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Slovakia: Politics and Paramilitarism 

Daniel Milo 

Russian influence on the far-right and right-wing extremists in Slovakia has to be 
conceptualised in a wider context of Russian-Slovak relations, history, and 
specifically, the perception of Russia and its footprint in Slovakia. These factors 
greatly influence the ability of Russian actors to leverage certain elements of the 
far-right milieu for its strategic goals.  

Slovakia stands out as the most pro-Russian country in the region of Central and 
Eastern Europe.1 The pro-Russian views of Slovaks are manifested in many ways 
– whether it is the low perception of Russia as a threat, significant support for
strategic partnership with Russia, or the widely accepted notion of Slavic Unity.
Perhaps the most telling illustration of the pro-Russian attitudes in Slovakia is
manifested in assigning the responsibility for the current war in Ukraine.
According to the latest polling, Slovaks are least inclined to put the blame for the
war on Russia with mere 40 percent supporting such a notion, while in Hungary
it is 54 percent, in the Czech Republic 71 percent, and in Poland 85 percent who
see Russia being responsible for starting the war with Ukraine.2

Unlike in Poland, Czech Republic, or Hungary, the dominant narrative in the 
public discourse concerning Russia was until February 2022 a rather positive one. 
While the 2022 Russian invasion of Ukraine led initially to a radical change in 
the perception of Russia, the long-existing narratives and political discourse 
continue to cloud judgement and support pro-Russian attitudes even in the post-
invasion reality. The main elements of that perception are centred on the idea of 
Slavic brotherhood (78 percent agree that Russia is our Slavic brother3), rejection 
of perceiving Russia as a security threat (only 20 percent perceived Russia as a 
threat in 2021;4 currently it is just 54 percent5), and strong anti-Americanism (50 
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percent perceive the US to be a security threat in 20236). Another important 
element is the appeal of a strong leader, personified by Vladimir Putin, who is 
still perceived positively by 27 percent in 2023.7 There are several reasons 
enabling such a positive attitude towards Russia in Slovakia:  

1. Slavic Brotherhood. The so-called Slavic brotherhood is a belief that all 
Slavic nations share not just language or some historic ancestry roots but 
are connected by a special bond existing until this very day. Sometimes this 
bond is even presented as a spiritual one by describing the history of Slavic 
nations through the prism of ethnicity and common ancestry.8 Another 
important element of the Slavic brotherhood belief system is a special place 
of Russia in it, notwithstanding the fact that the Russian Federation is 
composed of many different nationalities, not just ethnic Russians, who 
compose approximately 80 percent of the whole population.9 Russia is, 
supposedly, the protector of all Slavic nations and is the only bulwark 
against the “decadent West”. According to this narrative, made popular in 
particular by Alexander Dugin in his neo-Eurasianism doctrine, Russia is 
not just a country but represents a different form of civilisation, based on 
other principles than the Euro-Atlantic one.10 Such a notion combines 
centuries-old schism between the Eastern Orthodox and the Roman 
Catholic Church dating back to 11th century11 and also incorporates Russian 
geopolitical goals. While majority of Slovaks declare themselves as 
Catholics,12 the notion of Russia being a protector of the so-called 
traditional values (rejection of LGBT rights, feminism, equality of men and 
women) plays very well into the pro-Russian attitudes. During the nation 
building period in the mid-19th century, founding fathers of the Slovak 
nation such as Ľudovít Štúr13 or Ján Kollar14 often espoused the romantic 
image of uniting all Slavic nations under the “mighty (Russian) oak”, 
where Slavic nations should seek their refuge from Hungarian or German 
oppression. The concept of Slavic brotherhood underpins the victimhood 
narrative that sees Russia as a mere victim of the West. As illustrated by 
the opinion poll results, this romantic perception of Russia, 
notwithstanding its real actions, is still very much present in the minds of 
many Slovaks.  

 

2. History and the Communist Past. The legacy of communism and the 
liberation of Czecho-Slovakia by the Soviet Red Army at the end of World 
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War II (WWII) plays an important role in modern perception of Russia in 
Slovakia. The Soviet Red Army, which liberated Slovakia from the Nazi 
Germany in 1945, suffered heavy losses in the process and monuments 
commemorating their sacrifice are in almost every town or village.15 The 
martyrdom of Red Army soldiers has been one of the main elements of 
communist ideology and is deeply ingrained in the national memory. The 
martyrdom and sacrifice which are at the centre of WWII commemoration 
events are often abused by modern pro-Russian proxy actors such as 
motorcycle group Night Wolves to push modern Kremlin narratives, using 
the banner of anti-fascism to further antagonise the population against the 
West, EU, and NATO.16 Due to Night Wolves’ activities against Ukraine, 
the whole organisation, including its Slovak branch leadership was placed 
on the EU sanctions list in 2022.17 Moreover, the legacy of communist past 
is interpreted differently in Slovakia than in the neighbouring countries. 
During communism, Slovakia witnessed massive industrialisation and 
economic development thus the attitude towards the communist era is more 
positive. Even the 1968 occupation of Czechoslovakia by the Warsaw pact 
armies was not perceived in Slovakia as negatively as in the Czech 
Republic.18 While the fall of communism is seen positively in most of the 
former socialist bloc countries, including the Czech Republic, this was not 
entirely the case in Slovakia.19 After the initial support for democratic 
changes, the harsh impact of economic transformation in Slovakia led to 
resentment and even negative perception of the democratic transformation. 
Such post-communist nostalgia also contributes to the anti-Western 
attitudes, instrumentalised by Russia in the whole region of Central and 
Eastern Europe.   

 
3. Energy Dependence and Economic Influence. Slovakia was until last 

year largely dependent on Russian energy imports. Slovakia takes around 
85 percent of its natural gas and 66 percent of its oil from Russia,20 and 
only after the economic sanctions on Russian energy in 2022 did Slovak 
energy imports start to diversify.21 Moreover, all the fuel for two Slovak 
nuclear power plants using Russian technology also comes from Russia, 
which created a heavy energy dependence. This legacy of decades-long 
Russia-oriented energy and raw material dependency manifested also in 
the coal or iron ore imports for heavy industry and resulted in a significant 
economic influence of Russia in Slovakia. In addition, Slovakia is also an 
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important corridor for Russian energy infrastructure – the transport fees 
from oil and gas pipelines transiting Slovakian routes to Western Europe 
were a significant source of income for the state budget.22  

 

4. Pro-Russian networks. The above-mentioned affinity for Russia existing 
in a significant segment of the population has been used and further 
strengthened by numerous Russian actors and pro-Russian proxies 
operating in Slovakia. Slovakia had, until recently, a robust and effective 
network of pro-Russian actors comprising media outlets, businesses, 
cultural associations, and sports clubs, which facilitated Russian influence 
in the country on many different levels. The existence of such networking 
dates back to communist times and these networks were revived and further 
strengthened during Putin’s reign. Such networks exist in various areas:  

 

• Fringe media outlets of all formats – internet radios, printed magazines, 
online TV projects, and publishing houses producing pro-Russian 
content with sometimes unclear and dubious sources of financing.23  

• Martial arts clubs – Systema MMA clubs, host appearances of Russian 
martial arts instructors serving as a recruitment and indoctrination 
vehicle. 

• Cultural and academic associations building on the vast network of such 
contacts from the communist era. 

• Motorcycle clubs and subculture – using history and motorbikes to 
spread Russian influence.24 

• Paramilitary groups – drawing from a lack of state-sponsored 
alternatives, these groups are often a gateway for young males into 
antidemocratic movements, tainted with anti-western attitudes and 
Russian propaganda.25  

• Business entities with direct links to the Russian Federation, building 
upon the significant energy and heavy industry dependence of Slovakia. 

 

Russian Influence on Slovak Far-Right and Right-Wing Extremist Scene 

The Slovak far-right and right-wing extremist scene has always been deeply anti-
Western and embraced Russia as its natural ally in its antidemocratic struggle. 
While most actors in the Slovak far-right and right-wing extremist scene take their 
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inspiration from the neo-Nazi and fascist ideology or its modern offshoots, Russia 
has always been admired due to its position as a geopolitical and cultural 
counterweight to the US, NATO, and the EU.26 The historic legacy of Russia (or 
the Soviet Union) as the power that defeated fascism might seem at odds with 
nativist, racist, xenophobic, and antidemocratic attitudes of the far-right, yet the 
“enemy of my enemy is my ally” principle allows Russia to exert certain 
influence on these actors in Slovakia.27 Moreover, many of the groups belonging 
to the far-right spectrum try to whitewash their extremist views and/or 
background by embracing anti-Western or so-called anti-globalist attitudes, 
utilising the Russia-originated narratives, incorporating them into their own 
political agenda.      
 
Such long-term affinity between Slovak far-right actors and Russia has been 
manifested on numerous occasions by prominent members of the Slovak far-right 
even without any visible tangible support or leads from Russia. The pro-Russian 
attitudes mostly manifested in anti-NATO and anti-US public actions, 
demonstrations, and slogans by prominent far-right actors, as well as voting of 
far-right MPs and Slovak MEPs. Cases of direct influence are quite rare due to 
the clandestine nature of Russian operations and the lack of clear attribution from 
open sources. Thus, the influence of Russia on the Slovak far-right is 
predominantly indirect. It uses the same tools that Russia utilises to project its 
image abroad and to strengthen support for its strategic goals such as information 
operations, providing political or organisational support, and creating networks 
of like-minded individuals via culture, sports, and ideology. Such assessment was 
confirmed also by experts interviewed for this analysis.28 In the course of 
interviews, the experts pointed to publicly known cases of contacts and meetings 
between members of the far-right milieu and Russian representatives and the 
ideological alignment between far-right actors and Russia. However, due to the 
existence of extensive Russian and pro-Russian networks in Slovakia, it is quite 
likely that there have been cases of more direct influence (i.e. providing financial, 
logistical support), yet these are beyond the domain of open-source intelligence. 
Moreover, on several occasions, such contacts or influence did not involve 
directly far-right individuals and groups.  
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Selection Criteria for the Two Cases 
The cases selected for this study represent relatively rare cases when the Russian 
influence was made visible, to a certain extent, by actions of the far-right actors 
or Russian actors themselves also in the open-source domain.  
 
The first case concerns the far-right political party People’s Party – Our Slovakia 
and its successor Republic Movement. It was selected as a typical example of 
right-wing-extremists-turned-politicians, embracing pro-Russian, anti-Western 
attitudes, and narratives, which are in line with Russian strategic goals. The 
Russian influence in this case was, as illustrated below, predominantly indirect. 
Yet one particular incident involving a Russian intelligence officer bribing a 
Slovak citizen might illustrate a broader trend of Russian support which remains 
hidden due to the clandestine nature of such activities. 
 
The second case includes a paramilitary group Slovak Conscripts, which 
illustrates how Russia tried and to a certain extent failed in creating a puppet 
violent paramilitary organisation in the EU and NATO member state. While not 
being a typical far-right group, the case of Slovak Conscripts well illustrates the 
methods, approaches, and tools Russia applied in exerting its influence in the 
nativist, paramilitary milieu. It also represents the closest example of a violent 
group, since the paramilitary group was clearly preparing for an armed conflict 
and its loyalty to official Slovak armed forces was highly dubious. This group 
also gained international attention due to an HBO documentary When the War 
Comes providing an insider perspective on the group’s inner working and 
ideology.29      
 

Case Study 1: The People’s Party – Our Slovakia and the Republika 
Movement 

The People’s Party – Our Slovakia of Marian Kotleba (LSNS further on) has been, 
until recently, the most important pro-Russian far-right political party in Slovak 
politics. Having received 8 percent of the votes in the 2016 elections and securing 
two MEPs (out of fourteen) in the 2019 European Parliament elections, LSNS for 
more than ten years dominated the far-right political spectrum and was seen as 
the most successful political project of this type. LSNS is described by political 
scientists as a (neo-) fascist party due to its clear inspiration and admiration of 
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Slovak wartime fascist state and its current nativist, xenophobic, and racist 
ideology.30  
 
The history of LSNS dates back to 2009 when its leader Marian Kotleba rose to 
prominence by organising marches in Roma settlements, promising quick fixes 
to the people living in the neighbourhoods of these marginalised communities. 
His first attempt at creating a political party (a right-wing extremist one) in 2005 
was unsuccessful since the Supreme Court disbanded it due to violation of the 
Slovak Constitution in 2006. The main reason for this decision was the political 
programme of the party, which suggested limiting the right to vote only to citizens 
organised in professional groups, in violation of the Constitution.31 Yet, in 2013 
Marian Kotleba won the seat of Banska Bystrica region governor in a surprising 
victory over a social democratic predecessor. He used this position to create a 
power base and get access to public funding and media attention, which he 
utilised to solidify support for his party.32 The transformation of a former radical 
extremist movement into a political party decreased the potential for violence and 
open anti-system rhetoric in an attempt to gain voter support. Yet, many of their 
followers originate in the right-wing extremist subculture and manifest much 
more openly their proximity to extremist ideologies and violence.33   
 
Marián Kotleba and his fellow party members have been expressing anti-EU, 
anti-NATO, and pro-Russian attitudes openly for years. However, these views at 
that time did not receive much attention due to the marginal position at the far 
end of the political spectrum. This has changed after he became the head of 
Banska Bystrica’s self-governing region in 2013. During the tenure of Marian 
Kotleba as the regional governor, he refused EU funding34 and even removed the 
EU flag from the Banská Bystrica regional self-governing region office.35 A prime 
example of his pro-Russian attitudes is his open letter he issued at the height of 
the 2014 Maidan revolution, urging then-president of Ukraine Yanukovych not to 
resign, warning him of the EU and NATO membership: 
 

As a member of the Slavic nation, I fully understand what is now being 
fought for in Ukraine. The European Union needs new markets and the 
NATO terrorist organization is trying to move closer to the border of the 
Russian Federation. As a citizen of an EU Member State I can responsibly 
tell you that the opening to the EU will not bring anything good to the 
Ukrainian people. Ukraine will become just another huge market where 
there is no place for the original Ukrainian goods. Production will be 
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replaced by imports and consumption, and hundreds of thousands of people 
will lose their jobs. At the end of this process there will be anything but 
totally enslaved Ukrainian people and the transfer of Ukrainian land into 
the hands of foreign investors.36 

 
In 2016 LSNS entered the Slovak Parliament with 8 percent support, becoming 
the first far-right party to be represented in the national parliament since the fall 
of communism. Marian Kotleba and his party repeatedly manifested strong anti-
EU and anti-NATO views in their party newsletters, programme manifesto, public 
meetings, and demonstrations.37 These statements, however, were not driven 
predominantly by a strong pro-Russian attitude, but rather by a rejection of the 
liberal, democratic values that EU and NATO represent. The pro-Russian attitude 
of LSNS was also complicated by a strong neofascist elements in the party 
ideology and activities. These included rejection of the Slovak National Uprising 
at the end of WWII (armed uprising against the fascist regime in central Slovakia 
by the military and partisans, militarily defeated by combined forces of Nazi 
Germany and elements of the Slovak army, but very significant politically and 
present in modern Slovak identity),38 commemoration of fascist Slovak wartime 
state and its president Josef Tiso or placing known neo-Nazis on the candidate list 
in the 2016 parliamentary elections.39 Such open neofascist tendencies existing 
in the party also prevented closer links with Russia, at least public ones. Despite 
these conflicting views on history, Russian influence was present in the form of 
shaping LSNS attitudes towards the EU and NATO, war in Ukraine, annexation 
of Crimea, and sanctions against Russia. LSNS adopted a clear pro-Russian 
position, accusing the US, NATO, and the collective West of provoking Russia 
and labelling the Maidan Revolution as a coup orchestrated by foreign powers – 
fully in line with Russian strategic narratives.40  
 
A notable case of an anti-US attitude which benefitted Russian interests was an 
attempted blockade of the 2015 Dragoon Ride of US military vehicles through 
Slovakia to Hungary. This ride originating in Germany and passing through 
Czech Republic was a demonstration of solidarity and ability of NATO allies to 
protect member states after the Russian annexation of Crimea and occupation of 
Donbas and Luhansk in 2014. In response to this show of NATO military 
capabilities, a number of LSNS members joined by other demonstrators 
attempted, unsuccessfully, to block the entry of the US military convoy into 
Slovakia, calling the ride a “US occupation”.41 Such negative attitudes towards 
NATO and the US were vividly illustrated also in the 2016 election’s programme 
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manifesto of LSNS, which included a pledge to withdraw from NATO, calling it 
a “criminal organisation” and a tool “to advance the power interests of the 
USA”.42 
 
In continuation of the same approach, inspired also by the 2016 Brexit 
referendum, LSNS initiated a referendum to leave the EU and NATO in 2016. It 
was an attempt to capitalise on the wave of anti-EU and anti-NATO sentiment, 
instigated to a certain extent by Russian proxies and pro-Russian networks. LSNS 
started to collect signatures for a petition to initiate a referendum to leave EU and 
NATO in July 2016.43 The initiative was unsuccessful and failed to gather the 
required 350,000 signatures, yet it served as an important mobilisation tool for 
LSNS.   
 
On other occasions, Mr Milan Uhrik, then-MP of Slovak Parliament urged the 
prime minister Pellegrini not to support extension of the sanction’s regime against 
Russia, using the same narratives as the Russian Federation, blaming the West for 
deterioration of relations with Russia and claiming the sanctions to be inefficient 
and harming only Europe. In particular, Kotleba accused the West and the US of 
aggressive and provocative policy towards Russia, echoing the Russian 
narratives.44 Marian Kotleba, founder and leader of the party, also used the theme 
of Slavic Brotherhood, one of the most prevalent pro-Russian narratives in 
Slovakia, in his unsuccessful 2019 presidential campaign, even on his 
billboards.45  
 

The case of Bohuš Garbar – a smoking gun of a direct Russian influence? 
As noted previously, cases of direct Russian influence on the far-right are very 
rare. Yet, one such case, connected indirectly to LSNS appeared in March 2022 
when a video of a meeting between a Russian GRU operative and Mr Bohuš 
Garbar (external contributor of an influential pro-Russian online news portal 
Hlavne Spravy) appeared online.46  
 
In the video, recorded allegedly by the Slovak Military Intelligence47 and leaked 
to the press in March 2022, the Russian operative was handing out €1,000 as a 
payment to Mr Garbar for collection of classified information and recruitment of 
others during their meeting in summer 2021. Garbar, who was convicted on these 
charges and sentenced in February 2023 to a paltry three-year suspended sentence 
and a fine of €15,00048 was a donor to LSNS during the 2016 parliamentary 
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elections.49 According to published information, he donated €10,000 to the LSNS 
party in 2015 and in 2016. He had been working at that time as a journalist and it 
is highly unlikely that he could have afforded such a donation from his income 
alone. LSNS at that time denied connection to Garbar and knowledge of his 
Russian contacts. 
 
Allegations of LSNS being clandestinely funded by Russia have appeared also in 
connection to the 2016 arrest of Polish pro-Russian activist and alleged Russian 
spy Mariusz Piskorski, head of the pro-Russian Change party50 or in connection 
to the so-called Usovski email leaks in 2017. The leaked emails included 
communication of Alexander Usovski, a Belarussian far-right activist who  
received payments from Russian oligarch Malofeev and organised series of anti-
NATO, pro-Russian demonstrations in many Central European countries, 
including Slovakia.51 However, Slovak police investigation launched into these 
allegations and did not find any proof of such illicit Russian funding.52 Experts 
interviewed for the analyses concluded, however, that by using a chain of  proxy 
actors, any Russia-originated funding could have been easily laundered and the 
true origin of money hidden even from the police. The gifts of 2015 and 2016 by 
Garbar to the LSNS party potentially but not unlikely raise a suspicion of being 
an example of such clandestine funding operations. 
 
LSNS’s demise into insignificance started with the split in the party in 2021, when 
the Republic Movement was established. The old-school, proto-fascist, far-right 
ideology could not compete with the slick, modern communication of its 
successor. The final nail in the coffin was conviction of the party leader Marián 
Kotleba for a public display of sympathies to fascism in the 1488 checks case,53 
i.e. a situation in which he distributed charity money for a highly symbolic, and 
associated with the far-right, amount of money.54 The election result in the 2023 
parliamentary elections just confirmed this demise since the party received a mere 
0.84 percent of votes.55  
 

Republic Movement – Successor to LSNS  
Another notable case of indirect Russian influence in the political domain and a 
prime example of spreading pro-Russian attitudes in Slovakia is the example of 
a former deputy chair of LSNS, current member of European Parliament, and 
leader of Republic Movement: Milan Uhrik.56 The Republic Movement came to 
existence as a result of a split in the LSNS in 2021 and currently dominates the 
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far-right spectrum with up to 10 percent of popular support. Uhrik rose to 
prominence after the 2019 European Parliament elections due to his provocative 
videos on social media attacking the EU as being overrun by migrants and 
threatening the traditional values.57 Since then he has been among the staunchest 
supporters of Russia in the European Parliament (EP) and even after February 
2022 he continued to repeat Russian narratives blaming the West, US, and NATO 
for the war in Ukraine. He has created a large online following and was the most 
successful Slovak politician on Facebook with 5.4 million interactions – shares, 
likes, and comments – in 2022.58 
 
Analysis of his voting record in the EP concerning Russia carried out by Political 
Capital Institute shows that Uhrik is among the seven most pro-Russian MEPs 
from the Visegrad four (Czechia, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia) plus Austria.59 The 
voting record is also well illustrated by some of his public statements in the 
European Parliament, using Russian narratives and framing, especially when it 
comes to war in Ukraine, or sanctions. According to Uhrik, it was the “secret 
services and NGOs” funded from “Brussels, but mainly from Washington” which 
organised “first the Maidan and then the civil war” in order to weaken Russia’s 
position in Europe.60 
 
His public statements from EP, expressing pro-Russian views and accusing MEPs 
of double standards, were sometimes even picked up and shared by Russian 
media. A prime example is his speech shortly after the Russian invasion in March 
2022, where he used the whataboutism trope, accusing the EP of double standards 
when it comes to sanctions, comparing US invasion to Iraq or conflicts in Libya 
or Syria. Moreover, he used the same narrative as Kremlin, accusing Ukraine of 
war crimes in Donbas and Odessa. Footage of this speech was shown by the 
Russia 1 TV channel and shared by the Telegram platform of the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of the Lugansk People’s Republic.61   

Two weeks before the Russian invasion into Ukraine, Uhrik sent a letter to the 
Russian ambassador, asking him whether Slovakia would become a military 
target for Russia, as a result of signing Defence Cooperation agreement (DCA) 
with the US. The tone and content of the letter vividly illustrate anti-US and anti-
NATO narratives, rejecting “the confrontational line of sanctions, geopolitical 
pressure, expansion and colonial tendencies towards the Russian Federation”.62 
Unlike the LSNS party, Republic Movement and its representatives are welcome 
at the Russian Embassy. On 30 August 2021 Miroslav Suja, MP of the Republic 
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Movement, met with Russian Ambassador and the chair of Russian Duma foreign 
affairs committee during his visit in Slovakia.63 

 
The official website of the Republic Movement also republished in July 2022 a 
lengthy article of Russian MFA Sergej Lavrov, where he accused the West of 
being responsible for all the ills in the world – instigating war in Ukraine, not 
respecting agreements with Russia, faking chemical attacks in Syria and against 
Sergej Skripal, etc. The article is preceded by a question: truth or Russian 
propaganda? Such verbatim reproduction of all Russian strategic narratives, 
without any attempt at disputing some of the obvious lies and misconceptions in 
the Lavrov’s article clearly points to acceptance of Russian perspective by the 
Republic party.64 Such Pro-Russian and anti-Western views are not only present 
in public speeches or posts of Republic members. They are reflected also in the 
2023 parliamentary election’s programme manifesto of the Republic Movement. 
In a clear continuation of LSNS policies, the Republic Movement announced yet 
another referendum on exit from NATO. The programme manifesto called NATO 
“a relic of the Cold War and a source of military tension and conflict in the world” 
and announced that after restoration of Slovakia’s defence capacity, a referendum 
on NATO membership should be held.65 
    
Alignment with Russian strategic narratives are clearly manifested also in the 
official position of the party regarding the war in Ukraine as outlined on their 
official website. According to Republic, the main cause of the conflict in Ukraine 
was not Russian aggression, but rather the “expansion of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organisation (NATO) towards the Russian Federation”, as well as “the Ukrainian 
Government’s long-standing aggression towards the Russian minority in the 
east”,66 mirroring the Kremlin propaganda. 
 
In conclusion, the Republic Movement and its representatives have clearly 
adopted the Russian perspective on international relations, EU, NATO, post–Cold 
War security architecture, and the war in Ukraine. They have, as illustrated in 
numerous examples, acted in line with Russian strategic interests – rejecting 
sanctions, blaming the West, using “whataboutism” to deflect criticism of Russian 
actions, and adopting and spreading Russian strategic narratives. Yet, despite 
several documented meetings between Republic and Russian representatives, 
there is no publicly available evidence of a direct, financial, or material support 
provided by Russian actors to representatives of this party. Nevertheless, it is clear 
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that Russia is well aware of a positive pro-Russian sentiment existing in the 
Republic Movement (or at least ideological alignment between the two) and 
might try to cultivate and further expand its influence beyond mere sympathies 
and rhetoric. Moreover, Republic managed to get rid of the extremist label by 
shying away from open manifestations of antisemitism, outright racism, or 
adoration of fascist Slovak wartime state characteristic to its mother-party LSNS. 
The modern far-right rhetoric and skilful use of social media rewarded Republic 
with significant public support at the expense of the LSNS, which saw its public 
support collapse. This has also led to official acceptance of the Republic 
Movement and its representatives by the Russian authorities, illustrated by 
official meetings of Uhrik at the Russian Embassy in Brussels67 or his fellow MPs 
such, as Miroslav Suja at the Russian Embassy in Bratislava.68 Despite narrowly 
missing the 5 percent threshold needed to enter the parliament in the general 
elections held on 30 September 2023 (Republic got 4.75 percent,69 it remains the 
most powerful far-right political party with a significant presence on social media 
and a natural ally of Russian interests in Slovakia. 
 

Case Study 2: Slovak paramilitary group Slovak Conscripts 

The second case involving violent far-right groups or individuals connected to 
Russia is quite difficult to establish in Slovakia. Far-right and right-wing 
extremist groups due to police pressure and transformation into political parties 
have largely rescinded violence and there are no publicly known cases of actual 
violence linked to Russian influence. While right wing extremists often have 
negative views of the EU and NATO and admire Russia, violent hate crimes 
committed by right-wing extremists are not directly linked to Russian influence. 
Therefore, the best example of a violent group connected to Russian influence is 
the case of Slovak paramilitary group Slovak Conscripts (SB). While not 
representing a typical far-right group, it belongs to the wider nativist, vigilante 
milieu and shares some common ideological features with far-right groups.  
 
SB is perhaps the best known and the most important Slovak paramilitary group 
in modern history of Slovakia. It functioned for ten years (2012-2022) and at the 
peak of its popularity had some 150-200 active members in more than ten regional 
branches, organised regular weekly trainings and an annual weeklong summer 
military exercise.70 In addition, special seminars involved active Slovak military 
personnel and even Russian instructors. Due to the young age of its founder, the 
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ideology of the group changed from a loose antiestablishment nationalist group 
with xenophobic undertones to a more polished image consisting of patriotic 
narratives and political aspirations, culminating in cooperation with well-known 
Russian proxies in Slovakia. Pro-Russian attitudes based in Slavic Brotherhood 
narratives and Russian ideological influence were defining features of this group 
throughout almost its entire existence despite the changes in membership and 
public image. The group also came under close scrutiny of the security agencies 
and was (indirectly) mentioned in annual reports of the Slovak Intelligence 
Service and Military Intelligence.71 Slovak Conscripts officially announced the 
end of their activities in October 2022 without providing clear reasons for doing 
so. According to the experts interviewed for this study, the group went through a 
serious internal crisis after the Russian invasion of Ukraine, which led to a 
decision of its leader to officially conclude its existence.72 For almost a year, there 
was no clear successor to the group. Yet recently a potential substitute appeared, 
using the name Volunteer Corps73 without any visible reference to its predecessor 
or its pro-Russian leaning. However, due to its short existence it is too early to 
assess its activities and orientation. 
 

History and Origins 
SB originated in 2012 following a three week-long training of its two founding 
members – Peter Švrček (at that time only 17 years old) and Michal Feling in 
Russia.74 The course was organised by Russian organisation Stjag with ex-
Spetsnaz instructors. The participation of Švrček and Feling was facilitated by 
another Slovak, Marek Rusyniak, who studied in Russia and was well connected 
to Russian nationalist organisations such as Narodny Sobor.75 Despite the harsh 
conditions experienced by Švrček and Feling in the summer camp in Russia, the 
model of Russian military-patriotic education was an inspiration to set up a 
similar structure in Slovakia. It quickly became an important paramilitary group 
with a patriotic and nationalist character serving also as indoctrination to the pro-
Russian, anti-Western worldview for young people, often teenagers who were 
mostly attracted to its ranks. 
 
From the very onset, the individuals directing the group expressed strong pro-
Russian sentiments and shared many views typical for the far right (nativism, 
rejection of liberal democracy, anti-EU, anti-NATO). A typical example was 
Tomáš Bičkoš, then-member of Slovak Conscripts leadership, who openly called 
US a fascist country and expressed his support for pro-Russian separatists in 
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Donbas, or Martin Lipocky, another leading figure of the group who has also 
participated in some of the anti-NATO demonstrations organised by Usovski in 
Bratislava.76 Yet, in contrast with far-right groups, they never openly manifested 
racism nor expressed adoration for the totalitarian war time fascist Slovak state 
or right-wing ideologies. On the contrary, they tried to build their image on anti-
fascist struggle, Slovak National Uprising, and patriotism. One of a few 
exceptions confirming the hostility towards democratic values form the early 
stages of its existence was an article written by Tomáš Bičkoš, the commander of 
the second unit of SB at the Meapatria website, where he called NATO a “pro-
terrorist aggressive organization under the imperial US influence”.77 
 

Russian Influence 
The influence of Russia in this group manifested in several notable cases. One of 
its founding members, Martin Keprta, decided in 2014 to join pro-Russian 
separatists fighting in Donbas and he stayed there ever since. He was identified 
in a Russian TV interview from Donbas in 2014 and later confirmed that he joined 
the pro-Russian separatists. He stated in an interview with Slovak media the 
reasons why decided to join the war: “Our aim is building New Russia 
(Novorossiya) and the recognition of the Donetsk independent republic. I am a 
member of the official army. It means that if the peace will continue I will remain 
in the barracks waiting when my homeland will call me to service once again.”78 
 
While the leadership of SB tried to distance itself from Keprta, stating that he left 
the group prior to his travel to Donbas, similar views on the 2014 war in Ukraine, 
or annexation of Crimea as being legitimate were present among the SB 
leadership.79  Perhaps the most telling sign of indirect Russian influence is the 
attitude of Peter Švrček to NATO and his links to other pro-Russian actors in 
Slovakia. Peter Švrček, as the supreme commander of SB, attended several anti-
NATO rallies, as did some of his fellow SB members, while publicly denouncing 
Slovak membership in NATO.80 Interestingly enough, as the Usovski email leaks 
revealed, these demonstrations were organised and paid for by Konstantin 
Malofejev, one of the patrons of the Russian far-right and conservative cause, 
using Usovski and his network of actors.81 Over time, Švrček started to be 
involved in activities of other pro-Russian groups and networks operating in 
Slovakia. Aside from his appearance at demonstrations, he was a speaker at the 
2018 National Conference presenting his ideas on neutrality and defence policy 
alongside many pro-Russian actors,82 where he also met with Štefan Harabin 
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(former minister of justice, Supreme Court judge-turned conspiracy theorist, and 
staunch Russia supporter).83 Štefan Harabin was also a candidate in the 2019 
presidential elections, yet he only received 14 percent of votes (some 307,000 in 
total) in the first round and did not make into the second round.84 Later on, Švrček 
formalised ties with Tibor Eliot Rostas – editor of an influential disinformation-
spreading monthly magazine Zem a Vek (Earth and Age), who was recorded 
asking for Russian financial support in a Moscow meeting in 2015.85 Zem a Vek  
was one of the first disinformation media outlets in Slovakia and the only one that 
also produced  a glossy-printed 100 page-thick monthly magazine. It frequently 
featured various conspiracy theories and was, due to its content, included also in 
the list of disinformation media by an independent panel of experts.86  
 
Another important connection to Russia is SB’s link to a notorious Night Wolves 
motorcycle group. Peter Švrček participated in several meetings with a Slovak 
branch of this well-known Russian motorcycle group linked to Kremlin. 
According to other SB members, SB created its own motorcycle club Patriot.87 
Aside from the Night Wolves, examples of direct meetings between Russian 
actors and SB in the public domain are relatively rare. Members of SB received 
training from several Russian instructors, including ex-Spetznaz and ex-GRU 
specialists such as Igor Zorin.88 The last element of Russian influence is clearly 
visible in the public communication of SB on their social media. Until the day of 
Russian invasion into Ukraine, it was staunchly pro-Russian and repeated many 
of the Russian narratives. These included participation of leading figures of the 
SB at meetings against NATO,89 public communication on SB’s official Facebook 
page, accusing the US and the West of provoking Russia and rejecting any 
involvement in a potential conflict with Russia,90 and rejection of NATO 
membership.91   
 
SB officially ended their existence in October 2022 by a public announcement on 
their Facebook page, without providing any explanation as to the reasons.92 
According to expert interviews one of the main reasons was a disillusionment 
after the 2022 Russian invasion and conflicts in the group regarding its stance 
towards Ukraine and Russia. There was no clear successor to the SB following 
its dissolution. 
  
The story of ten years of SB clearly demonstrates several risks: 
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• There is ample potential for existence of pro-Russian paramilitary groups 
in Slovakia. 

• Currently, state authorities have very limited tools to counter such 
activities. 

• The wider paramilitary milieu is largely anti-Western and shares many of 
the Kremlin narratives. 

• Young people are especially vulnerable to the appeal, camaraderie, and 
excitement offered by such groups. 

• Russian actors are aware of this situation and have been/are trying to 
cultivate links with these groups by means of martial arts experts, Russian 
martial arts clubs, and commemorative events. 

• These groups by large do not pose a real security threat but are an important 
vehicle for spreading of Russian propaganda narratives and could serve as 
a recruitment tool for other pro-Russian groups. 

 

Current Measures in Place 

Since various forms of Russian influence permeated Slovak society for a long 
time, measures to counter it were, until recently, rather symbolic. An important 
milestone was adoption of a national Strategy for Combating Hybrid Threats in 
the Slovak Republic in 2018 by the government, which for the first time 
mentioned subversive efforts by foreign actors as a serious threat.93 Yet, due to 
political reasons and the composition of the government, practical measures 
limiting Russian influence were tokenistic. The coalition government in the 
2016–2020 period was composed of three parties – a social democratic SMER, 
the nationalist Slovak National Party, and a Slovak-Hungarian centre-right Most-
Híd. The Slovak National Party in particular has been consistently blocking any 
meaningful measures to counter Russian hybrid influence in Slovakia. Frequent 
visits of its leader, Andrej Danko, to Moscow and his meetings with the leader of 
the Russian Duma, Vyacheslav Lychachev, were emblematic.94  
  
A more systemic approach to Russian influence from the state authorities started 
to emerge in 2021 as a result of the new approach to the issue of hybrid threats 
and disinformation by the new government. A practical outcome of this change 
of approach was the adoption of the new Security Strategy of the Slovak Republic 
by the Slovak government and the Parliament.95 This strategy provided a 
framework for subsequent steps and, for the first time, called Russia “a major 
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challenge to the security of our Euro-Atlantic area.”96 One of the practical results 
of the strategy was to develop a policy including a new set of measures for 
countering hybrid threats. Such policy was adopted in March 2022 and is called 
the Action Plan for the Coordinated Countering of Hybrid Threats.97 The action 
includes a number of practical taskings with a direct impact on limiting Russian 
influence efforts in Slovakia, such as increasing personal and technical capacities 
dedicated to this issue, public awareness campaigns or specific legislative 
changes The action plan was supported by the implementation of an EU-funded 
national project involving the Ministry of Interior, Ministry of Defence, Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs, and the Office of the Government with the main aim of 
increasing the resilience of Slovak public administration to hybrid threats. 
Although Russia is not mentioned specifically in the national project, its impact 
would limit Russian influence as well, since the Russian Federation is the main 
hybrid actor in Slovakia.  
 
Despite having a relatively well-developed policy framework and even dedicating 
significant resources, there are still large gaps in countermeasures limiting 
Russian hostile influence, including the influence on the far right. One of the 
major issues, confirmed also by the expert interviews is a lack of coordination of 
active countermeasures. The system in place allows for collection of information 
across different ministries and agencies (via the National Security Analytical 
Centre based at Slovak Intelligence Service), yet the flow of information is often 
one-directional. Moreover, the coordination of countermeasures even in some of 
the most high-profile cases involving Russian influence was not adequate and 
suffered from lack of clear mandate and fractured responsibilities. 
 
One particular area, which was mentioned also in the expert interviews, was 
insufficient financial investigation of foreign (Russian) funding for various 
entities. While Slovakia formally forbids any foreign funding for political parties 
and election campaigns, as the case of Garbar proves, it is rather easy to 
circumvent the barrier by simply transferring the money to a Slovak citizen or 
entity. The same applies for transparency of funding for various media 
enterprises. The existence of such a dense network of pro-Russian media in 
Slovakia at times when traditional media struggle to survive economically raises 
serious doubts as to the sources of their funding – even more so when in the past, 
attempts to get Russian funding for such media operations were exposed. Another 
set of countermeasures concerns the spreading of Kremlin propaganda, including 
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justification of war and denial of Russian war crimes on the internet and social 
media. Shortly after the Russian invasion started, a hastily adopted amendment 
to the law on cybernetic security allowed the National Security Authority to 
temporarily block websites if they were spreading “serious disinformation”.98 As 
a result, NSA blocked four websites notorious for publishing Russian 
propaganda, allegedly also on the grounds they have been receiving Russian 
financial support.99 Yet, this measure was only temporary and the blockade 
expired on 30 September 2022. New legislation, which should have replaced the 
hastily adopted one, did not pass the parliament due to political bickering.   
 
The public and political debate of Russian influence in Slovakia intensified 
especially after February 2022, however, it remains polarised along the political 
preferences. While the government and its ministers of defence, foreign affairs, 
or even prime minister clearly stated that Russian influence and activities present 
a danger for Slovakia, such notions were rejected by the opposition, which 
criticised the alleged double standards and demanded normalisation of relations 
with Russia and an end to sanctions.100   
 

Conclusion 

Russian influence on far-right groups is part of a larger effort employing both the 
existing vulnerabilities and a network of influence Kremlin has developed over 
the years. Information operations facilitated by a well-connected network of 
online and offline sources, recruitment, and indoctrination using sports (martial 
arts clubs) and culture serve as main elements of these efforts. Targets of such 
influence are predominantly segments of the society displeased with the current 
situation and their socioeconomic status – young people with strong patriotic or 
nationalist sentiment. Due to the high level of sympathies towards Russia and the 
corresponding anti-Americanism, such activities have a fertile ground to take root 
and expand. While at the beginning of the Russian invasion to Ukraine, Russian 
proxies and pro-Russian actors were in a state of shock since autumn 2022 they 
have regained their strength and are currently as strong as they were before the 
invasion. While in the months following the February 2022 invasion, voices 
blaming the war on the West, or even Ukraine, were marginal, currently such 
views are held by large segments of the population.101 The outcome of the 30 
September parliamentary elections is also a confirmation that the Russian 
influence in Slovakia and pro-Russian attitudes are not waning, but quite the 
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contrary. Political parties that openly criticised sanctions against Russia, blaming 
the West for provoking the war, succeeded in forming the new government.   
 

Recommendations 

Political campaigns financing. Adopt more detailed legislation on the financing 
of political parties, movements, and electoral campaigns in order to increase the 
transparency of funding and expose illicit foreign funding. Sources of domestic 
funding for political parties and campaigns above a certain threshold must be 
traceable to their origin (final beneficiary), similarly to the case of public 
procurement. 

Media transparency. Increase transparency of media ownership for all media 
formats, including online portals. Media should be required to disclose annually 
their financial data and sources of funding. 

Blocking of foreign sponsored disinformation. Adopt an amendment to 
Cybersecurity Act that would allow blockade of websites spreading serious, 
foreign-funded disinformation or engaging in Foreign Information Manipulation 
and Influence (FIMI). 

Investigate cases of hybrid threats. Adopt legislative changes allowing police 
to investigate cases of hybrid threats involving foreign entities and streamline 
exchange of information of such cases between intelligence services and law 
enforcement. Increase capacities dedicated to financial investigation of illicit 
foreign funding of hybrid actors – personal, technological, and institutional. 

Better coordination of efforts. Create a central coordination mechanism or 
platform for practical and operational coordination of ministries and institutions 
involved in combatting hybrid threats. Amend the competencies of individual 
ministries to designate the entity primarily responsible for coordinating the fight 
against hybrid threats and disinformation. 

State alternative to paramilitary organisations. Create a state-accredited and 
regulated alternative to paramilitary organisations, led by instructors from the 
ranks of current or former members of the armed forces or security forces. Such 
programme should be easily accessible, attractive, involving Slovak army 
veterans, and if possible, also western (American) guest lecturers as a 
counterbalance to pro-Russian paramilitary groups. 
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National strategic narrative. Develop central strategic narrative, building upon 
positive historical moments and personalities as a tool to prevent polarisation 
and fragmentation. Launch public campaigns spreading positive national 
narratives highlighting Euro-Atlantic ties and benefits of EU and NATO 
membership in real life. 

Stop abuse of diplomatic status. Introduce more effective control mechanisms 
to prevent abuse of diplomatic status by incoming personnel of foreign embassies 
and foreign missions. Decrease the number of Russian operatives in Slovakia by 
introducing parity of Russian diplomatic mission personnel in Slovakia with 
Slovak diplomatic mission in Moscow. 
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