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Introduction

November-December 2023 in Ukraine was marked by a significant density of
disinformation campaigns and high tension on social networks.

On November 28, a representative of the Main Intelligence Directorate, Andriy Chernyak,
in an interview with the publication 'Babel,' stated that Russia spent $1.5 billion on the
disinformation campaign 'Maidan-3,' which is a considerable sum for such activities.

In this context, we tried to analyze the Ukrainian discourse and identify Russia’s main
narratives for information attacks.

A guidepost for us was an article by Oleksandr Lytvynenko, head of the Foreign
Intelligence Service of Ukraine, for the Interfax publication dated November 22. There,
he mentions, among other things, three main lines along which Russia is currently
exerting pressure on Ukraine:

Pressure along the entire frontline with the capture of specific, politically, and media
significant points, in particular Avdiivka;
Destruction in winter of critical infrastructure (power stations, oil refineries,
transport hubs) to reduce the quality of life;
Undermining social unity by fueling ambitions and provoking military opposition
political forces.

From the experience of past years, it is known that Russia accompanies most of its
physical actions with information operations aimed at enhancing the effect, removing
responsibility from Russia, or discrediting the Ukrainian side. In this study, we focused
on analyzing the informational component of Russian operations along these three
tracks, measuring the intensity of attacks, and dissecting specific narratives used by
Russian sources in Telegram, Media Portals, Twitter, Facebook, and YouTube.





Political and Military Vectors

Speculation on important Ukrainian military/war issues has been actively pursued by
Russian propaganda since 2014 and reached a new level after the full-scale invasion.
The dissemination of posts and articles regarding the failure of the Ukrainian
counteroffensive and the Russian army seizing the initiative is a narrative that has been
spread in various forms since mid-summer. However, we have noticed an even greater
activation of this topic recently. 

For example, widely spread in Russian and pro-Russian sources are theses that Ukraine
has long lost the war and the Ukrainian Armed Forces will not withstand a new
offensive by the Russian army. However, over time, there have also been added calls for
the generals of the Ukrainian Armed Forces to overthrow Zelenskyy themselves, who is
predicted to die or flee.

Widely disseminated were also ideas about the Ukrainian counteroffensive's failure and
the Ukrainian army's defeat. As a logical conclusion from these narratives in the Russian
and pro-Russian information spaces, it follows that the USA and Britain are actively
seeking a replacement for Zelensky. One of the biggest threats to Zelenskyy was
General Budanov. Sputnik Globe - Russian affiliate media was among the first to spread
this idea on November 9th. 

https://sputnikglobe.com/20231109/ex-cia-analyst-west-preparing-for-military-coup-against-zelensky-1114845253.html?utm_source=substack&utm_medium=email


Political and Military Vectors

At the same time, a narrative is being spread that ordinary soldiers are dissatisfied with
the government, tired of the war, and want to return home as soon as possible.
Moreover, they are ready to overthrow Zelensky themselves.

“The UA soldier asks Russia to stop hostilities.
After this, they and their brothers-in-arms will go
to Kyiv themselves to deal with Zelensky.”

As a logical conclusion of this construction, the opinion is formed that it is time to start
negotiations.

At the same time, articles and posts about the success of Russian troops near Avdiivka
and other areas are actively disseminated, with the Ukrainian Armed Forces being
unable to stop their advance. 

In all media and most Telegram channels, facts of considerable Russian army losses in
equipment and personnel, recorded in photos and videos, are ignored. Such materials
are generally absent there. 

The central thesis is that Avdiivka will be captured in any case; it's just a matter of
time. The failures of the Russian army in the encirclement of Avdiivka are explained by
the narrative of a cunning plan, in which the main element is not the encirclement but
forcing the Ukrainian military to retreat. 

About deja vu - layout for Avdeevka from In fact, in Kharkov The situation that is developing now with Avdeevka
causes a strong feeling of deja vu. And there are similarities not only with Artyomovsk. The Avdeevka operation
is very indicative from the point of view of how the SVO develops. According to the precepts of Sun Tzu, “do not
completely surround” (C). This was done in Artyomovs, Soledar, Severodonetsk and Lisichansk. The tactics
bear fruit and force the enemy into the need to make an unpleasant choice: retreat, suffering image losses and
losing territory, or hold on to the semi-surrounded city, suffering crazy losses. In addition, Avdeevka is not
Artyomovsk. “Bakhmut” was only a political and image milestone for Ukraine. It had no serious military
significance. This is why, by the way, the Ukrainian authorities were so heavily criticized for their decision to
hold Artyomovsk. After all, it was purely political. Avdeevka is completely different. Even if there was complete
silence in the information field, Ukraine is simply forced to hold this area with any available forces and means.
Because the loss of Avdiivka seriously threatens the entire Donetsk sector.

https://t.me/mriya24/34998
https://t.me/ukraina_ru/173999


Political and Military Vectors

At the same time, calls for the surrender of Ukrainian Armed Forces soldiers continue
to be disseminated, indicating ways (radio frequencies, keywords, etc.) how this can
be done. Often, this is combined with videos of supposedly captured Ukrainian soldiers
talking about good treatment. Only from November 1 to 27, there were 1425 such
messages.

A separate emphasis by Russian propaganda is made on repeating last year's narratives
about "fortresses." In the Ukrainian information space, this word has a neutral-positive
connotation, indicating the courage and bravery of the army in defending Ukrainian
land. Bakhmut and Mariupol were named as fortresses. 

However, in the Russian information space, this word denotes the stubbornness of the
Ukrainian government in defending militarily unimportant objects that, however, have
severe political significance. In the fall of 2023, the term "fortress" was appropriated by
Russian propaganda to Kupyansk and Avdiivka - likely targets of the Russian offensive in
the fall-winter of 2023. The main narrative here is the overall inability and unwillingness
of the Ukrainian army to defend these cities. Still, it is forced to do so due to coercion
from the political leadership. The only method of restraining the Russian military,
according to this narrative, for the Ukrainian Armed Forces is "throwing in the meat."
This explains the significant losses in the Ukrainian Armed Forces, as portrayed by
Russian propaganda. 

Bandera's "Fortetsya Kupyansk" was prepared for explosion. As the coordinator for
interparliamentary relations with the People's Council of the LPR and State Duma
deputy Viktor Vodolatsky warned, militants of the Ukrainian Armed Forces have
mined many objects in Kupyansk, Kharkov region, and are preparing to blow them up
if they fail to keep the city under control. He came to the conclusion that Ukrainian
militants want to make a “second Artemovsk” out of this settlement. “All [civilian]
leadership has already been taken out of the city, a huge amount of explosives have
been brought into the city. And with our active advance and occupation of Kupyansk,
they will blow up everything that they have mined. Not only large objects, but also
infrastructure facilities, residential buildings,” he admitted Vodolatsky. First
Kharkovsky|Suggest news

https://t.me/Kharkov_Perviy/40245


Political and Military Vectors

According to the above narrative, mass mobilization is the only way to replenish and
further operate the Ukrainian army. For example, the word "могилизация" (Russian play
on words combining "graves" and "mobilization") was mentioned in Russian sources
2096 times from October 1 to November 29.

Important for Russian propaganda is the narrative that Ukraine is running out of men
due to the war. A vivid demonstration of this is the lively discussion in the Russian
information space of foreign media reports that women work in mines in Pavlograd, with
significant criticism of mobilization in Ukraine and criticism of a society that allowed
such things. Similar fake messages were also disseminated about the mobilization of
students at Fedkovych Chernivtsi National University and the encouragement of
pensioners in Kyiv to join the army because they are "already past their prime."



Political and Military Vectors

According to the above narrative, mass mobilization is the only way to replenish and
further operate the Ukrainian army. For example, the word "могилизация" (Russian play
on words combining "graves" and "mobilization") was mentioned in Russian sources
2096 times from October 1 to November 29.

Important for Russian propaganda is the narrative that Ukraine is running out of men
due to the war. Like fake messages were also disseminated about the mobilization
of students at Fedkovych Chernivtsi National University and the encouragement of
pensioners in Kyiv to join the army because they are "already past their prime."

In Ukraine, they began to mobilize students. At the Chernivtsi
National University, students of all sports-related areas were
sent “questionnaires” from the military registration and
enlistment offices. They were informed that conscription quotas
had already been distributed. #Ukraine @new_militarycolumnist

https://t.me/new_militarycolumnist/122974


Political and Military Vectors

However, similar narratives have little media impact on the Ukrainian information space.
The coverage of the battle for Avdiivka in Ukraine more resembles the informational
support of the fighting for Pisky rather than for Bakhmut. Thus, as of the end of
November, Avdiivka is not a key city in the political plan; a possible retreat of the
Ukrainian Armed Forces from there is unlikely to lead to significant Ukrainian public
discussion. 

On the other hand, the loss of Kupyansk by the Ukrainian army could have quite
negative political consequences, as the liberation of this city became one of the
symbols of the successful Ukrainian offensive in the Kharkiv region in the fall of 2022.
However, the actual achievements of the Russian offensive in the Kharkiv region in the
fall of 2023 need to provide more basis for propaganda to spin this topic significantly.

There is still some influence on the Ukrainian media space regarding the theme of
mobilization and dissatisfaction with it. For example, in Ukrainian sources in Ukrainian
language, the word "могилізація" was mentioned 109 times from October 1 to
November 29. However, Russian propaganda in this key can only slightly heat the
internal Ukrainian discourse.

Thus, there is an attempt to state the defeat of the Ukrainian Armed Forces as a realized
and completed fact with the transition to the search for options for developing this
situation. The logical line supported by Russian propaganda: The Ukrainian
counteroffensive failed → The Ukrainian Armed Forces are defeated, soldiers are tired,
mobilization is going very severely → Political and military leadership conflict with each
other → Therefore, there are only two options:

The continuation of the conflict will only lead to new losses and defeats for Ukraine.

This will happen against the backdrop of a conflict between politicians and the

military, between the government and the people, and will result in a complete

collapse;

In peace negotiations, Ukraine must make territorial concessions and fulfill other

demands of the Russian Federation."







Civil Infrastructure Level

Another direction in which Russian disinformation channels have constantly worked is
the varied interpretation of the shelling of Ukraine and the destruction of critical
infrastructure.

 In this case, information policy supports the Russian government's physical actions
and fulfills several tasks. 

Firstly, it justifies Russian shelling, reporting that strikes are made only on military
objects, and the death of civilians is due to the actions of Ukrainian air defense, etc. 

Secondly, propaganda emphasizes that the strikes are entirely deserved, and the
destruction of Ukrainian civilian infrastructure is justified by the difficult living
conditions in the occupied Donetsk, Luhansk, and Crimea, as well as the necessity to
disable infrastructure that supports the Ukrainian military-industrial complex. Thus, the
fundamental idea of Russia's information policy regarding the destruction of critical
Ukrainian infrastructure can be formulated as "nothing happened, but they deserved it."

These narratives were fully formed in the fall-winter of 2022 when Russia tried to
destroy Ukraine's energy infrastructure. The intensity of the attacks also determined
the intensity of information operations. After the massive shelling ceased in the spring
of 2022, such narratives almost disappeared.

Another narrative regarding critical infrastructure was Russian reports about the
bombings of Ukrainian ports in the summer of 2023. They were ideologically very close
to the winter campaign of 2022. The strikes were justified by the claim that Ukraine uses
grain exports as a cover for importing weapons. 



Civil Infrastructure Level

After this, all Russian narratives concerning critical Ukrainian infrastructure appear very
episodically, mainly repeating previously formed theses, and aim to instill fear of
possible new shelling. Considering that a significant part of Ukrainians expect a repeat
of the winter of 2022, Russian propagandists need only occasionally mention this topic
with a certain level of hyperbolization for the threat to feel significant and tangible. In
periods when there is no mass shelling, a common tactic among Russian sources is to
spin messages from Ukrainian media or high-ranking officials regarding possible energy
problems.

An example of such an "off-season" threat is when a statement by the director of the
Center for Energy Research, Oleksandr Kharchenko, was used to promote the idea
that the Ukrainian energy system is already failing, and "missile strikes have not even
happened yet."

⚡️If the temperature drops below 8 degrees Celsius, rolling
blackouts will be applied in Ukraine for 1-2 hours, the Center for
Energy Research director, Alexander Kharchenko, stated. Let us
remind you that today, the Ukrainian energy system already has
an energy shortage. And there were no missile strikes yet!

https://t.me/ukraina_ru/177760


Civil Infrastructure Level

Another example is Russian sources using the term "black winter," referring to the
events of 2022 and stirring up the atmosphere around the upcoming winter. Meanwhile,
it is claimed that the Ukrainian government uses power outages to intimidate the
population of Ukraine to keep it under control.

The Russian information space's reaction to the strikes on the Kremenchuk Oil Refinery
is indicative. The tone was restrained, and propaganda added value - small, mainly - by
quoting the words of Ukrainian officials. There are accents that this plant is the largest
in Ukraine (although it has been hit more than once), and the emergence of a fire is
highlighted, exaggerating its nature.

“Black Winter” Narrative spike Nov 23rd-25th

Dmitro Vasilets: The Russian Aerospace
Forces destroyed the oil refinery in

Kremenchug - VK Channel (Ukraine Does
not Exist)



Civil Infrastructure Level

In our opinion, the significant decrease in the aggressive rhetoric of the Russian
information space regarding the need for the destruction of Ukrainian infrastructure
may be related to repressions against "turbo patriots," the most notable of whom is now
imprisoned, Igor Strelkov. 

Thus, since the spring of 2022, they have demanded strikes from the Russian
government on "decision-making centers," bridges across the Dnieper, and other
logistical hubs. This rhetoric was wrapped in criticism of the Russian government for
indecisiveness, inability, or unwillingness to do everything necessary for complete
victory. However, after the summer cleanup of the information space, the
dissatisfaction significantly decreased, and the theme of strikes on infrastructure
"went out of fashion."

On the other hand, there were not so many attacks on Ukrainian critical infrastructure in
the fall of 2023, especially compared to last year. Therefore, attempts to destabilize
Ukrainian society from within with strikes that have yet to occur are futile. 

Similar actions in the Ukrainian information space should be expected after possible
rolling blackouts or several days of blackouts. In our opinion, strikes on infrastructure
will be presented under the guise of "betrayal and corruption," as the Ukrainian
government supposedly had a year to prepare. Thus, the primary blame for the possible
infrastructure collapse will be laid on the Ukrainian leadership, not on Russian
missiles/drones.

Overall, as of the end of November 2023, narratives about critical infrastructure in
Ukraine occupy secondary positions for Russian sources.







Social Unity Vector

Since the Orange Revolution, Russian propaganda in Ukraine has aimed to provoke
political division, weaken the central government, and exploit the contradictions of
different socio-political groups.

Since the beginning of the Russian-Ukrainian war, Russia has repeatedly attempted to
undermine trust in Ukrainian state institutions - the President, the Government, the
Chief Commander, etc. The means included reports of corruption, incompetence, and
authoritarian inclinations of Ukrainian officials, with the main target of such attacks
traditionally being Petro Poroshenko and later Volodymyr Zelenskyy. 

Additionally, even before the full-scale invasion of Ukraine, pro-Russian Telegram
channels in Ukraine, such as “Legitimny,” “Resident,” and “Vertical,” promoted a
conspiratorial discourse about certain shadow groups in the Ukrainian elite fighting
for political influence bypassing public policy.

After February 24, 2022, the intensity of information attacks on Ukraine increased, with
traditional themes for Russian IPSO constantly re-emerging. The end of autumn 2023
was marked by a boom in Russian propaganda activity and, secondly, by a particular
fusion of narratives about Zelensky’s incompetence and contradictions among the
Ukrainian military-political leadership.

Thus, a narrative about the behind-the-scenes confrontation between Zelenskyy and
Zaluzhnyi was widely promoted in the Ukrainian information space from October to
November 2023. 

It also intuitively integrated the narrative about Zelensky's dictatorial inclinations, who
does not want to hold elections, and the narrative that Ukraine is under external control
by the USA. Overlapping each other, these ideas formed a discourse depicting a conflict
between Zelenskyy, who lost popularity both among the Ukrainian elite and the people,
and Zaluzhnyi, who simultaneously embodied the people's desire to replace the
incompetent dictator and the will of the USA, tired of dealing with Zelensky.



Social Unity Vector

For example, on October 18, a narrative by Oleg Tsarev was disseminated, stating that
the USA is preparing Zaluzhny as the Ukrainian de Gaulle, implying greater
negotiability and readiness to make concessions among the military leadership than
among the political.

Following this, in the first two weeks of November, a new narrative was launched in the
Russian information space, according to which the USA will remove Zelensky if he does
not start peace negotiations. Initially, Alexey Arestovich (former advisor in Zeleneskyy’s
office) was named a prospective candidate to replace the current president, but
Russian sources later named Zaluzhnyi as the successor. 

“The states are preparing Zaluzhny for the role of the
Ukrainian de Gaulle. Ukraine will soon be ready to listen to
Russia - but we need to start talking to it now,” 

Zelenskyy will be “gotten rid of” - states
the former counselor of President

Kuchma

https://t.me/olegtsarov/9053


Social Unity Vector

Among the ways to remove Zelensky were assassination, military coup, and Maidan. 
Consequently, the peak of the spread of such ideas fell in mid-November 2023, after
which the narrative somewhat subsided. 

Its ideological continuation was the narrative of “Maidan-3,” which has features similar
to and different from its predecessor.

It should start with the fact that the word “Maidan” is quite important and filled with
deep meaning in Ukrainian political discourse. 

On the other hand, the word "Antimaidan" has acquired significant pejorative
connotations due to the nature of the pro-government rallies in 2013-2014 and their
anti-Ukrainian character. 

Thus, it is expected to hear the thesis about the possibility/prospect of the third
Maidan. To begin with, it is essential to give this word an interpretation. On the one
hand, it can mean the idea of protest of Ukrainian society against the government, an
anti-corruption call; on the other – the overthrow of repressive/dictatorial power by
force.

Notably, the discourse on the keyword “Maidan-3” or “Third Maidan” was to some
extent alien to Ukrainian society, unlike related topics such as elections, calls for the
president to resign in light of corruption/conflict with generals, etc. The first proto
narrative about “Maidan-3” appeared on November 7 with the publication of a
deepfake of General Zaluzhnyi, where he calls for overthrowing state power. 

However, there were two publications here; the message may have satirical content,
and it is practically impossible to prove systematicity. However, later, on November 11,
there was a coordinated dissemination of a message with the exact text criticizing law
enforcement officers and calling for the armed overthrow of the current power.
However, the coverage of this narrative could be more significant.

At the same time, on November 11, the topic of Maidan as a possible military uprising,
primarily of Zaluzhnyi and Budanov, began to be promoted by Russian media and
Telegram channels. Their primary source was the material of the Chinese publication
Asia Times, which used the Sputnik Media (a Russian-affiliated source) publication.



Social Unity Vector

The curators of this direction were named well-known Russian political technologists
Sergey Kiriyenko and Vladislav Surkov. Among the prospective narratives that,
according to the report, Russian special services had to work out in Ukrainian society
are practically all present in the Ukrainian discourse, from the language issue to the
conflict of political leadership with the military. 

They point to threats of violent actions in Kyiv and the regions. They emphasize the
anti-government rhetoric of elements of this operation. They mention attempts to
assassinate Zelenskyy. 

The publication was quickly and massively picked up in the Ukrainian information space.
However, on November 14, the activity of links and citations significantly decreased,
with a slight increase on November 15. Notably, no anti-Ukrainian or anti-government
discourse was detected in Ukrainian discourse around this publication.

First mentioning of the Madan 3 operation. Russia used mainly
Telegram to spread messages



Social Unity Vector

On November 16, Zelenskyy had a meeting with representatives of foreign media. At it,
he briefly repeated the main theses from the information previously published on
online.ua resource about the tempo of Western aid and the Russian attempts to
destabilize Ukraine.

Russian media were the first to report “Maidan-3” en masse after this meeting. The tone
of the messages was relatively neutral, with a traditional emphasis on internal Russian
narratives that Ukraine would not last long.

A separate narrative is the quotation of a joke/statement by Medvedev that Zelenskyy
himself called Maidan a coup. However, again, this narrative distorts the quote, "Maidan
is a coup for them, so the operation is understandable," emphasizing the Russian
perception of Maidan, from which Zelensky distances himself.

Later, probably in the process of comprehension, Russian narratives focused on the
fact that Maidan-3 is a product of the "sick imagination of the Ukrainian drug addict,"
as well as on the fact that Zelenskyy, by his statement recognized the "coup" nature
of the Ukrainian Maidan.

Zelensky fears a new Maidan in Ukraine. Of
course, Russia will be to blame for everything.
An incurable drug addict and, at the same
time, the President of Ukraine, he is sure that
Moscow is seeking to sow chaos within the
state. Zelensky claims that we are talking
about a certain destabilization operation
called “Maidan-3,” which the Russian side is
allegedly preparing to carry out a coup in
Ukraine, writes Bloomberg. The main thing is
here. Subscribe!  - Glavnoe Zdes. 

https://t.me/minut30/17648


Social Unity Vector

In the Ukrainian discourse, on the morning of November 17, neutral news reports also
dominated, quoting the head of state. However, in the second half of the day, the
discourse radicalized. In particular, the president's "speech" was called anti-Ukrainian,
with accusations of Zelenskyy's misunderstanding of Ukrainianism.

It was also pointed out that "Zelenskyy's friends steal money from the Armed Forces,"
and those who oppose this are traitors. Later, a narrative appeared that “Maidan-3” is
“Zelenskyy's series,” performed with Ukrainian money.

Here we go! The president's entire speech about Maidan-3
is essentially anti-Ukrainian. How would they listen to Putin.
First, Zelensky calls the Maidan a coup. This is a purely
Russian IPSO. But then Yanukovych is legitimate, because
his government was overthrown by the Maidan. Secondly,
he does not understand and does not feel Ukrainian

"Maidan-3", "Shefir-2", "Mivina-2", "Shashlyk-
2", "Shawarma-2", "Attack on life-114". You
have read an incomplete list of green series
under the general heading: "For Your Money"!

The topic of “Maidan-3” and the relationship “people-TCG” -those responsible for the
mobilization (Territorial Defense Forces) did not go unnoticed either. In one narrative,
the "lawlessness" of the TCG representatives was condemned, and the idea was
promoted that “Maidan-3” is necessary given society's dissatisfaction with
mobilization.

You can safely send the TCG representatives to Maidan 3, and all
Maidans to join the army, having previously passed through a rigorous
training.

https://twitter.com/VictoriaMandri2/status/1725474460403220722
https://twitter.com/IhorReserv/status/1725583624366330047


Social Unity Vector

The narrative "exposing" Zelensky's incompetence played a separate role. In it, the
president's pre-war assurance that in May 2022, Ukrainians would not be fighting but
eating kebabs was constantly mentioned. 

In the same discourse, a narrative was found condemning Zelensky for underestimating
the threat of the beginning of the war when all the intelligence agencies in the world
reported it but taking “Maidan-3” seriously. From the Russian information space in this
direction, a narrative was launched that Zelensky dismissed the head of the Foreign
Intelligence Service because he missed “Maidan-3.”

A separate vital element of the textual design of reactions to the statement about
“Maidan-3” was the mention of Oman with a hint of a conspiracy theory, according to
which, before the war, during a visit to Oman, Zelensky conducted secret negotiations
with representatives of the Kremlin. 

 We have the result for the day since February 24, when the enemy,
as if on parade, passed almost half of Ukraine through unprotected
borders and demined Chongar, because someone was preparing for
barbecues when all the intelligence agencies of the world warned us
about the invasion! And, by the way, we already had an army and a
president, unlike in 2014/here we mean Crimea/.

The post of Ukrainian journalist Yuriy Butusov gained widespread attention,
suggesting that Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky should immediately
apologize for using the word "Maidan" in such a context. This post also stated that
Zelensky came to power with the help of an FSB agent, to whom he later repaid the
favor, thus "paving the way for the Russian invasion." 

Later, Yuriy Butusov posted that the government was forcing the people to go to the
Maidan with its lies. It's noteworthy that earlier reports of "Maidan-3," published on
"Censor" media on November 13, did not provoke a similar reaction. The publication
gained little popularity in Ukrainian information, creating a de facto spontaneous sub-
narrative that, by accident, suited the Maidan 3 narratives. The President was also
accused of not understanding the essence of Ukrainianness, and his use of the phrase
"Maidan-3" was considered an admission of guilt.

https://www.facebook.com/kupriyofficial/posts/pfbid02k2VEboXzRuEE2nquWB2StQM6CAxQg1CoVnehGwcBXCEE6fcaoRp7H7cdt93BSPTNl?comment_id=316741117883762&reply_comment_id=359291113163118
https://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy/posts/pfbid02Ffg73tkXw3Lw1SgqAD1Z8DLb6hx9cvtZpS2BB2WNqvJZpj8UTtdRYatwdtXTaQiYl


Social Unity Vector

In another narrative, Zelensky was directly compared to (former President)
Yanukovych, who was accused of "having a poor understanding of his people," the
necessity of a Maidan was stated if Zelensky interfered with generals.

Another narrative mentioned Zelensky's joke about ebonite sticks (voiced during the
Euromaidan in an episode of "Vechernii Kvartal," where Zelensky suggested distributing
ebonite sticks to Berkut officers instead of clubs and dressing Maidan protesters in fur
to generate electricity during protests), revealing his "anti-Maidan nature" and directly
stating that "he is the enemy."

There was also a narrative portraying Zelensky as a "representative of the Anti-Maidan,"
opposing the "Maidan" - that is, the "patriotic opposition."

In this context, a separate line of criticism of the government was the numbering of
Maidans. Opinions about the president's anti-Ukrainian/ignorant nature were expressed
in comments to relevant publications. 

The president was supposedly not knowledgeable about Ukrainian history, so the
Revolution on the Granite was not included in the Maidans; accordingly, the new Maidan
should be the "fourth" or "fifth" if presidential elections are considered an "electoral
Maidan."

A narrative gained widespread attention based on a quote attributed to Zelensky in
2014, supposedly saying, "We need to shake up the government as much as possible,"
alluding to Zelensky being the organizer of "Maidan-3."



Social Unity Vector

Another radicalization turn was a narrative that Zelensky surrounded himself with
traitors and "rigs" (former members of the pro-Russian "Party of Regions"), and when
he received sociological data, decided to tighten the screws to prevent the people
from overthrowing him. The narrative text references Zelensky's conflict with the
generals and statements that the people will overthrow the government if it wants to
remove them from their posts.

A separate strong narrative, circulating between the Russian information space and the
pro-Russian part of the Ukrainian infosphere, compared the "Maidan-3" operation with
the "Shatun" plan, under which a state coup was to take place in Ukraine in 2016 under
Russian curatorship. The rhetoric of Russian and pro-Russian sources is aimed at
denying Russian influence, discrediting Ukrainian power, and instilling the idea that the
government has lost the people's support. However, here, the Russian nature of the
threat's origin is denied; instead, the idea that the West is interested in Maidan-3 is
promoted. In the segment of the Ukrainian patriotic opposition, the narrative about the
"Shatun" plan is imbued with revanchist sentiment, exposing people who condemned
Poroshenko for the "Shatun" plan but do not condemn Zelensky for "Maidan-3." It's
worth noting that the coverage of this narrative in Ukrainian sources is more modest.

Yes... they really write about the threat of “Maidan-
3” from the words of Zelenskнy in the Western
press... Apparently, the strategies I voiced are

considered not only in my TG... But Chat is
interested in 3 - is it a number or a letter? It’s hard to

say... most likely this time it’s two in one... I wish I
knew the second letter after 3... By the way... was

the “Shatun” plan already canceled or was it
secretly implemented? ..

https://t.me/MihaAnarchyst/18695


Social Unity Vector

Another narrative common in Russian sources was the statement of (former advisor to
President Kuchma, now a pro-Russian blogger) Oleg Soskin, who claimed that the
concept of "Maidan-3" was invented by the Ukrainian government and that the style of
the name "Maidan-3" does not correspond to Moscow's approaches, which would have
called this operation something like "de-Zelenskyfication" (antonym to
"Zelenskyfication" - i.e., removing the "greens" from power).

The narrative of the Ukrainian government's purchase of police vans, accordingly, was
tied to Zelensky's preparation to suppress protests during "Maidan-3," not just
regarding mobilization. Thus, an impression was created that Zelensky is well aware of
his unpopularity and shaky position in society, emphasizing his readiness to fight
against his people.

On November 18, a new radical narrative was launched, according to which Zelensky
committed too many crimes and was forced to usurp power. Ideas about the
president's treacherous entourage and the Ukrainian people's loyalty to the generals,
ready to defend their posts with arms in hand, were reiterated.

On November 19, a narrative spread on social networks that (Zelenskyy's chief of staff)
Yermak is an FSB agent who has compromising material on Zelensky, thus manipulating
him. The dismissal of Zaluzhny is the only way for the current government to stay in
power after the victory in the war, so by talking about Maidan-3, he tries to "lay straws"
in case of acts of civil disobedience.



Social Unity Vector

Overall, the information space from November 18-20 was influenced by narratives
introduced on the 17th. There was a significant revitalization of the discourse inspired
by these narratives, but it began to fade over time.

A new wave of activation of the discourse on Maidan-3 was associated with a)
Zelensky's interview in "The Sun" and b) the tenth anniversary of the start of the
Euromaidan. However, it's worth noting that no ideologically new narratives were
provoked in the infosphere. 

Mostly, there were sporadic episodes of parasitizing on the narratives already played
out on the 17th in Internet discussions. Currently, Maidan-3 is mentioned only as an
additional element of criticism, while the main narratives are classic or situational topics
in the Ukrainian political sphere. For example, the narrative of the "Bezugla provocation"
focuses on the conflict of Zelensky's entourage with the military vertical, and "Maidan-
3" is mentioned only in passing. Similarly, in the reaction to Zelensky's interview with
"The Sun," the main attention is paid to the conflict between Zelensky and Zaluzhny,
and the topic of "Maidan-3," which is highlighted in the first minutes of the interview is
mentioned only at the end of the narrative text.

However, political discourse differs from activism in the presence of constructive
proposals and political demands. 

Thus, against the backdrop of criticism of the government in the above narratives, the
opposition in mid-November formulated a key political demand - the creation of a
"Government of National Unity," the demands for the implementation of which
intensified after Zelenskyy's statement about "Maidan-3." The main narrative under
which this idea was promoted was the postulation of the critical situation in which the
country finds itself, the need for change, accusations of ineffectiveness, and
usurpation.



CIB (Coordinated Inauthentic Behavior)

We have noticed several instances of the same texts being spread in posts and
comments, almost always carried out by the same profiles. Analyzing their text and
where they were posted, it can be assumed that the political divide is the main theme
they are trying to promote.

 Direct calls for a Maidan or fighting against Zelenskyy;1.
Zelenskyy misunderstands the nature of the Maidan. Twisting his words as if he
considers the previous Maidans organized by Russia;

2.

Statement regarding the Maidan - preparation for repression against patriots and all
those who disagree with the state of affairs in Ukraine;

3.

This theme also includes spreading messages about purchasing many police vans,
supposedly in anticipation of the Maidan;

4.

 Comparison of Zelensky’s statement with the Shatun plan from Poroshenko’s
Times;

5.

Part of the confrontation between Zelensky and Zaluzhny between the political and
military leadership of the country.

6.

Examples: 



Summary 

In summary, the idea of "Maidan-3" was played out in the Ukrainian information space as
early as November 13th.

However, although this message contained significantly more details and was
somewhat more controversial than subsequent statements by Zelensky, the reaction to
them was more than mild, in the spirit of uniting Ukrainians around the common idea of
fighting Russia. 

On the other hand, a similar statement from Zelensky turned out to be a real information
bomb, causing a social media frenzy with the radicalization of existing narratives and
linking them to the idea of "Maidan-3."

Opinions particularly intensified that Zelenskyy’s entourage is traitors and want to
remove "good" Ukrainian generals and appoint "obedient" ones so that the Armed
Forces of Ukraine would fight less effectively, and therefore "Maidan-3" is planned as a
reaction to popular discontent.

The main idea was the promotion of a good/evil dichotomy in Ukrainian politics with a
rather apocalyptic understanding that "evil" in the form of the political power vertical is
winning. Traitors have already decided to remove the "good" in the form of "good"
generals; hence, "Maidan," as an expression of the people’s will to remove pro-Russian
sentiments, should intervene to save Ukraine, as it did in 2004 and 2013.

So, to prove the necessity of the Maidan, the following arguments need to be satisfied:

The government is anti-Ukrainian;

The government is rotten and corrupt;

The government is undemocratic, authoritarian, and usurped;

The government represses civil society.

The discourse on the need for change in the Ukrainian upper echelons shifted from
more moderate anti-corruption calls or election proposals to postulating the necessity
of a forceful scenario.
At specific points in the Ukrainian political discourse, one could notice a distinct raising
of the stakes and even direct blackmail of the current government in the form of a
request: "Either a government of national unity while it’s not too late, or the Maidan." 



Summary 

Thus, the idea of political compromise, admission of the opposition to power, and re-
elections was the primary political demand in 2004 and 2013, and it is repeated now.
Another similarity with these events is that the "Maidan camp" united people with
various political preferences.

Thus, the "patriotic opposition" views are directly opposite to the ideas of "opponents
of mobilization." However, the discourse about "Maidan-3" creates a certain common
support point for them, exacerbating the split in Ukrainian society.

The critical task of Russian intervention in the Ukrainian political space is to sow discord,
polarization, extremism, and mutual distrust. Therefore, their strategy does not
promote a new ideological narrative and, on the contrary, develops problems created by
the Ukrainian discourse.

The activation of the discourse associated with "Maidan-3" has instead set threatening
accents of perception for Ukrainian society, as, on the one hand, it manipulatively
likened criticism of the government to the incitement of protest moods. On the other
hand - it intensified the gap between this criticism and reality, pushing opposition ideas
further into the realm of conspiracy.

The critical threat of the "Maidan discourse" lies in the normalization of discussing the
possibility of overthrowing the current government through protest.

The peak of informational activity regarding "Maidan-3" occurred precisely on November
17th, then declined, with activation on November 21st due to Zelensky’s new speech and
the anniversary of the Euromaidan.

Regarding the Russian information space, it gives the impression that the message
about "Maidan-3" caught them by surprise. Thus, they could not construct anything
new on this occasion, continuing to postulate narratives about the moral bankruptcy of
the Ukrainian government and its loss of population support.
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