sl. Jlemo B TOM, 9TO TOT, KTO c€i9ac MUHUCTP SKOJIOTHH, OH padoTall B MOEM YHHBEPCUTETE.
MbI ¢ HUM KOJUIETH, Ha pa3HbIX (akyiabreTaX. A OH 3a cTpouTteiabcTBo TomuHckoro I'OKa. U on xomui
JKAJIOBaThCs K MOEMY Ha4aibCTBY. [lMcany oueHh MHOTO MaT€pHaJIOB B CPEICTBAX MAcCOBOHM MH(MOpMAIIVH,
YTO sI THOCTPAHHBIN areHT, BCAKYIO epyHAy. Bcé, uro Tam HacoOupanu. OgHo BpeMs ObLI0, HO cefivac HeT. Ho
HUKTO MEHS HE YBOJIIL

JI: Tlouemy 310 Bac He ucmyrano? Takue yrpo3sl. Bel 3T0 He BOCIpuHUMANIH CepbEIHO?

A: Hy... a1 me 3Ha10. MoxeT OBITh U CephE3HO, MOXKET M HecephE3Ho. HaBeproe, ceppé3Ho. OT cBOMX
MPUHIIAIIOB sI HE COOMPAlOCh OTKa3bIBaThCs. JTO KE BEUIM NPUHIMIMAIBHBIE. S crmenumanuct. S 3Haro
nocyie/cTBHs. Mory BCE MOCMOTPETh U BUXKY, K UEMY 3TO MPUBEIET.

JI: Toxxe mue ckazanu, uto PMK HaunHan nokymnars Meina B TOpo/ie.

A: Y Hac mo CyTH HE3aBHCHMBIX Meaua ceiyac HeT. B Poccum yHWKanmpHas cHTyanus, MOTOMY YTO
6ompmmHCTBO CMU He hmHAHCHPYIOTCS 3a CUET PeKIIaMBbl, KaK B APYTUX cTpaHaX. bompIMHCTBO nX OromKeTa
— 3TO TOCYAapCTBEHHBIE eHbrU. [103TOMY, U, BO-IEPBBIX, 3TOT (hakTop, odUIMaTbHAs TO3ULHUS: CTPOUTH
I'OK, u Bo-BTOpHIX, PMK 3aKimtouniia co MHOTMMH 10TOBOpPEL. IIpocTo Kynuin, 1 OHU HE CTalu TOBOPUTH 110
CpeAcTBaM MacCcOBOH MH(pOPMAaLUH.

JI: Ho 3T0 HE Tak 0OYEBUAHO, YTO OHU KYNHUJIH. DTO, HABEPHOE, HE IPSAMO JTIOKa3bIBaeTCs?

A: 3nech Takoii emE MmomeHT. [lonosuna CMU npuHajyIexkaia v MPUHAUICKUT HPESABLIYIIEMY TyOepHATOPY
Muxaniny FOpeBudy. A 0oH HauMHaJ 3TOT MPOEKT, U MBI [TOJ03peBaeM, uto oH B none ¢ PMK, nmoromy uto
AnTymkuH — ero xopommi 1pyr. Ho cefiuac y Hero mpoOIiieMsl, IPOTHUB HETO YTOJIOBHOE JIEN0, U OH B AHIVINH
ckpbiBaetrcs. Haunnan sto oH. U monmosuaa CMU mpuHauiexuT eMmy B UensOnHCKe.

JI: Kakue CMU?

A: «Ox0 MockBbl», «31-if kaHam, psaa razet, Hanpumep, «Bedepunii Uensounck». Odens cnoxHo. Ho Mbl
npoOuim 3Ty cTeHy: o Hac mucanu eaepansaeie CMU u 3apy6esxxasie CMU. To ecThb 3Ty mpobieMy MbI Kak-
TO PELINIIH, HIOTOMY YTO M oMorau (eaepanbHble CaiiThl, CHaYajIa MOAKIIIOUMICS | pUHITHC, TOTOM COBET IO
IpaBaM 4eJIOBEKa, a TaM IojoBuHa u3 I'punnuca. To ecth MHPOPMAMOHHYIO OJIOKaTy KaK TAKOBYIO MBI
npobuin. Kpome Toro, mociie Toro Kak B NpeIBLIOOPHYIO KaMITAHUIO TIPE3UACHT TTO3BOHII OTHOMY M3 JTUJIEPOB
Bacwimio Mockosel, 31ech yxe nHpopMalus pacipocTpaHena obuia. Bee 3Hanu 06 3ToM. OTO MBI Kak-TO
npeononenu. Jla, mectasie CMU oHM HEOXOTHO MUIIYT. XOTS CTPaHHAs! MO3ULHUS, KypPHAIHCTHI )KUBYT 3/1€Ch.
W npuHIMTIBI )KypHATUCTUKN — OBITh He3aBUCHMBIM. Ho, K coxkaneHuro, IeHbId JIENIA0T CBOE /0.

JI: SIBnsitoTCS JIM OTKPBITBIMU SKCIEPTH3bI, KOTOpble ObuIM HanucaHbl? [loToMy 4TO 51 OUEHb AOJITO HCKaN B
WHTEPHETE, HO HUKAKMX O(QHIMATBHBIX 3aKIIOYEHUI 0 TOM, 4T0 MOXHO cTpouTh ['OK, He Harres.

A: Her. EcTb Bce JOKYMEHTHI.
JI: 1 oum noctynHb1?

A: Jla, 3aKiII04EHUs, TOCYIApCTBEHHBIE 3KOJIOTHUYECKHE 3KcHepTusbl. Be€ moctymHo. Ml coOpanu o4eHb
MHOTO JIOKyMEHTOB Ha HalleM caiiTe «3a mpupoxy». MOXHO 3alTH MOCMOTPETb BCE 3TH 3aKITIOYEHHS.
JloKyMeHTOB O0dYeHb MHOTO. EcTh MHOTO caiitoB 1o 310i Teme. M rpymma BKonrtakre, u B ®DeiicOyke, B
COLIMAJIBHBIX CETAX MOYKHO MOCMOTPETh. MBI ke MX NMPakTUYECKH 3aCTaBUIM BCE JOKYMEHTHI CHIEIaTh U
nepenenars. OHU Ke MepeeNbIBaii IPOEeKT yXKe TpH pasa. [lo kakaomy MpoekTy ecTb 3axmodenue. Ectb
pa3pelIeHue Ha CTPOUTENBCTBO, I0TOBOPHI apeH bl JIECOB. Bce NOKyMEHThI M3BECTHBI — M0 KpailHEl Mepe,
HaM BCE U3BECTHO.

JI: Yrto BBI mymaete o coTpyaaudecTse ¢ mubepansabiva CMU B Poccun?
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A: B maHHBIH NIEpUO s CYUTAIO, 3TO BYXHO, TIOTOMY YTO CPEJICTBA MacCOBON MH(OPMAITUHU UTPAIOT OOJBIIYIO
poib. MIX He Tak MHOro octaynoch. M3 demepanbHBIX MOXKHO TI0 MaNblaM MEPEecYUTaTh, KAaKUE OCTAIUCH.
Koneuno, «Kommepcanty, «HoBas razetay, uX He TaKk MHOTO.

JI: 51 cupocwit, moToMy 9TO YenoBek B [ puHMUCE mOCTaToyHO CHIIBHO pyraics Ha nubdepansasie CMU. On
CKazaj, 9YTO TaM MHOTO JIFOZIeH, KOTOpbIe, K IpUMepy, He BEpAT B M3MEHEeHHEe KimMara. Ho BBl mymaere, 9To
OHH BaM momornu?

A: Hy, «HoBas razera» o4eHb XOpOIIHME CTaThbH MHCalla, OY€Hb XOPOIIHEe, TPAMOTHBIE M CKPYIYIE3HBIE.
[ToHsITHO, YTO Y HUX MOT'YT OBITh pa3HBIC TOUKH 3PCHUS HA U3MEHEHHE KinMaTa. Ho B OCHOBHOM OHHM MHIIYT. . .
Jlis Hac OHM HOPMaNbHYIO CTaThio TUcand. Ho W MHOTHME calfThl: activatica.org MOCTOSHHO MHIIYT. Y
nHocTpaHHelx CMU odyens MHOTO MarepuanoB Obu1o mpo TommHCckui 'OK, 1 HOpBEXKCKHE, B HEMEIKHE, U
aHIIIMHCKUE, KAKUX TOJIBKO He Obuto. Ho, Kk coxxanenuro, Huuero He nomoriio. HaBepHoe, Bcé-Taku 310 M3-3a
C1a0oii aKTHBHOCTH CaMUX 4eJIsOuHIICB. B 3Ty cy000Ty s Obl1 Ha MuTHHre B Muacce. Tam Toke MPOTHB
[apyroro] 'OKa... Tam ObUTIO OKONO TPEX THICSY YEIOBEK JJISI TAKOTO MaJIEHBKOTO TOpOJa, T/Ie JKUBET —
ckoibko Tam? — 160 Teicsa? Hy Be ¢ TOIOBHUHOM THICSYH — 3TO 04eHb MHOTO [t 160 Thicsd. MBI B ydieM
cily4ae HaOMpaJii CTOJIBKO B MsATHaANATOM roay. Ho, u3Bunute, B UenssOMHCKE ®UBET MUJITMOH YEIIOBCK.

JI: Cxonpko BBI coOupanu?

A: He Oombiiie Tpéx Thicsiu. To ecTh 3T0 ci1abas akTHBHOCTh. A B TE€X TOpOJiaX — OHU COOUPAIOT.
JI: 11 mouemy 3/1eCh aKTUBHOCTH TaK ciiaba?

A: Hy st MOTY TOJIBKO TIPEIIOTIOXKHTb.

JI: JlaBaiiTe.

A: Hy, Bo-niepBbIX, TOT e Muacc — 3T0 MaJeHbKUI TOPOA, U TaM HET 1OOBIBAIOIINX PON3BOJCTB B OCHOBHOM,
3TO MHIYCTPHUS MalIMHOCTPOCHUs. TaM JroaM KHUBYT OoJiee BBHICOKOTO OOpa3oBaHMsl, TEXHHMUYECKOTO. Tam
HaXOJUTCSI POCCUMCKMI pakeTHbIN LIEHTp, TaM aBTo3aBOJ. TaM B OCHOBHOM MamMHOCTpoeHue. OHu
o0pa3zoBaHHEe, 1 COOTBETCTBEHHO, HABEPHOE, Y ITHX JIIOJEH 3KOJIOrHyYecKas KyJIbTypa MoBblie. Bo-BropsIx, B
OOJIBIIMHCTBE CITy4aeB 3TO JIOAH, KOTOPhIe HECKOJIBKO MOKOJICHUH, KOpEHHBIE. TO €CTh OHU TaM POAMIINCH, HX
OTLBI U JIe[bl TaM POAWINCh. 1 y HUX €CThb KOHTPACT, IOTOMY YTO OHHM PSJAOM C TaKUMH YHUKAJIbHBIMH
NPUPOIHBIMU 00BEKTaMH, Kak o3epo Typrosk, UnemeHckuil 3amoBeqHuk. OTo BcE psamoM. Tam ApIumTcs
OYEHB JIETKO. YTPO3bl OHU OcTpee 4yBCTBYIOT. B UensiOuHCKe B OCHOBHOM METaJUTyprusi, AbIIIATh HEYEM,
OOJILIIMHCTBO MPHE3KUX. MOXKET OBbITh, T03TOMY. Sl MOTY ommbarhcs.

JI: JIronu mpocTo npUBBIKINA?

A: IlpuBBIKITH — pa3, yrpo3sl HE BUASAT — J1Ba. BONBIIMHCTBO Mpuexaio ciona — Tpu. M mostomy oHH, MHE
KaxeTcsi, 0ornee paBHOLYIIHbBIE K 3THUM IpodiiemaM. Ho 3To Most Touka 3peHus.

JI: Kak BbI OlleHUTE CerofHsmHui 3tan 00pbobi? Bel ckasanu, yto 'OK cTpoutcs. OTo yke HEBO3MOKHO
U3MEHUTE?

A: Hy, mensats Hamo. Her, s ontumuct. S cuuraio, 9To BO3MOXKHO. Bo-mepBhIX, y HEX Oolbiiast mpobiema ¢
BOJIOH, TIOTOMY YTO KaKOW OHH ITPOEKT XOTAT CIIeTIaTh, UM HY>KHO OOJIBIITIOE KOJIMYECTBO BOJBI, KOTOPOil HET. U
OHM HE 3HAIOT, TA€ B3ATh. [LMaHUPYIOT B35ATh U3 NUTHEBOU apTepun — peku Muacc. Y MbI mocrapaemcs He
TTO3BOJIMTH ATOTO CIENaTh. BO-BTOPHIX, SJKOHOMUYECKAs CUTYyaIllsi MOXKET U3MEHHUTHCS B 110001 MOMeHT. To
€CTh ATO K€ TOXKE JICHbT'H, 3TO e HYKHO rmocunTars. Celuac Haia 3ajada — CAeJIaTh MPOEKT IKOHOMHYECKH
HEPEeHTa0ENbHBIM, 3aCTaBHTh MX MPOCTO IOCYHUTATh U, CKAXKEM TaK, MOBBICUTh CTOMMOCTBH 3TOTO MPOEKTA,
YTOOBI OHU CaMH OTKa3aJIUCh OT Hero. [103ToMy ecTh TUIaHBIL, 4TO JiesiaTh. MBI 3Ha€M CIICAYIOIIUE [IaTH.

JI: Buepa MbI 00Cy>k1amu XBoCTOXpaHmuiie. M kak s moHsu1, ero He OyneT Ha Tepputopun Tomuackoro 'OKa.
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A: Jla. XBoCTOXpaHWIUIIE OyIeT, HO HE TaKMX O0BbEMOB, KaKMX OHU TUIAHHPOBAIM paHbIe. To €CTh OHHU
maaupoBany 340 000 KyOM4ecKuX METPOB. DTO OYEHBH OOJBINIOE XBOCTOXpAHWIHINE — JaMba Toiabko 90
MeTpoB. Ceifuac OHM MIAHMPYIOT MEHbBIIE MOCTPOUTH M TPAHCHIOPTUPOBATH XBOCTHL. VM Boma Bcé paBHO
HYXXHa, MOTOMY BOJOXPaHWIIMIIEC W XBOCTOXPAHWIHIIE — BCE PaBHO UM HYKHO. OCHOBHBIE XBOCTHI OHU
XOTAT TPAHCTIOPTUPOBATH 3 IATHAIIATH KWIOMETPOB B IPYTOil Kaphep, KOTOPHINA YXKe CYIIECTBYyeT. ITO OUYEHb
mpobnemMarnyHo. MM Gospliee KOMMIeCTBO BOABI HYKHO.

JI: XBocTy HY’KHO T€4b JJO XBOCTOXpaHWIAIIA?
A: Jla. 4 Gotock, YTO OHM MOTYT BEpHYThCSI K TIEpBOHAYAILHOMY MPOEKTy. BOT uTo camoe crpamiHoe.

JI: Onn mucanu Ha UX caiTe, 9T0 3TO OyAeT U30eraThb JIeCHbIE TOXKaphl B TAKOM JIPYTOM Kaphepe. DTO mpocTas
JIOXb YTO JH?

A: DTO POCTO MPEAIIOT, TOTOMY YTO TIOKaphl MOJKHO M JPYTUMHU criocobamu noTymmuTh. Heobs3aTensHo 3a
ITHAAATh KWIOMETPOB IyJbILy BaINUTh TyAa. ECTh Apyrue TeXHOJIOIUU PEeKyIbTHBALUHN. DTO HE OCHOBHOE,
3TO HE MaHanes OT BcexX 3TUX 0el. MoKHO JpyruMHu cioco0amu Oosee AenieBbIMU U 3 (GEKTUBHBIMU BCE 3TO
nenarb. ['maBHoe 451 HUX — noctpouTs I'OK.

JI: Buepa s Obin B TomuHe. Tam sitonu ObLTH OueHb 3aKphIThie. KpoMe BYX YenoBeK, HUKTO HE XOTEJ COBCEM
co MHOM roBopuTh. OHM cpa3y BbIOeraiu. Bel MoxkeTe cka3zaTh, U3MEHUIIOCH JIM HACTPOEHUE MPOKHUBAIOIITIX
TaM JIrofei? D10 OBIIO KOTJAa-TO MO-Apyromy?

A: Hy, BHauasne Bc€ Obu10 mo-apyromy. Korja Mbl y3Hamu 00 3TOM, MBI BCTPEYAIUCH CO BCEMU JICITyTaTaMu B
Tomuuo. Mx OpuTO Beero nmecarts denoBek. M oHm ckazanm: «MBI 3TOTO HE TMO3BONMM». MBI TIOMOIJIH UM
CenaTh TOKyMEHTHI, OHM OTMEHHJIH CITyIIaHus. B cremyrommii pa3 3TUX JienmyTaToB He n3opanu. Tam ke 0110
emeé HEeCKOJIIbKO OOIecTBeHHBIX oOcykaeHui. M Pycckas MenHas KOMIaHusi MPOCTO MPUTOHsIIA Tyaa
aBTOOYCBHI MOJIOJIBIX CIIOPTCMEHOB, KOTOPBIC 3aITyTHBAJIM HaceIeHHe. TO €CTh OHU BUJIAT, KAKKHE IPOIIECCHI TaM
MNPOUCXOAAT. A KOTJa XOTeNU CAEJaTh Jarepb NpoTecTa, OXpaHa MpocTo NMEpeKpbiBaja JOPOry, AehcTBOBaIa
6e300pa3Ho. MHe KakeTcsl, 4TO OHM Hamyranel. OHU HE YYBCTBYIOT 3allIUTy U YBEPEHHOCTH B 3aBTpaIIHEM
AHE, TIO3TOMY HE XOTAT pa3roBapuBaTh.

JI: MHe kaxeTcsi, YTO €CTh JIBa BWJa JABJICHHWS: JaBJeHHE TocyJapcTBa W KommaHmu. Kakoe y HuX
B3anMooTHoIIeHne? OHM B 4éM-TO OTINYAOTCS?

A: Jla Her. Hy kak, omiuuarorcs, ecrectBeHHO. Ho oHU AedcTByIOT B omHuX Hemsx. K coxkaneHuro, 3To
JIEHCTBUTENBHOCTh COBpEMEHHOM Poccun.

JI: Onu corpynHn4aror?

A: Koneuno. W mnpaBooxpaHUTENbHBEIE OpraHbl YCTpawmBalOT MpoBokamuu. K coxkajaeHuto, 3TO
neicTBUTENbHOCT, Pocchu, KoTma y HAc ONHMrapxy 3aHUMAKOTCS TOJNBKO BBIKAUMBAaHUEM pecypcoB. B
UenssOMHCKE CTONBKO OBLIO paHbIle 3aBOAOB. MalllMHOCTPOSHHEM HHUKTO He 3aHuMaeTcs. OHU XOTAT JIETKHe
ACHBI'W, BbIKaYaTb PpECypChl, NpoAaTbh HUX, U, K COXAJICHUIO, HCIIOJB3YIOT TOCYAapCTBECHHLIC OpPTaHbI,
TOCY/IapCTBEHHBI MEXaHWU3M B CBOHMX IEISIX. DTO OCOOEHHO 3aMETHO B PErHOHaX, IMOTOMY YTO Yy BCeX
COOCTBEHHHMKOB JoMa B AHMMH, BO DpaHnuu, ceMbu y HUX XUBYT TaM. OHHW 3axXBaTWjid BIACTh H,
CJIeIOBATENIbHO, BCE OPraHbl BIACTH: MUJIHUITUIO, TIOMUINIO, CYABL. Takas TEHACHIHS. DTHU JIFOIU, KTO XOUeT
BBIBO3UTh OTCIOZIa MEJlb, HE CBA3BIBAIOT CBOO XKU3Hb ¢ YemsiOunckom. U maxe ¢ Poccueit. Y Hac uHTEpeCH
pasHbie. MBI XOTHUM 3/1€Ch ®KUTh HOpMaTbHO. OHU XOTAT MOOOJBIIE IEHET 33 CUET MPUPOIHBIX PECYPCOB.

JI: 'V mens 6ompmie Het BompocoB. Cepreil bemoropoxoB mHe pacckaszan, kak PMK B HekoTOpBIX ciydasx
oOparajcs K padoTonareIsiM aKTUBUCTOB, YTOOBI OHH MX YBOJIHJIH.

A: la-na, 66u10. 91O Pycckas MeHas KOMIIaHHS BMECTE C COTPYAHUKAMHU PaBOOXPAHUTEIHHBIX OPTaHOB.

JI: Bol 3HaeTe KakoW-TO KOHKPETHBIN ClTydyail, KOro MOXXHO 00 3TOM CHPOCHTH?
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A: Y Bonogu KazanieBa MoxkHO 00 3TOM y3Harh. Ero Xomawmm, mpocwin TaM He padotarb. Jameme FOpuit
UepkacoB. 1 cam benoropoxor Cepreil Toxe IaBICHHE HCIBITHIBAT, OYCHb CEPHE3HO MPOTHUB HETO
pacmpocTpaHsuid Bcio 3Ty uHpopmanuio. Bacunuit MockoBel, y Hero skeHa cyabs Obuta. OHH JAeHCTBOBAIN
TPA3HBIMHU CITIOCO0aMH O BCeM (POHTAaM, B TOM HYHCIE IJIT TOTO, YTOOBI JIMIIUTh WCTOYHHUKA JOXOAA, TI0
6ompmomy cu€ty. Mosi cuTyanus B yHUBEPCHUTETE ToXke ObliTa morpanudHas. CiiaBa 60Ty, 4TO MOTYYHIOCH.
JI: Yto Tam uMeHHO ciryuniioch? Bamr HagansHUK BaM 00 3TOM TOBOPHUT?

A: [a, na. IIpocto ero mpocunu. CnaBa 6ory, 4yTo s TaM padoTaro JaBHO. Y MEHS TaM CBOS peryTamlusl.
[llecTHaaaTh JIET s B yHUBEPCUTETE paboTaro. Bc€ HopManbHO nmonyuminock. Koro emé Ha3Bars. .. [loxkanyid,
BOT BCE€ OCHOBHEIE Ha3BaHBI, MPOTUB KOTOPHIX Bew. Emeé nmpoBokamms, KoTopast Obljia ¢ MOHKOTOM-TO, 3HaeTe
3Ty uctoputo? YronoBHoe neno Mensenesa 3HaeTe?

JI: Jla, 1 00 3TOM 3HAIO.

A: DJto ke TOoke rps3Has TexHonorms. Camas Oonblias mpoOieMa — TO, YTO OHHM HCIONB3YIOT
TOCY/IapCTBEHHBIE OPraHbl, KOTOPBIE XHUBYT 3a CUET CPEICTB HAJOTOIIATENBIIUKOB, B CBOMX MENSIX. JTO
COBCEM Yy’KacHO.

JI: Ciacu6o0. Y MeHs Oosbliie HET BOMPOCOB. Bl xoTuTe 4T0-HUOYNL 100aBUTH?

A: Jla Het, mo OosblioMy cu€Ty HeT. Bynmem HamesaTbcs. Y MEHs, KCTaTH, OYeHb XOPOIIUH OIBIT pa0doThI ¢
BallMMu AenyTtaramu u3 «byHuecraray.

JI: C xeM BBI MO3HAKOMMJIUCE?

A: Mb1 ¢ Deneii B 2011 roay caenaiy o4eHb XOPOIIYIO KOH(DEPESHIIMIO 0 paaualMoHHoN atMocdepe. U nBa
yneHa «byHaecTara» crona npuexaiu. Y Hac Ha caidte ecTb. Ceiluac CKaxy.

JI: U3 xaxoit naptun? 3enéHoi?

A: HO-MOGMy, conuanuctel. Ho 3T0 OBLIO YK€ JaBHO.
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Interview with Irina Poletavkina, Chelyabinsk, 11 March 2019
Jlykac Jlau: MHe uHOrma noka3ainoch, 4TO JIFOAU MHE HE IOBEPSIOT 31€ECh.

Wpuna [loneraBkuHa: Briomne Moxet ObITh. Sl Takas qoBepunBasi Toke. [[pUBBIKIIN K TOMY, YTO TIPOBOKAIIHN
co cropoHbl Menuoit Kommannu ObuTH. Y HaC JIFOAEH MOACTaBUIIN. Sl ¢ ATUM YEIOBEKOM, C IMPOBOKATOPOM
o01manace.

JI: Tocionma Mensenes?
W: la. To ecTh 1axe B TOJIOBE HE YKJIAbIBAJIOCh, YTO TAKOE MOXKET OBITh.
JI: On Ben cebst kKak HOPMaJIbHBIN YeI0BeK?

N: AbcomotHo! Jlaxke HUKAaKOW MBICITH HE BO3HUKIIO O TOM, YTO Y€JIOBEK MOXKET MOICTABUTh MPOCTO APYTHX,
mpocto OBITH poBOKaTopoM. [IpaBnia, oH MHE He 331aBajl HUKaKMX BOIIPOCOB TaM 4YTO-TO Kak-To. Hy, Bumgars,
ornpenen¢HHas 1eNb OblIa, YTOOBI MMEHHO JUCKPEIUTHPOBATh. S, HABEpPHOE, MPOCTO HE TIOAXOAUIIA I03TOMY.

JI: U ecniu BApYyT MHOCTpaHEI PUEET, TIOIU TyMAIOT, 9YTO 3TO CHOBA MOXKET OBITh KaKOW-HHUOYIh IPOBOKATOP?

N: V Hac moau B NpHUHLKIE 3aKPBITHIE, BCE TAKHE CEPHIE XOAIT, OHM BCe 3aMydeHHbIe. [lepBast MbIcib y
OompmmHCTBA: «UTO chenmarp, uTo0 mokymarsk? Kak kpemurt 3amumatuth? Kak 3a kBapTupy 3amiatuTh?» S
MOCYHTANA CBOIO 3apILIATy, Y MEHsI ITOJTyyaeTcsi 00s3aTeNbHBIX TUIATeXel — 3TO IBE TPEThHX. A Ha OTHY TPETh
KaK-TO HY>KHO 4TO-TO KYIIUTh: HAIPUMED, OACKTY, 00yBb, KAKUE-TO TEKYILIHUE PACXObI TLTIOC MTPOILYKTHI.

JI: Yro siBnsieTcst AByMSI TPETbUMMU?

U: Hy, rpy0o roBops, s MoJIy4ar CyMMy KaKyr-TO, TO OOJbIIas 4acTh JIBE TPETH, YXOIAUT HA 00sI3aTeIbHbIC
IUIATE)XH — 3TO KBApTUPaA, KPEIWT, HAIIpUMeEp, OCH3UH Ha MAIKHY, CO0aK TIOKOPMHUTb, KOIIEK. 51 UX HUKyIA
HE JICHY. Y MEHS JIBE COOaKH.

JI: Bbl X0THTE CKa3aTh, YTO JIFOAU 3aKPBIThIEC, IOTOMY YTO KU3Hb TsDKeNa?

N: Jla, npmwxumaet. OueHb XOpoIio jieToM. JIeTo Kak-To criakuBaeT 3To Bcé. OcoOeHHO, Korna mooyierib B
necy, pacciadumscs. Camoe r1aBHO€, YT00 JKHMBBI ObUIH OJM3KHE. A TIOTOM OCO3HAEIb, YTO 3TO B OOLIEM-TO
Ha repBoM Mecte. Hy ecTecTBEeHHO X0ueTcs, el Hallla mpodyieMa BO3HHKIIA, MepeedkaTh U3 Topojia Kyaa-To.
Kak s Mamy 371ech octaBmo? 85 net. Y Hac 3/iech Bce poACTBEHHHKH. S ke He Oporry e€ 31eck. MHe XOTh Kak
npuagTesl 371eCh KUTh. A TIEpPEeBO3UTH CTAPHKOB — 3TO OYEHb IMpobieMarnyHo. OHU yMHPAOT B TakoM
BO3pacTe. ITO OUEHb TSHKEIO.

JI: Bol o npodeccun kTo?

U: A no mpodeccun MHXKEHep-Tienaror miBeiHoro npousBoactsa. Ho s He paboraro mo mpodeccuu, K
coxaJyieHuto. 5| paboTato caloBHUKOM, IBETOYHHIIEH.

JI: Kak 310 nonyuunocs? 30eck Tak MHOTO MHXKEHEPOB, UTO HENb3 YCTPOUTHCS?

U: B cBOE Bpems st MedTasa yCTPOUTHLCS o TPodeccHH, s XoTeNa ObITh MACTEPOM B YUHIIHIIE HITH TEXHHKYME,
9T00 AEBYOHOK TPYIIBI MpernojaBarh, YToO0 UM moka3biBaTh Bcé 3T0. He Obuto MecT paboumx. Kak pas,
nojyvaercs, s B kakoM roxny, B 2000 kakoMm s 3aKOHYMIJIA, KPU3UC TaKOH, 4TO HEe OBUIO PadodMX MecCT I0
npodeccun. S cocrosia Ha yuére B CIyk0€ 3aHATOCTH. YCTpOWIIach MeHemKepoM B ofaHy ¢upmy. [Totom
neITanack Ha ce0st mopaborars. Ho 310 HepeanbHO. Y Hac Majblil Ou3Hec youBarot. Jlaxe ¢ yu€Tom Toro, 4to
s CHELUAIN3MpOBalaCh Ha TOBapax OTEYECTBEHHOTO MPOW3BOACTBA. 10 €CTh MMEHHO Ui TOTO, YTOOBI
pacIypHuTh 0T€YeCTBEHHOE MPOM3BOACTBO. Kepamuka pasnuunas miBetouHas. Het. Apenna u Hajmoru Takue
BbICOKHE. Hudero He ocTaércsi.
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JI: 51 oyeHbr MHOTO YHTAaI TPO Pa3HbIC DKOJOTHMUYECKHE aBapHH 37ech, B obmactu. Bel 37ech pomumuch u
BBIpOCIH?

U: a, s 3neck poaunack. 1 Mama TOXke y MEHS OTCHOZIA.
JI: Mens mokupoBasa aBapusi. ..

W: Masxk?

JI: J1a. Kora BBl 00 3TOM yChbIIIaiy B IEPBhIi pa3?

W: Oto ovensp ceppé3nas aBapus. 3HaelIb, 3TO OBUIO HE Tak naBHO. [loTromMy 4TO 00 3TOM BCEM MOITYAIOCK.
Ckonbko? MHe ObLI0, HaBEepHOE, JieT 15. Y MeHs monpykka K 0a0yIike mpueskana paHbllie, Mbl TIPOS3KAIU
Kak pa3 peky Teda. To ecTh MBI B IPUHIIMIIE YXKE 3HAIU, HO HE CTOJIBKO, CKOJIBKO MBI 3HAEM Ceiuac.

JI: 51 unran, uyto oduMaNEHO H3BECTHO 3TO cTajio B 1989 roxy.

WU: J1a, na. Hexotopsie 3Hamm Tam, uro 661u10. Ho 00 3TOM 3amperniero Osu1o roBoputk. [Ipocto ata karactpoda
nocuibHee, 4eM YepHOoObLIb ObllIa Ha CAMOM JIeJI€, YTO KacaeTCsl paAnalliOHHOTO (OHAA, XBOCT BOT ATOT BOT...
Ecan xouems mo atomy moBomy, y Hac ecth Oxcana FOpweBna Ilumep wnu Auapeit Tanesaun. Ouu
CHEeLHAIM3UPYIOTCS UIMEHHO Ha simepHoii Teme. A Cepreit naBan TaneBnuHa Tenedon?

JI: I ¢ HuUM yxe roBopuil. MHE HHTEPECHO, KaK BbI 3TO BOCIIPUHUMAJIN.

W: 3naro, 4TO B OJMH MOMEHT MBI XOIWIIH, MOTy4YaeTcss Ha 03€p0, TOCHOAM, KaK OHO... 3a0blIa yxe, Kak
Ha3bIBACTCH.

JI: O3épck?

U: Her, ner. [Tonyuaercsi, 9TO B TOW CTOpPOHE B TOM 4mcie o3epo. M moxas mpomén. Ml Xoauinu TrpuObl
cobupath ¢ moapyxkoit. [Tocie 3Toro )yTKO MyUYHIIUCH OT TOJIOBHOM 0O0JTU MOCIIE TOMKIS.

JI: A B Kapabarme b1 Opu1H?

W: beuta onuH pas. O1o ObUIO Kak pa3, Koraa s ToibKo y3Hana npo TomuHckuit I'OK u B nexabpe B rpymie
coOuparcs aBTo0yc TyJa Che3IUTh.

JI: Uto6BI TOCMOTPETH, KaK MOXKET BhITIIsLIeTh TomuHCKui 'OK?

N: HMa, na. Ho Her. IloHMMaep, 3T0 HEMHOXKKO HEKOPPEKTHOE CPABHEHUE, ITIOTOMY YTO HA JAHHOM JTalle B
MPOEKTE HEeT MeJeTIaBIIIbHOTO Mporn3BocTBa. A B KapaOame B ocHOBHOM MeleriaBiiibHOE. M He HY)KHO
3a0bIBaTh O TOM, YTO 3TO HAKOIUIEHHBIH skomormueckuit ymepO. C 30-x romoB 3aBox pabortan, U 3TO
HakarBajiock. PMK BHecsio cBoto jenty, Oe3ycioBHo. Korna oHH oTKainu 3aBoz PeHIEpPCKUM 3axXBarToM,
JIvicas ropa, KOTopasi TaM ecTh, yxe 3eneHena. [locie toro, kak PMK npunuia paborars Ha Kapabamimvens,
0 KakKuX HOpMax 3KOJIOTMYECKHUX Mbl MO>keM roBopuTh? Tpyn ['opskaBoro Hukonas ciy4daitHo He untanu?

JI: O uém?

W: Tam uaétr conpuKOCHOBEHUE NAHHBIX HAIIEr0 MUHHCTEPCTBA AKOJIOTHMU U JAaHHBIX cIyTHUKOB NASA no
BBIOpOCY Auokcua cepsl. [lomygaercs, Hukomait ToBOpHUT, 4TO Y HAC B IBYXTHICSYHBIC TOBI BRLIOPOC JHOKCHA
cepsl mipeBeiman 300 000 ToHH. A Harlle MUHACTEPCTBO SKOJIOTUY TTOKA3bIBAJIO, UTO TaM BOOOIIE Komehku. To
€CTh MaJI0 TOTO, YTO Y HUX OBLI OTpOMHBIA 00BEM MPOM3BOACTBA, OHM 3aHIDKAIM JIAaHHBIE O BHIOpOCAX.
[TonyyaeTcs, He TOBOPMIJIM HA CAMOM JIeJi€, CKOIBKO MPOAYKIIMU OHU BBITYCKAIOT. TO YXOJ OT HAaJIOTOB B TOM
yrcne Obl1. Ecom mHTEpecHO mounTarb, y HETO ecTh 3ameuarenbHas ctarbd. PMK mawgamu, Tam mpocto
CTpamrHo cMOTpeTh. Jnokcupa cepwl, oH dyBcTByeTcs. [locie 3amycka mx SKOOBI CyIep-TyInep OYMCTHOTO
nexa... Jlromu 3agprxatorcs. Ceituac Tam x)uByT 11 ThICs4, Obu10 Gonbiie 50 ThICSY HaceneHus. Celvac KTo
MOXeT, yekaeT. Ho y nroneit 3ammrHast peakiusi, Korma ToBopsIT, yTo Kapabamr — caMblii TPsI3HBIN TOPOII.
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Taxoxe xak u mpo YenstOnHck. 910 00uaHO. Eciy ThI He MpUMEIIb 3TO ¥ HE CHUMEIIb PO30BBIE OYKH, THl HUYETO
MOYKEIIIb CIIENATh IS YITyqIIeHHSI CBOETO TOpoAa. ITO HY>KHO IPHUHSATE, TOHATH M IBUTAThCA 0 HATIPABICHUIO
TOTO, 4TO0 3TO HCIIPABUTH.

JI: 3mech Toke KOPEHHBIM KUTEISM O0HIHO, €CITH KTO-TO TOBOPHT, YTO YUeIIOMHCK TPS3HBINH?
W: la. MHOTHE OOMKAFOTCS.
JI: Pacckaxwure.

W: Dto nmapanokc, HO Jitonu 0OMkKArOTC. DTO Bpoje Kak TBOW oM. [1ycTh OH OobIoi, HO 3T0 TBOM qoM. 1
KOTJIa TOBOPAT, YTO B TBOEM JIOME I'PA3HO, MHOTHE J0AU o0mkaroTcs. Ho 3To HyKHO NMOHATH U NPHHATh. Y
TeOs B IOME TPSI3HO, 3HAUMT, HYXKHO CJieNlaTh TeHepaibHylo yOopky. [IpaBuiabH0? UTO HYKHO Ui 3TOTO
caenatb? BwIOpochl mpennpusTHii — HYXHO OYHCTHBIE HOPMalbHBIE C/EIaTh, MOJUTHKA, YIpPaBIeHHUE
ropoIoM, M3p M I'yOepHaTop B IOCIEOHHME 5 JIET NMPHUBEIH B Takoil ymagok YemsaOMHCK, 4TO 3TO IIPOCTO
karactpoda kakasg-To. Ecinm pasplie MBI CMOTpPENM Ha TOPOA M TOBOpHIM: «YensOMHCK AMHAMUYHO
pasBuBaercsi. Kak 3mopoBo!». Bo-mepBbix, mpumén FOpeBud u BeIpyOMJI OUeHb MHOTO AEPEBBEB. JTa
«Jlopoxnas peBomrorus». .. OH yxe o0macTs 0aHKpoTOM clenali. Bo-BTopsix, JlyOpoBckwmii Koraa mpumen —
370 Bc€. OH caM IMPOMBILUIEHHUK, MeTauTypr. py3bs — metamrypru. To ecTh 10001 ObLJIO IMEHHO 3TOTO
KiaHa Mmeramnyprudeckoro. Be€. Cramum 3ampixatbes. B aTom jgekabpe ObUIO OYEHB IUIOXO, Sl TOJBKO C
pecnmparopom xoauna. Kak cobaku y MeHs aplmanu Ha Teruorexe, s BOOOIIE HE 3HAI0. A B CEMHAIIATOM
rofay B ekabpe — 3To nmpocTo yxac 6bul. Ho BOT, OKa3pIBaeTCsl, HAM TOBOPAT, YTO HE BBIOPOCHI IPEANPHUSITUI
BHUHOBATHI, a TO, YTO y HAC BETpa HET, I0ro/ia BUHOBATA.

JI: IlonuTHKM 3TO rOBOPSAT?

N: Ja. «Onare HMY, onsite HMY». ¥V Hac B ropose OoJibliie monoBuHbI THel B rony HMYVY [HeOnaronpusTHbie
METEOPOJIOTHUYECKUE YCIOBUS [l PACCEMBAaHUS BEIOPOCOB B BO3IyXe].

JI: A roBopuit ¢ )xypHanuctkoi 74.py. OHa MHe cka3aia, uto JietoM @CB nporoauia 00bicku y UMK u npyrux
npeanpuatuid. OHa cKasaia, 4To MOCcie TOro CTalo JIydiie ¢ Bo3ayxoM. OHa mpapa?

WN: Takue oOvicku ObLTH, Na. Ho MMOKa He HI3MEHHUTCSI OTHOIIICHHE PYKOBOJISIIIETO COCTaBa 00JIACTH K BEIOpOcaM
U JIeATeNTbHOCTH KOMOWHATOB, MaJI0 YTO U3MEHHUTCS. ITO MOXKET OBITh MMOKa3HOE B OOJBIIMHCTBE, TIOTOMY YTO
TOBOPST, HO PE3YJbTaTOB MBI HE BUJIMM HHUKaKHX. TO €CTh, MPEXK/IE BCETO KaKue Pe3yJbTaThl IOJKHBI OBITH?
Hasepnoe, 310 Gonbiie mrpadbl 32 HApyIIeHHE SKOJIOTHYECKOTO 3aKOHOATEIhCTBA. MBI 3TOTO HE BUIVM.
Tpad 80 ThICSY st OTPOMHOTO 3aBOJIa — 3TO MPOCTO KOMEHKH. 3aTO JIOASM y HAC 32 MUTHHTH 250 ThICSY
natoT. Hopmanpao! 3amHTepecOBaHHOCTH JODKHA ObITh. Jlfomn mpockmarses Hadanw. Hauamm
WHTEPEeCOBaThCsS CBOMM 370poBbeM. Ho maimo moxka emé. A To, 4TO OHU C CHIIOBHKamH... Bel ¢ Mapueit
Iuponenko pasroBapusaiu ¢ 74.py?

JI: la. 3naere?

W: Mu1 He nmuuHO 3HakoMbl. Ho kak ObI Tak 3Hat0. B cBoe Bpems 74.py Obuio oueHb Herwtoxoe CMU. U korna
Hara nmpo0semMa BO3HHUKIIA, OHH e€ HeryIoxo ocBemany. Ho motom ¢ Pycckoii MeHOM KOMIIaHUH TTPpHUEXal, Mo-
Moemy, ['oBopoB. 3axirouniy 1oroBop, Kymuian momenienne. M Bc€. C Tex mop, y Hac TOJIBKO 3aKa3HbIe CTaTbu

B OOJIBIIIMHCTBE HIYT Yepe3 74.py.

JI: 5l Tam BUAENn MHOTO cTarel Mpo PKOIOTHYECKUE MPOOIEeMBbI, U 3TO Xoporno. Ho, ¢ Apyroi cTopoHbI, OHU
o4eHb moxo nuuryT npo Crom ['OK.

H: D10 m3MeHUIOCH B MocCJICAHEC BpEMs IMOCJIC TOro, Kak PYCCKaH MCAHasA KOMIIaHHS 3aKIO4YuJia C HUM
KOHTPAKT.

JI: Ona MHe cKa3ajia, YTO OHU He3aBHCHMBbIE.

W: Koneuno. (yavibaemcs)
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JI: Ho, mo-moeMy, TiYHbIE B3ISABI )KYPHAJIMCTOB TOXKE BIUSIOT.

U: 41 ne 3nar0 Mapwuto mu4aHo... Y Hac B cBOE BpeMs KOH(IMKT BO3HUK. B mponiom rony, momyuaercs... Bot
[epuan, BOT JOpora yepes namOy, 1 B TOM CTOPOHE Ha Oepery BOAOXPaHWUIIMIIA Y JIFOIEH eCTh Ca/ibl, KOTOPBIM
JOCTaTO4HO MHOTrO JeT. Tam oueHp Xopomue aoma. VI MHorue sronu nepedpanuch u3-3a BRIOPOCOB Tyaa.
Hactpounu nocénxos.

JI: Ha BocTounoM Gepery?

W: Hert, Ha 3anagHOoM Oepery, nmomyuaetcs. Korremxnabie mocénku Xoamc, 3anaanbiii, bensie Pockl — BOT 310
Bcé. 1 Bo3HHMKIIA Tpo0iieMa, YTO JIFOISM OYeHb TUIOX0 A0OUparbesa. Y Hac MOCTPOUTH TOCTPOMIIH, a TIOAyMarh
0 TOM, KaK JIIOAH I100uparbest 10 paboTel OyayT... MadpacTpykTypsl HeT. OqHa nopora uepes3 AaMOy, depes
[lepurnu, u 0Ha O4EHB 3arpykeHa. JIFoau HHOTa 1O J1Ba WM TPY Yaca WHOTIa JOOUPAIOTCs 10 pabOThI yTPOM,
a ITOTOM TaK K€ BO3BPAIalOTCS BeUepoM C paboThl. Tak BOT OHM peIniii H3HAYAIBHO ITPOBECTH IOPOTH Yepe3
cazgpl. To ects cHecTH oMa, KoTopsle roau ctporin 20, 30, 40 net, Tae OHM KUBYT, U TOCTPOUTH Jopory. 1
y Mapuu [llupoHeHko Kak pa3 TaM okazajcs oM, cal. OHa nucana cTaTbio Mo 3ToMy noBoAy. Jlo aToro oHa
panoBanack: «Hac He kocHércsa BiausiHue Tomuuckoro I'OKa! Mel naneko». KocHynocs Bac, moToMy 4TO
MPEXIE BCErO 3TO OTHOLIEHUE BIACTHU K JtoAsIM. [lo-ApyroMy HUKaK HE CKa)KElIb.

JI: MoxeTe pacckasarb, Kak Bbl onayu B aBmwkeHue Crorn ['OK?

W: Jlerko. MBI ¢ MyxeM JIFOOUM IIBETHI, JIIOOUM c00OaK, KUBOTHBIX. Ilojy4yaercs, 4TO B CaMOM YHCTOM
HaIpaBJeHNH, apasuienbHo fopore B TomuHo y Hac ecTh caj. Can «HacoBuiuk». Mbl ogymainu, HOLyMau:
3eMIII0 KynuTh. OObe3IuIn, HAUIM HEeIUIOX0H ydacTok. J[EmeBo Tak MomyduiIoch, Mbl KyIIHIM TaM 3€MIIO.
[omyuaercs, «YacoBuuky, a Tam mocénok CruHermazoBo. 20 MUHYT /10 TOpO/a, Ha MallIMHE MPAKTUIECKH 0e3
mpoOok. Y MeHs K pabore ONM3KO, MaMa TyT PSAoM. S paayroch, KyIHIU 3eMJTI0, XOTh HEOOJBIIION JTOMUK,
TEIUTUITY OONBUIYIO C/AETaTh, BETHL... A MHE TOBOPSAT: «A 4To ThI pagyembcs? Tam psgom Tomuuckuit [OK
coOuparoTcs CTpouTh». S 1aBail B MHTEPHETE CMOTPETh, IOTOMY YTO HUKAKOW MH(GOPMAIIMH TOIKOM BOOOIIIE
HHUTIE He ObLIO.

JI: Kak BbI 3TO y3HaMN?

U: Ha pabote cka3ain 4enoBek, KOTOpbIi 00 3ToM ciblmai, modEp. A naBaii uckarb, 4yTo ke Takoe TOMUHCKUN
I'OK u nammna rpynmy BKonrakre «Cronl’OK». Berynmna, cmorpena, cmorpena. Ilotom yke B HOsOpe
BCTaBaja B MMUKETHI. YKE JIIONAM PAcCKa3bIBasa, KaK 4To.

JI: D10 OBLTO B IATHAAIIATOM TOY?

WU: Jla, B nSTHAAATOM TOJY JIETOM MBI KYIIWJIM B aBryCTe U OyKBaJIbHO B CEHTSAOpE, B KOHIIE aBTyCTa s y3Haua
00 3toM. To ecTh mepBOHAYAILHO-TO OOpbOA Hauanach 3a KJIOYOK CBOeH 3emiu. [1oToM ye HMOHHUMAEIIIb,
HACKOJIBKO 3TO TIo0asibHasi yrpo3a, He TOJIBKO MOEMy KIJIOUKY 3eMJiH, He Tosibko CuHernazoo. Ho yrposa
BooO1Ie B npuHLune YensiOnnckoit odnactu. 1o kacaercs u Koneiicka, u Oxrsadprckoro. Tam ¢ 06ernx ctopoH
MHOTO caioB. OTpOMHBIN 00BEM.

JI: Torga 3To y>e ObLIO JBa ro/1a U3BECTHO OGUIHAIEHO, TPABHIBLHO?

W: Her. Ilogoxmu. Jltogm y3Hamm o0 »TOM JaBHO. B TpuHaamaroMm romay yxke Tpymma coOupanach H3
HECKOJIbKMX YeJIOBeK. A BOOOIIE MepBbie CIymIaHus ObLIM B ABeHaMaroM. Mel Obtn y Onbru SIkoBer B
TomunacKOM, a ecTh emé TomuHO. A MOXKET OBITh, B TOMHHCKOM, S YK€ ceidac IyTarch, codupanu. Mbl
cHauajya IiaHupoBanu K Haramum T'epmanoBre CymakoBoi cwhe3mnuTh. Ho He momyumiock. OHa kak pa3
y4acTBOBAJIa B CITyIIaHUSAX BMecTe ¢ ToHYapoM PMK u roBopmita, 4To 3TO TOJNBKO OJ1aro, 3To YMcTas BOIUYKA
Y TIECOYEK, ATO BOOOIIIE HUYETO CTPAIIIHOTO, 3TO 3aMEUaTENbHEII MPOEKT, U BCE y Bac OyAET MPOCTO OTIIUYHO.

JI: Korga mronu Ha9amu pacKpbIBaTh, YTO 3TO HE TaK?
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W: Bo-mepBpIX, HaM MOBE3NI0 B TOM, YTO y HAC HEPAaBHOAYIIHbIE JIONM OKAa3aJHCh W3 JTOTO CHadaja
HEOOJBIIIOT0 KoiaudecTBa. M, BO-BTOpBIX, crnermuanucthl. FOpuit bopucoBmu YepkacoB caM 3aHUMAETCS
reosioropassenkoil. OH 3HaeT, kKak. OH Hauaa packpyuuBarb 3710. Oner Marasos, To ecTh ere Joau. [lotom
MOJIKJTIOUMIIMCh Takue dKcnepThl, kak Hanexxna MBanoBHa BepruxoBckas, CBemiana BacunbeBHa KHsi3era.
Onn He oxwmmanu. Pycckas MmemHass KOMIIAaHUS HE OXHAalda, YTO COOOIIECTBO UEISIOWHIIEB BO3HUKHET
JOCTaTOYHO JAPYXKHOE, TaKoe IABIKEHHE, KOTopoe OyleT moMorars 0e3BO3Me3THO, y9acTBOBaTh BO BCEM. U
CaMBbIM TVIABHBIM (PyHJIaMEHTOM Oy/lIeT UMEHHO 3HAHUE, HE IPOCTO Kakoe-To TaM: «MHe 6alyika cka3anay...
Copoxk JeT cTaxka, COpOK IIATh JeT cTaxa... Ceprei y Hac XMMHUK, OH TOXKe 3To npocunTai. Haxexma MiBanoBHa
pacckaspiBania, 9to npountaia OBOC mo 15 crpaHuUIlel — 3TO IpeaBapUTEIIbHAS OIIEHKA BO3ICHCTBHUS Ha
OKpYXaIOIYI0 cpey — U MOHsUIA, YTo 3T0 adépa, 3Toro He MoxkeT ObITh. ITO Open. Crernana BacunbeBHa
MOCMOTpENIa, Y He€ MPOCTO BOJIOCHI BCTANU JBI00M. OHH 3TOTO HE OXKHIIAIIH.

JI: Hepezl TCM, KaK BBI IIOIIAJIM B IBUXXCHUC, Bbl 3aHUMAJINCh MOJIMTUKOM BOO6HIC?

W: Ha paccyxnennn KkyxoHHOM. KyxoHHas Tema, CKakeM Tak, Obi1a. MBI TOBOPHITH, KOHEYHO, YTO-TO, HO HE
0c000. B GonbIIMHCTBE CTONBKO BpPEMEHH 51 HE yAelsia. JTO ONHO3Ha4HO. He yaemnsiia cTOMbKO BpeMEHHU
pasaensHOMy cOOpY Mycopa, HarpuMep. A 3TO yKe HACTOIBKO CephE3HBIC MPOOJIEMBI Ha TTAHETE, YTO MTPOCTO
Heo0XoanMo OpaTbes 3a 3TO O4YEHb OBICTPO. A 371€Ch, KOHEYHO, TOPH30OHTHI MOETO CO3HAHMS PACIITUPUIIHCH.

JI: S roBopun ¢ bopucom 3onorapeBckuM. OH MHE pacckasal, YTo CHadasa AyMaJl, 4TO HaJo IPOCTO COOOLIUTh
Ilytuny u BCE...

U: Bce Tak mymanu. He comocraBmsmi. MoxeT ObITh, 3TO HE TakK SIBHO CMOTpPEIOCh, MOXKET Ha 3TO He
oOparmiany BHUMaHue. EcTecTBEHHO, MPE3UICHT — 3TO rapaHT KOHCTUTYIHH, MPaBUiIbHO? M3Ha4ambHO MBI
MOMBITATUCh OOPATUTHCS K TrapaHTy KOHCTUTYLUHMH. B KOHCTHTYyLMHU €CTh cTarhbd 42, KOTOpas FOBOPHT, YTO
Ka)XJIpIii 4EJIOBEK MMEET IPaBO Ha OJIArONPHATHYIO OKPY’KAIOIIYIO cpeny. DTO Y Hac MIPONKMCaHO. 3HAYHT, 3TO
JOJDKHO cOOMIoAaThes. 3HaYUT, cOOMpaeM MONHUCH. YKe B MATHAIIATOM IOy COOMpAIH, CTOSUTH B TUKETaX U
B MOpO3, U B apy. B MockBy Z1Ba pa3a win TpU pa3a €31ujIu.

JI: K Ilytuny?

N: He k camomy, HO B anMuHucTpanuio [Ipesunenta. EcrecTBeHHO, HAC K HEMY HUKTO He Iyckai. 1 oTnucku
MOCJIe 3TOr0 LUIM OT HPOCTHIX KJIEPKOB THIA KAKOro-To 3pI0OKMHA. TO OrpoMHOE KOJIMYECTBO IOIIHCEH,
KOTOpPBIE MBI OTHPABIISIIH, OCTABAIOCH MMPAKTUYECKH 0€3 BHUMAaHUS CO CTOPOHBI (he/IepaIbHOTO TPABUTEIHCTBA.
OT0 BCE CIYCKaJIOCh HA YPOBEHBb PETMOHANBHBIN. A PErMOHAIBHBIN YPOBEHB IO CUX ITOP HUYETO HE JENAET.

JI: PerroHanbHOE MPaBUTENLCTBO BOOOIIE HE OOUTCsI BHIOOPOB? OHU HE 3aBHUCAT OT FOJIOCOB?

W: IlpaBUTENbCTBO MpPEKPACHO IOHMMAET, YTO, €CJIM celvac OyayT HacTosIiue BHIOOPBI, €My IPOCTO
HeoOxoauMo OyieT yiTH B oTcTaBKy, [IyTuHy B TOM umcie. BecHoli 18-ro roga y Hac Obiiu BEIOOpHL. S 3HarO
OUYEHb MHOTO JIFOZEH, KOTOpbIe TOBOPAT: «IlyTrH — 310 Haw npe3uaeHT. He tporaiite Ilytuna. Tonbko oH —
4eJIOBEK, KOTopblil ciacéT Poccuro». YenoBeky npuBoauiub hakTsl... 1o Kak ¢paHatuku. Ho BCE paBHO monu
MPOCHINAIOTCA. Y MEHs 35Th Takol e Obul. Tonbko HAauMHAJIM TOBOPUTH Ha 3Ty Temy. «He HpaButCs, —
TOBOPHT, — BAJIUTE KyJa XOTUTE». A TToueMy s JOJDKHA yekath? S 3mech poamnacs, s 31ech KuBy. HaBepHoe,
HYXHO KaKHM-TO 00pa3oM MeHsTh 3T0 Bc€. OH npocHyics jetoM. Ha pabote, MoxxeT ObITh, KTO-TO nomor. Ho
OH HayaJj conocTasisTh. OH ceiyac TOKe FTOBOPHT, YTO 3TO IPOCTO HEPEANbHO, YTO B CTpaHe TBOpUTcA. Ecnn
OBl OBUIM HACTOSIIUE BHIOOPHI, 3TO OBUIO OBl HOpMalbHO. HO MBI MpekpacHO BWAWM, KaK Y Hac BBEIOOPHI
MIPOXOASIT. MHOTO BHJIEO K€ CHATO, KaK BOPOCHI OIOJUTETEHEH, IO CMEIITHOTO JTIOXOAWT. Te e camble YIUTENs,
KOTOpBIE MPOCST MOBBICUTH UM 3apIUIaTy, U OHH e 3aHUMaloTCs 3TUM. | e joruka?

JI: Korga mronu cranu comHeBarhes, uTo 1lyTtun Oynet permars npoOnemsl, cBa3anHbie ¢ TomuHckum ['OKom?

U: He mory ckazarp, uto cpasy. Bee sxaanu orBeTa, OueHb JOJIT0 >KAaJH, 4TO OH pearupyeT. M motoM, MUTHHT
¢ HaBanpHpIM. Yike He TOMHIO B 16-0M mim 17-0M TOy OH OBLI. ..

JI: Tlocne Toro, kak oH omyOiukoBan ponuk «OH BaM He uMon»?
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W: Moxet 651Th. 51 HE comocTaBIsiio MeXK Ty co0oit To. [la, B anpene 17-oro roxa, momydaercs. Mu1 ¢ Cepreem
Kak pa3 ObUTM opraHu3aropamu 3Toro MUTuHTa. COBEpIIEHHO CIy4YailHO HAC CIpanimBai NMOToM bopuc
3osoTapeBckuii, TaMm ecTh emé Kupwur: «Pebsita, naaure ciopo HaBabHOMY, €CM OH MPUEIET HA MUTHHT 7>
A THI Ipe/icTaBIIsICIb, 3TO TAKOU IIyM B HaiieMm YensOuHcke. MBI TOria BCE BMECTE COOPAIHUCH, TIOTOMY YTO
3TO Bc€ He eIMHOMMYHO pemaercs. CoOpanuch TaM Ha 3ToH miorazke B « KomoeHko», riie HaM pa3periim.
JlaBaiiTe ymMarb, JaJluM WU HE NaauM ciIoBo. [IoToMy 4TO, ecii MBI A3 UM, MPEIoiaraeM, 4To 3To OymeT
mymMmuxa. Pemmnm gare ClioBo.

JI: 11 310 OBIIO...

U: Crpamno 310 6but0. Ilouemy ctpamno? IloTomy uTo moToM Hawajock mpeccoBanue. Hac BbI3Bamu B
[IPOKypaTypy.

JI: A mepen 3TUM HUYEro He ObII0?

W: Her. Onn He 3Hamu. DT0 BCE Nepikanock B cekpere. A korma HaBanbHBIA yke OOBSBHI, YTO €leT B
UensOMHCK HA MUTHHE... DTO ObLI BOOOIIIE Ykac. (Cueémes). 51 no cux nop ceitdac BcriomuHato. [Ipokyparypa
JaBail aBUTh: «OTO HEMPABUILHO, BBl HE MOHUMAETE, Kyla BBl BIe3NH». [I0TOM B aJMUHHCTPALMIO HAC
BEI3BaJM. TaMm ye ObUTH COTPYIHUKH LEHTpA 1Mo Oophbe ¢ skcTpeMmu3MoM. Toxke faBaif Hac peccoBaTth. Ho
6maro ¢ Hamu ObLT Baxpyiies, oH opucT. 1 OH 04eHb XOPOLIO CHSIJT HaNpshKeHUE, Ha ce0st epeBEN U ¢ HUMU
CIIOKOMHO Ha IOpUIUYECKOM sI3bIKe pasroBapuBai. Hy u xorga Mel mpunuid Ha MUTHHT ¢ CepreeM. MuTHHT
OBLI B yac, mo-MoeMy. M MbI IpHrexaiy Ty/ia B OJ ABSHAANATOr0. [I0AX0MUM K TOMY CKBEPY: a TaM aBTO3aKOB,
BOT TaK B PSIII...

JI: 1 HukoTIa paHBbIIle TaKoro He OBLI0?

W: Ha uto 1H1! Bor ¢ toboii. CtpamHo. Tam Bcé cepo. Tam 3TH KOCMOHABTHI C IIMTaMHU BE3ZE, TaM IO
nepumeTpy Besle cobaku. (Cmeémcs). 51 3Ty KapTHHKY cefiuac BCIOMHHAIO, Kak 3To Obuto. S mpocto
NpEeACTaBuiIa, YTO, €ciau OydeT Kakas-TO NMPOBOKALMs HAa MHUTHHIE, HAM Majlo HE MOKaxeTcs. JTo Oynmer
Oonpmras npaka. [IpoBokamust Ob1a. Ho oueHb XOpoIio BeIBENH cpa3sy JIONeH, OIPOCTKH Kakue OBUTH TaM.
Ho uMmeHnHO mocie 3Toro MUTHHTa B NIEPBHIN pa3 HaM OTBETHJIM Ha PE30IIOLNI0. MBI 3a4UTaIl PE3OIIOLUI0
3TOro MUTHHTa. M B mepBBIM pa3 Halli pervOHAJbHBIC BIACTH HA 3Ty PE3OJIOLHMIO OTBETHIH. M morom
«Guardian» Hamucana, IMycTh BCKOJIB3b, M OoJjblie, koHeuHo, 0 HaBampHOM. Ho Tem He MeHee moaHsia
npobiemy TomuHckoro ['OKa. B 310 Bpems MbI mpopBaiu MecTHYI0 HH(popMmannonnyro Onokay. Toraa yxke
HayaJli HHTEepecoBaThes 3Toi TeMoit Gpenepansusie CMU. Anuca KyctrukoBa Hayana nmpuesxars. OHa BooO1e
yMHH4Ka. OHa Tako# pernoprax 3aMeyuarebHbli clenana.

JI: 1ns «HoBoii razeThbin?

U: J1a. BooO1ie oHa rmpocto Mosozaei. Mbl Tak paoBaIiCh, 4YTO OHA B 3TOM Tofly nodenuina. Tam Ha KOHKypce
KaKOM-TO TiepBoe MecTo 3aHsu1a. OHa MPOCTO MOJIOJETI.

JI: Pemrenue npunsaTh HaBambHOTO Ha MUTHHT OBLITO 00CYKIEHO?

W: [la. Ms1 310 00CyXnanu. Mpl HE MOIJIM MPUHATH TOJNBKO Ha ce0sl 3TO pelieHHe. DTO Kacaloch BCEro
IBIDKEHUS. ECTECTBEHHO, MBI HE CTaJU MOJHOCTBIO IBUKEHHE COOMPATh, TO €CTh OOJIBIION KpyT Jtoneil. Mol
coOpaiu Malnblii, TOTOMY YTO 3TO OBUIM JIIOAW, KOTOpBIE NMOCTOSHHO y4acTBYIOT. ECTh jxe Jromu mpocTo
TUBAHHBIE, KTO MUIIET KOMMEHTAPUHU OJHH, HO TIPYU 3TOM HE TOTOB HUYETO JAeJaTh I 3Toro. S cumTaro, 4yTo
TaKoH 4eJOBEK MMEET MPaBo Ha CBOE MHEHHME, 3TO Oe3ycinoBHO. Ho B pemieHnn kakoi-To mpobieMsl st Okl He
MOTJIa YYUTHIBaTh €ro MHeHue. [loromy 4o oH HUuero He faemaeT. OH He OTBeYaeT HU 3a uTo. [loaToMy MBI
coOpanuck. Hac 6p110, HaBepHOE, YETTOBEK JABEHAAIATh-TIITHAAATh — aKTUB Takoi. MbI moroBopmin. OnHa
TOJIbKO y Hac Obuta mpotuB. Ho ona Opiia He nmpotuB HaBanbHOTO, @ moTOMY 4TO cTpamHo 0buto. OHa ToXe
MMOHMMaJIa, YEM 3TO MOXKET KOHUUTHCS.

JI: Tonbko onHa ObLTa IPOTUB?
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W: Na. U 1o oHa Tak cabo OblIa MPOTHB, IIOTOMY YTO... HY CTPAIIHO. 3Haa, YeM 3TO MOXKET O0EPHYTHCS, TaK
CKaXKEM.

JI: Ha Bac TU4YHO TOE OKa3bIBaI0Ch rocyanapCTBoOM KaKOG-HI/I6y'I[I) I[aBJ'IeHI/Ie? 3331 TMOJIYYHNJIN KaKHue-TO IHTpa(bLI?

W: Jlnuno a? Jla. Ha mens Toxe 3aBenn. CkaxeM Tak, OHH JI0 CHX IIOp 3TO TSIHYT. Y Hac coOpaHue OBUIO B
MPOIIJIOM TOAY, B siHBape. Bomneil cyned moiy4minock Tak, 4TO y MEHs POACTBEHHUKH KHUBYT B Bapne. OT
Bapnsr venanexo Muxeeckuii 'OK. TTocie BBoma 'OKa B skcmuTyarariro y MeHs y pOICTBEHHUKOB BOSHHUKIIN
MpoOJieMBbI CO 370POBBEM, NEPUOJUYECKH BBICHITIAHMS Ha KOXKE, M TaKHWe $3BOYKH HE3aKHBAIOIIHE.
[ToroBopuiy, cBA3BIBAaETCSA 3TO UMEHHO C BEIOpocamu oT Muxeeckoro ['OKa. Jlaxe Pocctar moarBepaui, uto
BBIOPOCHI BBIPOCIIN — HE MOMHIO BO CKOJIBKO Pa3, HO OHH BBIPOCIIHM OY€Hb CHIIbHO. Tam e OTKPBITHIHA crioco0
paspabotku. U ecnu cynbhuaHas IpUTh TOMAAAET HA KOXKY... [loTHas pyka, Hanmpumep, Wiu CTu0, TIe Biara
€CTbh, TO 00pa3yeTcst cradblil pacTBOp CepHOM KUCIOTHL. U, ckopee Bcero, MMEHHO M3-3a 3TOTO BO3HUKIM HX
npobneMer. Ho aTo Mon mpeanonoxenusi. O6 3ToM 51 TOBOpUIIa Ha cOOpaHWH, YTO Aaxe B 30 KHUIOMETPOB
OTTyZIa ONIYIIAeTCs BO3JEHCTBHE, HE TOBOPS O KUTeNAX KoTeHMHO Onu3nekariero, TaM 9eThpe KHIOMETpa.
Onu crpamaroT omHo3HadHO. [locme storo mupexkrop Mwuxeeckoro ['OKa moman Ha MeHS 3asBICHHC
neHrpanbHoMy MBJI 3a kneBery.

JI: 3a 10, 9TO BHI CKa3am?

W: Ha. 3a xneBety. Mens Be3biBasU B IleHTpasibHoe MBJI. S xoauna Tyna petom BoceMHaaaroro roga. Ho s
ckazama: «51-as craThsi KOHCTHTYIMH, S COBEPIIEHHO HE MOTY HHU TPOTHB ce0s, HU TPOTHUB CBOMX
POJCTBEHHUKOB HUYETO TOBOPHUTHY», HA YTO OHU OYEHb CHJIBLHO paccTpomiuch. Hy, moka 00 3ToM HUYETO He
roBoputcs. OH TIofai Kak IpUAXIEcKoe U0, 1 — Qu3nuio. FOpuandecku 3To JUCCOHUpPYET MpocTo. bynem
XKaTh, YTO AAIBIIE OyIeT.

JI: TTocie 3TOro HUYETro He CIIBIIIAIN?

N: Ocenpto bemoropoxoBa 1 MoCKOBIIa BBI3BIBIA M €II€ HECKONBKUX JIIOAEH, KTO ObUT Ha coOpanuu. U
ClipamirMBajJId, onpalrBalivu MPOTUB MEHA, €CTh JIM TaM YTO-TO WJIM HCT, KaK 3TO ObUT0. A TaK, KOHCYHO,
JEBATOTO HOSIOPS, KOra NMpe3nAeHT 03BOHMIT MOCKOBILY, Y HaC BCeX 3a0Hpaiy MOrojaoBHO. S Toxe Oblia Ha
nukere ¢ Upunoitl Imaasimesoil u FOnueit Tuxonosoil. B mammne rpenuck. Y Hac SIIHUKK IPOCTO IPHKAIU
MaIInHOH. 3axayn, YToObl Mbl HUKYJa HE CMOIJIN YEeXaTh.

JI: O1o 6bL10 MOCTE. ..
HN: Oto 6b1510 10 3BOHKA, BEYEPOM ITOTO JHS. MBI B OMMHOYHOM MHUKETE CTOSUTH TI0 BCEMY TOPOLY.
JI: MHe Toke pacckaszaim, 4To Bbl YCTPauBall eXXeIHEeBHBIE TUKeTHI Tiepe [ oponckoit qymoii. Korma 3to Osmio?

U: TocrosiaHO. U roponckas myma, U npaBuTenbcTBO YensiOnHckol 00nacTy, U 3aKOHOAATeIbHOE COOpaHue,
U TIPOKypaTypa. belmu mepHosl, KOraa Mbl KaXAbIH AEHb BBIXOIWIH, HAIIPUMEpP, OKOJIO MPOKYPaTyphl MbI
KaIbIid IeHb CTOSUTM. Yac KTO-TO CTOs, CIEAYIOIINH Yac, HaIpuMep, s ¢ paboThl 0CBOOOXKJaJIaCch, IPUXOIHUIIA,
Opasia y Hero Iiakar, Bctasaja s yac. [loroM MeHs CMeHsUTH. 3TO ObUIO TEPHOIMYECKN Y PA3HBIX YUPEIKICHUH,
KOTOpbIE€ MOIJIM ObI M MOTYT BIMATH Ha cyap0y YUensiOuHcka. Mbl TaM yCTpauBajal MUKETHL. DKOJIOTHYECKast
BaxTa y Hac BooO1we 10iro osu1a. B 15-om rony ona yxe Oblia.

JI: Bo1 ckazanm, 4To OHHM MHOT/IA MTpadoBaIy JIO/IEH 3a TO, YTO NepeaBalii IUTAKaThl OT PyKH A0 PYKH, TOTOMY
YTO TOTZA 3TO YK€ HE OAMHOYHBIN THKET.

W: Her, storo He 6pu10. Y Hac ObUT TaKOW MHIMICHT, uTO MoAcTaBwin Bepy boprucosny Bacunésckyro. Ona
CTOsUIa KaK pa3 OKOJIO MPOKypaTypsl ¢ IlakaroM. Buaut, uaér mMomonoi uenosek. Beraér psgom ¢ Hell u
pa3BopadyMBaeT IUIakar. DTO MOIyYaeTcs yXKe He oAuHOuHBINA mukeT. [IpoBokarop Obu1 ¢ Kopkuno. Ona emy
TOBOPHT, pyraercs: « YoepH 1miakar, yiiam orcionay. 1 TyT ke, 0 MAaHOBEHHIO BOJIIIEOHON TATOYKH, TPUXOSAT
COTPYIHHUKHM LeHTpa «O». M Muiaummsa TyT e, M BCeX BSIKYT, ectecTtBeHHO. M Torma Bepe bopucoshe
MPEIbSIBIIN, YTO OHA YK€ KaK OpraHM3aTop MacCOBOIO MUKETa, YTO 3TO HapyuieHne. Ho MbI oTcTosnm cym.
Huxkakoro mrpada, onpasaaiiy.
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JI: Kak BBl mepesxwn 3anepskanne Acaryunaa? Kak BeI 9TO BOCIIPHHSIIH?
N: Tamuns?
JI: Jla.

N: Tspxeno. D10 ObUIM BHIXOXHBIE, B WIOHE. ThI CIBIIIAN, 9TO cerogHs MOCKOBITy MpenbsSBUIN OOBHHEHHE:
¢mHaHCcOBEI ymepo 124 mwmmmona. [lomywaercs, uyro 'amunp akTUBHBIA OBLT CpeIy HAC BCEX, NECATOTO,
OJIMHHAJIIIATOTO, JIBEHAJIIATOr0, Mbl Bce ObUIM Ha moisix. KakIblil JeHb MBI ObUIM C My)eM TaMm. Bupemu
MPEKPACHO, KaK U 4To TaM. M kak manarky pBaiu y Hac Ha mia3ax. OHU UAYT ¢ TAKMMH TJIa3aMH, MbI JyMaJIH,
9TO YOBIOT, UTO ceituac Bc€. Tspkerno, moToMy 94To MBI Bce BMecTe ObUTH. U, koHeuHO, 04eHb 00MAHO OBIIO, UTO
nonctasmi ['amuns tTak Mensenes. O4eHb CUITBHO TTEPEKUBAIIH BCE.

JI: Bel 3nunuce Ha HEero?

W: Her. 4 ue 3nmnack. MHe ObUIO 00MTHO, YTO OH HE TOAYMaJL. DTO HENb3s ObLIO JIENIaTh, IOTOMY YTO B HAIICH
CTpaHE Takoe He IMPOKaThIBaeT. Pycckas MemHas KOMOaHWs — 3TO OonbmIon xonauar. M mpocTo Tak He
OCTaHOBUTH €. Bo-mepBrIX, ommbKa TaKoro 4eIoBeKa MOTIIa MIPUBECTH K TOMY, YTO CKaxyT: «PebsTa, Tak y
Bac Cron 'OK — B0o0OI111€ SKCTPEMHUCTCKOE ABMKEHUE. BBl BOH ueM 3aHUMAaeTech». DTO BE/lb TOXKE CTOPOHA
OJHOW Menanu. MoxeT ObITh, €Clii Obl y Hac coOpanuch denoBek 300 My)XKHKOB Ha 3TOM I10JIC, MOXKET OBITh,
MO-PYTOMY peiock. Ho 3To MBI MOXKEM TOJIBKO Tpenrnonararh. Tormaa y Hac ObUTO HE TaK MHOTO YEIOBEK.
Jlronu GosITCA, MOTOMY YTO MPOXOAMIIN CyllaHus. Bumenu, kak MOJIOJYHUKH JCHCTBYIOT. TaM Ha TOJIC JIFOIU
BUJICIIU: TIPUE3KAIOT MAJIOJIETKU B CIIOPTUBHBIX INTaHAX, M3BUHHUTE, CIIOPTUBHOTO TEJIOCIOKEHHUS, TIPOCTO
6e306amennsle. JIromu mpocto Oosutuck. Eciu 661 ['aMITe TOTOBOPHIT € KEM-TO O TOM, YTO OH COOMpAETCs, ero
OBl OTTOBOPHIIA — CTO MPOLeHTOB. OOHUTHO, KOHEYHO, YETIOBEK OTCHUIET CTOIBKO BPEMEHH.

JI: 9 mecsuen?

N: Ia, nonro.

JI: Bl TOXE ero nmoaaepKuBaiu Ha cyae?

U: K coxanenuto, s padotana. 5 mo BO3MOXKHOCTH TOJIBKO IOCTHI JieJiaa Ja Ha KapTy JCHEKKY MOXKHO OBLIO
MePEeBECTH, MOTOMY YTO EHa ocTanachk ofHa. M emy Hazno OblIO Kakue-To nepeaadku. Jlronu copackiBauce,
NepeAaykd eMy BO3WIM Ty#a. A Tak, Ja, MHOTO M3 HallMX XOAWJIM Ha CyIbl, Y KOro pabora mo3BoiseT

OTIIPOCUTHCS, MU KTO HE pabOTaeT.

JI: Kak 31ecy MoxxHO yOexxaars jroeii? Kak Bel 3TO epekuiii, KOTa Bbl ¢ 3HaKOMbIME roBopwity ipo ['OK?
Uto 0HM B OOJNBITUHCTBE TOBOPAT?

U: Ilpobnema Tomunckoro I'OKa crana aiist Hac takMycoBoi Oymaxkoil. YTOObI MOHATE, KTO ¢ TOOOH PSIIOM.
[Tomy4aeTcs, 4To MBI ¢ OHOM NOAPYTOM pasonuinck. OHa MHE KOHKpETHO roBopuT: «Hy 4uTo g Mory caenars?»
S roBopro: «B MUKeT BBIATH, MOAJIEPKATh, Ta3eThl pa3iaTh». OHa TaKk CMOTPHUT U TOBOPHT: « S yurie peOEHKY
pyOalIKy momiaxy B IIKOIY, HO 51 He Oyqy B 3TOM ydacTBOBaTh. UTO sl MOTy aAenarh? 3aueM MHE 3TO Hano?
Bpems cBo€ mnyHO TpaTuTh Ha 3T0?» MBI pa3onuInck. OTO HE MO OAPYTA, TIOTOMY YTO 51 HE MOTY TaK KHUTb.

JI: 51 moorga oOmancs ¢ 4easOMHIIaMU, KOTOpBIE HE SIBIIAIOTCS aKTUBHUCTaMU. [louTu BCe 3HAIOT, YTO TAKOE
I'OK u 4T0 7TO OYEHE OMAacHO.

W: MbI IbITaIMCh 3T0 TOHECTH. MBI 04eHB OOJIBIINYIO PA0OTY MPOBEJIH 110 ATOMY TOBOIY. S comiacHa, 4To HE
BCE 3HAIOT, HO MHOTHE 3HAIOT, YTO HA CAMOM JEJIE OIMACHO.

JI: Y MonoapIx mroiei, y aronei, y KOTOPBIX €CTh KaKoe-TO 00pa3oBaHHe, OHH BOOOIIE BCE B Kypce, HACTOIBKO
s 9TO MOT'Y OI€CHHBATD.

U: BoabIMMHCTBO TEX, KTO MOJIb3yETCs HHTEPHETOM. DTO OOJBITHHCTBO.
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JI: Ho y nroneit HET BEPHI, YTO MOYKHO YTO-TO U3MEHUTD.
n: Na.
JI: D10 mraBHAs pobaema?

W: DOto miaBHas npoOnema. Jlromu He BepAT, YTO 3TO MOXHO OCTaHOBUTh. OHM NPHUBBIKIM, YTO y Hac
0e33aKoHME, YTO Y Hac B OONBIINHCTBE HUKTO HE OTBEYaeT HU 3a uTo. Ponmuk Bunenu, xorga ['yman rosopuia,
yro y Hac lllepmau meperekyT B Kapbep? To €CThb 3TOT 3KOJOTHYECKHM ayauT, KOTOPBIH 3aKa3blBaju B
Caepanoscke. Pextop By3a roBopuia npyu YNHOBHUKAX, U OHH CIIBIILIAIH MPEKPACHO, YTO MOKET MPOU3OUTH.
«Kak BBl MOXXETE IEpEXUBaTh, uTO y Bac Lllepiinu 3arpsa3usarcsa? OHu nepeTekyT B Kapbep». HUKTo ke u3 Hux
Bompoc He 3anan: «Kak 1o Tak? Kakoe BozaelictBue y Hac Oynet lllepmnu Ha caMoM [iene, eciy BBl Takoe
roopute?». Jla, 3T0 O4YEHb CIOXXKHO, UMEHHO BOT 3TO B rosioBe. HaBepHOe, mpexJie Bcero HauMHAaeTcs C
Co3HaHHA, 9TO 5 HEe pad. S Mory uTto-TO crmemars. 51 Mory pa3menuTs Mycop. Sl MOTY IpHUHATH Ha MUTHHT. S
MoOry pasfarh raserbl. M He GosaThCst 3TOrO crenarb. MHorue moau 0osrcs 3toro caenars. OHU HE XOTAT B
3ToM yuacTBoBaTh. Cepreil moueMy He MOXKET Ha pabotry ycTpouthcs? IloToMy 4To B OONBIIMHCTBE CIyk0a
0e30MmacHOCTH TpennpusITuidl mposepsieT. M Tam HaxomsaT B mHTepHere: ydacTHUK aBrkeHHs Crom ['OK
axktuBHBIN. [loaTomy roBopar: «M3euanTe)». C Oneceit EdnmoBoit n Bagumom bynaroBsiM Toxke Tak OBLIO.
PMK 3BoHMIa CBOMM NPHOMMKEHHBIM: «Y Bac paboTaloT Takue xe». HauanbcTBO MX BBI3BIBAJIO U TOBOPHUIIO:
«PebsATa, HUYETO TUYHOTO, HO...»

JI: Y koro sto 05U107?

U: Onecst Ebumoa u Bagum bymaros, Ho Bagum yxe yexan. OH He CITPaBHIICS C STHM, PO IOM U yeXall.
Bcé. He BepsT nronu, 4To MOKHO PELIUTh, HE BEPSIT.

JI: 1 oTkyna y Bac Takasi Be€pa, YTO MOKHO UYTO-TO U3MEHUTH?

U: Yectno? Unatynnus. S 3Hat0, 4T0 MBI 3T0 OcTaHOBUM. CI0Ka pyKd Mbl He OyaeM cuzeTs. JIsrymka Toxe
Maco B3oonrana. Tak U Mbl OyJeM OOpPOThCS 10 KOHIIA, HACTOJIBKO 3TO BO3MOXHO. KOHEYHO, OUeHb TOPHKO
CO3HAaBaTh, 4T0 YenssOMHCKyI0 001acTh B TOMOMKY MPEBPAIAIOT, peallbHO B IIOMOMKY. 1 MBI HE BHHOBATHI, KaK
CKazaja Ha 3acelaHuM OOIIeCTBeHHON majarkl xeHuaa u3 PMK: «Pebsra, Bel Ha Ypaie poaunuch. 31ech
CTOJIBKO IIOJIE3HBIX MCKOIIaeMbIX. BBl caMM BHHOBATEI, YTO BBI 37ICCh KUBETE». S MOTOM mojomnnia K HEH H
ckazana: «f moueMy-To Aymana, YyTo y Hac caMas IVIaBHas LUEHHOCTh — 3TO JioAu. M HyXHO Kak-TO
OpPHUEHTHPOBATHCS HA TO, YTOOBI JIFOISIM JTyUIIle KUIOCHY. UeToBeK MOCMOTpPEN Ha MEHS W He TIOHSII.

JI: 51 uckan uHbopmalmiO PO ABMKEHUE «AHTH-cMOD», rie padortaetr Onecst E¢pumora. Ha ux calite ObL1
HOMep TenedoHa, KOTOPBIH He paboTaeT, U apec NEKTPOHHOM MOYTHI, KOTOPBIH HEe paboTaer. ..

U: Hy, xak Cepreit TeOe TOBOPHII, TO TaKOE MPABUTENBCTBEHHOE JIBIKeHHE. OHU Be3Jie MUAPSITCsl, TOBOPSIT,
YTO MBI TAKHE XOPOIIHe, pyKH KMET J[yOpoBCcKOMY, a Ha caMOM JieJie 3TO MPOCTO OTBOJ MTPOTECTA B CTOPOHY.

JI: Ho Onecs EdumoBa, kotopas 3T0 opraHu3yeT, oHa Toxe mnomaepkuaer Crorm 'OK wimu korma-to
noxaaep:kupaa’?

WN: Ona 6b11a 8 Cron 'OKe, 1a. Mbl ¢ Hell TO3HAKOMHIIMCH UMEHHO TaM. OHa Toria ropopuiia; «51 Bepro TOJIbKO
HAIIIUM DKCTIepPTaM, U HI9ero 0osee. 31ech BO3MOXKHO, UTO BIUSIOMNH (hakTop — 3TO PHHAHCOBAsI CTOPOHA.
UenoBek MpOCTO CIOMANCS, HAIPUMEp, MOA TSKECTBIO CYMMBI, KOTOPYIO ed mpenioxuid. Sl ¢ Hell He
pasroBapuBaia rnocie 31oro. Ho cyauts 310 TsKeno. Y Kak10ro CBOH KU3HEHHBIE IIPUOPUTETHI. ..

JI: Koneuno. He xo4y cyquTh, TONBKO MOHUMATB.
WU: He 3naro. Bo3aMoxHO, €if MpocTo cTajo 04eHb TSHKEN0 ceMbio conepkarb. OHa He paboTrana. MoxeT OBITh,
e 3aX0TeNI0Ch OBITh B PsiJlaX YNHOBHHUKOB, HaripuMep. Takoii NErkuii muap, ObITh, rpydo0 TOBOPS, ¥ KOPMYIIIKH.

Sl Ol Tak ckazana. Ho g He 3Haro. Ilociie storo s ¢ Heil He obOmanack. OQueHb Kajab, KOHEYHO, YTO TaK
MIPOU3OIILIO.
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JI: ¥ Bac Tenephb HET B3aMMOOTHOIIECHHUH ?

W: Het. U Bpsn mu cHoBa OyayT otHomieHUs. [lepBoHayanbHO OHA cjenaia OrpoMHbBIN BKIad. S ¢ aTuM He
cnopio. OHa OpUTa OpPraHN3aTOPOM IMUKETOB. Y HEE TaM TeTpaodka Oblia, B KOTOPYIO MBI BHOCHITH BCE TAaHHBIE,
KTO, Yero, mepe3BaHUBAINCh, korma BctaéMm. OHa chemama MHOTO. VIMEHHO Kak pa3 IjIsl TOTO, YTOOBI
MaKCHUMAaJILHO B TOPOJIC JIFOIH y3HAIH 00 3TOH mpoodiieme.

JI: Bame oOmiye moinTHYecKue B3IVIsLAbl N3MEHUINCh B TEUEHHE aKTHBU3MA?
WN: KoneuHo, N3MEHUIINCE.
JI: B xakom HampaBieHu#?

W: B HanpapneHuy, 4T0 HYKHO MEHSITh. [[paBUTENBCTBO TOIKHO YWTH B OTCTaBKy. JlaBHO mopa. JlemyTaTsl B
T'ocoyme mpruHAMAIOT aHTHHAPOIHBIE 3aKOHBI. BOT MoueMy M JI0IM HayaJld NMPOCHINATHCS, Ha9alld CMOTPETb,
4TO, 3a4€M U MOYEMY, Hadaji cornocTapisTh. OfHa meHCcHoHHas pedopMa 4ero cTouT. ITO UTO XK Takoe-1o? Y
Hac B YensOuHCKe MY>XUKH HE AOKHBAIOT 70 65 net. S mymaro, 9ro, eciu ceiflyac TOBOPHUTH C JIONBMH, B
apu(MeTHIECKON MPOTpeccuy pacTET TAaKOH MPOTECT, JOAN BCE OoJIblIe U OOJIbIIE TOHUMAIOT. | 0BOPSIT, 4TO
UM He Hy)XHO Taxoe. [IpaButenscTBO JOKHO paboTarh Uit Hapojaa. Eciiu oHO 3Toro He AernaeT, 3HaUuUT OHO
JOJDKHO YWTH B OTCTaBKy. EciyM TpesuaeHT He CIpaBiseTcs CO CBOMMM BO3MOXHOCTAMH... OH xe
YIPaBISIONIHA, KaK MEHE/Kep, OH CMOTPHT 3a BceMH, KoopauHupyeT. OH ke He MPOCTO paboUmid, KOTOPHIi
BBHITIOJTHSIET KaKyto-To paboty. HeoOs3arensHo eMy camomy aenars Bc€. Hy:kHO KoHTponupoBarsk. Eciu Tl He
CIIPAaBJIACHILCA C OTUM, 3HAYHUT, HYKHO YXOJAUTH B OTCTABKY.

JI: Bbl cka3zanu, 4TO MHOTO JtOA€H, KOTOpbIe y4acTBYIOT B ABMkKeHUHM «Cton 'OK» M yyacTBYIOT B rpyImre
«HUenstOMHCK, IbIIIH! .

n: Na.

JI: Bl camu TOke yyacTByeTe?

U: I'pynna Cron 'OKa — camas Oonbmas. B rpynmne nopsinka 30 000 uenosek. Ho ato 30 000 ThIcsSY B
HMHTEepHET-rpynne. Tex, KTO MOCTOSHHO Y4YacTBYET, MOOOJIbIIE MM MOMEHBIIE, JOCTATOYHO Mayio. MBI yxke
BCEX B JIUI0 3HaeM. BOT OHM MPHUXOIAT HAa MUTHHT, 5 CO CIEHBI, KaK OPTaHU3aTOP, I YK€ BUKY 3HAKOMBIE BCE
muta. M Tam ke oHU, Te )Ke camble JFoau. Te monu, KTo He paBHOMYIIIEH, OHU U B TOW TPYIIIE, ¥ B 3TOW TPYyIIIIe.
[To cyTu roBopsi, ofiHa OoJIbIIIast TPYIIa HEPABHOLYIIHBIX YEIIOMHIIEB, KOTOPBIC XOTAT YIIyUILITUTh )KU3Hb CBOIO
M CBOMX JICTCH.

JI: A B psanax «YenssOMHCK, ABIIIHN!» BBl 4TO-HUOYIb KOHKPETHOE jeiacTe?

W: Y Hux ObUT METHHT BeCHOHM B TOM roxy. Toxe Xoauiu, razeTsl pazaaBand. [1o Mmepe BO3MOXHOCTEH, KOHEUHO.
JI: V MeHs Gosbliie HeT BONIPOCOB. Bbl X0THTE 4TO-TO 10OABUTH?

N: Kax y3nanu-to npo Hac?

JI: CoBepmenno ciydaiiHo. [Ipocto unran caift «OB/] mado». Tam st Bcrpetnn crarsio mpo MockoBuna. Mue
3TO TOKa3aJoCh HHTEpecHbIM, moroMy uTto B Cankr-IlerepOypre penko y3Haémpb o0 ueM-HUOYIb
npoucxozsieM BHe Mockssl 1 [Intepa. Torna s Hauan uckars gpyrue crarbi. Y MeHst BCE 3TO MPOCTO OYEHb
Bo3MyIIano. S gaxe He 3Hai, 4ro YenssOMHCK — Takoi O0JbIIoN Topos. 51 OTKpBLI KapTy Ha google maps,
9T0OBI TOHUMATh, KaK BCE 3TO BHINIAAUT. Y 3T0 OBLIO MPOCTO OYEHb YAMBUTENHFHO — B OTPULIATEIILHOM CMBICIIE,
KOHEYHO.

W: IloasarHo.
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JI: MHe kaxeTcs, 4To B TUOepalbHOM MHpe B Poccuu mpexie BCEro MUIIyT Mpo perpeccuu kakue-to. Ho
KpOME 3TOH TEMBI, €CTh €II¢ IPYyTHe MPOOIEMEL. . .

W: Tam mHOTO, KOHEUHO. Sl cama mocMoTpena, Korua Oblla BECHON Ha MHUTHHTE, KaK 3aJICpKUBAIIN JIFOICH,
korna HaBanmpHBIN ycTpanBa mecTBre, U OCEHbI0. BecHoi 5 Toraa B iepBkIii pa3 momwia. J{o aToro, 26 Mapra,
sI B HUX HE y4acTBOBaJa.

H: B mutnarax HasamsHoro?

JI: He yuacTBOBasa B mIeCTBHUAX. A TyT MBI C My>KEM IOLUIN, TOCMOTpENH. Sl mocMOTpesna, 94To COBEPILIEHHO
HopMasbHbIe 0. [Ipuuém B OoNBIIMHCTBE MoJoAble Jrogu. HUKTO He ObUT MbSHBINA, HUKTO HE OBUT C
CUTapeToil, HUKTO He ObLI ¢ Oy ThUTKO# TiBa. Oco3HaHHbBIE YrHCThIE TuIa. COBEepIIeHHO cTIOKOHHBIe. OHU 3HAIOT,
YTO XOTST U3MEHUTH CBOIO KH3Hb. VIM TONBKO 3TO HYKHO. VIM HE HY)KHO KakMX-TO JpaK, HE HYy’KHO MaliJaHOB.
Hy’xHO HOpMaIBHO XKHUTH B XOPOLIEM 3KOJIOTHYECKOM MECTE, HACKOIBKO 3TO BO3MOXKHO. [IoTOMy uTO BCE paBHO
3TO BO3MOXKHO clienath. Tak, 9To0BI eTH ObUIH 3M0POBBIMH, TaK, YTOOBI OBLIO pazHOOOpasne, Kylda CXOIUTh
OTIOXHYTHh BEUEPOM, a HE MPOCTO, U3BHHUTE, NEHET HET, Thl MOXKEIIh TOJIHKO AOMa KHHO MOCMOTPETh. DTO
HEO0X0JMMO, 4TOOBI YeNOBEK pa3BUBANICSA. UTOOBI OH MOT ChE3AUTh, HApUMEpP, KyAa-TO B JIPyroe MecTo,
MIOCMOTPETh, KaK JIIOAU XKUBYT, Ha Huarapckuii Bogonasn... A y Hac HET y JIFOACH Takoro KOJIMYECTBA ACHET,
9TOOBl CBHE3AWTH Kyma-To. Hac caxkanmm B Takue paMKH, 3aKpeIWTOBalH, 3a)Kalld BCEMH TapHU(amm.
BonbmmHCTBO MPOCTO lyMaeT 0 TOM, KaKUM 00pa3oM 3arIaTuTh, KaKUM 00pa3oM HAKOPMHTh, KaK BEIKUTD —
Bc€. Ha sToM 3amumknmBaeTcs odeHb MHOTO Jitozeil. S xody, 4ToObl OBUIO MoO-Apyromy. S mymaro, 4To 3TO
BO3MOXXHO. Hu B KOeM ciyyae He Kakol-TO KpOBaBOM PEBOMIOLKEH. DTO BBIXOJ B HUKYJA. DTO HY>KHO BCE Ha
3aKOHHOM YPOBHE JIeNIaTh. DTOTO HYXKHO JOOMBAThCs, coOuparh coodiiecTBo. CoOpasioch ke y HaC IBUKCHUC
«Cron 'OK», cHayana mpoTHUB OfHOW MPOOJIEeMbI, HO MMPEKPAacCHO MMOHUMACIIh, YTO OflHAa MpobiemMa TSHET 3a
co06oif u apyryro. Tomurckuit 'OK ecTh Bpozie Kak, CTpOST €ro, HO BO3IESHCTBUS OT HETO e1l€ HUKTO He BUIEIT.
DTO TONBKO MPENOIaraeTcs, 9To 3T0 OyaeT. MBI 5TO pacKpbiBaeM. A BBIOPOCH! Y HAC TIOYTH KXKIBINA JEHb.
Jlronme#i BonHyIOT BEIOpOCHL. HO B mpuoputere y MeHs, ecTrecTBeHHO, podiema ['OKa, moroMy 4to mpu ero
MOCTPOMKE MPO BBIOPOCHI MOKHO 3a0bITh. [opoaa mpocto He Oymet. bymer Jletpoiit. JIromu npocTo yenyT.
Bongs! me Oyzner. S cunraro, 9TO 3TO, KOHEYHO, IEPBUIHOE.

JI: Kcraru, Buepa st ObUT HAa BOCTOYHOM Oepery BogoxpaHwiuia (S nmen B BULy: Ha 3amagHoM Oepery). Tam,
[JI€ TAKUE CTpaHHbIe HOBOCTPOUKH. OHU TOXE BO3IEUCTBYIOT Ha KAYECTBO BOJBI?

W: Ouenp cunbHO Bo3aeiicTByeT. OHM HACTPOMIIH, HE 3HAIO. ..
JI: Tam niemoe 6e300pa3ue Tam.

H: D10 npocto karactpoda. Y OONBLIIMHCTBA HET KaHAIM3AMUK. Y HHUX BOOOINE HEMOHSATHO, Kak uTo. Ilo-
XOPOILEMY, 3TO HY’HO BCE CHOCUTB U 3aKpbIBaTh. JTO caHuTapHas 30Ha lllepmHeil. ENMHCTBEHHBIN MUTHEBON
nctoyHuk. M Tam mosnnHeiiee 6e300pazue TBoputcsa. OO0 3TOM TOBOPHIIM, 3aKPBIBAIOT I1a3a Ha 3T0. KTo-To
MOJIHICHIBAET, U KAKUM-TO 00pa30oM MPUHUMAIOT 3TO BCE.

JI: OHu 110 cux HOp Tam CTPOAT. MHOTO peKIaMbl y4acTKOB.

U: [la. B cBo€ Bpemst orcrosuin Oop Ham. Ho omsiTe Hagamy roBOPUTH O TOM, 4YTO 4epe3 0op coOmparoTcs
ctpouts popory mumo Ulepmneii. Ho 3to HeBo3moxHO. CaHuTapHast 30Ha I0JDKHA ObITH KAK MUHUMYM. .. Y
HAac 3TO CTO METPOB, MO-MOEMY. A IO-XOpOIIeMy, JOJKEH ObITh Kuiaomerp. S mMory ommbarbcsi, Cepéxa
IIOMHHUT 3TO TOYHO.

JI: Tam Tak TpyCTHO U TpsI3HO Be3ne. S OB HE XOTEN TaM JKHUTh, a MPEIIouEn B HOPMATBHON TTaHEIbKE.

U: (Cmeémea). CmoTpuIIb HA NTAaHETbHBIE 10Ma — MeHs BooO11e oHM He panyroT. [locMoTpuis Ha ceBepo-
3amaji — 9TO KaK MypaBeHHUKH JUIst padoB. Y Hac oueHb MHOTO 3eMiii. Boobmie B Poccun gocrarogno MHoro
cBoOOmHBIX 3emenb. M B YemssOWHCKE B TOM YHCIE OUYEHb XOPOIIO MOXKET pa3BHBATHCA HMEHHO
WHANBHIyaJIbHOE CTPOUTENsCTBO. COCHOBCKHM pailoH — YHCTelIee HalpaBieHne B CTOpoHE TOMHHCKOTO
I'OKa. Tam o4eHp MHOrO 3€Mellb, KOTOPBIE MOXHO HCIOJB30BATh I CTPOMTENBCTBA JOMOB M ILIIOC
MOJICOOHBIE XO3SMCTBA Kaknue-T0. MOXHO HCIIONbh30BaTh OYEHbL MHOTO it epMEpPCKHX XO3SHUCTB. Y Hac
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HEXBaTKa MOJIOKa M MOJIOYHBIX MPOAYKTOB, Y HAacC HET OBOINEH, OYeHb Majio OBOIIeH. 3aueM MbI Oymem
nokynarh B Tromenn wnu B [llagpuncke, HanprMep, eciii y Hac Obla ObI cBOS epMa, KoTopasi oOecrieunBaeT
Hamie cHaOxeHue? Bot, moxkanyiicta, 4ucToe, Xopollee MOJIOKO. Her, Mbl jydiie BBIpOEM JBE SMBI U
HETMOHSATHO YTO TIOTOM Y Hac OyleT. Y HUX B MPUOPUTETE: OCTATh U MPoJarh. A To, 4To OyJIeT Maiblle, UX He
BonHyeT. KopkuHCkmii paspe3 He Bumen, aa? Eciam 3axodercsi, MOXXHO opranm3oBarh. Cepreil moka He Ha
pabore.

JI: 51 cxopo yxe Oyay ye3xkarb.

U: XKanko, uto cHera HeT. Bcé rpsi3HOe Takoe, ykac. Y Hac paHblIe HUKOTAa Takoro He Obuto. CHer youpaiics,
yAHLBL YUCTUIKCH. CTOJBKO 3eneHu ObIo. .. Ha cocenneit ynuie y MeHs skuna TETS, U sl Ha APYTOil CTOpOHE
YIUIBI TPHOBI cOOMpaa, MaMIHbOHBL, U eni. CKBep OBLI y ONEpPHOTO Tearpa CTepHIIbHBIN. Bes ata ynuma
ObL1a B 3eJIeHH, a ceifuac... OcTaBuiIn Kakue-To 00pyOKH aMepUKaHCKHUX KIEHOB U BCE.

JI: Crano xyxe mpu KOpesuue?

U: FOpeBuy Bc€ BeIpyOMI. HaM HYXHO AenaTh MakCMMalbHOE KONWYECTBO HACAKICHUH, 0COOCHHO TOTONEH
U151 TOTO, YTOOBI YUCTUIIM BO3AyX. JpImaTs-To HeueM. B Mae MbI epeesxaeM B cafl, B OKTSIOpe BO3BpalaeMcsl.
TaM maxe eciu Thl B 4ac HOYM JISDKEIIb CHATh, YTPOM BCTallllb 0€3 CHHAKOB IOA IVIa3aMu. 3IeCh KOXa
MEHSIeTCS, BOJIa y)KacHasl cTajia, yMbIBaelIbCs, y Tebst BcE cTsaruBaeT. TaM Boaa Xxopomias, BCE HOPMAaIbHO.
3nech 3a Lllepran Hy»)KHO OpaThCsl, OUUINATh, & OHU CTPOAT KaKKe-To KOHrpecc-xoiutbl HemouaTHbie K LIIOCCy,
BPUKCy. 3aueM 310 Hy)HO? DTO HUKOMY HE HY)KHO M3 4elsiOnHIeB. Hy>xHO BKIaIbIBaTh B TO, 4TO ceddac y
Hac TpeOyeT MakcuManbHoro BHMMaHus. Ha mepBom mecte — Llepmnan. Crenarh He3aBHCUMYIO OLICHKY
[Tepmineit, B KakoM COCTOSHUY BOJA, KaK 3TO BO3AEUCTBYET, U Aajblie. S yx He roBopro mpo Tomuuckuit 'OK,
Bbl MHE TMIOK)XUTE MCCICIOBaHMA, KaK OH OyaeT BosaelicTBoBarh Ha lllepurHy, Ha eAMHCTBEHHBIH MUTHEBOM
nctoyHuK. Het sxe Huuero. Onu He 3HarOT. 1 mansiie 4To-To AENIatoT.
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