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Analysis of the Russian FSB Magazine – ФСБ- За и Против (FSB Pros and Cons), Issue 
№1 (2025) 

The issue of ФСБ- За и Против is a full-spectrum cognitive and narrative warfare tool. 
Under the guise of institutional celebration and patriotic storytelling, the magazine 
constitutes a synchronized information operation designed to reinforce loyalty, legitimize 
authoritarian continuity, counter foreign narratives, and precondition both domestic and 
international audiences for expanded FSB influence. It is an ideological field manual dressed 
in magazine form. 

1. Primary- Domestic Russian audiences—especially the military, intelligence, 
veteran, and patriotic youth communities. 

2. Secondary- International opinion shapers in diplomacy, academia, and media.  

3. Tertiary- Technocratic and managerial elites inside Russia whose passive 
compliance is critical for regime resilience. 

The magazine presents a layered targeting scheme—each article maps onto different 
ideological demographics but with a unifying purpose- to sustain regime cohesion and 
project epistemic control. 

The magazine intends to manufacture consensus through historical glorification, 
weaponized nostalgia, and moral saturation. It seeks to- 

• Reframe intelligence and military functions as civilizational virtues. 

• Sanitize repression through emotional moralism (e.g., "Karatsupa," "Без срока 
давности"). 

• Justify aggressive domestic surveillance as a necessary defense against 
psychological and digital warfare. 

• Rehabilitate controversial institutions and figures (e.g., KGB, Andropov, Soviet 
informants) to reinforce the legitimacy of present-day power structures. 

The deeper motivation is regime survival via narrative insulation. Amid geopolitical 
isolation, economic stress, and battlefield attrition, the narrative becomes both the 
scaffolding of internal legitimacy and the frontline of external influence.  

The FSB demonstrates profound cognitive influence capability through this publication, 
including- 

• Narrative synthesis across domains- Combining fiction, history, biography, policy, 
and spectacle. 
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• Emotional weaponization- 
Creating affective bonds 
with security institutions.  

• AI-aligned cultural 
targeting- Articles like 
"Комитет" and "Веткон" 
suggest testing of 
psychographic 
segmentation—content 
calibrated to trigger 
identity-based affinity. 

• Multimedia integration 
potential- These stories are 
not standalone—they are 
linked to exhibitions, TV 
shows, social campaigns, 
and education policy. 

The magazine is the soft-power 
arm of a hard-security doctrine. 

1. Narrative reinforcement- 
Ensuring that only one 
historical and strategic 
worldview is accessible. 

2. Loyalty conditioning- Training readers to associate personal safety and identity with 
state security institutions. 

3. Information denial- Preemptively discrediting critical narratives as fascist, 
manipulated, or Western-engineered. 

4. PsyOps vectoring- Introducing the idea of "telephone zombification" and 
psychological invasion to induce digital submission. 

5. Cultural detonation- Saturating memory space with martyrdom and victory stories 
to crowd out dissonant data. 

Veterans, artists, intelligence agents, border guards, historians, and public figures are all 
carefully selected throughout the magazine to embody an unshakable moral certainty, 
serving as avatars of the state's ideal citizen. Their stories are embedded within a carefully 

Figure 1 ИЗДАНИЕ ОБЩЕСТВЕННОГО СОВЕТА  ПРИ ФЕДЕРАЛЬНОЙ 
СЛУЖБЕ  БЕЗОПАСНОСТИ РОССИЙСКОЙ  ФЕДЕРАЦИИ 
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constructed narrative arsenal that blends historical revisionism, stylized wartime fiction, 
ceremonial glorification, mythologized biographies, and even elements of AI-enhanced 
paranoia. The stories are not an exercise in documentation but in ideological 
immunization—the magazine does not merely inform; it inoculates. It transforms the 
narrative into a form of psychological armor designed to shield its audience from democratic 
discourse and inoculate them against historical plurality. 

The magazine is timed with key anniversaries (Yalta Conference, Victory Day, "Веткон" 
founding), but the strategic rationale is reactive and predictive- 

• Reactive to Western sanctions, diplomatic isolation, and domestic dissent.  

• Predictive of a coming phase in Russian hybrid warfare—cognitive battlespace 
escalation via history, media, and synthetic memory.  

FSB Pros and Cons lays the ideological groundwork for future campaigns of digital 
sovereignty, electoral control, and psycho-political dominance. 

• Domestically- The narratives are recycled across FSB-affiliated school events, 
patriotic forums, media campaigns, and historical exhibitions. 

• Culturally- They support laws against "historical distortion," embolden surveillance 
justifications, and sanitize repression through emotional appeal. 

• Internationally- The soft-power effects are minimal but designed for long-tail 
disruption—seeding distrust in Western historical framing and promoting Russia as 
a victim-peacemaker duality. 

Foresight Brief 

Scenario 1 – Narrative Entrenchment 
If current information control continues, the magazine will become a cornerstone of 
national myth maintenance. Paired with AI-enhanced distribution and feedback loops, it 
will train the next generation of civil society to revere security institutions above civil 
liberties. 

Scenario 2 – Narrative Weaponization Abroad 

The format may be exported—translated for Africa, the Balkans, and Latin America—to 
attract sympathizers to Russian historical framing. Expect integration with digital platforms, 
disinfo campaigns, and academic outreach using rebranded heroes like Paque or Karatsupa. 

Scenario 3 – Internal Fracture and Backlash 
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If economic or military collapse accelerates, these same narratives could radicalize 
disillusioned citizens or security officers into insurgent defenders of the regime—ideological 
reserves for a failing state. 

Wildcard – Synthetic History Ecosystems 

AI-generated versions of this magazine, updated weekly via sentiment analysis, could 
become immersive narrative worlds for youth and recruits—total cognitive environments 
where state control is not just accepted but craved. 

Feature Story - "Парни из Комитета" (The Boys from the Committee) – Serialized 
Historical Drama 

The FSB-aligned dramatization "Комитет" serves as a meticulously engineered narrative 
warfare tool disguised as patriotic entertainment. It follows the lifelong camaraderie of three 
KGB officers over four decades of Soviet and Russian history, using dramatized memory to 
normalize and romanticize the evolution of state security operations. 
The primary target audience is the domestic Russian public—especially youth, veterans, and 
middle-aged citizens nostalgic for Soviet stability. Secondary targets include neutral or 
wavering segments of the Russian population who may distrust the current regime but still 
respect the legacy of the KGB. Tertiary targets are international viewers exposed to Russian 
cultural exports. 

The deeper intent is cultural-psychological embedding. By presenting a compelling, 
emotionally rich series about KGB officers as relatable, moral, and sacrificial figures, the FSB 
reclaims the post-Soviet moral space. The intent is not merely a case of nation branding—it 
is identity engineering. The motivation aligns with broader Kremlin goals- reviving Soviet 
memory as state legitimacy, controlling the historical narrative, and projecting the FSB as 
the stabilizing anchor through chaotic times. 

The media production leverages state resources, historical archives, narrative engineering, 
and AI-assisted audience analytics (evident from post-launch sentiment tracking mentioned 
by actors and producers). The emotional realism is enhanced by skilled acting, high 
production values, and real socio-political backdrops—from the Afghan war to the 1990s 
criminal surge. 

"Комитет" functions on three synergistic levels- (1) historical revisionism—recasting state 
repression as a duty; (2) identity reinforcement—fostering pride and loyalty toward FSB 
structures; (3) trauma bonding—connecting generational memory with national security 
mythology. 
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The series was written and produced in collaboration with NTV and almost certainly under 
the guidance of FSB public relations, ensuring tight narrative alignment with state security 
messaging. It unfolds over sixteen episodes, chronicling the lifelong friendship and 
sacrifices of KGB officers as they navigate evolving national threats across decades. Beneath 
its dramatic surface, however, the series operates as a cultural honey trap—crafted to 
cultivate psychological affinity with the FSB, present its operatives as morally unshakable 
guardians, and shift public perception from critical scrutiny to emotional admiration.  

 The release aligns with Russia's full-spectrum information warfare era. Amid real-world 
isolation and internal economic fatigue, the regime needs loyalty not through force alone but 
through belief. "Комитет" arrives as an "emotional payload" right when the social contract is 
fraying—making state violence appear noble and dissent appear as a betrayal. 

Massively successful domestically- trending ratings, streaming dominance, and thousands 
of viewer responses illustrate high emotional engagement. It has created parasocial 
relationships with fictional FSB agents—turning operatives into pop-cultural heroes. 
The project marks a pivot point. Future iterations may use deepfake actors or interactive 
digital companions based on these characters. Expect further integration of this franchise 
into education, recruitment campaigns, and even virtual patriotism platforms. The FSB will 
likely expand this model into other genres- youth-focused animated series, VR experiences, 
and AI-personalized historical dramatizations. The narrative weaponization of memory is not 
a side project—it is the heart of Russia's 21st-century domestic control model. 

Feature- “Звонок, или как нас зомбируют” – Telephone Fraud as Cognitive Warfare 

The article reframes digital fraud, specifically telephone scams, not as mere criminal acts 
but as a form of cognitive warfare against the Russian population. The piece constructs a 
layered narrative that associates scammers with foreign intelligence services, particularly 
those from "hostile states," while using behavioral psychology and neuroscience as 
rhetorical tools to justify enhanced state surveillance, citizen monitoring, and information 
control. 
The fraud article targets multiple segments- (1) the digitally vulnerable—elderly and middle-
aged Russians without cybersecurity knowledge; (2) policymakers who regulate cybercrime 
and digital infrastructure; and (3) implicitly, Russian society as a whole, as it reinforces 
distrust of unsanctioned information flows and mobile communications platforms. 
Additionally, it seeks to influence internal bureaucratic structures by pushing for expanded 
legal and operational mandates for the FSB in civilian cyber spheres. 

The article's intent is not just awareness but behavioral conditioning. By painting telephone 
scams as semi-autonomous psychological operations led by foreign adversaries, the piece 
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seeks to invoke a crisis narrative that legitimizes authoritarian digital governance. The 
motivation is twofold- to coerce behavioral compliance (avoid digital independence) and to 
justify an intelligence-driven takeover of the personal communications space under the 
guise of national cybersecurity. 

The narrative demonstrates sophisticated manipulation. It incorporates detailed behavioral 
science—descriptions of stress-induced decision-making, affective cognition, and verbal 
entrainment—to present citizens as cognitively incapacitated under pressure. It then 
proposes a broad legal-infrastructural response, including new laws, platform-level 
monitoring, app-level intrusion prevention, and even AI-driven fraud prediction 
mechanisms. 

The piece functions as a Trojan horse policy narrative. It educates in order to control, 
weaponizes neuroscience to stoke fear, and uses emotional testimony to justify the state's 
expanded role as a digital gatekeeper. Its secondary function is myth-making—creating a 
story where the average Russian is under siege, not just physically but mentally, and only the 
FSB can shield their cognitive sovereignty. 

The article portrays victims—often women and retirees—as innocent and vulnerable 
individuals, manipulated by what it describes as foreign psychological warfare units 
deploying data mining and AI-based behavioral prediction. These victims are ensnared in a 
complex fraud cascade involving impersonations of police, FSB officers, and bank 
representatives, ultimately resulting in the installation of spyware and the theft of financial 
assets. By framing these incidents not as random crimes but as orchestrated black 
psychological operations launched by hostile states, the narrative positions the Russian 
government—and specifically the FSB—as the only force capable of protecting citizens from 
psychological disintegration and digital exploitation. 

The narrative arrives amidst widespread dissatisfaction with economic stagnation, digital 
censorship, and government opacity. By transforming public frustration into suspicion of 
external enemies and digital independence, the FSB redirects blame and reasserts control. 
The use of "zombification" language is particularly telling—it draws from Cold War and 
Soviet-era mind-control mythology to revive totalitarian trust mechanisms under new 
technological justifications. 

The piece has already resulted in policy recommendations for expanded legal frameworks, 
including restricting IP telephony, criminalizing data brokerage, and incentivizing telecom 
operators to block "dangerous" messages preemptively. Informationally, it has instilled fear-
based vigilance—encouraging citizens to defer to authority figures, distrust unfamiliar digital 
interactions, and embrace official security protocols, no matter how invasive. 
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The campaign will likely evolve into a dual-use AI model of "threat and trust profiling," 
combining emotional and behavioral signatures with metadata from calls and messages to 
predict "cognitively vulnerable" citizens. The campaign will not be solely for fraud prevention 
but for identifying ideological softness or openness to anti-regime narratives. Russia's next 
phase of psychological control will thus not rely only on surveillance of actions—but 
surveillance of susceptibility. Expect the FSB to integrate this with smart city facial 
recognition and emotional AI for real-time sentiment monitoring of urban populations. 

Feature- “Без срока давности” – Historical Memory Warfare & Nazi Atrocity Exhibition  

The "Без срока давности" project, prominently featured in this issue, serves as a 
psychological anchor for the FSB's historical warfare strategy. The project curates archival 
exhibitions on Nazi atrocities committed in Soviet territories, simultaneously fulfilling three 
objectives- establishing Russia as the ultimate moral authority of World War II, denying any 
equivalency between Nazi and Soviet crimes, and discrediting contemporary narratives that 
question Soviet conduct. 

Domestic schoolchildren, university students, historians, and international diplomatic 
observers are the primary audiences. Secondary targets include foreign media outlets and 
governments accused of historical revisionism—especially the Baltic states, Ukraine, 
Poland, and Germany. The project is also aimed at UNESCO and memory politics 
institutions. 

The primary intent is to enforce a single, state-sanctioned memory of World War II that 
immunizes Russia against criticism and aligns loyalty to the current regime with reverence 
for Soviet victory. The motivation stems from increasing international calls to recognize 
Stalin-era atrocities as crimes against humanity. By portraying Russia as the sole inheritor of 
anti-Nazi legitimacy, the FSB positions modern Russia not merely as a nation—but as a 
civilizational immune system against fascism. 

The article is an integrated influence operation. It combines state archives, museum 
partnerships, AI-driven historical reconstructions, and multimedia productions. The 
inclusion of Holocaust-style exhibitions (e.g., "Нюрнбергский набат") lends emotional 
gravitas and visual horror, further cementing moral high ground. The state uses interactive 
tech (augmented reality, narrative apps) to deliver curated history to younger audiences via 
schools and public events. 

"Без срока давности" functions as the cultural and moral equivalent of doctrinal nuclear 
deterrence—it is a memory shield. It fuses patriotism with trauma, thereby framing historical 
critique as betrayal. The article also functions as pretext for censoring educational content, 
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blacklisting foreign historical NGOs, and prosecuting "rehabilitation of Nazism" under broad 
legal rubrics. 

The driving voices behind the project are FSB-affiliated historians and state-approved 
academics, whose authority lends institutional weight to its claims. Through a combination 
of exhibits, documentaries, and coordinated media campaigns, the project draws direct 
connections between the horrors of Nazi genocide and what it frames as ongoing Western-
backed disinformation efforts. In doing so, it saturates public discourse with emotionally 
charged counter-trauma narratives that deflect attention away from Soviet-era crimes. This 
strategic redirection effectively insulates the FSB from scrutiny and shields it from moral 
accountability by monopolizing the language of victimhood and historical justice. 

Timed around the 80th anniversary of Victory Day, this campaign is a shield against the rising 
exposure of Stalinist repressions, the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact, and secret wartime 
agreements. International forums challenging Russian WWII narratives are growing 
stronger—hence, the Kremlin doubles down with emotional preemption. 

The exhibition has shaped the public school curriculum, been televised nationwide, and 
supported multiple domestic legislation proposals banning "false historical equivalence." 
Domestically, it has rallied generational identity around mythicized WWII memory. 
Internationally, it has caused friction at forums like the European Parliament and UNESCO. 

Expect digital escalation- AI-curated history textbooks, VR memory experiences, and 
predictive profiling of "revisionist historians." The Kremlin will likely position "memory 
falsification" as a hybrid warfare vector, justifying counter-sanctions and cyber operations 
against Western academia or media platforms. Historical memory will become a 
weaponized frontier in future cognitive conflict scenarios. 

Feature- “Прошлое, настоящее и будущее «Веткона»” – The Veterans of 
Counterintelligence Organization 

The article marks the 25th anniversary of "Веткон"—a veterans' organization comprised of 
former counterintelligence officers. Presented as a legacy institution, it acts as a quasi-
political-cultural mechanism designed to maintain ideological discipline across 
generations, preserve operational memory, and integrate veterans into ongoing hybrid and 
information warfare efforts under the cloak of patriotism and memory preservation. 

Primary targets include current and former intelligence personnel, military-affiliated 
families, and patriotic youth groups. Secondary targets are regional political elites and 
educators, whose cooperation is necessary for embedding "Веткон" narratives in schools 
and local government initiatives. A tertiary target group consists of post-service 
professionals in civilian sectors who may influence regional policy or security contracting. 
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The intent is to institutionalize veterans' experiences as not just historical memory but as a 
"moral compass" for interpreting modern threats, providing both a recruitment pipeline and 
a doctrinal backbone for the FSB's civil society influence. The deeper motivation lies in 
leveraging the moral capital of aging operatives to reinforce loyalty structures amid growing 
economic dissatisfaction and generational apathy toward state narratives. 

"Веткон" is not just a veterans' club—it's a networked platform for state-aligned civic 
activation. It has publishing arms, direct access to media, and influence over educational 
content. Its members regularly participate in patriotic reeducation campaigns, youth 
mentorship, and local cultural programming, all tied to FSB-centric views of national 
security. Its true capability lies in its hybrid identity- part historical society, part ideological 
enforcement arm. 

The organization functions on four fronts- (1) loyalty preservation within the former service 
community; (2) transmission of operational ethos to younger generations; (3) ideological 
defense in public discourse against liberal or anti-state narratives; and (4) regional 
mobilization in support of state memory campaigns (e.g., parades, museum openings, "Без 
срока давности"). 

The organization is founded and led by senior former operatives, many of whom bring Cold 
War and Afghan-era credentials that lend historical gravitas and operational legitimacy to its 
activities. It functions as a body that bridges the FSB's institutional legacy with the current 
regime's political agenda, using cultural programming and moral rhetoric to sustain 
ideological cohesion. By positioning its members as lifelong guardians of national stability, 
the organization reframes modern surveillance and repression as a seamless continuation 
of patriotic duty, effectively dissolving the boundaries between wartime exigency and 
peacetime governance. 

The article's publication coincides with national attempts to codify "patriotic loyalty" into law 
and education. As public confidence in institutions weakens, the regime needs venerable 
figures to vouch for its continuity. "Веткон" becomes both proof and producer of moral 
continuity in the face of geopolitical turbulence and internal stress fractures. 

Locally, "Веткон" chapters have launched hundreds of classroom programs and published 
memoirs, and some were later adapted into television or commemorative documentaries. 
It maintains direct ties to the FSB's Center for Public Communication (ЦОС), enabling fast 
narrative amplification. Politically, it lobbies in support of laws that criminalize criticism of 
Soviet intelligence figures. 

Expect "Веткон" to be increasingly formalized as a state adjunct—its members integrated 
into AI-driven psychological training programs for youth and cadets. Future campaigns may 
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gamify their biographies in digital formats (apps, VR tours), allowing their legacy to act as a 
permanent cognitive reinforcement mechanism. As the regime anticipates rising dissent, 
"Веткон" will serve as a moral firewall and preemptive loyalty incubator.  

Feature- “Французский пацифист на службе в советской разведке” – The Mythos of 
Georges Paque 

The profile of Georges Paque—a French intellectual and former UNESCO official turned 
Soviet intelligence asset—acts as an ideologically strategic hagiography. Rather than merely 
recounting historical espionage, the article mythologizes Paque as a morally enlightened 
figure whose service to Soviet intelligence was a logical extension of his pacifist ideals. The 
narrative retrofits Soviet espionage as a form of humanitarian intervention, positioning 
Soviet-era intelligence as a peacekeeping force. 

The target audiences include- (1) left-leaning European intellectuals susceptible to 
narratives of anti-imperial resistance; (2) domestic Russian elites and students of 
international relations; (3) multilateral diplomacy institutions like UNESCO, the UN, and 
OSCE; and (4) cultural influencers who shape narratives around morality and historical 
justice. 

The intent is layered- rehabilitate the moral perception of Soviet (and, by extension, Russian) 
intelligence; disrupt dominant Western narratives that frame Cold War espionage as 
coercive and immoral; and cast Western institutions (e.g., NATO, the EU) as historically 
complicit in suppressing "true peacekeepers." The motivation is strategic soft-power 
recoding—using stories of idealism to justify intelligence penetration of multilateral systems 
under a banner of global peace. 

Narrative warfare employs historical curation, selective disclosure of declassified materials, 
and literary stylization to reshape perception. The article makes use of visual iconography —
Paque's image surrounded by books, pens, and Soviet medals—to elevate espionage into an 
intellectual act subtly. It is paired with diplomatic nostalgia, evoking a time when "true 
diplomacy was inseparable from moral conscience." 

The story operates as a Trojan horse for three narrative goals- (1) defanging foreign 
perceptions of Soviet-era intelligence; (2) inspiring admiration or at least moral neutrality in 
international policy circles regarding modern Russian espionage; and (3) muddying the 
binary of adversary vs. ally in global governance spaces. 
 

Georges Paque, a French intellectual with ties to UNESCO, is presented as a model 
defector—recruited by the Soviets in the 1950s and celebrated not for betrayal but for 
conscience. His story is framed as a case of "ethical espionage," in which he allegedly 
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passed sensitive documents to Soviet handlers in an effort to prevent nuclear escalation and 
preserve global peace. By casting Cold War-era KGB operations as principled interventions 
rather than acts of subversion, the narrative lays the rhetorical groundwork for recasting 
contemporary Russian intelligence activities in the same moralized light, transforming 
covert action into a form of humanitarian statecraft. 

The article coincides with rising scrutiny of Russian influence in international institutions, 
especially post-Ukraine invasion. As Western bodies expel or marginalize Russian 
diplomats, the Kremlin seeks to rewrite the narrative—framing intelligence officers not as 
saboteurs but as historically necessary counterweights to imperial hypocrisy. 

Culturally, the article has been adapted into lectures at pro-government think tanks and 
academic forums. It has inspired short-form video content and is now referenced in pro-
Kremlin commentary on why Russian "parallel diplomacy" is morally superior. 
Internationally, the piece is circulated in multilingual editions through embassies and 
cultural missions. 

Expect more biographical propaganda pieces on past Soviet agents operating in multilateral 
or Western-aligned institutions—particularly framed through ideals like peace, equality, and 
anti-fascism. Paque's story serves as a prototype for a broader campaign to rebrand Russian 
geopolitical infiltration as an ethical counterbalance. Russia's future covert actions may 
increasingly be paired with moralized cover stories optimized for AI-driven narrative insertion 
in diplomatic discourse, and media feeds across Europe and the Global South. 

Feature- "Судьба мира решалась в Крыму" – The Yalta Conference at 80- Strategic 
Memory and Geopolitical Reframing 

The retrospective commemorates the 80th anniversary of the 1945 Yalta Conference with 
the overt goal of reaffirming Russia's central role in shaping the postwar global order. Rather 
than treating the summit as a shared Allied success, the narrative centralizes Soviet 
magnanimity and presents Russia as the true architect of peace. The article simultaneously 
downplays Western contributions and leverages this historical moment to justify modern 
Russian claims to geopolitical authority. 

The primary audience includes Russian citizens, particularly diplomats, students, and 
military personnel. Secondary targets are international readers with an interest in history, 
especially those in the Balkans and post-Soviet sphere. Tertiary targets are global 
multilateral institutions (e.g., UN, OSCE) and political elites, especially in neutral or swing 
countries, that Russia aims to court in its multipolarity narrative. 

The article intends to weaponize collective memory strategically. It reframes the Yalta 
Conference as the symbolic origin of legitimate global governance—anchored by Soviet (and 
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now Russian) diplomatic leadership. The deeper motivation is to counteract modern 
portrayals of Russia as a revisionist aggressor by portraying it instead as a "guardian of 
stability" who once set the terms of peace and deserves to again. 

The article is a masterclass in selective historical glorification. The article blends archival 
photographs, personal recollections, curated quotes, and diplomatic euphemisms to 
rewrite history. Paired with official ceremonies, cultural exhibitions, and cross-referenced 
academic events, it forms a distributed memory operation backed by the Russian state. The 
Kremlin leverages both analog (monuments, TV) and digital (interactive timelines, social 
media blitzes) delivery platforms to project this reframing globally. 

The article fulfills four primary roles- (1) geopolitical re-legitimization through nostalgia; (2) 
narrative inoculation against Western criticism of modern Russian foreign policy; (3) 
projection of continuity from Stalin's USSR to Putin's Russia; (4) historical deterrence—
reminding the world that Russia shaped peace once and can destabilize it again if sidelined.  

The article casts Soviet leader Joseph Stalin alongside Franklin Roosevelt and Winston 
Churchill as central architects of the postwar world, but it does so through a distinctly 
revisionist lens that elevates Stalin above his Western counterparts. The retelling of the Yalta 
Conference is stylized to highlight Soviet wisdom, restraint, and diplomatic generosity, 
painting the USSR as the moral compass of the Allied coalition. In this narrative, the West 
appears as a junior partner, one whose present-day policies betray the foundational 
principles agreed upon at Yalta. The subtext is clear: Russia, as the heir to the Soviet mantle, 
is entitled and obligated to act as the rightful steward of global equilibrium—making any 
Western exclusion of Russia from international decision-making both illegitimate and 
destabilizing. 

The timing is crucial. With Russia diplomatically isolated due to its war in Ukraine, this 
retrospective asserts moral and historical seniority. The article attempts to remind Western 
powers—and signal to the Global South—that Russia once shared the top table, and its 
exclusion today is unjust, ahistorical, and dangerous. 

Domestically, the Yalta narrative has been reintroduced into school curricula, diplomatic 
training, and museum exhibits. Internationally, it is being pushed through embassies, 
especially in Eastern Europe and Africa, where Russia promotes the idea that a multipolar 
world must include Moscow as a core architect of peace. UNESCO events and Russian-
organized "memory summits" also echo this framing. 

Russia will increasingly use historical events like Yalta to argue for a reconfiguration of the 
current international order—advocating forums where Russia plays a decisive role in 
peacekeeping, arbitration, and global norm-setting. Expect deeper AI-enhanced "memory 
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diplomacy," where historical narratives are personalized and weaponized for cognitive 
influence operations across foreign elite populations. Russia's future geopolitical legitimacy 
campaigns will blend historical revisionism with contemporary messaging, anchoring 
today's militarism in yesterday's peacebuilding mythology. 

Feature- "Легендарный следопыт" – Nikita Karatsupa and the Militarization of 
Historical Icons 

The biographical article on Nikita Karatsupa—legendary Soviet border guard and dog 
handler—is not simply a nostalgic tribute. It is a strategic exercise in resurrecting militarized 
archetypes to validate modern Russian border control policies, particularly amid rising 
tensions with NATO, Ukraine, and Central Asian republics. Karatsupa is presented not just 
as a historical hero but as the prototype of unwavering loyalty, vigilance, and ethnonational 
duty—a moral blueprint for 21st-century FSB and military personnel. 

The article primarily targets domestic audiences within military, paramilitary, and border 
regions, particularly those serving in or aligned with FSB Border Troops. It also seeks to 
influence youth cadet institutions and "Юнармия" (Youth Army) networks. Internationally, it 
aims to reinforce narratives of Russian territorial inviolability and frame border protection as 
a sacred, civilizational duty. 

The intent is to canonize a Soviet figure whose mythic biography can be repurposed to justify 
intensified modern surveillance, border fortifications, and harsh counter-migration policies. 
The motivation is ideological reinforcement- as modern Russia faces strategic encirclement 
(real or imagined), it needs symbols of "eternal vigilance" to mobilize militarized nationalism 
under a heritage framework. 

The FSB and Ministry of Culture have immense capability to amplify such figures across 
schools, military academies, documentaries, monuments, and reenactment societies. This 
piece signals a broader campaign- "Heroic Border Defense" as a thematic platform across 
multiple sectors—education, cinema, and public policy. Paired with interactive museum 
exhibitions, VR reconstructions of patrol episodes, and AI-narrated audiobooks, Karatsupa's 
story becomes a replicable asset of mythic inspiration. 

The biography serves five core  (1) mythmaking—conflating personal sacrifice with national 
survival; (2) policy anchoring—justifying resource allocation to militarized border expansion; 
(3) intergenerational loyalty transmission; (4) cultural fortification of state sovereignty; (5) 
subliminal deterrence—signaling that Russian borders are guarded by a spiritual legacy, not 
just modern weapons. 

Nikita Karatsupa, a legendary Soviet border guard celebrated for capturing more than 300 
infiltrators and saboteurs, is resurrected in the magazine not just as a historical figure but as 
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an idealized template of national virtue. His story is retold through vivid anecdotes that 
emphasize superhuman endurance, instinctive detection skills, and unshakable loyalty to 
the state. These tales are not presented merely for admiration but as behavioral blueprints—
Karatsupa's life becomes a moral litmus test for modern operatives. The message is 
unmistakable: to emulate his vigilance and sacrifice is to serve the nation; to fall short is to 
betray it. In this way, his image is weaponized into a behavioral standard that fuses 
patriotism with absolute institutional obedience. 

The campaign coincides with increased militarization of Russia's western and southern 
frontiers, the institutionalization of the FSB's role in migration control, and public anxiety 
over foreign saboteurs and drone incursions. Amid hybrid warfare, Russia seeks historical 
continuity to naturalize aggressive border doctrines. 

Karatsupa-themed content is now widely used in border training facilities, children's books, 
youth military contests, and FSB social media propaganda. He has been recast in modern 
uniforms in recent animated shorts and is mentioned in patriotic mobile games. 

Expect greater integration of Karatsupa's archetype into AI-driven border surveillance 
systems that blend human loyalty with machine vigilance. The next evolution may feature 
biometric loyalty metrics for border guards, measuring psychological alignment with 
"Karatsupa principles." As Russia prepares for prolonged information and kinetic 
confrontation on its periphery, this mythos will help fortify its internal ideological buffer 
zones. 

Feature- “Сезон военных премьер” – The Military Premiere Season and Strategic 
Tech Exhibition 

The article is a stylized report on a high-profile weapons and defense systems exhibition in 
Moscow, presenting Russia's latest advancements in military hardware. However, beyond 
showcasing technological achievements, it functions as a public psychological operation 
(PSYOP) designed to reinforce domestic belief in Russia's military superiority, project 
strength internationally, and mask structural military deficits exposed during ongoing 
conflicts such as Ukraine. 

Primary domestic audiences include the general population, particularly military families, 
industrial workers, and youth in technical training tracks. Foreign targets include NATO 
observers, arms buyers from Global South partners, and adversaries monitoring Russia's 
force projection capabilities. Secondary audiences include internal elites who require 
reassurance about the regime's stability and deterrent posture. 

The intent is dual-purpose- (1) to reinforce internal morale amid battlefield attrition and 
economic stress by invoking the imagery of unstoppable national defense, and (2) to present 
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Russia as a future-ready military-industrial power capable of sustained modernization 
despite sanctions and battlefield challenges. The motivation is geopolitical reputation 
management—ensuring the Kremlin retains coercive credibility in diplomatic and 
psychological arenas. 

The exhibition reveals a spectrum of capabilities, from hypersonic missile platforms and 
advanced camouflage systems to AI-enhanced battlefield drones and robotic ground units. 
While many systems appear functional, several are aspirational prototypes—suggesting 
narrative inflation. However, the real capability lies not just in the tech but in its symbolic 
power to sustain deterrence narratives and attract international weapons clients. 

This event serves multiple  (1) psychological reassurance to the domestic audience; (2) 
distraction from wartime losses; (3) revenue generation through arms exports; (4) 
propaganda amplification via state media; (5) strategic signaling to both adversaries and 
fence-sitters in the global security ecosystem. 

The exhibition is orchestrated by a cadre of Defense Ministry officials, military engineers, and 
FSB-affiliated designers specializing in advanced combat systems, each selected to 
symbolize the cutting edge of Russian defense innovation. On display are next-generation 
military platforms—ranging from autonomous drones to multispectral artillery systems—
many boasting features like AI-guided targeting, electronic warfare resistance, and modular 
adaptability for diverse theaters of war. But beyond the hardware, the exhibition delivers a 
tightly scripted visual argument: that Russia remains a self-reliant, technologically sovereign 
power, capable of sustaining and even escalating its military edge despite sanctions, 
battlefield challenges, or geopolitical isolation. The spectacle is not just about weapons—it 
is about maintaining the illusion of supremacy and manufacturing deterrence through 
curated strength. 

The timing signals internal and external resilience, held amid prolonged geopolitical 
isolation and operational losses. With Western sanctions squeezing supply chains, this 
exhibition suggests that Russia can still innovate, adapt, and arm—while appealing to 
strategic partners like Iran, India, and African states seeking alternatives to NATO-aligned 
arms markets. 

Domestically, the exhibition generated favorable coverage across state media, with 
particular emphasis on AI drones and next-gen artillery systems. Internationally, it resulted 
in a spike in interest from arms delegations in BRICS-aligned countries. Symbolically, it 
shifted the public narrative from defense to deterrence and hinted at a transition toward 
roboticized warfare doctrines. 
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Expect future exhibitions to deepen the narrative convergence between AI, defense 
autonomy, and "human-machine patriotism." Russia will increasingly frame military 
innovation not just as a technological frontier but as a civilizational obligation—linking 
scientific achievement to ideological resilience. Long-term, these events will serve as 
platforms for exporting both weapons and doctrine to sympathetic regimes, supported by 
AI-enhanced demo simulations, cyberwarfare integration modules, and joint R&D 
propaganda. 

Feature- "Андроповский набор" – Rehabilitating Yuri Andropov and Engineering 
Institutional Memory 

This retrospective on Yuri Andropov—former KGB Chairman and Soviet General Secretary—
serves not just as a biographical tribute but as an ideological anchor point for the FSB's 
modern self-image. The article venerates Andropov's reforms and vision for a "moralized" 
intelligence service, rebranding his era as a golden age of disciplined, intellectual state 
security. The piece acts as an institutional memory device, reinforcing the continuity 
between Soviet and contemporary Russian intelligence culture. 

The piece targets FSB recruits, senior operatives, policymakers, and state-affiliated 
educators. It also appeals to a wider patriotic audience nostalgic for perceived Soviet order 
and technocratic governance. Tertiary targets include historians and public intellectuals 
critical of modern FSB methods, who are subtly warned through Andropov's legacy that 
"clean power" has always required surveillance and discipline. 

The intent is to legitimize modern FSB operations through a mythologized past, providing 
moral and strategic justification for surveillance, information control, and elite 
management. The motivation stems from rising internal criticism of corruption, brutality, 
and political policing—conditions the article frames as alien to the Andropov model, thus 
suggesting that today's issues are aberrations, not systemic. It invites reform without 
relinquishing control. 

This narrative possesses powerful myth-making capability. It evokes institutional nostalgia 
for a "pure" intelligence service driven by law, order, and intellect. The article selectively 
references Andropov's efforts to improve KGB professionalism, reduce internal rot, and 
expand cultural influence through press and film. It constructs a lineage that justifies state 
dominance in the media and arts as tools of moral pedagogy. 

The article performs four major  (1) ideology laundering—painting state control as 
enlightenment rather than oppression; (2) operational modeling—offering a template for 
"modernizing authoritarianism"; (3) generational bridging—connecting FSB cadets to their 
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Soviet forebears; (4) internal morale-building—portraying intelligence work as honorable 
and cerebral, not merely repressive. 

The article centers on Andropov-era KGB personnel, depicting them not merely as 
intelligence operatives but as intellectual elites, cultural patrons, and principled custodians 
of national integrity. Through a carefully curated portrait of institutional reform, the narrative 
highlights their roles in establishing the KGB's press bureau, refining public relations, and 
supervising the ideological coherence of cultural output. These efforts are framed as a 
disciplined form of technocratic governance, where security and intellect coalesce to 
safeguard the state. The implicit argument is clear: Russia's future stability and moral clarity 
depend on reviving this model—a return to a patriotic, security-led technocracy where 
loyalty, order, and cultural control are inseparable from effective governance. 

As the regime grapples with both battlefield and bureaucratic erosion, invoking Andropov 
allows the FSB to appear both powerful and principled. The article positions his legacy as 
the ideological cure for contemporary state fatigue, economic decay, and public 
disillusionment. 

This narrative has revived interest in Soviet intelligence biographies, republishing Andropov-
era training manuals, and reissuing documentaries once banned for ideological rigidity. 
"Andropov-style" language—focused on duty, intellect, and integrity—is reappearing in FSB 
recruitment campaigns and state speeches. 

Expect the Andropov mythos to become a foundational part of FSB officer training, civil 
service reform doctrines, and leadership rhetoric. AI simulations of "Andropov scenarios"—
modeling ethical yet ironclad governance—may be deployed as policy-planning tools. Over 
time, this legacy will be invoked to discipline elites, justify state cultural control, and 
engineer a new generation of technocratic loyalists who equate morality with surveillance. 

Wrap up 
This magazine is not journalism. It is a combatant in the epistemic theater—a cultural 
operating system for authoritarian survival. Its fusion of legacy myth, narrative discipline, 
and AI-empathic tactics makes it a harbinger of how hybrid warfare will be fought- not just 
with drones or malware—but with memory, morality, and myth. In closing, ФСБ- За и Против 
Issue №1 (2025) is not simply a commemorative artifact or institutional showcase—it is a 
precision-calibrated instrument of statecraft. Beneath the polished typography and curated 
reverence lies a multidimensional campaign to secure cognitive territory at a time of 
existential stress for the Russian Federation. The magazine weaves together historical 
mythology, militarized nostalgia, synthetic heroism, and affective storytelling into a unifying 
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operational narrative designed to shield the regime from critique and cultivate submission 
as a virtue. 

Each article functions as a spoke in a centralized ideological wheel. Together, the articles 
rotate toward a singular objective- the manufacturing of a resilient internal consensus that 
can absorb economic decay, geopolitical encirclement, and moral isolation. The blending of 
fiction and fact, memory and manipulation, history and propaganda is not an editorial flaw—
it is the methodology. By sanctifying repression, aestheticizing surveillance, and 
romanticizing militarized obedience, the FSB has elevated this publication into a strategic 
artifact of hybrid authoritarianism. 

More than a magazine, it is a weaponized archive—a cultural IED deployed into the 
mindspace of a fractured polity. Its words may seem historical, but its function is future-
facing. It does not document reality; it programs it. It is a handbook for memory warfare, a 
hymnbook for domestic psychological resilience, and a camouflage net cast over systems 
of coercion. 

The latest issue of FSB Pros and Cons stands as a stark reminder- that narratives do not 
merely accompany power; they are power. And here, the story being told is not about the 
past. It is about who gets to control the future. 


