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I. Introduction:
      The collapse of the Soviet Union was not merely a turning point in history which marked the new post-bipolar period in the international system and shaped a new era in global international relations, it led to the emergence of a new political landscape in Europe. At the same time, an explosive climate of 
ethnic and nationality fervor took shape to articulate ethnic claims and secessions
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(e.g.,Russia, former Yugoslavs republics) as well as, popular uprising for democracy and human rights.

      The specter of regional separatism has hunted Russian politics since the disintegration of the Soviet Union in 1991. In the North Caucasus, Chechnya declared itself the independent republic of Ichkeria. The Chechens whose development was restricted for decades by an attempt to impeller a harebrained ideology and whose territorial demarcations almost never coincided with their ethnic aspirations, are now having to redefine themselves, their aims and aspirations, their identities, their fears, their enemies and allies, in order to reassert their national identity 

      The Relationship between Russia and Chechnya for the past two centuries had been one of permanent crisis. When Russia’s Romanovs tried to conqner it in the nineteenth century, it took from 1816 to 1856 to subdue the fierce resistance. Thousands of noncombatants were killed, agricultural Land was denied to guerrillas to starve them into submission, and people were departed in masses to various parts of Russia, many died on the way. More than a million people fled or were expelled from their homelands, settling in Turkey and else where in the Middle East, Jordan for instance, where they retained their ethnic identity(
). The Tsars conquered the North Caucasus and their conquest was consolidated during the communist era, but Chechnya was never thoroughly pacified, as the armed rebellions in the 1860s, 1920s and 1930s hept demonstrating(
).

      In 1943-1944, -entire nationalities- Balkurs, Chechens inquest and Karachi, of whom Chechen were the largest group- were accused of collaborating with the Germans, loaded on trucks and railroad cars, and shipped to Central Asia(
). As many as a third of the 618,000 deportees died as a resultP those not expelled were killed on the spot(
).

      These old grievances are causing today’s problems. In the late 1950s, more than half a million “exiled nationalities” expelled from their original homeland in 1943-1944 returned to find their homes and land occupied by other ethnic groups(
). The Caucasus was soon consumed by feuding between Chechens and Laks in Daghastan, Ingush and Ossetians in North Ossetians, and Turkic Karachei and Balkars and their Circassian neighbuors. Some times these conflicts turned bloody like the 1992 violence between Ossetians and In gush in North Ossetians that forced waves of Ingush refugees into Ingushetia(
).
      However, when the Soviet state crumbled in 1991, the Chechens seized the opportunity (as they had every time the Russian or Sovite state faced serious internal or external Challenges) and declared independence. The immediate response of the Russian government was to crush the rebellion with armed force, but owing to the political chaos that accompanied the break up of the USSR and the opposition of the military establishment, the Chechen Republic was not invaded in 1991. In the years that followed, the Russian government (in collusion with various opposition groups) tried to destabilize Dudaev’s regime through covert operations in an attempt to restore Moscow’s authority in the republic. As the initial attempt failed, Russia increased its military role in the secret operations and began to deploy Russian servicemen as “mercenaries”. And supply heavy equipment to the opposition forces in an effort to shift the military balance in the republic. Altogether five covert operations against Dudaev’s regime were orchestrated by the Federal Counter Intelligence Service. The battle for Grozny was the unveiled consequence of the operation.

      Therefore, analysts, academics and all critically thinking people must ask a pertinent question with regard to Chechnya vis-à-vis Russia. Mother Russia is mighty; it spreads across 11 time zones in two continents. Chechnya has just approximately 17,000 square kilometers of territory after it was separated from Ingushetia(
). For most people it is difficult to locate Chechnya in the world map. The most revealing, however, is the comparative demographic data. Russia has a population of 146 million, while Chechnya has just 850,000 people. Available data suggest that in the last census of 1991, 30 percent of Chechnya’s population were Russian. Emigration data from the Russian sources in recent years further suggest that at least 200,000 Russian or Russian speaking population fled the republic before Russia began undertaking a 4-stage, 19-day military mission against Chechnya between 30 November and 18 December,1994(
).
      Subsequent western sources provided still higher figure of 300,000 refugees, who had fled the fighting and bombardments in Chechnya(
). If one deducts this refugee figure from the total population, we get just a rough data of 550,000 people living in Chechnya. Going by the plain gender logic of demographic development, one could minus half of this population as women that leaves us with roughly 275,000 male population. Of this one could still subtract at least a quarter or say nearly 69,000 as children and elderly. Very logically, this leads us to a substantive figure of just 206,000 able bodied male Chechens, all of whom are not necessarily gun wielding fighters. It is simply incredible that 206,000 people have been engaging Russia over a decade in one of the most sanguine battles of Caucasus. The tragedy of the Chechen war was graphically given by a Chechen tally: 15,000 dead, 38,000 injured, 220,000 refugees,124 villages completely destroyed and a further 280 villages with 80 percent damage…14,500 children have been maimed and 20,000 of them orphaned(
).
      Further, we get a net reduction of 15,000 dead and 38,000 injured that leaves us with 153,000 battle worthy people in Chechnya. In the background of these population figures, a fundamental question that crops up is how and from where such an insignificant population does derive its strength to wage a protracted battle for independence against a one time superpower. The question of Chechnya’s aspirations for independence has been further compounded by insurmountable post-Soviet problems faced by big Commonwealth of the Independent States (CIS) countries like Ukraine, Kazakhstan and Belarus. If these discernible problems do not deter Chechnya from the idea of independence, one must probe what provides it the strength to fight for it. From this premise, one could easily surmise that a network of tentacles spread from Chechnya elsewhere and it is these tentacles that provide the Chechens their lifeline of support to keep the war going. 

II. The Problem and limitations of the study:
      The importance of a fresh start in academic research on Russian-Chechen conflict seems inevitable for four clear reasons:

1) The study deals with limited period from 1999 to 2003.

2) The continuing economic and social crises have facilitated the growth of radical nationals in the North Caucasus as well as in the former USSR.

3) Russia’s strategic position in the South-Caucasus would be at risk, should Chechnya’s trouble spread. If the North Caucasus slips from Russia’s grasp, Georgia, and Azerbaijan, already eager to build ties with the west, would abandon Russia’s orbit.

4) Shamil Basaev, who became a warlord dedicated not just for Chechnya’s independence but for an Islamic union in the north Caucasus when he led the 1999 insurgency in Dagestan and declared himself as leader to that republic despite of Moscow could have contained Shamil’s movement without carrying the war any further, turned Russian Chechen - conflict into an interesting theme for academic research. The events of September 11 had added a new dimension to the geopolitical scenario of Central Asia; the Talibanised Afghanistan has emerged as the hub of international terrorism and militancy in the region. Several countries such as India, the states of central Asia, China and Russia have been experiencing the scourge of terrorism and religious extremism. After September 11, terrorism has come to occupy the center stage of international politics; In addition, the 2003 referendum has created the imperative for analyzing the underlying causes of people of Chechnya’s rejection of the separatists ideas.

III. Objectives of the Study:
      It is the objective of this study to explicitly and implicitly explore Moscow’s attitude towards the Chechen’s problem and to find out the extent to wich the Chechen crisis affected Russia’s policies, in the light of the recent developments in the international arena; precisely, this study has the following objectives:

1- To study the justifications for and motivations behind the Russian-Chechen conflict.

2- To trace the growth of Russian-Chechen conflict from its nadir to zenith and reason out the twists and turns.

3- To analyse the nationalism factor as the main reason for this permanent conflict.

4- To analyse the source of financial support for the Chechen in their war against Russia with regard to the role played by Chechen disappora and elsewhere in the world.

5- To assess the prospects of Russian-Chechen relations in the future, particularly in the context of making some bold suggestions for the Russian to devise a modicum of disentanglement from the imbroglio in the light of recent spate of violence.

IV. Conceptual and Methodological approach:
      The outbreak of identity related conflicts and crises has been on the increase since the collapse of the former USSR, Russia’s poly-ethnicity and multi-culturalism are simultaneowly both her greatest historical assets and problem. These points were confirmed by trends in post soviet Russia. Since 1992, Russia has been increasingly threatened by ethno-territorial conflict.

      Conflict is sometimes used to refer to inconsistencies in the motions, sentiments, purposes, or claims of entities and sometimes to the process of resolving these inconsistencies. Therefore, conflict can take place among different sorts of entities ethnic, groups appeal to tribal feelings, kinship and religion, trying to occupy the same space. At the same time it must be distinguished from political conflict by which a group tries to impose its policy on others. These two types can be distinguished from ideological conflicts in which systems of thought or of values struggle with each other, and from legal conflicts in which controversies over claims or demands are adjusted by naturally recognized procedures(
).
      Therefore, with a view to pursuing the objectives of this study, it was essential to follow a rigid, but complex system of methodology, through various variables, determinants, phenomena and events. 

      Primarily the conflict theory has been used in the framework of the present study in the context of the protracted social conflicts as a methodological approach for this study.

      A recent example of efforts made to extend and clarify the analysis, understanding of such conflicts has been the work done by Edward E.Azar to combine the concepts of conflicts and protracted social conflicts with an analysis of these factors which in any given “issue area” are likely to affect decision making. According to Azar the totality of all those variables which potentially influence the nature of conflict of a given state may be termed the “protracted social conflicts”(
). However these variables such as a prolonged nature of such conflicts. In particular, they have conflicts, enduring feature such as economic and technological under-development and unintegrated social and political systems.

      They also have other features that are subject to change but only when conditions allow for far reaching political changes. Conflict is likely to erupt once again as soon as there is any change in balance of forces leadership or in some other geopolitical conditions. In so doing, these observable features provide the infrastructure for intractable conflict: multi ethnic and communal cleavages and disintegrations, underdevelopment and distributive in just(
).

      The re-emergence of conflict in the same situation, particular characteristic of protracted social conflict, suggest to anyone monitoring events over long period that the real sources of conflict one deep rooted in the lives and ontological being of those concerned. Azar’s views the source of protracted social conflict is the denial of those elements required in the development of all people of all people and societies and whose pursuit is compelling need in all. Those are security, distinctive identity, social recognition of identity, and effective participation in the processes that determine conditions of security and identity and other such developmental requirement. The real source of conflict is the denial of those human needs that are common to all and whose pursuit is on ontological drive in all. He goes on to state that the study of ethnicity and the drive for ethnic identity enable us to understand the nature of conflicts generally. It is the denial of human needs of which ethnic identity is merely one that finally emerges as the source of conflict, be it domestic, communal, international or inter- state(
). Therefore the Azar’s research forms the methodological basis for the analysis and understanding of the center- periphery conflict in the post-soviet Russia.

      The traditional historical method has been applied to obtain historical data and record historical experience in the Russian-Chechen conflict. A methodological innovation of this research is the inclusion of data, obtained from personal interviews of prominent Chechen’s politicians in Jordan, who made significant contributions to mould Jordan-Chechen relation.

      In keeping with the analytical requirements of this study, the work referred to has been carefully selected. Both primary and secondary sources of information have been used.

V. Review of Literature:
      Plenty of literature is available on Russian-Chechen conflict. Much of this endeavour has been concentrated on the Russian attitude towards the North-Caucasus in general and Chechnya in particular. Although western, Russian, Arabian, Indian etc. have generally high -lighted the Russian policy in that region and other Commonwealth of independent States (CIS). No substantial works has been particularly done on Russian-Chechen conflict in the post 9/11 scenario. As a result, despite, a flood of propaganda and publicity materials issued by Russia and the Chechens, the present study tries to fill this vacuum and provide comprehensive analysis of Russia’s policy in that area from 1999-2003. 
      There are several authors who have tried to provide a comprehensive picture of that conflict in many ways. Authors like, Ben Fowkes. “Russia and Chechenia: The permanent crisis. 1995” and Carlotte Gall and Thomas Wall “Chechenya Calamity in the Caucasus (1998) covered Russia policy, in Chechnya from the deportations 1944 until 1998”. Christopher Williams and Thanasis D. SFIKAS “Ethnicity and Nationalism in Russia, the CIS and the Baltic States” this book is an important and tiner contribution to the theoretical debates on two of the major issues of 1990s, ethnicity and nationalism and it explores many of the issues related to it.

      In her study Fatima Ja’afar “The Russian political system and the Chechen problem 1991-1997”, she had extensively defined various aspects of Russian political system and she noted that the authority given to the Russian president had escalated the problem instead of reducing it.

      The most comprehensive work on the Russian-Chechen conflict was done by Murad Mohmmad Shishani in his thesis “The Islamic movement in Chechnya and the Chechen-Russian conflict (1991-2000). He highlights different aspects of Russian relation with Chechen until 2000. He deals with Islamic movements in Chechnya crisis 1991-1997. The author had classified three major groups of Islamic movements in Chechnya.

      Similarly, Andrew Benneh in his book “Condemned to Repetition? The Rise, Fall, and Reprise of Soviet Russia military interventions, 1973-1996”, seeks to explain the rise of Soviet military interventionism in the 1970s, its fall in the 1950s, and its reprise in the form of Russia interventions in the former Soviet republics and Chechnya in the 1990s.

      In continuation, Moshe Gammer’s “Muslim Resistance to the Tsar: Shamil and the Conquest of Chechen and Daghstan” deals with the personality of the Chechen historical leader Imam Shamel. Shamil’s movement was the most successful of the great muslim resistance movement against the Russia advance in the Caucasus in the hineteenth century.

      Topical articles published in specialist research journals provide insignificant information: “Russians Ruinous Chechen war” in Foreign Affaires (2000) by Rajan Menon and Graham E- Fuller, deals with recent developments in Chechnya and the American attitude towards the conflict.

      To this unending list of thematic research articles one could add few more titles such as Andrei Kozyrev, “The lagging partnership”, (1994) and a series of articles by Azmi Bsharah “The religious wars and nationalism wars (2000)”. The body of knowledge on Chechen- Russian conflict is ever growing.

VI. Terror Allover:
      The cost in life, emotion and spirit of the horrific, violent and counter violent were the land mark of the Russian-Chechen conflict. The Chechen may have a good and noble cause, but their calculated, vicious and brutal methods to achieve their goals can only work to defeat them, as a stunned world looks upon them with contempt and disgust.

      Liberation movements are as accountable for their methods of warfare as nation states. The Beslan methods of warfare as nation states(
). The Beslan school atrocity adds to the criminal list of charges the world logs against yet another group acting blasphemously in the name of Islam/ the crash of two civilian planes in Russia, suspected to be the work of Chechen suicide bombers and the recent suicide bombing outside a Moscow subway station follows on the heels of similar indiscriminate attacks on civilian targets including the siege of a theatre in Moscow in 2002 in which more than hundred innocent people were killed.
      These may be some of the representative episodes of terrorist attacks involving Chechen separatists, but apparently, such a situation cannot continue in Russia forever. Over a decade of fight put together, however, convey an underlying tenacity of the Chechen defiance. A tiny Caucasian nation with just about 17 thousand square kilometers and a population of 850 thousand, has been putting up a stoic fight against a onetime superpower to prove that military might is no solution in this case. The Chechens are dogged determined to defy Russian authority come what may, and let Russia not pander anymore. The problem assumes further seriousness in view of the persistent Kremlin efforts to bridle Chechnya to its federative fold. The last such effort was the referendum of 23 March, 2003 on a republican constitution. From the Gorbachev years to post-Yeltsin time, when all other pockets of ethnic secession have evaporated across Russia, Chechnya continues to welter in the waves of tension. It remains a forepost of violence, roots of which are not purely ethnic, not necessarily Islamic and certainly not territorial. The causes of the conflict are elsewhere to be found, but the effects of it have victimized Chechnya and Russia alike. Surely it threatens the federal fabric of the Russian federation. A combination of attributes makes Chechnya a laboratory of experiment on such issues as interstate dispute, federal governance, ethno-nationalism, oil and pipeline politics, religious extremism, narcotic and women trafficking, foreign mercenary involvement, money laundering and a host of related issues that grow in importance with each passing year. What makes the Chechen case ever more strong is its wide nexus with the outer world. The lifeline of support for the cause of Chechen state stems from outside, and not from within Russia. Similarly, what has made Chechnya more attractive is the rapidly changing post 9/11 scenario and Chechnya’s Islamic credentials.
      For over a decade the Chechen crisis has as much crippled Russia’s Caucasus policy as it has endangered its relations with other former prefectures. Ceasefire agreements were drawn up only to ensure temporary respite. At varying times, emissaries of the Russian presidents held rounds of powwows, but to no avail. Presidential elections, whether of Yeltsin or Putin, had been fought on the plank of Chechnya, but a sustainable resolution of the problem has been evading both sides. In the summer months, when the jungle is green, the Chechens are the master of guerrilla warfare. They could hide in the mountains and ambush the Russian soldiers. However, in winter, when everything turns bald white, the Russians use everything from space satellite to reconnaissance planes to nab the rebels and finish them off. Thus the see-saw continues with no distinct winner and no end in sight.

VII. Sources of Strength: 
      A momentous change occurred after the 9/11. The USA, which was looking at the Chechen problem from the view point of human rights violation by Russia, suddenly ceased to be critical of Russia in that part of the world in return for the Russian support to USA in their fight against the Taliban in Afghanistan. The US also eschewed its lopsided view of Chechen imbroglio and began looking at the problem in its totality. Although the shift in the US attitude has pacified the international community to a great extent, this has not, however, changed the ground reality in Chechnya. The fissiparous tendency to the extent of total freedom dominates the thinking of the rebels. This very fact makes us to ponder over the real strength of Chechnya in terms of financial, politico-diplomatic, and socio-religious supports. 

      Over the years, the Chechen bandits have followed different illegal ways to amass wealth as their real support base. The sheer magnitude of the money that shuffled hands of the Dudayev clique threw all legal norms to the winds. Financial power brought political prowess then and since and the rest is being traded easily. Chechnya under Zhokhar Dudayev, came to be known as Ichkeria, disobeyed all Russian laws, printed its own currency, embezzled the money allocated for development by Moscow and created a regime too indignant of Russia in general and Moscow in particular. Throughout the Yeltsin years, it behaved like a bull in the China shop and Russia miserably failed to take this bull by the horns. On one occasion, when former presidential aspirant, Alexander Lebed, who was later a security advisor to Yeltsin, made fervent personal efforts by visiting Chechnya in a car, his motorcade was thrice stopped on the way to make him obey Chechen laws. All his endeavors fizzled out in an unsuccessful ceasefire(
).

      Ever since then the Chechen rebels have been waging a virtual war against Russia. Earlier confined to Chechnya itself, this war has spread across Russia in the form of terror and sabotage and become an unpredictable phenomenon. With massive financial and military resources in hand, the rebels are capable of pulling wool over the eyes of the Russian security forces. Let us discuss the wide network of the source of this strength. Initially, the separatists Chechen leaders took hostages for huge ransom. They perfected the art of kidnapping and hostage taking, meticulously choose the financial potential of the target and practised it on potential victims for ransom in the range of $10,000 to 1 million. Russian Information Agency had reported that between 1995-1999,more than 1700 people were kidnapped; the unofficial figures pegged it at 2000 plus(
).

      Second, soon after the Soviet collapse, murders with the intentions of grabbing property and money became a widespread occurrence in Chechnya. In a single post-Soviet year 1991-1992 some 1200 murders took place in Chechnya; a figure ten times higher than in 1989-90. Mercenaries were hired to commit murders and accumulation of wealth in the hands of the rebels continued.

      The third profitable source wealth accumulation was looting passenger trains heading for Chechnya. In 1993-1994 alone the Chechen bandits had accumulated some $ 4 million from train raids in the north Caucasian line. In I993 alone, Grozny section of the North Caucasian railway witnessed some 559 raids on trains estimating the damage to railway property at 11.5 billion roubles. In first half 2000,450 trains were raided and passengers and wagons worth more than 7 billion roubles were looted(
).
      Fourth, production of counterfeit currency, mostly 50 and 100 dollar bills, was undertaken by the criminal groups. Fluid political situation within Russia facilitated the circulation of these banknotes widely across Russia. sources reported that origin of 50 percent of the false dollars confiscated in Russia in 1999 was tracked down to Chechnya. In October,1999, Russian police detained 90 Chechens and confiscated from them 598,000 false dollars. In Grozny and Gundermes, underground mints churned out rouble and dollar bills and field commanders often paid their soldiers in false money. Chechnya also served as a conduit to money laundering from abroad. False money printed in the Middle East and elsewhere, mixed with real money found its way to the markets of Russia through Chechnya in an unending network of launderers. In Atumn,1993, a Chechen criminal group had brought to Russia through Chechnya 10 billion false roubles printed in Turkey. Alone in 1999, the criminals planned to pump into the Chechen market 7 million false dollars.

      Fifth, the Chechen separatists stole oil from the national pipeline that runs through their territory from Siberia to Europe and illegally sold oil and oil products. Between 1991-1994, at least 40 million metric tons of oil were sold this way and the money obtained was channeled to financing terrorist bases. The Chechen criminal groups had diversified their business activities in the oil market. Few groups of gangsters got themselves employed in the oil sector and controlled oil supplies to regions. By 1999, the Russians found that the Caucasian oil mafia was growing in strength. The Chechen criminal groups leased many filling stations from the Yukos oil company and established an underground network of small refineries. Deliveries of oil from the Samara region to other regions of Russia were controlled by the Caucasian criminal groups. In 1998, in the Volgo region Russia had shut down 27 Chechen controlled small refineries, but other reports suggested that more than 1500 mini oil factories and refineries were operating in Chechnya before the anti-terrorist operation began in 1994(
). 

      Drugs and narcotic trafficking were other profitable ways to fill the coffer of the bandits. From Chechnya’s ruling elite, the Basayev clan was actively involved in it and made the country an epicenter of narcotic trafficking in the Caucasus from where heroine traveled to Russia and Europe. Year after year, Caucasian countries grew more and more of poppy because it was a cash crop. Taking advantage of this, the Basayev clique set up special laboratories for refining the increasing poppy stock to Heroine and its derivatives. Every field commander has a specific area earmarked for poppy plantation. There were three large drug enterprises in Chechnya: one in school No.40 in the city of Grozny, the other in a Pioneer Camp for young children near Serzhen-Yurt that belonged to Jordanian Arab terrorist Khattab; and the third in the Vedeno region. Basaev group had procured several small Sesna planes to transport and facilitate drugs supplies to the Chechen-Russian border(
).
      Swindling of public funds was the seventh way of appropriating wealth. With false letters of advice, enterprises and commercial banks operated massive fraud to the tune of billions of roubles. The following figures demonstrate the dynamics of this crime: “1992-328 cases involving 94 billion roubles, 1993- 469 cases with 148 billion roubles and 1994-120 cases with 175 billion roubles. Between 1992-94, Russian Interior Ministry has investigated 11 cases concerning 2393 false letters of advice to the tune of more than 113 billion”(
). Further investigations in 1999 by the Federal Security Service into irregular bank deals with firms in Chechnya revealed false contracts, wrong book keeping, tax dodging, duty evasion and other illegal means of money transfer embezzlement by sham companies involved in these activities at the behest of Chechen authorities.

      The eighth source of fund accumulation was free-flowing foreign capital from the Islamic world. Some countries in the Middle East treated Chechnya as a forepost of their holy war against blasphemous Russia and pumped money to sustain the Chechen terrorists. It was reported that the Chechen terrorists were in close contact with Osma bin Laden, who had made a clandestine trip to Chechnya to oversee the Guerrilla training camps in March, 1999(
). He reportedly donated some $30 million to continue the anti-Russian crusade in north Caucasus. In August, 2000, it was further reported that Osama had sent Khattab and Baseyev one more donation of $34 million for continuing Jehad. The Afghan angle, particularly the decade long Russian involvement in Afghanistan, became the subject matter of intense interaction between the Taliban regime in Afghanistan and the Chechen terrorists. Since Pakistan’s ISI was training the Afghan Mujaheedins to battle Soviet forces in Afghanistan with overt US support, it was not difficult for these Mujaheedins to act as mercenary forces in the guise of Jehadis in Chechnya. The enemy was after all one- Russia- whether in Chechnya or in Afghanistan(
).

      There were other foreign channels from where financial support was flowing to Chechen rebels. The Kuwaiti Society for Social Reforms and the Lebanese office in Grozny have been acting as intermediaries to channel funds via Baku through courier to Chechen separatists. The Qatar charity organization had provided millions of dollars to the bandits, when they were battling with Russian forces in the Novolaksky and Tsumadinsky districts of Dagestan. In 1997, Zelimkhan Yandarbiyev, an ex-president of Chechnya, undertook a special fund raising tour of Muslim countries, when he was assured that $200 million be allocated to Chechen rebels.

      The Chechens received diaspora support too. Some fifty public organizations collected donations for Chechen rebels in the United States. The International Relief association collected $1.2 million and the Islamic Relief Worldwide collected more than $6 millon. The Chechen Ingush Society of America, headed by Mohammad Shishani, a Chechen from Jordan, also raised funds for the Chechens in Chechnya. It was this Shishani who attended the Copenhagen World Chechen Congress recently that Russia vehemently opposed. Thus it is presumed that it is not the Chechens in Chechnya, who are waging this war for years together; it is indeed a network of Islamic and philanthropic groups, who support the rebel cause to the detriment of Chechnya(
).

VIII. An Uncommon Instance:
      Diaspora support without proper understanding of the prevailing ground realities often creates an intractable problem difficult to resolve. Overwhelming diaspora support flows owing to sentimental reasons of closeness towards native folks although they are thousands kilometers away. While it may be pragmatically impractical, there is a strong diaspora support for the cause of Chechen independence. The Chechens abroad live very well. They are wealthy, powerful, influential and close to the power that be. A cursory look at the Chechens of Jordan provides us with evidence of the well-being of a one time migrant population, who now wield considerable power, both political and economic, by sheer dint of their perseverance.

      The first Chechen migrants had arrived in Jordan in 1903, when Jordan was a part of the Ottoman empire. Fleeing from the repressive Russian empire in search of shelter in the neighboring Ottoman empire was not that easy(
). The Chechens, however, had found Jordan a peaceable place to live in and settle down. The collapse of the Ottoman empire at the end of World War I had dawned political independence for Jordan and real independence for the Chechens. Ever since they have been supportive of the Hashemite royal family, and in turn have enjoyed the perks, pelf and patronage of the kingdom, occupying distinguished positions in the government, army, bureaucracy as well as in the royal court. Loyal to the cause of their nativity, they now wish to pay back to the cause of Chechen independence. 

      The extent of influence of Jordanian Chechens on the two wars in Chechnya in 1994-1997 and 1999-2003 was indirect, but its repercussions directly compounded the Russo-Chechen difficulties. While points of view on help to Russian Chechens fluctuated between disapproval and agitation vis-à-vis the world opinion, including opinion in the Islamic world, humanitarian assistance continued to flow as much directly from Amman as through the legitimate UN channels all through past decade. Thus, the point of view of Jordanian Chechens and the support for their brethren in Russian Chechnya had a large ramification on Russo-Chechen conflict at different levels, i.e. local, Islamic and international. The point of view of the Jordanian Chechens with regard to the conflict in Russia was clearly pronounced, when demonstrations were held shoulder to shoulder with Arab brothers on the basis of religious, cultural and humanitarian relations. A Jordanian committee was formed in support of Chechens in Russia. Headed by Saeed Peeno, the committee set the following four objectives: 1. to put the blame on the general public, who said that Chechens were not having supremacy, they were a miniscule minority, who entered into the Soviet Union by force; 2. to reveal the lies of Russia that accuses the Chechens as terrorists, expose Russian oppressions and violation of human rights by Russian federal forces; 3. to provide humanitarian and medical aid to the affected people in Chechnya, and 4. to define Jordanian and Arab stance as one with regard to Chechnya in the background of their civilization and culture.

      There are some striking similarities between the Jordanian and Chechen view points. Both of them think that Russian Chechens are an oppressed lot and they need to be liberated from Russia. Both agree on the humanitarian aspects of Chechen sufferings and try to alleviate that through aid. Both stand by the Chechen cause and support what they call a Freedom Struggle. Both are in favor of creating a conducive atmosphere for the Chechens to battle out their cause by enhancing public awareness through meetings, seminars, conferences, etc. Sharif Fawwaz, Jordanian Permanent Representative at the UN, brilliantly summed it up by saying: “we have to protect the Chechen Muslims, and it is necessary for the Islamic world and the UN to play a positive role to find a solution to the Chechen imbroglio.
      Many Jordanian Chechens have participated in the Chechen jihad against Russia. Umer Saku, who became the Chief of Al-Jama-al-Islamia before his martyrdom in 2002, was among the most notable. He mobilized people to serve the Chechen cause. His persuasion had yielded tangible results: a lot of people have died fighting Russian federal forces in Chechnya. The affinity between the Jordanian Chechens and Chechens in Russia was so close that in the regime of Dzhokar Dudayev, Shamil Amin Peeno (
)was the foreign minister. The relations between Chechnya and Jordan flourished as much as Russo-Jordanian relations declined. Dudayev’s visit to Jordan was the culmination point of attracting eponymous Chechens from abroad to homeland(
). Since Chechens occupy high profile posts in Jordan and possess a vast experience, sharing administrative expertise was the imperatives of Dudayev mission, which handsomely paid back, when Chechens like Ala Shamsuddin joined work under Zalimkhan Yanderbaev in Chechnya. The more the cooperation grew between Chechens in Russia and Chechens in Jordan, the more prominent became the roadblocks to peace and Russo-Jordanian relations remained embittered. The post 9/11 scenario, however, put a dampener on the close proximity between Chechens abroad and Chechens in Russia. King Abdullah’s visit to Russia in 2001 finally assured president Putin that the Jordanian government has had nothing to do with the happenings in Chechnya(
).

IX. Roadmaps to Peace:
      There are at least half a dozen different roadmaps to peace in Chechnya. All these plans were made available in post Soviet years, but unfortunately none of them seems to have borne fruit so far. First, the Russian Roadmap. When Dzhokar Dudayev resigned from the Soviet Army in the summer of 1990 and returned to Chechnya to lead an anti-Russian ethnic revolt against Moscow, coincidentally, the Kremlin had a native Chechen, Ruslan Khasbulatov, as its parliamentary speaker, who was dogged determined to keep Chechnya with Russia. Even today, Khasbualtov is a passionate pro-Russian and advocates Chechnya to be a part of Russia, but none listens to him. The Kremlin peace proposal for Chechnya was therefore heavily pro-Russian and included three aspects: 1) encouragement of elections and referendums that would install a pliant to Moscow regime; 2) retain Chechnya as an integral part of the Russian Federation and 3) negotiate with the rebels for a peaceful settlement without changing the status quo. The Kremlin was been acting consistently in these three directions sans success until Putin assumed presidency.

      The second was an imperialist agenda covertly pursued by the USA. Chechen Ingushetia had attracted attention of the CIA and other western sleuths as back as in 1979. It was considered then as a “relatively prospective territory, in the scheme of things to destabilize the USSR”(
). The destabilization plan got a further fillip in the sway of ethno-national uprisings across the USSR through Gorbachev years. Although Caucasus was aflame with hostilities, Chechen Ingushetia was relatively quiet. The Georgian events that had installed Zviad Gamsakhurdia in power influenced the Chechen nationalism. Meanwhile Dudayev was fostered by Western vested interest as a national hero. He and Gamsakhurdia were in close contact and helped formulate a specific Dudayev roadmap for Chechnya, apparently consented by the Western powers.

      Thus, the third agenda was that of Dudayev. From his years of experience as commander of the Tartu garrison in the Baltic state of Estonia, he learned that total independence could be the only major demand of his countrymen. Tempered in the ideals of Marxism, he learned from Lenin that the major issue in any revolution was the question of power and he began striving in that direction. In those flamboyant days of anti-Soviet revolt for freedom in the Baltic, Dudayev learned the assiduousness of persisting for transfer of power. Back home he fine tuned his dream plans for an independent Chechnya, shared it with likeminded anti-Russian elements in Georgia and elsewhere and chalked out an action plan that demanded severing all ties with Russia and immediate freedom and sovereignty for Chechnya. Fervent nationalism overwhelmed his activities and he swept people by his sheer demagogy. However, where he went wrong was in overestimating his own strength vis-à-vis Russia and underestimating the plausible outcomes of aligning with Islamic forces. At that emotional point of reckoning, both Dudayev and Chechnya glided into the abyss of Islamism and became slaves in the hands of foreign forces, while a torrent of events undercut their activities and facilitated a terrorist façade of governance.

      Thus came into picture the fourth roadmap, a combination of Jehadi agenda with Dudayev’s plan and actively supported by major Western powers with a view to cornering Russia from Chechnya. From Albania to Afghanistan and from Algeria to Pakistan aids began flowing from 18 Islamic countries. The flow of funds was free. Augmented further by the diaspora Chechens and Islamic organizations from such countries as Germany, UK, Poland and the USA, (
)the corpus lethally growing in strength and Chechnya was fast slipping out of Russian control. Russia was in a precarious position. Use of force to stem the rot in governance elicited reactions from the West about human rights violations. Non-use of force enhanced the possibility of lawlessness and chaos and this has largely happened. Russia was answerable to all that was taking place in Chechnya, while the rebels and terrorists had a field day in looting, bombing, raping and firing indiscriminatingly at civilians. It was a fight between the federal forces and Chechen rebels, but the victims were innocent civilians falling prey to the sanguinary battles. Hospitals flooding with injured civilians. Crying in agony for help and broadcast live on television, revealed telling stories of Chechen plight. Yet nobody envisioned a respite. Fear, agony and apprehension overwhelmed human emotions, while truculent rebels, guided by their warlords, sidetracked the people and authorities alike in their efforts to find a solution.

      Thus we have a misplaced agenda as the fifth one in the whole game plan of things. While all sorts of plans were afloat to ensure peace in Chechnya, ironically none ever took Chechen peoples’ voice seriously. When results of the opinion polls or elections went in favor of Russia, the rebels branded it as “orchestrated by Moscow” and continued to fight federal forces. When Moscow was fed up with the situation, it used excessive forces and the victims were civilian residents of bombarded cities. Yet the people of Chechnya did have an agenda of their own, an agenda that aimed at restoring the norms of a civil society, effective governance and peaceful development. Independence for them was immaterial. Whether within or without Russia, they wanted to live in peace. This agenda, albeit a pro-Moscow one, is certainly poorly represented in the Kremlin and least appealing to the rebels.

      Then came the Putin roadmap. Two events that irreversibly changed the course of events in Chechnya were the election of Putin as president of Russia in the Spring of 2000 and the gruesome Autumn episodes of 9/11 in the USA. Thus we get a metastatis of the situation - a Putin formula now in place supported by the USA. The earlier US criticism of Russia violating human rights in Chechnya was suddenly reversed in the aftermath of 9/11. Critics became friends and diplomacy made strange bed-fellows the consequences of which was the 23 March, 2003 referendum to be followed by a presidential elections in Chechnya scheduled for 5 October, 2003. The Kremlin conducted referendum was a huge success. There were international observers from the CIS countries, Great Britain, USA, Japan Sweden, Italy, Germany, Netherlands, Arab States and Organization of Security and Cooperation in Europe, who certified that the referendum was free and fare. It was reported by Valentin Kunin of RIA Novosti that 400,000 people or 80 percent of all registered voters participated in the voting. Although the rebels have escalated widespread violence in the aftermath of the referendum, the elections have created a discernible divide in Chechnya. On one side there are rebel terrorists and on the other the Chechen people. Yet peace evades Chechnya, while alienated terrorists desperately target civilians.

X. Radical Solutions:
      Ten years of ebbs and tides of war in Chechnya do not provide an ominous prognostication. The Chechen war is unlikely to end because both the warring sides have varying perceptions on all issues involved. This attitudinal difference is remarkable in the Chechen Russian relations. What Russia now considers a legitimate part of its territory, the Chechens take it as forcible annexation and are ready to fight “what they see as the continuation of the three-hundred year war of independence against invaders from the north”(
). Russia wants Chechnya in the federal fold of the Russian Federation as one of its numerous other autonomies, but Chechnya wants separation with nothing but total independence. Russia wants positive status quo to prevail, while Chechnya wants change in governance. Russia wants to cease fire, while the Chechen rebels want the war to go on. Russia wants secession of hostility on its own term, while the Chechens insist their own conditionality to prevail. Russia has a peace loving approach, while the Chechens have “a fierce love for independence and a resourceful warrior tradition.” (
)All these mutually hostile overtures overtly demonstrate a grotesque growth on the body of Russia at the point called Chechnya too malignant to tolerate, requiring a drastic surgical operation pretty soon. Far too long has Russia suffered the pains and pangs of this malaise and it is never too late to take corrective measures.

      Since forbearance, negotiations, friendliness and attitude of cooperation have not given dividends, Russia needs to eschew the path of carrot and stick; and take recourse to stick to settle this dispute. First, it must find a way to isolate Chechnya from rest of its neighbors, particularly from Georgia; and if need be impose severe travel restrictions, including visa rules, in the area to nab the terrorists. Before Russia takes such a step, it must withdraw all its troops from Chechnya to the borders and leave the Chechens fight themselves. Russian Civil administration, however, must be in place to monitor the situation. Second, it could introduce a rationing system in Chechnya for essential items and impose strict regulatory mechanism on supply of goods. This would, willy nilly, result in Russia getting to know the sources of the rebels’ material sustenance and accordingly plan secluding the separatists from innocent residents.

      Third, the Baku-Novorossisk oil pipeline at both ends of the Chechen Dagestan and Chechen Ingush borders has to terminate temporarily to avoid the use of oil as weapons by the Chechen terrorists. In addition, Russia must not pay any transit fee for oil transportation. Alternative ways of transportation of oil ought to be sought to minimize further troubles. Fourth, the business empire of the Chechens across Russia has to be brought under vigilant administrative control of tax and custom authorities and any illegalities or violation of the law be dealt with a stern hand. Fifth, there must be an international arms embargo to deprive the terrorists to procure arms and ammunition easily in international market. By pursuing an adroit diplomacy, Russia must convince the international community about the dangers of terrorism stemming from Chechnya and endeavor to cut off the lifeline of support to Chechen separatists. The Chechen rebels do not produce arms, but procure and use them without restrictions. The existing laws on possessing a license for fire arms must be strictly applied to all residents of Chechnya and violators of this rule must face the law. Finally, while economic sanctions are imposed in all aspects, Russia must watch and see Chechnya function in the new conditions, allowing it a free hand to dabble with anything but Russia. It requires a reversal of the present policy that mandates the Kremlin to help war-torn Chechnya tide over its difficulties. In turn, Russia enters into a bargain with the Chechens how much funds to allocate. The totality of all these measures may help reverse the stalemate in Chechnya; failure to do so may perpetuate the ongoing war in the form of a low intensity conflict between Russia and Chechnya.

      The Chechens have taken the advantage of being citizens of the Russian Federation. This advantage ought to cease. The Chechens who are bullying around Russia, must be dealt with firmly. While stick could be used on this front, carrot could be offered to those who pursue activities of normal citizenry. Russia’s diplomacy in the Islamic world requires to be aggressive and active with a view to convincing the world that the fight is not against the Chechens; the fight is against the terrorists; no matter whether they are Chechens or Arab mercenaries. Reportedly, there are 13,000 Arabs in Chechnya. Given its regional and Islamic ramifications, the Chechen case fits like none other into the global war against terror headed by the US and supported by Russia. The issues and problems of Chechnya, therefore, ought to be addressed in that global context, and not in the regional context of the Caucasus, nor in the bilateral context of Russia-Chechnya war.

XI The Stakes: 
      A radical treatment of the Chechen problem, however, is fraught with incredible mutual stakes. For Russia the major stake is that a small irritant prefecture has transformed over the years into a major threat to the state itself(
). Russia is in a fix. If it makes excessive concessions to Chechnya, other discontent prefectures are likely to fork their heads. Excessive use of security forces has not yielded the desired results. Instead it has earned Russia the disrepute of violator of human rights and rumors are afoot about an international war criminal tribunal, apparently against Russia. 
      What is largely at stake is the federal values of democratizing Russia under Putin against a frightening growth of eponymous nationalism in one of the smallest pockets of the federation. How far Russia would deftly handle the contradictions between a federal democracy and a native nationalism depends on mutual compromise shorn off terrorism. By now it is clear that the issue of banditry, terrorism, Islamic fundamentalism, sporadic explosions and the ilk of it have relatively little to with Chechnya and its population. Chechnya has become the epicenter of illegality. The Russian and the Chechens are both victim of it; none of them so far could claim the status of a victor or vanquished.

      The interests of neighboring countries are also at stake, particularly Azerbaijan and Georgia for different reasons. Any disruptions along the Baku-Novorossisk oil pipeline would jeopardize Azerbaijan’s economic interest vis-à-vis Islamic Chechnya and Orthodox Russia. Neighbor Georgia was caught in a precarious predicament. For a long time its leader, Eduard Shevardnadze, was claiming that the Georgian territory was not being used by Chechen rebels; Russia was counter claiming. However, after it was evident that Chechen rebels were holed up in Pankisi Gorge not far away from the Georgian Chechen borders, and waging battles against Russian federal forces from there, Georgia sent its troops to flush out the rebels from its territory. Georgia’s Chechen speaking minority are called Kists and they all live in and around the Pankisi Gorge. The Chechen rebels find the Kists welcoming and take safe haven among them away from the prying eyes of Russian federal forces or Georgian police. Thus, neighbors are not altogether free from stakes.

      While Russia’s and Chechnya’s neighbors have political and economic stakes, the Chechen stakes are far greater than those of others. In the event of a freedom from Russia, Chechnya is doomed to despair. Years of war and illegal activities have reduced the place to ruins too difficult to rebuild. At the same time truant insubordination has given the rebels a stoic defiance-an ominous reason for continuing instability after independence. The Chechens are not realizing this stake at present because they wage a Jehad and Russia is blamed for all the bad that happen. Independence will alter that scenario, when umbrellas of protection would suddenly disappear. Rebels and terrorists cannot help redeem that situation and innocent Chechens would be left high and dry. Then they cannot use the weakness of Russia as a weapon against Russia and there will be many roadblocks to development. If the March, 2003 referendum with international observer was any indicator, when a sizeable majority of registered Chechen voters rejected the rebels and opted for a constitution, that itself was evidence of the insignificant political role the rebels play and their unpopularity. However, their significant military prowess, encouraged and abetted by a network of international terror with sound financial backing, would continue to belittle every hope for sustainable peace in Chechnya and its stable future.

      Should the present situation continue, a great stake could be visualized in the unpleasant impact of Chechnya on other Muslim areas in Russia. Russian non-Muslims fear Islamic radicalism, while Russian Muslims distrust the Kremlin. As Russia’s Muslim population continues to grow, the gap between this fear and distrust will significantly increase in areas around Chechnya, where sizeable Muslim population is concentrated. Muslims number anywhere from 11 million to 25 million or 7 to 17 percent of the Russian population. In the absence of data from this year’s census, it is difficult to know the exact figures. However, for sure, Russian Muslims are increasing in number and Russia has the largest number of them than any other Western European country(
). This increasing number of Muslims and inherent fear of the Russians are likely to corrode mutual confidence. Unless corrective confidence building measures are taken, this corrosion will lead to perpetuation of mutual hostility between the crescent and the cross. Traditional Islamic laws which the Shariat prescribe or Wahhabis propagate, shall inevitably clash with the norms of a modern civil society advocated by Russia. And this will be a perpetual clash; albeit not of civilizations.

XII. Conclusions: 
      It is clear that the illegal nexus flowing to Chechnya from different parts of the Islamic world plus the sympathetic support of diaspora and western powers make the Chechen cause for freedom sustainable. However, going by the accounts of tragedy committed by Chechen rebels, this has also made terrorism stemming from Chechnya a focal point of concern. In order to stem the rot, even at this stage, terrorists must be separated from peace-loving Chechens. While peace-loving Chechens ought to be dealt sympathetically, terrorists in the guise of freedom fighters must be dealt ruthlessly.

      The core issue is whether Chechnya will remain a part of the Russian federation or be independent. This issue has not been adequately addressed in all negotiations, instead Russia’s focus has been on how to tame the rebels. While the core issue remained in the periphery. All solutions so far have been symptomatic of the crisis ridden situation, whether continuation of war or a ceasefire agreement. As the recent referendum or previous opinion polls have indicated, 90 percent of the Chechens want their land to remain a part of Russia(
), and yet the war goes on, ridiculous to imagine that by just ten percent of the local population. And the residents of Grozny have tolerated the gruesome killing of 25-30 people everyday for the past ten years (
)is telling testimony of the massacre, rape, banditry, vandalism and all those lawlessness the Chechens as citizens of Russia have experienced. It is certainly the ineffectiveness of the local administration, whether civil or military. There is no single person responsible for running the affairs of Chechnya. The Kremlin sent military administration is hopelessly divided and the local war lords are yet more divisive. The result is the collapse of governance and paralysis of a civil society. Considerable preponderance is required in this direction; sooner the better.

      Russia’s diplomacy must aim at convincing the Islamic and the Western world alike about the viability of Chechnya as an independent entity within and without Russia, the pros and cons of both aspects as well as its future prospects; and accordingly transform the peace process in Chechnya from the one that put emphasis on freedom and independence to one that would prioritize fight against terrorism as the prime object. Evidence are aplenty, particularly after the March referendum, to corroborate the Chechen case as an integral part of global terror; and not a singular cause for total independence.

      Russia has been pursuing so far a reactive policy in Chechnya. The Chechen separatists strike first, and then Russia chalks out reactive strategy in defense. It is time Russia must recast its Chechen policy to transform it into one of proactive approach. By vigorously pursuing a proactive diplomacy, Russia could consider temporary transfer of Chechnya to the UN administration, say for five or ten years. This would greatly assuage the Russian burden, besides exposing the genuine color of the separatists and their terrorist guise. Or else the Chechen war has no end in sight; it is likely to continue without any winners in foreseeable future
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 تهدف الدراسة إلى معرفة الأسباب التي أدت إلى إطالة أمد الصراع الروسي- الشيشاني. هذا الصراع المعبر عن حالة امتزاج فريدة بين المكون الديني والقومي للصراعات في تلك المنطقة (شمال القوقاز).


 وترى الدراسة أن العنف والعنف المضاد شاهد على الفشل الذريع في الوصول إلى تسوية سلمية للنزاع. ومن هنا فعلى روسيا البحث عن خيارات سياسية تلبي مطالب الشيشان دون التضحية بمصالحها الحيوية في تلك المنطقة، وفي نفس الوقت فعلى الشيشان أن يأخذوا بعين الاعتبار التطورات الدولية وموقف العالم بالنسبة لقضيتهم وخاصة بعد أحداث الحادي عشر من سبتمبر.


Abstract


 The Purpose of this study is to identify the reasons behind the Russian-Chechen conflict. It also takes into account the rise of nationalism in the post communism era, as a catalyst for the conflict in Chechnya and (North Caucasus). The study showed, as well, that the violence and counter violence is in vain, Therefore, Russian must aim at meeting the Chechen aspirations without sacrificing its vital interest in that region (North Caucasus) at the same time the Chechen should realize the changes in the international arena especially after September11, 2001.











  (�)A.W.Fisher,”Emigration of Muslims from Russia in the years after the crimean war” New Folge, Vol.135 (1987,P.363)


   (�)Sh.F.Mukhamedyarov and B.F. Sultanbeav, Mirsaid Sultan-Galiv: His character and fate) Central Asian surrey. IX,2 “1990 pp. 109-117.


   (�)Bulent, Gokay, “The longstanding Russian and soviet debate over sheikh shamil: Imperialist Hero or counter-Revolutionary cleric?, in Ben Fowkes … (ed), Russian and Chechnia: The Permanent crisis. “S.T. Martin’s Press, Newyork, 1998, P.41.


   (�)Ibid, P.41-42.


   (�)Carlatta Gall and Thomas De wall, Chechenya: A small victorious war, pan original book, London, 1997,P.56.


   (�)Rajan Menon and Graham E. Fuller, Russia’s Ruinous Chechen war, Foreign Affairs, March /April 2000, P.34.


   (�)Siren, Pontus “The Battle for Gorzny” in Ben Fowkes (ed) op.cit, pp.92-93.


   (�)Chechenskaya Tragediya, Kto Vinobat? Who is Guilty? RIA Novosti, Moscow, 1995, PP.83-84.


   (�)Massacre in Chechnya: Hypocrites and Accomplices to Capitalist Barbarism, International Review, 100, 1st Quarter,2000, p.1.


(�) Guardian, 12 December,1999.


(�) Quincy wright, The Nature of conflict In John Burton and Frank Duckes, ed, conflict, Readings in management and Resolution. The Mac Millan Press LTD, London, PP.15-16.


(�) Edward Azar, Protracted International conflicts “Ten Propositions” in John Burton and Frank Duckes, Op.cit pp.28-29.


(�) Ibid. PP.30-37.


(�) Edward Azar, Paul Jureidini and Ronald MC laurin, Protracted social conflict, Theory and practice in the Middle East. Journal of Palestine studies, Vol.VIII. Autumn, 1978, PP.41-60.


(�) The Jordan Times, September 2,2004, P.1.


(�) Gail W.Lapidus “The Dynamics of secession in the Russian Federation” Why Chechenya? In Mikhail A. Alexseev ed, Center-Periphery Conflict in Post-Soviet Russia. A federation Imperiled” Macmillan press ltd, London 1999. PP.64-68.


(�) Ben Fowkes, ed, Russia and Chechnia, The Permanent crisis. Op.cit. PP. 179-180.


(�) Chechnya: The White Paper,RIA Novosti, Moscow,p.95.


(�) Ibid.


(�) Ibid.


(�) Ibid. P.94.


(�) Gallina Yemelianova, “Ethnic Nationalism, Islam and Russian Politics in the North Caucasus” in Christopher Williams and Thansis SFIKAS edi, “Ethnicity and Nationalism in Russia “ Macmillan Press, 1996, P.133.


(�) Rajan Menon and Graham Fullur op.cit, PP. 36-37.


(�) Interview with Mr. Mohammed Shishani, Amman, December 22, 2004.


(�) Bani Hassan Ameen, Al tahdeeth W Estekrar AlSeyasi Fi Al-Ordon,Dar Aljeel, Beirut, 1991. P.19 (In Arabic).


(�) Chechene, Murad B, Al-Haraka Al-Eslamya Fe Al-Sheshan W Sera’a Al-Sheshani Al-Rossi, 1991-2002, Al-Quds Center for Political studies., Amman,P.147.


(�) Ibid, P.157.


(�) The Jordan Times September 2, 2004, P.1.


(�) Chechenskaya Tragediya:Kto Vinobat? Op. cit., p. 42.


(�) For details, please refer to Chechnya: The White Paper, Op.cit., P.125.


(�) Andrew Harding, Moscow Retreats to a Chechen Stalemate, The World Today, January,1997, p.5.


(�) John Colarusso, Chechnya: The War Without Winners, Current History, October,1995, p.329.


(�) Paul A Goble, Chechnya and its Consequences: A preliminary Report. Post-Soviet Affairs, Vol.11, No.1,January-March, 1995,pp 23-27.


(�) Russia’s Muslims facing Extreme Prejudice, The Economist, May 10,2003,p.26.


(�) Moscow News expert council organized a round table to discuss various way of a political resolution of the Chechen stalemate, Please see Russia and the Muslim World, No.12, 2002, p.29.


 (�)Ibid.,p.21.





PAGE  
68
Al-Manarah, Vol. 13, No. 4, 2007.


