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Abstract 

The study will focus on how the Crimean Tatars situation from a human 

security perspective has changed over time. To fully understand the depth 

of how and why, the thesis will start by introducing some of the issues 

faced by the Crimean Tatars as a minority group and then providing a 

historical background. With help from the theoretical framework of 

“Human Security” (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007) the study is comparing 

how secure the Crimean Tatars are perceived to be under Ukrainian rule 

1991-2014 and Russian rule 2014-present day. In the thesis it will be 

further examined if the Tatars security has in fact been compromised. 

Concluding that the rules over Crimea, Ukrainian and Russian, has both 

comprised the security of the Crimean Tatars but in different ways and 

sometimes more or less within certain categories of the Human Security 

framework. In the later years there are especially three categories that has 

been more prominent threats which becomes clear in the findings chapter. 
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1. Introduction  

The Crimean Tatars are an muslim minority group with a historical connection 

to the region of Crimea. They have been fighting for their rights of land and 

heritage for centuries and have suffered through forced mass migration and 

deportation (Fischer, 1978; Korostelina, 2015). The Tatars have despite their 

setbacks, as Zengin (2020) describes, kept their symbols and culture alive which 

helped building a Tatar identity through many hardships. Crimea has for 

centuries belonged to Russia up until 1991 when the region became Ukrainian 

(Fischer, 1978; Korostelina, 2015). In 2014 Crimea switched from Ukrainian to 

a once again Russian rule, since Russia annexed Ukraine in march that year 

(Buckley, Ruble & Trouth Hofmann, 2008). As many other minority groups the 

Tatars have their own language, however, they struggle to be able to speak their 

own native tongue. This has been true both under Ukrainian and Russian rule 

(Buckley, Ruble & Trouth Hofmann, 2008). According to Korostelina (2015) 

the state repression against not only the Crimean Tatars but native Russians as 

well, is a continued legacy from the time period when Joseph Stalin ruled. Thus, 

this legacy has somehow created a normative repression that is now part of a 

structure within the social system and since Ukraine for a long time belonged to 

Russia and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republic (USSR) respectively, the 

country has been strongly influenced by this structure (Korostelina, 2015).  

 

Eventually, in 1991, Ukraine gained independence from the old USSR, now 

Russia, and ever since their independence Russia has been trying to keep 

influence over the country (O´loughlin, 2019). Crimea has in addition been 

political contested both between Russia and Ukraine but also globally where 

NATO and EU are supporting Ukraine and refuses to acknowledge Crimea 

officially as Russian belonging (O’loughlin, 2019). The tensions between 

Russian and Ukraine has affected the people living on Crimea greatly, both 

Crimean Tatars, Ukrainians, Russians and other minority groups who all live on 

Crimea. The Crimean Tatars started to return to Crimea shortly after Ukraines’ 

independence and were encountered by several difficulties upon their return 

(O’loughlin, 2019). However, the living conditions under Russian rule have also 
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appeared to be difficult for the Crimean Tatars (McGlinchey, Karakoulaki, & 

Oprisko, 2015).  

 

To be able to examine their living conditions and safety further, the Human 

Security Approach will be used. By this framework it will be possible to get a 

comprehensive picture over the situation before and after the annexation in 2014 

as it includes seven categories. The concern for Crimean Tatars life situation 

seemingly took off after the Ukrainian President was forced to resign due to 

protests, and shortly after the Russian annexation followed (Aydin & Sahin, 

2019).  Considering the previous research mentioned above and their history it is 

possible that the Crimean Tatars are not necessarily doing worse in recent years, 

this is partly why the situation is interesting to examine closer.  

 

1.1 Relevance   

As repression against minority groups is a common phenomenon even in the 

21st century, it is still relevant to study it and its many ways of taking form 

(OHCHR, 2020). In the case of the Crimean Tatars the repression has been 

going on for a long time and even though it has changed its ways of expression, 

it is still present (Korostelina, 2015). A lot of smaller groups like the Tatars are 

easily “forgotten” or not prioritized and many countries have minorities who are 

experiencing discrimination from their own state (OHCHR, 2020). This issue is 

something the UN have tried to improve and have worked with for more than 60 

years. In 1948 this was already something frequently discussed within the UN 

(OHCHR, 2020). According to the UN minority groups should strengthen a 

country’s social and political stability and fortify the heritage and diversity. 

Unfortunately, this promotion of development is far from established around the 

world (OHCHR, 2020). 

 

However, the UN's Sustainable development goals (SDG) is something that 

Ukraine have actively agreed upon to work towards. Its predecessor the 

“millennium development goals” were also adopted by Ukraine and the core 

values of the declaration was similar to the newer SDG’s (Ministry of economic 
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development and trade of Ukraine, 2017). Many of the SDG’s can be tied 

directly to the Human security framework, especially SDG’s number 2,  8, 13 

and 16 “Zero hunger” “Peace, Justice and strong institutions”, “Climate action”, 

and, “decent work and economic growth” (SDG’s Knowledgeplatform, 2020). 

For the Tatars the goals who aims towards human rights are particularly 

important, e.g. inclusion in society and that discrimination is combated, since 

they are an exposed minority group. Therefore, it is also easy to see how the 

Human security framework is relevant to the situation of Crimea since many of 

their rights and needs are not being fulfilled (Korostelina, 2015). 

 

Often the Crimean Tatars situation in western media is focused on Russia's 

annexation and Russia is often presented as a threat. Ukraines brief ruling over 

the region has not gotten as much attention in media as the Russian and this 

makes it easier for bystanders to conclude that Russia is a worse ruler even 

though this statement might be false. Therefore, it is of high relevance to do a 

comparison between the different time periods. 

 

 

1.2 Objective and Research Question 

The objective of the thesis is to find informed answers of how the “Human 

security” situation for the Crimean Tatars has been and is today. It also aims to 

compare different rules over the region, comparing Ukrainian rule before 2014 

and Russian after the annexation in 2014. By using the seven categories from 

Human security it will provide a broad and enlightened view of the issues during 

both time periods. 

 

- From the perspective of “Human Security” how secure are the Crimean 

Tatars perceived to be according to articles, reports, and interviews, 

before and, comparably, after the Russian annexation of Crimea in 2014? 

- What threats have been more prominent for the Crimean Tatars before 

and after the Russian annexation in 2014? 
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1.3 Limitations and Delimitations 

Because of our own safety it was not possible to go to the geographic area of 

Crimea and do interviews even if this could have given us primary sources of 

great value. However, some text material to analyze was received from possible 

interviewees. As the research questions were decided it was found to be more 

productive to instead focus more on texts analysis and to find primary sources 

through turning to a YouTube documentary where Crimean Tatars expresses 

themselves about their situation and one interview directly conducted with a 

Crimean Tatar man himself through skype. Another thing that was limiting the 

research was the language barrier, since a lot of articles about the subject were 

in Russian they could not be used in the thesis. Furthermore, it was not possible 

to find quality information covering all aspects in each of the seven categories, 

such as food security and environmental security. However, it was possible to 

see on almost all categories that the Crimean Tatars were somehow affected by 

the findings but unfortunately not how much. 

 

One thing that may or may not be an obstacle is the cultural difference between 

us and the authors. The fear of them expressing some deeper meaning in the 

texts that is not caught by somebody else who cannot possibly understand the 

cultural value, or how things in a new context can have a different meaning. 

Sometimes the texts might be written from a certain perspective which also 

makes the study less objective, therefore, it would help to collect texts from 

authors of different origin. Many of the chosen articles are pro west and some 

are more interested in how the rest of europe are affected by the troubling 

circumstances concerning Crimea instead of the actual security of the Tatars. 

 

A delimitation that was made was how the research question became focused on 

the timeline 1991 until 2020. Ukraines independence and because the Crimean 

Tatars in the 1990s were coming back to Crimea in larger groups makes this a 

good time to start. Furthermore, the categories developed from the framework is 

another delimitation that makes it easier to know what part to focus on in the 

texts.    



 

 10 (56) 

1.3 Disposition 

Firstly, a profound background will be presented including the situation for the 

Crimean Tatars throughout history and the political events leading up to the 

Russian annexation in 2014. After this chapter, there will be an outline of the 

previous research made about Crimean Tatars and the research gap, followed by 

a chapter that provides the analytical framework of Human security. Through 

the methodology chapter it is explained how the study will be conducted and 

what kind of material is used for the analysis. In the findings chapter all the data 

is collected in the different categories extracted from the analytical framework 

and divided into before and after sections. Finally, in the analysis all the findings 

will be discussed, a comparison will be made, and the information will be 

analyzed through the Human security framework. In the last chapter there will 

be a conclusion where all the research questions are answered and discussed. 

 

 

 

2. Background 

2.1 History 

The Crimean Tatars have a long history of mass deportation and discrimination. 

The Tatars started to occupy Crimea ever since the 13th century (Fisher, 1978) 

and created a Tatar state. In 1783 Tsarist Russia performed the first annexation 

of the area, up til then the area had been called the Crimean Khanate (Fisher, 

1978). By 1921 Crimean territory was seen as autonomous and was called the 

Crimean ASSR (Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic), however, still limited 

and controlled by Soviet Union. A concept called “Korenizatsiya” which meant 

that ethnic and territorial heritage should be strengthened was introduced in an 

attempt to manage the immense country (Blitz & Lynch, 2009). This concept 

gave Crimea a way of being autonomous and new rights for minority groups, 

their native language could thrive and different cultures were encouraged. By 

this time Soviet was called USSR, which aimed to the many districts in the 

region with different cultures and languages (Blitz & Lynch, 2009). 
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         2.2 The Deportation 

Towards the end of the second world war in 1944 and during the rule of Stalin, 

accusations were made against the Crimean Tatars, claiming they were helping 

the Nazis during the war, resulting in a mass deportation of the Tatars (Blitz & 

Lynch, 2009). Most Tatars were forced to move to Central Asia and Siberia and 

some into slave labour, where they were starved and many eventually suffered 

from illnesses (Blitz & Lynch, 2009). It was not only the Tatars that was 

deported, many Greeks, Bulgarians and Armenians were also affected by these 

actions, some time after the deportations more people of ethnic USSR descent 

moved into the area (Babin, 2015). Soon the need for autonomy faded and the 

Crimean territory became ruled by USSR once again. Furthermore, the Crimea 

Region was transferred in 1954 from being part of USSR to now being a part of 

the Ukrainian Soviet Republic, an important step towards the start of the return 

of a larger amount of Tatars in the late 1980’s (Blitz & Lynch, 2009). 

 

2.3 The Return 

The Crimean Tatars fought for years to regain their rights and for USSR to 

acknowledge their national existence and finally, in 1967 they were cleared of 

the charges made against them from back in 1944. Despite the revoked verdict, 

the Crimean tatars were not yet allowed to move back to their homeland (Fisher, 

1978). The Crimean Tatars started a very unique political movement, a national 

movement set to facilitate the mass return of a large ethnic group through a non-

violence approach (Blitz & Lynch, 2009). 

 

When the USSR collapsed in 1991 and the Ukrainian state became independent, 

this worked in the favor of the Crimean Tatars planned return. The government 

of Ukraine supported the repatriation of the Tatar minority and in return they felt 

loyalty towards the state (Blitz & Lynch, 2009). However, another article by 

Karina Korostelina (2015) describes how the Crimean Tatars were still targets of 
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harassment after their return and that they were exposed to many types of 

violence.  

 

In 1991 there was an attempt to a referendum about Crimea's self-determination 

under Soviet once again but, the parties did not seem to get along and there was 

no Crimean Tatars participating. This, and several other incidents led to the lack 

of involvement of Crimean tatars when trying to reconstitute the Crimean ASSR 

also resulting in less rights (Babin, 2015). Furthermore, a council of Crimean 

Tatars representatives were put together to examine the possibilities of a 

Crimean State, this was not met well by the pro-Russian authorities and they 

refused any cooperation with anyone who came from a Crimean Tatar 

institution. However, some things concerning a Crimean Republic were 

eventually approved but to become an independent state still seemed difficult 

(Babin, 2015). 

 

2.4 Euromaidan  

When voting in the elections during the 21st century, the Crimean Tatars have 

been a pro-Ukrainian force in the area and the group of ethnic Ukrainians has 

become pro Russia (Wilson, 2014). In 2013 protests started that would 

eventually lead up to the dismissal of Viktor Yanukovych in 2014, these events 

are called the Euromaidan. At the same time polls were made asking how the 

Ukrainian populations attitude towards a Russian rule over Crimea. The poll 

showed that a majority did not approve, however, this did not stop the Russian 

takeover from evolving (O´loughlin, 2019).  

 

The events of 2014 when president Viktor Yanukovych due to demonstrations 

was removed from his position of power by the people who wanted a stronger 

relationship with EU, was much more complex than it may have looked at first 

glance. The protests started already in 2013 but first in 2014 things escalated 

(Aydin & Sahin, 2019). Before Euromaidan Ukraine had fought hard to keep a 

good relationship with both Russia and Europe. President Yanukovych’s 

government was visibly pro-Russian and seemingly wanted to keep the good 

relationship between the two countries which made it possible for Russia to in a 
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sense keep its grip over the former USSR country (Aydin & Sahin, 2019). 

However, after the Euromaidan Russia could use the events to justify their 

actions to annex Crimea (O’loughlin, 2019). 

 

2.5 The Annexation 

On February 26th 2014 the Crimean Tatars started protesting. They created a 

resistance where the Ukrainian flag was used, roads were blocked and streets 

were full of people protesting the recent events. Some Tatars even stopped 

Russian Tanks and troops from driving into their villages in an attempt to 

protect their families (Aydin & Sahin, 2019). 

 

Ever since Ukraine stopped being a part of former Soviet Union, there has been 

a fine power balance going on between Russia and Ukraine (O’loughlin, 2019). 

According to O’loughlin (2019) in a study from 2013, most Crimean Tatars 

responding to the question of what country was their homeland said Crimea and 

not Russia or Ukraine.  

 

On 27 February 2014 Russian government decided to forcibly enter the Crimean 

Peninsula and replace the old local government with one who were pro-Russia 

(O’loughlin, 2019). The overthrow of Ukrainian president Viktor Yanukovych 

had a huge part to play in the Russian take-over (O’loughlin, 2019). 

2.6 Discrimination 

In 2016 Ukraine was still struggling with the severe discrimination of ethnic 

minority groups such as the Tatars. In spite of this, new laws of anti-

discrimination were approved, however, the implementation was yet to be seen 

(Utrikesdepartementet, 2016). These laws were “forcibly” driven forward 

because of the UN's “declaration on the rights of indigenous people” (DRIP). 

Ukraine were among the countries who refrained from signing in 2007 and as a 

consequence the country was constantly reminded and encouraged to adopt the 

declaration (Babin, 2015). The Tatars are fulfilling all the criteria for 
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“indigenous peoples” and therefore they are an especially exposed group, which 

this chapter can show in several ways. 

 

 

 

3. Literature review 

3.1 Historical overviews 

When searching for previous literature concerning a comparison before and after 

the annexation in 2014 from a human security perspective, there is a clear 

research gap. Firstly, many researchers provides historical overviews of the 

Crimean Tatars from different perspectives. Both Karina Korostelina (2015) and 

Mcglinchey, Karakoulaki & Oprisko (2015) presents a profound overview of 

how the Crimean Tatars have been treated historically by different actors. 

Furthermore, Borys v Babin (2015) also examines and analyzes the current and 

historical situation for the Crimean Tatars and the deportation in the twentieth 

century but from a legal perspective. Alan Fischer (1978) also provides a 

historical overview of the Crimean Tatars but from a long time back and does 

not provide information about their situation after 1978. Fischer (1978) focuses 

more in his paper on the Crimean Tatars’ role during the Ottoman empire, 

before and after world war two and how they were treated under the rule of 

Soviet Union. Korostelina (2015) does also outline some important aspects of 

their history in her paper, mainly the deportation, the impact of world war II, 

how Crimean Tatars were portrayed in Russian newspaper and the 

discrimination of the Tatars more recently (Korostelina, 2015). 

 

In addition, Mcglinchey, Karakoulaki & Oprisko (2015) adds that separatism in 

Crimea grew stronger after the overthrow of Yanukovych in 2010. So does 

Andrew Wilson (2014) who also provides the historical context of the Crimean 

Tatars and their relation to Russia and Ukraine. Although he focuses his 

research especially from 2010 where the new president Viktor Yanukovych was 

elected in Ukraine and how it affected the relationship to the Crimean Tatars 

(Wilson, 2014). He believes that despite that Crimean Tatars during times in 
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history have been free from Russian rule, Russia has always had a grip over the 

region of Crimea (Wilson, 2014).  Brad K. Blitz and Maureen Lynch (2009) also 

provides profound information more specifically on the relationship between 

Ukraine and the Crimean Tatars from more recent years. They argue that it was 

insufficient efforts to provide the repatriates citizenship and lack of protection of 

minority rights in the beginning of Ukraine’s independence which caused major 

consequences on the Crimean Tatars who returned to Crimea during the 90s 

(Brad K. Blitz and Maureen Lynch, 2009). 

 

3.2 Different perspectives, but not human security 

However, most importantly, the research found do not include the perspective of 

human security but mainly human rights and from other perspectives. Human 

rights are correlated to Human Security but does not include all aspects of 

human security that is of interest in this thesis (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). 

To respect human rights is necessary to be able to achieve human security 

(Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). Abdoul-bagui A. GOMBO (2018) examines the 

situation for the Crimean Tatars from a human right perspective before and after 

the annexation in 2014. He especially focuses on how the different minority 

groups are being victims of violations from the Russian government now and 

from 2014. According to human right activists these groups are lacking freedom 

concerning their opinions and religion, to mention some human right aspects 

(Abdoul-bagui A. GOMBO, 2018). Tutku Aydin and Kurtiy Sahin (2019) also 

argues that the rights for self-determination and living conditions for Crimean 

Tatars has throughout history been lacking since their repatriation to Crimea in 

1991. They also argue that the “neo-stalinist” frame has had a huge impact on 

how the Crimean Tatars are being treated in terms of denying their self-

determination (Tutku Aydin and Kurtiy Sahin 2019). These authors therefore 

also have a clear western perspective of the issue. 

 

Stephen Blank (2015) has in addition a clear critical approach to how the 

Russian government has treated the Crimean Tatars throughout history and how 

he believes they will be treated now after the annexation. Blank (2015) argues 



 

 16 (56) 

that the Russian state has always tried to eliminate dissident ethnic groups and 

that the discrimination of the Crimean Tatars therefore will continue after 2014. 

It was written shortly after the annexation and does therefore not show a fair 

comparison before and after the annexation, but only his thoughts of the future. 

Another perspective is how the media has presented the Crimean Tatars and 

how the public view of them has changed during time. Alina Zubkovych (2019) 

examines in what extent the Crimean Tatars are being presented in media since 

2003 and 2018. She argues that they have often been perceived as “others” 

before 2014. 

 

Despite that comparisons have been made before and after 2014 there have not 

been a comparison solely from a human security perspective. As human security 

involves different threats that are relevant to look at for the Crimean Tatars, a 

broader picture of their situation concerning security will therefore be analyzed 

in this thesis. 

 

 

 

4. Analytical Framework   

4.1 Human Security Approach 

The analytical framework in this paper is the Human Security Approach. 

Through the perspective of this approach and its categories the situation of the 

Crimean Tatars will be analyzed later on. With the help of these categories it 

will be possible to analyze how inclusive or exclusive the government's policies 

are and how accessible these are for the Crimean Tatars. 

 

The Human Security Approach focuses on security on the level of individuals 

and communities, not only the security of states (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). 

It emerged in the early 1990s, after the cold war, whereas new types of threats 

and conflicts then became recognized (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). The aim is 

to achieve protection from direct threats, eg. military and structural threats such 
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as discrimination or unemployment and to guarantee human well-being 

(Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007), which is just what the Crimean Tatars seem to 

be deprived of. It is viewed as a move from narrow conceptions of state security 

to a broader conception where people’s everyday life in terms of security also 

are of great importance (McCormack, 2008). It also aims at preventing 

deprivation in the future, a sustainable security, where the people should feel 

optimistic about their future (King and Murray, 2001). The approach argues that 

national security should not be military power, but favourable social, political 

and economic conditions, promotion of human development, human rights and 

inclusive policies (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). It is therefore also necessary 

for international and national actors to collaborate. It includes governments, 

international and regional organizations and civil society (Human Security Unit, 

2016). The core idea is that deprivation of these security threats could lessen the 

ability of peace and deteriorate the stability within and between states 

(Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). 

 

The “1994 Human Development Report” from UNDP was an important step in 

the field of human security as the approach was implemented in this report. 

UNDP believed that this approach would be the best solution for global 

insecurity as it both emphasizes so called “freedom from fear” and “freedom 

from want” (UNDP, 1994). The Human Security Approach advocates to 

simultaneously work with both these major thoughts to accomplish human 

security, which includes threats which will be outlined further down 

(Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). Tadjbakhsh and Chenoy (2007, p.19) explains 

“Freedom from want” as something that: “calls for providing not only the basic 

needs of food, shelter and services, but also the more strategic needs that 

support long-term and sustainable development“ and “Freedom from fear” as 

something that: “entails provision of security and a violence-free day-to-day life 

for everyone.” (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007, p.19). “Freedom from fear” thus 

emphasize the protection of individuals from direct violence which they believe 

are strongly related to poverty and other forms of inequalities within the society, 

whereas “Freedom from want” argues that the threats have to be broaden and 

cannot be limited to conflictual violence (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). To 

include hunger, different diseases and natural disasters are for example of 
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importance as the approach believe these are strongly connected to human 

insecurity and development (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). 

 

When operationalizing Human Security it is important to consider different 

approaches and thoughts from different research, as there are some critiques to 

this approach. There are on one hand very critical scholars to this approach. One 

is Francis J. Furtado (2008) who believe that the Human Security Approach 

have failed in its attempt to achieve security, whereas he brings up the cases of 

Kosovo and Rwanda in the 90s where the approach failed completely, in his 

view (Furtado, 2008). The Human Security approach also advocates to protect 

citizens of other countries and that it should be in the governments self-interest, 

as they could get affected by insecurity of other individuals in other countries 

(Howard-Hassmann, 2012). Illegal economic flows of immigrants could for 

instance be one consequence of insecurities in neighbouring countries (Howard-

Hassmann, 2012). To increase the threats of climate change should therefore 

also be of interest of a state’s security (Howard-Hassmann, 2012). Rhoda E. 

Howard-Hassmann (2012) therefore argues that this broader conception of 

human security are too broad as she believes it is not possible to cover all 

problem that human beings are facing. She also believes that this broad 

conception of human security is undermining international human rights threats 

and that these two concepts can therefore not work together very well (Howard-

Hassmann, 2012). Howard-Hassmann (2012) instead advocates for a more 

narrow conception of human security as she believes they identify new and 

more severe threats, not just any possible need an individual might have 

(Howard-Hassmann, 2012). 

 

However, decision-makers did increasingly start to view this approach as a 

necessary policy framework to achieve human security by different scholars as it 

appeared (Bajpaj, 2000). The United Nations have a more positive opinion about 

the Human Security Approach. They instead believe that it is not enough to look 

att single issues, but that security is complex and therefore needs a 

comprehensive and people-centred view of security where countries and 

international organizations have to collaborate in these issues (Human Security 

Unit, 2016). They believe that this approach could contribute greatly to current 
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efforts in humanitarian and development work as it includes different 

stakeholders and has a wide perception of the issues concerning security 

(Human Security Unit, 2016). By focusing on long-term solutions by looking at 

the root-causes instead of only responding to immediate crisis, one can also be 

able achieve sustainable security, which the UN are advocating (Human 

Security Unit, 2016). As the security of Crimean Tatars are a complex issue 

where several actors are involved and has a long history and thus severe root 

causes of the deprivation of their human rights, it is decided that the broader 

perspective of human security that the UN advocates will be used in this paper. 

 

4.2 The categories 

The different security threats within human security have been identified by 

UNDP in their “1994 Human Development Report” and were divided into seven 

categories. These are economic security, food security, health security, 

environmental security, personal security, community security and political 

security. These seven categories sometimes overlap with each other which 

shows that they are all related to each other. The Human Security Approach 

argues that these threats have to be secured for a country to achieve human 

security for its individuals. These securities do in addition have different root 

causes (Human Security Unit, 2016), that will be explained further below.  

 

Economic security 

Economic security involves ensuring a basic income which is usually from a 

productive and remunerative work or, if necessary, from a publicly financed 

safety net (UNDP, 1994). Working conditions is also an important aspect as 

people might feel insecure if their jobs are only temporary (UNDP, 1994). It was 

recognized that a lot of people did not choose temporary works but had to as 

they could not find full-time employment and consequently less protected by 

trade unions (UNDP, 1994). Therefore, differences in work opportunities for 

Crimean Tatars and Russians today after the annexation, and differences in work 

opportunities for Crimean Tatars and Ukrainians before annexation will be 

examined. Additionally, one of the most vulnerable groups within this category 
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are the homeless people (UNDP, 1994), 1994). Therefore, the research will also 

conduct their rights to property and housing, in comparison to the Slavic 

population and before and after the annexation. 

 

Food security 

The food security focuses on the threats of hunger and and famine among the 

people (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). The main asset is the economic aspect in 

this category as it usually is a matter of affording enough food, not because food 

is not available at all. The economic opportunities are therefore highly linked to 

this category. However, weather the Crimean Tatars are able to access enough 

food and nutritious food will be researched and compared to before and after the 

annexation. 

 

Health security 

The group who are most vulnerable to health threats are normally the poorer 

people who lives in rural areas and especially women. Whereas in more 

industrial countries there are more threats to the poor and racial minorities in 

terms of diseases (UNDP, 1994). The Crimean Tatars living conditions are 

therefore of relevance to look at in this category and to do a comparison to the 

Ukrainians and Russians. It is also relevant to compare the accessibility to 

healthcare and if they are exposed to any particular diseases for the different 

groups (UNDP, 1994). 

 

Environmental security 

These can both be from a change in the environment itself and a change in the 

environment that has been affected by humans (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007). 

These threats could for instance be pollution, environmental degradation, and 

resource depletion. By searching for eventual environmental threats now, 

comparably before 2014, there might be some differences. Edgar et. al (2014) 

explain that climate change is connected to other threats and could affect the 

human security indirectly. For instance, if the state lacks tools to recover from a 

conflict which is caused by climate change, there could be devastating 

consequences for the individuals living there in terms of living conditions 

(Edgar et. al. 2014). It is also of interest to look at conflict threats in relation to 
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environmental change and how eventual environmental change has changed the 

Crimean Tatars way of living. 

 

Personal security 

It is a vital component of human security as personal security includes the threat 

from physical violence (UNDP, 1994 p. 30). There are however different 

personal threats such as threats from the state, threats from other groups, threats 

directed against women and fear of violence (UNDP, 1994 p.30). Crime is 

therefore also an important component when it comes to personal security, 

depending on how widespread it is. A vulnerable group here all over the world 

are women and children (UNDP, 1994). By looking at eventual ethnic tensions 

and threats from the state against the Crimean Tatars it will be possible to 

compare differences before and after the annexation. 

 

 

 

Community security 

Community security is about retaining certain values within groups. These 

groups could be a family, a community, an organization and racial or ethnic 

groups that have a common cultural identity (UNDP, 1994). Insecurities for 

ethnic groups can be discrimination from the state in terms of not having access 

to social services or jobs from the market (UNDP, 1994). As the research is 

about an ethnic group this category is of high relevance. How well the Crimean 

Tatars values have been preserved in terms of religion, language and customs 

will be analyzed and compared to how it was before and after the annexation. 

 

Political security 

This category strives to ensure basic human rights for all people (UNDP, 1994). 

Usually during political unrest, human right violations are more widespread 

(UNDP, 1994). It is also common that the government repress the people where 

there is political insecurity (UNDP, 1994). This can usually be seen at places 

where the government are trying to control the ideas and the information of 

individuals. In addition, countries that are more concerned with the military than 

their people, are often using the military and police to repress its people (UNDP, 
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1994). By looking at reports from OHCHR a comprehensive overview of what 

human rights the Crimean Tatars are being deprived of before and after the 

annexation, can be analyzed. 

 

 

 

 

5. Methodological Framework 

5.1 Methodology 

Qualitative study 

The thesis is set to be performed as a qualitative study because this method is 

believed to give a deeper understanding for the concerned issues, and to be able 

to give the possibility of seeing patterns and different perspectives (Trost, 2010).  

Since the study is built upon the assumption that there has been a change in how 

secure the Crimean Tatars are perceived to be, before and after 2014, and a 

framework will be used to examine this, it would indicate that the approach is 

abductive (Bryman, 2016). The importance of the study is to gain knowledge 

through applying the “Human security” framework onto this situation and to see 

what outcomes the annexation has had on the security of the Crimean Tatar 

population (Bryman, 2016). 

 

A comparative analysis will be conducted since the main point of the thesis is to 

examine the differences between before and after the Russian annexation in 

2014. This specific incident is the reason for making the question interesting and 

also why it is necessary to pick a time period before and after 2014. The study 

will start at 1991 when the Crimean Tatars started coming back in larger groups 

and stop at present day. 

 

To be able to draw conclusions and to get informed answers, a qualitative text 

analysis will be conducted. A common way of analyzing documents is through 

finding categories and coding the material by how well parts of it fits under the 

different alternatives (Bryman, 2016). However, the analysis of this thesis will 
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be performed through the perspective of the Human Security Framework 

(Tadjbakhsh and Chenoy, 2007) and that is also where the different categories 

that will be further examined are extracted from. The categories are economic 

security, food security, health security, environmental security, personal 

security, community security and political security and they have been 

operationalized to the questions below. In the findings chapter, all questions will 

be looked at from two time periods, before and after the annexation in 2014. 

Through the conducted research of Crimean Tatars and their living situation, 

following questions have been selected depending on their relevance of the 

situation of the Crimean Tatars. 

 

Economic security: 

- How did the property rights look like? 

- Does the tatars have access to a publicly financed safety net or 

employment to the same extent as other Ukrainians and Russians? 

Food security 

- Does the Crimean Tatars have access to food every day? 

Does the Crimean Tatars have access to nutritious food? 

Health security 

- Does the Crimean Tatars have access to health services?  

- Are the Crimean Tatars especially vulnerable to any diseases? 

Environmental security 

- Does the Crimean Tatars suffer from any environmental issues such as 

pollution or environmental change?  

- Have eventual environmental issues been linked to conflicts? 

Personal security 

- Have the Crimean Tatars been subjects to physical violence? 

- Have the Crimean Tatars been subjects to fear of violence? 

Community Security 

- How preserved are the Crimean Tatars traditions and values? 

- How respected is their religion? 

- How respected are their language?  

- Have the Crimean Tatars experienced ethnic violence? 

Political Security 
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- Are basic human rights for all honored in the region? 

- Have the Crimean Tatars been experiencing protection from state 

repression? 

- How have the democratic rights of the Crimean Tatars looked like, 

freedom of speech etc.?  

 

Data collection 

The material that is going to be analyzed are different peer reviewed articles, 

books, news articles and articles and reports from Amnesty, 

Utrikesdepartementet, UNPO (Unprecedented Nations and People 

Organization), the UN and Human Rights Watch concerning the more recent 

changes to the situation of the Crimean Tatars. These texts were chosen because 

they can be perceived as reliable sources because of the respectable authors and 

organizations that stands behind the information and because they are somehow 

related to the issue of Crimean Tatars or Russia. Even though they can be 

perceived as reliable one still needs to be aware of the chance of researchers not 

being able to keep total objectivity as well as they may have different 

approaches (Bryman, 2016). In addition, news articles will also be used as 

material in our research when searching information about the Crimean Tatars 

and linkages to the categories. 

 

Documentaries on Youtube where Crimean Tatars speak themselves about their 

situation and history will also be used as a primary source to strengthen the 

other material. Furthermore, interviews are a great asset as a primary source as 

well, therefore, an expert interview will be conducted with a Crimean Tatar that 

has worked with the issues and possess greater knowledge. Through reading 

reports, articles, and books about the situation in Crimea the intention is to gain 

a broad and accurate view of the problems the Tatars are facing.   

The interview conducted was semi-structured and the interviewee was free to 

speak about anything within the chosen categories, this way it was possible to 

discover new angles and issues from the interviewee’s perspective. The 

approach of conducting more interviews instead of examining texts was an 

alternative, however, analyzing texts and peer reviewed articles could give the 

findings presented more credibility and avoiding opinion-based answers. 
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Through conducting this interview, some of the findings may also get 

confirmed.   

  

5.2 Confirmability, validity, and Internal reliability 

The confirmability in this thesis partly depend on the texts that are going to be 

analyzed, they might in some cases have a less objective agenda which could be 

difficult to detect. The researchers or interviewees may also not have all the 

facts, as well as they can be in a situation where another side never has been 

presented to them. Therefore, when analyzing, it is never a possibility to make a 

strictly objective analysis. Furthermore, to have as little as possible personal 

views or emotions involved the results will solely be based upon what is found 

in the texts and videos, and therefore create a certain objectivity to the facts. 

However, the human factor can never be completely overlooked, which is 

important to be aware of (Bryman, 2016). 

 

Validity is about what is measured, thus it is important that researchers look at 

the right things to make sure their results reflect the aim of the research. 

In the case of this thesis, validity will be established by the categories from the 

framework of “Human Security”, by collecting data for each category and for 

the more narrow carefully selected questions within these categories it is 

possible to stay true to the research and to measure how secure the Crimean 

Tatars are perceived to be (Bryman, 2016).  

 

To ensure reliability a study has to be able to be repeated, this is normally 

difficult if the study is qualitative and based on interviews since people tend to 

tell the same story different each time. In this study the base of the thesis will be 

different kinds of texts, this will enhance the chances of similar outcomes for a 

repeated study, supposedly, if the same texts are being analyzed (Bryman, 

2016).  

Through co-writing the thesis, the internal reliability will increase, which means 

having more than one person conducting the study and by doing this, hopefully 

draw the same conclusions (Bryman, 2016). Usually internal reliability is meant 
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for observation studies and having more than one observer, but in this case, it 

can still be valuable to mention (Bryman, 2016). 

 

5.3 Ethical considerations 

Since the study will be performed mostly with text material that has already 

been published there are no ethical considerations in this regard. However, there 

are one interview with a Crimean Tatar where there needs to be awareness about 

ethical considerations. Ethical principles in social science have been divided into 

four main areas: “whether there is harm to participants; whether there is a lack 

of informed consent; whether there is an invasion of privacy; whether deception 

is involved” (Bryman, 2016, p.126). It also involves the consideration of an 

individual’s confidentiality (Bryman, 2016). Furthermore, research is supposed 

to be conducted in a way that does not harm its participants, to concretize 

“harm” it could include affecting self- esteem, physical harm or in some way 

increase stress (Bryman, 2016). To avoid harm while conducting interviews one 

needs to think about simple manners such as humility and understanding but 

also give them the option of not answering questions that makes them 

uncomfortable (Ahrne & Svensson, 2015). The interviewee was informed about 

the intentions of the research and the interview and are also anonymous. 

 

 

 

6. Findings 

 

Many of the articles used in this chapter is peer reviewed and therefore holds a 

high trustworthiness, others are from respected organizations such as Amnesty 

and Human rights watch. The issue of how there sometimes is a lack of Russian 

perspective due to many publications being in Russian, is reflected in the lack of 

specific information under “after annexation” in some categories. Sometimes 

there is simply a lack of information for the categories, in these cases it is 

possible to look at the whole country or Crimea but not the Crimean Tatars. 
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6.1 Economic security  

Before Annexation 

Property Rights 

During the interview with the Crimean Tatar who has worked with the issues of 

discrimination against the Tatars and through an interview in a VICE 

documentary “Tatar Nation: The other Crimea” with another Crimean Tatar, 

they both express disappointments during the return to their homeland in the 

1990s (The interview person; Tatar Nation: The other Crimea, 2014). Since their 

return their houses had been taken by Russian and Ukrainians and they had to 

rebuild their homes (Tatar Nation: The other Crimea, 2014). They therefore 

started to build small houses at the same places and claimed that was their land 

(Tatar Nation: The other Crimea, 2014). Ukraine did however not legalize it 

until just before the referendum, which means that they stayed there illegally 

from the Ukrainian perspective (Tatar Nation: The other Crimea, 2014). This 

means that they were before that not entitled any electricity or gas, like the 

Slavic people were who lived their legally (Tatar Nation: The other Crimea, 

2014). 

 

During the resettlement of Crimean Tatars in Crimea, the Tatars saw the ethnic 

Russians as a threat which was the start of the ethnopolitical violence that 

followed and radical anti-Russian extremist groups forming (Korostelina, 2015). 

All of this also caused conflicts over land rights.  

 

Living conditions 

The living conditions during the 90s, under Ukrainian rule, were for many 

Crimean Tatars devastating, as they sold all possessions they had owned in  

central Asia to be able to afford the return home to Crimea (Williams, 2001). 

This resulted in a great decline in their quality of living as many Crimean Tatars 

in addition had to build new houses for their families on the peninsula 

(Williams, 2001). They felt that they were unwanted in many ways as they also 

had a hard time to find employment, had very limited access to healthcare and 

were experiencing constant anti-Tatar discrimination (Williams, 2001). Most of 

them were also forced to settle in the countryside where not a lot of options of 
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employment existed (Williams, 2001). The infrastructure in those places had in 

addition extremely limited access to paved roads, running water and electricity 

during this time (Williams, 2001). The housing they lived in were usually 

temporary with insufficient hygienic and cooking amenities and with too little 

insulation against the cold (Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003).  

 

Employment 

The Crimean Tatars, as they returned, started protesting against the unfair 

distribution of jobs, education, politics and housing, and the ethnic Russians 

claimed to feel marginalized despite them having better prospects in all 

categories (Korostelina, 2015). Many Crimean Tatars were forced to take on 

menial jobs, even though they were specialized in another profession during the 

time of their return (Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003). Up to 40 % were also 

estimated to have been unemployed and their savings were particularly 

vulnerable to hyperinflation during this time (Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003). 

 

After Annexation 

Property Rights 

From March 2020 Vladimir Putin, the president of Russia, has prohibited non-

Russians from owning their own land on Crimea. As many Ukrainians and 

Crimean Tatars still has not taken a Russian citizenship, they are being deprived 

their land rights. These people are being threatened to either take a Russian 

citizenship or simply sell their land (Coynash & Charron, 2020). It started after 

the annexation when thousands of publicly and privately owned real estate 

assets where being confiscated by the Russian government who claimed they 

were “nationalizations” (OHCHR, 2018).  

 

Living conditions 

According to the interviewed person, the Crimean Tatars have established better 

today as time has passed since they returned back to Crimea. Now more 

Crimean Tatars have jobs and their own restaurants for instance, which indicates 

their living conditions have been improved since the 1990s. 
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Employment 

Today many Crimean Tatars feel pressured to get a Russian citizenship in terms 

of keeping their job, as they in some cases have been threatened to be fired by 

the employers if they do not accept one (Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020). The 

reason for this is that employers have to go through a complex bureaucratic 

procedure to hire someone who do not possess a Russian citizenship (Cooper & 

Gorbunova, 2020). If the employers in addition would find out that the worker 

has been involved in a pro-Ukrainian organization or has critical opinions about 

the Russian government, they are at high risk to be fired from their work 

(Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020). 

6.2 Food security 

Before Annexation 

Food Situation 

After the return of most Crimean Tatars in the 90s many Crimean Tatars were 

living poorly (Uehling, 2005). Workers were commonly paid in goods instead of 

cash and many were also not able to find a job, as mentioned above (Uehling, 

2005). This led to families having problems to feed their families (Uehling, 

2005). Even though Ukrainians also got affected by the post-soviet political and 

economic change the Crimean Tatars felt especially targeted and affected by this 

as they, in comparison to Russians and Ukrainians, lacked permanent housing, 

employment and had less access to social services and infrastructure (Uehling, 

2005). This was because they mainly lived in rural areas and often only lived at 

places temporary (Uehling, 2005). This led however usually to seasonal hunger 

for many Crimean Tatars where they lacked food during the winter seasons. To 

survive many were forced to eat animal feed and in some cases steal food 

(Uehling, 2005). This was also due to the fact that the return was badly 

regulated and that the state of the beginning of the 90s, in the post-Soviet era, 

were still in charge of supplying food, health care and housing, which led to 

insufficient assets for the Crimean Tatars (Arbatov, M Lynn-Jones & Motley, 

1997). This was a great decline for many Crimean Tatars families, as they had 

not had these issues during their stay in Central Asia (Dudwick, Gomart & 

Marc, 2003). Back then they had no problem with accessing sufficient amount 
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of food as they had a significantly higher standard of living there (Dudwick, 

Gomart & Marc, 2003). 

 

After Annexation 

Food situation 

In Russia the doctrine of food security was adopted by the government in 2010, 

after that happened one could see Russia on place 40 on the Global Food 

Security Index out of 109 countries but this was back in 2013 and 2014 

(Karanina et al, 2017). Despite Russia testing well on different aspects even in 

2017 there are one major problem when it comes to food security in the country 

today: the low-income levels. A greater majority of Russia's population is not 

above the poverty line and can therefore not buy the kind of nutritious quality 

food they need. On the other hand, the average income has increased in the 21st 

century and hopefully it will continue to increase so that the economic 

availability of food becomes less and less of a problem (Karanina et al, 2017). 

Unfortunately, this text does not express any particular interest for Crimea and 

therefore no real assumptions can be made about the Tatars situation after the 

annexation. 

 

6.3 Health security 

Before Annexation 

Access to healthcare 

In 1991 Ukraine inherited a healthcare system of which they were not able to 

maintain since the economic decline that came with the prize of independence. 

Following events lead to health facilities becoming controlled by its local region 

instead of being centralized and controlled by the government (Lekhan & 

Richardson, 2010). In the Ukrainian constitution it says that every individual has 

the right to an extensive package with healthcare services when needed free of 

charge (Lekhan & Richardson, 2010). The government later tried to reduce the 

benefits of this package that was covered by the state budget. However, this lead 

to every health facility having to make their own rules about what the healthcare 

package covered and the result was more informal payments and less 
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transparency which made it more difficult for people with less money to get the 

treatment they needed (Lekhan & Richardson, 2010). As the Crimean Tatars 

were very poor during this time, they particularly got affected by this as the 

healthcare were badly regulated (Arbatov, M Lynn-Jones & Motley, 1997). 

 

After Annexation 

Access to healthcare 

The Crimean Tatars who have not taken a Russian citizenship or a Russian 

permanent residence permit after the annexation, finds it difficult to afford 

health care as they are not offered health insurance (Williams, 2020). Thus, 

many are forced to take a Russian citizenship, if they wish to receive health care 

(Williams, 2020). The few Crimean Tatars who still refuse to accept a Russian 

citizenship has to either personally ask acquaintances who are medical 

professionals or travel to Ukraine and receive health care there, as they usually 

cannot afford private health care on Crimea (Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020). 

 

Water and sanitation 

Since the annexation of Crimea reports of a decay of the public health due to the 

severe deterioration of the quality of sanitation and water (Pertile & Faccio, 

2020). Ukraine chose in 2014 to put a blockade in the North Crimean canal and 

later also building a dam on the canal, because of this Crimea experienced a 

serious case of water shortage for a long time (Pertile & Faccio, 2020). 

Furthermore, during this time one could see a clear linkage between the quality 

of water and the health of the people. The canal’s main source is at the center of 

Russia and the canal was built to ensure Crimean water supply a long time ago 

(Pertile & Faccio, 2020). Since most Tatars are living on Crimea, they were 

most likely affected by this. 

 

It is important to mention that according to the report from Regeringskansliet 

Crimea is in theory still perceived to be Ukrainian in 2015-2016 when their 

report about Ukraine is published. Therefore, when concluding the health issues 

of the country Crimea is part of this inquiry (Utrikesdepartementet, 2016). In 

this report it is mentioned that Ukraine has got the lowest vaccination rates in 

the world, which could lay the foundation to future more serious health issues. 
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The number of people diagnosed with HIV and TBC is high and child mortality 

rates are high as well. The reports of domestic violence are also alarming 

(Utrikesdepartementet, 2016). Unfortunately, from the report it is not possible to 

know how many of the people affected by all of these national health problems 

are Crimean tatars.  

6.4 Environmental security 

Before Annexation 

Lack of water supply 

Before 2014, when Crimea was under Ukrainian rule, the water supply on 

Crimea was much worse than on mainland Ukraine (Cordova, 2016). The reason 

for this was partly because of small catchments and uneven distribution of 

running and underground water (Cordova, 2016). The geology and structure of 

mountains on the peninsula also contributed to the limited water supply for the 

people and the agriculture on Crimea, as the reservoirs could not store sufficient 

amount of water with a growing population (Cordova, 2016). As the Tatars 

mainly lived on Crimea they were supposedly more vulnerable to this water 

shortages than most Ukrainians and Russians who also live on the mainlands. 

 

Pollution from the black sea 

The Black sea that surrounds most of Crimea was in 2002 tested for research 

purposes and it was discovered that the sea was suffering from eutrophication 

and hypoxic conditions (Chami et al, 2005). Being eutrophic means that there 

are too much nutritions for the sea to handle. In this case resulting in an extreme 

increase of microalgal blooms and also a change in how the community 

structure of the phytoplankton operates (Chami et al, 2005). When this happens, 

it is common that hypoxia follows, to explain, hypoxia is when there is a 

problematic lack of oxygen, this happened due to the intensity of microalgal and 

the phytoplankton (Chami et al, 2005). Because of a growing population and a 

huge drainage basin the black sea has been affected by human impact (Chami et 

al, 2005). The situation has gotten worsened over the decades and now the 

ecosystem is threatened which can affect the people living on Crimea and 

therefore, the Crimean Tatars. The main issue is the bad ventilation of the water 
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and in combination with the enormous inflow of nutrients and other bad 

substances polluting the water. The northwestern region part of the sea has been 

especially affected by this disturbance and the situation were critical (Chami, 

2005).  

 

Ecological deterioration from coastal area 

The Ukrainian coastline is a livelihood for a lot of people through tourism, 

shipping and fishing. The tourism makes the care of the beaches more 

significant and in 2008 the beaches on Crimea represented several of the 1007 

beaches in use that year (Radchenko & Aleyev, 2010). Many of the coastal 

activities like industrial plants and extraction of oil and ridding of industrial 

waste may be as hurtful as it is beneficial. Furthermore, a majority of the things 

in the coastal area was designed by Russia several years ago when Crimea was 

still part of the Soviet Union. On account of this, the different “activities” are 

not adopted to be eco-friendly, mainly because of the time era they were 

developed in (Radchenko & Aleyev, 2010). 

 

After Annexation 

Ecological deterioration in 2018 

According to an article from “Warsawinstitute” and “Ukraine Crisis Media 

Center” there were an ecological disaster in Armyansk on Crimea in 2018 where 

a factory emissioned sulphur compounds in the air (Warsawinstitute, 2018). It 

resulted in roofs of buildings, metal objects, trees and crops being covered by 

this substance and eventually rusting (Warsawinstitute, 2018). The people on 

Crimea also noticed a change in the air in terms of smell and dead birds were 

laying on the ground (Warsawinstitute, 2018). People were getting ill and after a 

week the local authorities had still not taken any actions. In the factory they used 

old technology of production which caused these emissions as they usually get 

emitted to a lake which was dry this year (Warsawinstitute, 2018). As Ukraine 

monitors the water supply there have been complaints aimed at the Ukrainian 

government for this (Warsawinstitute, 2018). Ukraine stopped the water supply 

because of both economic and political reasons (Uacrisis, 2020). However, two 

weeks in, the local authorities eventually decided to move the children to a 

nearby city temporarily (Warsawinstitute, 2018).  
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6.5 Personal Security 

Before annexation 

Stigmatization 

To find evidence of physical violence before the annexation has been proven 

difficult, however, articles about harassment and internally displaced persons 

could be discovered. According to Korostelina (2015) the Crimean Tatars were 

harassed upon their return to Crimea and systematically oppressed by the state 

and community by being stigmatized as “them” and not a part of “us” leaving 

them outside of society in different ways. 

 

Before Referendum 

Just before the referendum in 2014 Crimean Tatars showed fear of what was 

going to happen if Russia annexed crimea, because of their history with Russia 

where they have been ill-treated before (Tatar Nation: The other Crimea, 2014). 

As there in addition have been ethnic tensions and hostility against the Crimean 

Tatars since their return in 1990, fear of the tensions to flare up further were a 

great fear among them as the referendum became a fact (Salem, 2014). 

 

IDPs 

According to UNHCR (2014) several of these people have been displaced more 

than once in recent years but the number rose significantly after the Russian 

annexation and in 2014 Ukraine was estimated to have around 10 000 IDPs. 

Their home regions have not been perceived safe for many years and many of 

the IDPs reasons to leave their homes are usually connected to ethnicity, 

religious beliefs and them expressing opinions as journalists or as civilians or 

simply because their businesses have gone bankrupt (UNHCR, 2014). Statistics 

show that many ethnic Crimean Tatars are among the IDPs (UNHCR, 2014). 
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After annexation 

Physical violence 

Since the Russian annexation in 2014, Crimean Tatars have been exposed to 

persecution because of their critical opinions of the Russian annexation (HRW, 

2017). Russian authorities are portraying Crimean Tatars as either extremists or 

terrorist, which they connect to another Islamic group called Hizb ut- Tahrir 

(interview person). Some Crimean Tatars have also been reported to be victims 

of physical attacks and enforced disappearances (HRW, 2017).  

 

All of the above statements are strengthened by reports from both HRW, 

amnesty and HRMMU (HRMMU, 2016; HRW, 2017; HRW, 2019; Amnesty, 

2016). There are many reports of harassment and kidnappings and according to 

HRW when several arrests were made in the spring of 2019, it was by the force 

of heavily armed military. They broke into the homes of the men and planted 

evidence of “terrorism” and from there made the arrests. The men were not 

given fair trials and seem to have been tortured while in custody (HRW, 2019). 

 

Civilians in the crossfire 

Russia has been using its army forces to keep an armed conflict with Ukraine 

going and the civilians have been suffering and not only in Crimea. In a report 

of Pertile and Faccio (2020) it is estimated that 2777 civilians have died and 

approximately 23 966 injured. In the article published on “Unrepresented 

nations and people’s organization” (UNPO) in 2014, some Crimean Tatars 

expresses their fears of violence suddenly breaking out. Rumors are spreading in 

the community about alleged attacks against families. Heavily armed Russian 

troops are present right outside of the Crimean Capital, making people 

uncomfortable and scared. Random break ins and beatings without explanations 

are is not uncommon (UNPO, 2020). Many villages are doing their best to feel 

secure, and therefore, every night they have people on the lookout (UNPO, 

2020).  It is not just about the threats and actual deaths but also the trauma it 

brings to people, in an article from 2018 a woman whose husband has been 

forcibly abducted several times in the middle of the night for publicly 

addressing his mind about the Russian annexation, expresses fear of sleeping 

and a constant need to check if the door is locked (Mirovalev, 2018).  
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Fear of violence 

According to Human Rights Watch there have been a growing feeling of fear, 

hostility, and repression on Crimea after the Russian annexation in 2014 

(Human Rights Watch, 2016). According to another article from Human Rights 

Watch an anonymous Crimean Tatar woman express that she does not feel at 

home in Crimea anymore, despite Crimea is the place where she grew up 

(Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020). Pro-Ukrainian and Crimean Tatars activists have 

been acknowledged to have been harassed and intimidated by Russian 

authorities where they have entered their houses, schools, and mosques to search 

for illegal literature, weapons, and drugs (Human Rights Watch, 2016). They 

also risk being accused of extremism and therefore receive long prison sentences 

(Mirovalev, 2018). Several Crimean Tatars have for example been accused of 

sympathizing with Hizb ut- Tahrir, which is an organization that strives to 

restore a muslim caliphate, simply because Crimean Tatars are muslims 

(Mirovalev, 2018). This organization is defined as an extremist group in Russia 

which is a serious allegation in Russia (Mirovalev, 2018). This has thus led to 

fear of practice their religion fully and openly.   

 

6.6 Community Security 

Before Annexation 

Portrayal in media 

When reading Alina Zubkovych’s (2019) work one can see the Tatars by 

Ukraines hand were victims of the power of media before 2014, on both a local 

and national level they were being stigmatized as an indigenous group seen as 

“the others”. Through using media, it was possible to create a symbolic public 

view of the Tatars. Furthermore, the representation of Tatars in movies seem to 

increase from before annexation til after and the political agenda is more and 

more clear in the movies. Ukrainian movies and documentaries about post 

annexation show more of the ethnic and structural violence against the 

indigenous group compared to before when they were stigmatized and shown in 

a bad light (Zubkovych, 2019).  
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Early on and in the history of the Soviet Union the Crimean Tatars had been 

portrayed as “Treacherous, greedy muslims” (Aydin & Sahin, 2019, p.45) and 

this portrayal followed them for a long time and was part of the Ukrainian 

populations idea of Tatars until 2014. By this time one could see how the 

Crimean Tatars stayed loyal to Ukraine despite not being supported during the 

hardship of the Russian occupation and slowly the Ukrainian perception 

changed (Aydin & Sahin, 2019). 

 

Language 

When the interviewee looks back at the time growing up in Crimea, the 

interviewee says that the Ukrainian government on purpose spread the returned 

Tatars out in Crimea to naturally make it more difficult for them to speak their 

own language and to legitimize the fact that little of their language were taught 

in school. The interviewee continues to describe how the Tatars forgot a lot of 

the language and cultural heritage because they had to leave abruptly and felt 

like they needed to adapt well into the cultures of their new homes during the 

deportation. 

  

During the return of Crimean Tatars to Crimea during the 90s, many of them 

could speak their language but very few could actually read it (Dudwick, 

Gomart & Marc, 2003). The former existing literature had in addition been 

burned during the Soviet era after the deportation (Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 

2003). When Crimean Tatars where under Ukrainian legislation they were 

comparably more protected as the Ukrainian government had ratified the 

convention of the European Charter for regional or Ministry Languages, which 

is a European Treaty formed by the Council of Europe with the aim to protect 

and promote historical regional and minority languages in Europe (Williams, 

2020). Ukraine allowed Crimean Tatar language and cultures, but the 

government failed to provide funding and assistance to keep the crimean 

language alive in schools for many of the Crimean children (Aydin & Sahin, 

2019). After 2014 when Russia took over, Russia did not ratify the convention 

(Williams, 2020). This means that they are no longer offered language 

protection (Williams, 2020). 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Regional_language
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Minority_language
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Europe
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Religious tensions 

Since the Crimean Tatars returned to their homeland there have been tensions 

between them and other ethnic groups. They were culturally discriminated under 

Ukrainian rule, before 2014, as the Ukrainian government did not recognize 

them as an indigenous group until March 2014 (Urcosta, 2020). The Mejlis 

where also not recognized as the “the highest representative organ of the 

Crimean Tatar people” until this date either (Urcosta, 2020) and knowledge of 

Islam was highly limited as it had been eroded during the rule of Soviet Union 

(Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003).  

 

Discriminating policies 

On March 21, 2014, the Crimean Tatars were recognized by the Ukrainian 

parliament as an indigenous people. The Crimean Tatar representatives such as 

the Mejlis were also given legitimacy in representing the Crimean Tatars and 

were given a part of the state budget (Aydin & Sahin, 2019).   

 

Due to a long battle with discrimination towards indigenous people and minority 

groups, 2016 Ukraine adopted new anti-discrimination laws, however, according 

to Utrikesdepartementet (2016) they were not implemented as they should. 

The UN pushed Ukraine towards approving these laws because of the DRIP, 

Ukraine was among the countries who did not sign the declaration back in 2007, 

the development of it started already back 1993 when the UN realized the need 

for it (Babin, 2015). Consequently, as Crimea was taken over by Russia in 2014 

it also implies that these kinds of improvements cannot have reached all people 

even if well implemented in Ukraine at this point. 

 

In 2015 the deportation of Crimean Tatars back in 1944 was finally recognized 

as a genocide which was a huge win for the people, it became official in The 

Ukrainian Rada. To honor it and to remember both the genocide and the 

recognition, Crimean Tatar symbols and Tatar national days started to take more 

place in the eye of the public (Aydin & Sahin, 2019). 
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After Annexation 

Portrayal in media 

In Russia media has always had an important role in the political “game” since 

politicians has realized the influence one can gain through using it right 

(McGlinchey, Karakoulaki, & Oprisko, 2015). Shortly after Russia annexed the 

Crimean peninsula in 2014, Putin held a speech stating that The Crimean Tatars 

approved of the annexation and in fact wanted to become Russians again, even 

though there was evidence pointing another direction (McGlinchey, 

Karakoulaki, & Oprisko, 2015). He used Crimean Tatar symbols to strengthen 

this claim and to unify Crimea with Russia in a media friendly way 

(McGlinchey, Karakoulaki, & Oprisko, 2015). 

 

Language 

The Crimean Tatars cultural values have been severely discriminated culturally 

after the Russian Annexation in 2014. One of the biggest cultural threats are the 

ones against the maintenance of their own language, which is called “Krym” 

(Williams, 2020). Russian, Ukrainian and Crimean Tatar are the official 

languages of Crimea and can be used as languages of instruction according to 

the Russian Federation law (OHCHR, 2018). Despite this, the Crimean Tatars’ 

children are not allowed to be taught their own language at school when 

growing up in Crimea, with very few exceptions who actually have the Crimean 

Tatar language in their curriculum (UNPO, 2017). Parents to those children have 

claimed that they removed those language classes because the Russian 

government claimed there were too few pupils in them (Cooper & Gorbunova, 

2020). The only language in school that is being used is mainly Russian and the 

use of solely Russian in schools are increasing (UNPO, 2017). In 2014 about 8.3 

percent of the pupils in Crimea where studying another language but Russian, 

whereas between 2015 and 2016 there were only 3 percent of the pupils who 

studied either Ukrainian or Krym (OHCHR, 2018 & UNPO, 2017). In addition, 

back in the majority of newspapers published in Crimea has been in the Russian 

language, forcing Tatars to use less of their own (Buckley, Rubble & Trouth 

Hofman, 2008). 
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Religious tensions 

As mentioned, since the Crimean Tatars returned to their homeland there have 

been tensions between them and other ethnic groups, mainly the Slavic 

population who consists of most people living on the peninsula (Williams, 

2020). Their religion is viewed as the main cause of these tension. Most 

Crimean Tatars identify as Sunni Muslims, whereas the Russian and Ukrainian 

population are mainly Orthodox Christians (Williams, 2020). Despite that many 

Crimean Tatars do not practice their religion today they believe it is an 

important symbol for them to be able to preserve their cultural and ethnic 

identity, to make them united as a group (Williams 2020 & Urcosta, 2020).  

6.7 Political security 

Before annexation  

Policies in 1990s 

However, the interviewee says in the conducted interview that when they, the 

Crimean Tatars, were returning to Crimea in 1990s, the Ukrainian government 

had favored Slavic people policies on Crimea even back then. Therefore, the 

interviewee also believes that even if Crimea would still officially be part of 

Ukraine today, there might not be a lot of differences in the policy-making 

agenda. During the 1990s the Crimean Tatars also experienced other 

discriminated political policies (Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003). As they 

lacked proper housing and official employment many lived without a so called 

“pripska”, which was a residency permit (Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003). 

This led to discriminated legal outcomes and harassment from the police which 

made many Crimean Tatars believe they were viewed as “second class citizens” 

during this time (Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003). They were also 

underrepresented in the Crimean Parliament as the Mejlis, which is their 

political organization, only had 14 seats out of 96 in the Crimean Parliament 

(Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003). Due to this they arranged demonstrations, 

were closing railroads and self-settled in certain areas on Crimea as they 

believed they were not treated fairly from the mainstream political institutions 

(Dudwick, Gomart & Marc, 2003).  
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Recognition 

Ukraine had in 2007 refused to sign the UN declaration DRIP and did not 

recognize the Crimean Tatars as indigenous people until March 2014 (Aydin & 

Sahin, 2019; Babin, 2015). By Ukraine not recognizing the Tatars as indigenous 

people before, it also took away the rights they could have gained from it (Aydin 

& Sahin, 2019).   

 

After annexation 

Human rights situation 

In reports from Amnesty and the UN they are outlining the current human right 

situation concerning Crimean Tatars. There have been cases of disappearances, 

tortures and killings of Crimean Tatars which the Crimean Tatars are claiming 

not have been investigated properly (Aydıngün, 2016). Since Mejlis, the 

Crimean Tatars highest executive body, boycotted the Russian referendum in 

2014 and openly criticized the Russian occupation of Crimea they have been 

harrassed by Russian self-defence units. The Mejlis have then been accused of 

being extremists (Korostelina, 2015). HRMMU (2016) have in addition also 

reported about freedom of opinion and expression where journalists have been 

arrested accused of publishing videos that the Russian government have 

considered to be terrorist acts. 

 

In the HRMMU report monitoring the situation between november 2015 until 

february 2016 the UN agency were not able to go into the region because of 

Russia's recent power. During the implementation of the annexation in 2014 

four Crimean Tatars went missing and Russia performing raids on pro-

Ukrainian sympathizing Tatars with the intention of discouragement (HRMMU, 

2016). 

From the reporting OHCHR one can see they are worried about minority and 

indigenous groups being treated badly and the Russian penal laws working 

against them, changing the basis of the human rights for the Tatars among others 

(HRMMU, 2016). In february 2014 there was a request of the “Mejlis” being 

acknowledged as an extremist organization and to ban the Mejlis from all 

activities on “Russian” soil. However, Crimean Tatar demonstrators were 

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ayseguel_Aydinguen
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already being persecuted as criminals as well as others more Tatars being 

persecuted for allegedly being members of terrorist groups (HRMMU, 2016). 

HRW describes how the Crimean Tatars opinions have been silenced ever since 

the annexation in 2014, people are too scared of speaking up and many are in 

exile involuntary, if they do not obey both disappearances and physical attacks 

occur (HRW, 2017). Through making Crimea Russian again, Ukraine chose to 

limit other things for the Tatar population e.g. the usual banking services at the 

mainland, which systematically affected their human rights (HRMMU, 2016). 

As Russia continues to exercise their power over the region there is no 

agreement or recognition from Ukraine stating their government’s approval of 

the transfer (HRW, 2017).  

 

Freedom of expression 

According to news articles from “Radio Free Europe Radio Liberty”, “Kyiv 

Post” and “The Guardian” the only Crimean Tatar TV-channel “ATR” was 

banned in 2014 as Russian authorities refused to issue a broadcasting licence 

(Talant, 2020 & Ukrainian Service 2020). ATR were first told that there were 

difficulties in the paperwork when trying to apply for a license to the Russian 

agency (Luhn, 2020). However, they believe this ‘official’ reason was false and 

that the Russian authorities aimed at shrinking their media space due to their 

critical opinions about the Russian annexation and their perception of Crimea 

under Russian rule. Lack of government funding from Ukraine, due to 

bureaucratic issues, eventually led to a forced shutdown of ATR (Ukrainian 

Service, 2020). As the channel did not have any commercial advertisements, 

they relied heavily of government funding, sponsorships and grants (Ukrainian 

Service, 2020). It was the only TV-channel that had the Crimean Tatar’s 

language as the main language in their broadcast, who focused on Crimea and 

where available there (Talant, 2020). In addition, further limited access of 

Crimean Tatar media space occured when The Ukrainian authorities decided to 

close a Ukrainian TV-channel named “UATV” in January this year, which also 

provided services for Crimean Tatars (Talant, 2020). It was replaced by a 

Russian TV-channel instead (Talant, 2020). Furthermore, basically all Crimean 

Tatar media has been banned if it is in the slightest criticizing Russia's actions in 

the context of Crimea (HRW, 2017). According to the interviewee who agreed 
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to be interviewed about Crimean Tatars, the people in the area are “fine” as long 

as they do not express any political agenda that is not pro-Russian. In 2015 

HRW reports of 26 arrests of people in Hizb ut-Tahrir which is an Islamic 

movement but according to Russia also a terrorist group. If attending one of 

these meetings you can be arrested solely on the basis of speaking your mind or 

using symbols even though no physical violence is involved or threat of security 

for others (HRW, 2017). In Europe there are only two countries where the group 

of Hizb ut-Tahrir is banned, Germany and Russia. Outside of Europe the group 

is banned in several countries and many of them have ties with Russia from 

being former Soviet states (HRW, 2017).  

 

Terrorists 

In 2019, 24 Crimean Tatars were arrested by the Russian authorities for 

terrorism and according to HRW some of them were set up, with planted 

evidence as leverage, trying to break them through torturing and denying their 

rights to lawyers. Calling Crimean Tatars that oppose the Russian annexation 

terrorists is another way for Russia to exert repression (HRW, 2019). The great 

majority of the men arrested were members of the “Crimean solidarity”, the 

group is based upon human rights lawyers and the families of people who have 

fallen victims of political repression (HRW, 2019). Eventually, when the 

prosecuted Tatars were granted lawyers their trials were unorganized and hasty 

according to the lawyers and family members, additionally, the possibility to 

attend the trials were extremely limited (HRW, 2019).  

 

Amnesty has also reported about the silencing of any opposition towards the 

Russian annexation and dissatisfaction towards the local government. They also 

speak about how the environment keep getting more and more oppressive 

against the people and how two big Tatar leader have been banished from ever 

returning to their homeland (Amnesty, 2016). Amnesty (2016) reported that 

seven people where six was Crimean Tatars was abducted and only one has been 

found again dead, the others are still missing. All of the men had spoken or 

publicly shown their opinions of the annexation. 
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7. Analysis 

7.1 Economic Security: Employment and wrongful conviction 

The economic issues that the Tatars have experienced all seem to be linked to 

them having to move and return, being wrongfully judged of sympathizing with 

the nazis in the past, leading them to being stigmatized and discriminated 

against as a group (Blitz & Lynch, 2009; Korostelina, 2015). Even though the 

Crimean Tatars reputation should have been restored when they were cleared 

from the accusations of sympathizing with the Nazis that was made decades 

earlier, it seemingly became a heritage they had to live with and pass onto their 

children (Blitz & Lynch, 2009). The fact that they also have been battling with 

the dilemma of belonging to a country when most Crimean Tatars wants to be 

self-governing and have their own state is another problem that has become 

more of an economic and social one as explained in the economic security 

category. They lost property and land when deported in 1944 and upon their 

return they were never given back what they lost and instead it now belonged to 

others, leading to tensions between groups developing (Tatar Nation: The other 

Crimea, 2014). They had already left and sold off most of their properties in 

central Asia to be able to return to Crimea in the 1990’s which is why it is easy 

to sympathize with the Tatars when they were not welcomed back and what they 

lost in 1944 was not restored or returned (Tatar Nation: The other Crimea, 

2014). The prospects of employment were also worse than what many Tatars 

were used to before moving back to Crimea and many could not make use of the 

skills they possessed and had trouble getting employment leading to deteriorated 

living conditions (Williams, 2001). From a stranger’s perspective one might 

wonder if it was worth it to return to the region because of the discriminatory 

ways of society and lack of help to resettle.  

 

During Russian rule, the Tatars were after the annexation pressured to get a 

Russian citizenship to earn the right to their land (Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020). 

Russia claimed they could confiscate properties and that they actually belonged 
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to them. Considering how the Crimean Tatars have had to leave their homes and 

security at least three times in history and start over, one could view it as a 

unfair act to confiscate their houses since they were already experiencing many 

disadvantages, even more so since these houses were built by the Tatars 

themselves upon their return (Williams, 2001). The ethnic Russians in the region 

has always seemed to be holding advantages, such as better jobs and political 

power, both before and after the annexation (Korostelina, 2015). After the 

annexation it has been difficult to to get an employment without a Russian 

citizenship and therefore a stable income and better living conditions (Cooper & 

Gorbunova, 2020). From the human security perspective, one could see that 

Crimean Tatars have been exposed of great economic difficulties both before 

and after the annexation in terms of limited access to work opportunities, which 

is a main asset to achieve economic security. This is mainly due to 

discriminatory perceptions of them as a group. 

 

7.2 Food security: an issue or not? 

Food security could be connected with economic security because of the need 

for means to buy food. As it is explained in the analytical framework chapter the 

availability of food and its nutritious value is also of interest to evaluate the food 

security situation. In the case of Crimean Tatars and Crimea, most published 

articles focus on other categories of Human security. One reason for this could 

simply be because it is not the biggest problem concerning the Tatars, one could 

for instance see that the lack of food security is usually more present in low 

income countries (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, 2007).  

 

The most prominent information on the subject that was found is how the return 

to Crimea was a factor that made it difficult for the Tatars to maintain a good 

living and have sufficient food (Uehling, 2005). As they returned it may have 

seemed like they would get help with resettlement, but no help was given and 

they felt especially targeted without permanent housing and employment also 

affecting the supply of food (Uehling, 2005).  
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 To compare this with the situation after the annexation one would have to find 

information describing the situation later on. This kind of data was difficult to 

obtain but what can be found is how the low incomes, which concerns a 

majority of people in Russia, affects the quality of food they can afford to buy 

(Karanina et al, 2017). Since it is explained in the economic security chapter 

many Crimean Tatars need a Russian citizenship and not express any pro-

Ukrainian opinions to not get fired from their jobs and, therefore, their food 

security could have gotten compromised (Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020).  

 

Reading about the Ukrainian rule make it appear like that the Crimean Tatars 

did not have what they needed to be secure in terms of employment, food and 

housing during either rule, however, during the Russian rule they had the option 

of accepting a citizenship or having worse living conditions. 

 

7.3 Environmental Security: divided responsibilities 

Since environmental issues have been more recognized during recent times, it is 

difficult to do a fair comparison between the two time periods. Scientists do for 

instance know more about global warming and impacts of climate change today 

than they did in the 1990s. Today, as mentioned in the relevance chapter, 

Ukraine are for example working towards the SDG’s where environmental 

issues that needs to be addressed are mentioned in several goals. The human 

security approach does in addition advocates that states should be engaged in 

improving their environmental issues to be able to achieve human security for 

its individuals as environmental issues can have a great impact on their citizens 

living conditions. Since Crimea has belonged to both Russia and Ukraine and 

some of the environmental issues could have evolved over a longer time period, 

one could conclude that environmental changes are both nations responsibility.  

 

More specific environmental incidents on Crimea have been found. In the case 

of the factory in Armyansk which emissioned sulphur compounds in the air 

(Warsawinstitute, 2018), one can see an apparent political instability between 

Russia and Ukraine where the people on Crimea are the ones who got affected. 
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As a lot of supplying systems have been complexed after the annexation in 

2014, there are great disagreements on what country to blame, Ukraine or 

Russia. In this case, the sulphur had been emissioned in the air because of 

limited access to water in a lake which Ukraine had caused as they stopped their 

water supply to Crimea due to the circumstances (Warsawinstitute, 2018). 

However how this affects Crimean Tatars specifically are not clear, but 

according to the news articles, it was the people who lived nearby who got 

affected by this, which could include the Crimean Tatars. This case is in 

addition a good example of how the people living on Crimea were affected by 

the tensions between Russia and Ukraine, which was caused by an 

environmental change in this case. 

 

Before 2014 there were water shortages that the people on Crimea, thus the 

Crimean Tatars, were more affected by than the people living on the mainland 

Ukraine, that were caused by the structure of the land on Crimea (Cordova, 

2016). This also indicates that the Crimean Tatars have been exposed of 

environmental threats in both time periods but of different characters. 

 

7.4 Health security and economic security: Without citizenship 

Several of the challenges the Crimean Tatars are facing now after 2014 are 

related to them refusing to take on a Russian citizenship. The consequences of 

this are not only direct from the policymaking but also indirect in terms of 

discrimination against them from the civil society, as most Crimean Tatars have 

a clear critical view of the Russian annexation. The most eminent consequences 

of not accepting a Russian citizenship are that they are being deprived land 

rights and health care on Crimea from Russia, which are vital components to 

health security and economic security (Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020). To receive 

proper health care they have to go to mainland Ukraine to receive healthcare 

from Ukraine instead (Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020). To refuse to take on a 

Russian citizenship has in turn also leads to more consequences, for instance it 

is hard to get and keep an employment if you openly have pro-Ukrainian 
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opinions, as it is common to get fired if the employer would find out if the 

person has more pro-Ukrainian opinions (Cooper & Gorbunova, 2020).  

 

Due to a badly regulated healthcare by Ukraine after its independence resulted 

in poorer people, thus the Crimean Tatars, having problems to access sufficient 

treatment (Lekhan & Richardson, 2010). This also shows that the Tatars have 

faced health threats in both time periods but because of different reasons. 

 

7.5 Community security, Political security, and Personal security: Outside 

of Russian society 

Through different means it is clear that Russian authorities aim to exclude 

Crimean Tatars who does not agree on a Russian citizenship and does not accept 

living through Russian norms after the annexation in 2014 (Cooper & 

Gorbunova, 2020). By shrinking the Crimean Tatars’ space of freedom every 

year since 2014 shows how the Russian authorities are working systematically 

and strategically to exclude them from society. This happens through limiting 

religious practices, limiting Crimean Tatar language in school for children, 

accusing them of being extremists or terrorists and to shrink their medial 

freedom, and thereby shrinking their freedom of speech, and depriving them of a 

number of basic human rights (Amnesty, 2016; HRW, 2017; 

Utrikesdepartementet, 2016; UNPO, 2017). This indicates that there are clear 

threats towards the community security, political security, and personal security 

after 2014 and these have been found to be more prominent after 2014 under 

Russian rule than before 2014. However, the Crimean Tatars were also not 

treated well during Ukrainian rule and were portrayed badly and stigmatized in 

media leading to them being excluded from society in different ways 

(Zubkovych, 2019; Korostelina, 2015). 

 

One can also see a significant increase in the numbers of Crimean Tatars being 

IDPs since the annexation took place, leading to even more difficulties in 

preservation of a descent sense of living for the Tatars (UNHCR, 2014). 

However, the displacement of Crimean Tatars began before the annexation and 
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several of the displaced Tatars have been displaced more than once within 

recent years before 2014, but because of the new situation the process has sped 

up (UNHCR). 

 

 

 

8. Conclusion 

To the question of whether how secure the Tatars are perceived to be before and 

comparably after the annexation one can see that after examining how the 

different rules and politics over Crimea has changed, it is safe to conclude that 

many things definitely were different. The approach Russia has chosen to take in 

Crimea has shown to be highly oppressive, however, it is possible to argue 

Ukraine also has acted in oppressing manners against its indigenous people. The 

difference between the two could be how the Russian oppression comes 

systematically from policies made at a state level and in Ukraine there has 

simply been a lack of protection within the policies and laws of the country. The 

conclusion of how secure the Tatars are perceived to be before and after the 

annexation can simply be answered by how the IDPs in Ukraine have increased 

after the annexation and the seemingly public opinion of Crimean Tatars who 

will in most cases answer that they would prefer to belong to Ukraine. The fact 

that Russia needs to take these extreme measures to repress public opinions is 

another indicator of how the situation really is. In some ways one can see that 

there was a lack of human security during both countries ruling but as stated 

above on different levels of intensity. Looking back in history and the many 

combinations of cultures, ethnicities and rulings over the region, Crimea seemed 

at its best when being self-determined and cultural heritage had a higher value.     

 

During the Ukrainian rule many of the Crimean Tatars rights were forgotten, in 

some cases this may have been deliberately so. Some may imply this was 

because of the bad image of the Tatars in Ukraine but this image shifted over the 

years. Russia on the other hand was clear on how they wanted Crimea and its 

people to behave. Starting off with an illegal annexation and then forcing people 

to be silenced and to officially take sides by needing a Russian citizenship in 

order to have a decent life in the region.  
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To the question of the more prominent threats for the Crimean Tatars before the 

annexation under Ukrainian Rule seem to be mainly those connected to food 

security and economic security which are threats strongly connected to poverty. 

During the post-soviet era the economy for the newly established countries who 

just recently was part of Soviet Union were declining and the people living there 

were affected by this enormously. As noted above the Crimean Tatar families 

sometimes struggled to get enough food during this time, as they in some cases 

even had to steal food or eat animal feed to survive. They also struggled with 

finding employment suitable for their actual profession. Hence the main threats 

during this time seem to be the ones who are strongly linked to poverty. 

 

The more prominent threats after 2014 under Russian rule seem on the other 

hand to be more connected to political and personal security as their political 

freedom in terms of freedom of speech and property rights now is clearly worse 

than before the annexation. However, one threat that is commonly seen during 

both time periods are the community security as Ukraine had a hostile reply 

when the Crimean Tatars were returning to Crimea and the Slavic population 

living there continues to greet them with hostility also now under Russian rule. 

The discrimination they are and have been facing by the population can also be 

linked to unawareness and ignorance about other ethnic groups, which the 

governments have not provided for their citizens. 

 

Discussion 8.1 

The lack of texts written from a Russian viewpoint may steer the thesis in a 

certain direction. This is something that is difficult to battle when it comes down 

to trustworthiness of the thesis because of there not being enough translated 

texts. Therefore, to compensate there was as mentioned an interview conducted 

with a Crimean Tatar, to add credibility and to see if our findings would be 

confirmed. Since the study is about how safe the Crimean Tatars are as a group 

it was for example irrelevant to learn about what either Government or 

politicians on each side, Ukrainian or Russian, thought about the situation.  
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The Human security framework fitted well for the thesis; however, it is an 

extremely broad framework which made the findings and analytical chapters 

difficult to conduct well. Despite this, the framework and the seven categories 

where quite helpful in mapping the many security threats to the Crimean Tatars. 

Because of its magnitude it did in fact cover all bases of the Crimean Tatars 

security issues that was found in the texts that was used, which was the goal. 
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