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Introduction 
 
Epigraph 
 
During the armed conflict on the Dniester River in spring – summer 1992 the 
Transnistrian  home guards used the military radio transmitters to catch the radio waves 
of the Moldovan policemen  and transmitted with the imitated voice of president Snegur 
orders to leave the battle positions and go home.  
There  is little probability that the authors of the joke hoped to be a success, but to some 
extent everyone was aware of the fact that the word might also be used as an arm “against 
the Romanian nationalists” in the fight for the “right to live on this territory”.  
 
 
The traditions for Transnistrian mass-media were founded in the end of the 80’s – 
beginning of the 90’s, when the secessionist ideas on the left bank of the Dniester River 
were at the incipient stage.  The climax of their development coincided with the armed 
conflict in 1991-1992 when, for instance, the circulation of one of the most important 
newspaper from that period – “Dnestrovskaya Pravda” increased a lot and represented 55-
60 thousand of copies; the local journalists  were busy not only with preparing newspaper 
items and radio transmissions, but also served as first-hand source of information for the 
Russian and other mass-media from abroad.  
 
The activity of left-bank mass-media  as well as the interest for the printed media was 
consolidated namely by the fact that the incipient phase of  resistance between the two 
banks of the Dniester River coincided with the process of creating new independent 
newspapers and broadcasting in the post-soviet period.   
The Transnistrian journalists found themselves encouraged not only by the freedom to 
speak without censorship, but also by the existence of non-invented topic : their stories 
about the people’s fight independence with elements of human tragedies, horrible details 
of military time finally became a ‘long play’ of the ideological resistance between the two 
banks of the river.    
 
This ground for shaping the basic traditions of local mass-media will soon prove to be a 
benefic one – the existence of a real enemy picture and the social demand for an appeal to 
destroy it makes journalism in any part of the world maximally active and demanded. 
However, this very circumstance will play the role of a brake for those mass-media and 
there will appear serious gaps in the informative-propagandistic institute of the 
unrecognized republic.  Used to work with extremist subjects, they paid little attention to 
improving the technical and creative quality of their final product; neither did they pay 
much attention to staff training, which also led to what journalists call “blunted pencil”.  
Thus the actual Transnistrian journalism represents a dull picture in all respects. Elderly 
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staff, lack of creativity in the mass-media leadership, dull search for mass-media 
reformation methods without a correct understanding of the essence of the reforms 
planned – this is the Transnistrian journalism.   
After having played one of the crucial roles in the instauration of the unrecognized 
republic it now finds itself in a state of confusion and it’s close to decadence.  Everybody 
is bored and believes no more in their continuous broadcasting about the Transnistria’s 
statality as a factor for guaranteeing the security of the citizens from the region, in their 
continuous retransmission of Russian leaders’ speeches, in their affirmations that the 
Transnistrian conflict should be settled taking into consideration the socio-political realia 
and the opinion of the Transnistrian citizens, etc.  In fact , the Transnistrian mass-media 
fell back in the epoch of dull dissemination of the idea that the URSS Communist Party is 
the only one guiding force.  
There is also another issue which is usually avoided to be mentioned but is, however, 
strongly influencing both the mass-media from the region as well as the output of the 
Transnistrian ideology. This is the lack of a single management center.  The official 
Tiraspol has long ago lost this role. It doesn’t cope with the task of generating “the basic 
directions” of Transnistrian ideology; it is only reacting to current events which are to 
some extent able to influence the negotiation process or the parties involved in it.  
Taking into consideration the fact that Tiraspol and some other important forces from 
the region are constantly rushing about between Moscow and Kiev, at the same time 
wanting to be interesting for Europe and the USA too, in order to present them a picture 
of a free and constantly developing state called Transnistria, which is sometimes better 
developed than Moldova is, all these let us think that Tiraspol doesn’t need such a 
management center anymore.  
Coming back to the traditions of the Transnistrian mass-media, the existence of such a 
ruling force, i.e. such a center which generates the orders is one of the basic elements; 
this very same center also generated the staff for their activity. In 1990, when it turned 
out to be clear that the Transnistrian issue is one of the eloquent signs of a collapsing 
state and one of the basic problems for the future independent Moldova, the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of Moldova issued a decision based on which a group 
of journalists from Kishinev was delegated to Tiraspol – a kind of branch landing to help 
Transnistria in developing the regional mass-media.  This was a team of Russian-speaking 
journalists selected by the Central Committee, meaning that it was  an obedient group 
with a clear understanding of their mission, which obviously did not accept the processes 
happening on the right bank of the Dniester River, i.e. revelry of nationalism, according 
to the formulation of the Moldovan communist leadership. The situation seems to be 
paradoxical at the first glance – the Central Committee of the Communist Party of 
Moldova delegates experts to Tiraspol to help in the fight against the 
Moldovan and Romanian nationalism.  In fact, there is not much to be surprised of 
– the Central Committee of the Party was at that time subordinated to the Moscow 
structures, where the decision was taken to use trustworthy people in order to create the 
Transnistrian resistance center.  
It is worth mentioning that Moscow was delegating to Transnistria not only experts in 
journalism, but also military-technical experts, border guard experts etc.  
Due to some subjective reasons, the “Kishinev landing” didn’t cope with their mission. 
Besides, the forces ruling the events in Transnistria finally moved to Moscow – thus, in 
autumn 1990 Kishinev was ceded to Moldovan democrats and first-wave anticommunists. 
That is the reason why the ideological management center for Transnistria moved 
definitely to Moscow corridors. The peak of its activity (including the mass-media-
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oriented measures) was in 1991-1996, the years when the rigid formulations appeared 
which could never after be annihilated by the Moldovan counter-propaganda forces : “a 
new community – the Transnistrian people”, “Transnistria – a state created from below 
and reflecting the will of its people”, “Transnistria – the outpost of Russia” etc.  Further on 
there followed a period of tensioned relationships between Moscow and Tiraspol.  
Transnistria became again an area of interest for Russia only after the conflict linked to 
“Kozak memorandum”  which led to another tension in the relationships between 
Kishinev and Moscow – but this time their interest was rather Moldova-oriented.  
Moscow started to take it out on Kishinev for the 2003 betrayal, actively using the 
Tiraspol propaganda for that purpose.  And again, as soon as the relationships between 
Moscow and Kishinev became more or less temperate, Russia needed Tiraspol no more. 
Starting with 2006 up till present the Transnistrian ideology was left to no one, which 
explains its unilateral character and the generally low level of propaganda; this is also one 
of the reasons for a constant dissatisfaction by the Transnistrian leadership with the 
misbalanced attitude by Russia regarding the whole complex of the issue of Transnistrian 
issue settling.  
 
List of printed media registered in the unrecognized republic. We should mention that 
their circulation varies between 1,5 – 2,5 thousand copies. An exception is the official 
gazette «Приднестровье» (“Pridnestrovje”) founded by the president of Transnistria and 
by the Supreme Council of the republic. Its yearly circulation represents almost 5 
thousand copies and 10 thousand copies for the Saturday edition.  
«Приднестровье» (“Pridnestrovje”) – daily edition, official;  
«Адевэрул нистрян» (“Adevarul Nistrean”)- daily edition, official;  
 «Днестровская правда» (“Dnestrovskaya Pravda”)- weekly edition; official; municip. 
«Профсоюзные вести» (“Profsoiuzniye Vesti”)- weekly edition; official;  
«Русский прорыв» (“Russkiy Proriv”)- weekly edition; political party «Proriv» 
«Добрый день» (“Dobriy Deni”)- weekly edition, independent; 
«Человек и его право» (“Chelovek i  Ego Pravo”)- weekly edition;  “the Fund for 
Protecting Human Rights and for an Efficient Politics”;  
«Патриот» (“Patriot”)- weekly edition; the Patriotic Party of Transnistria; 
«За Республику» (“Za Respubliku”)- weekly edition of the Ministry of Defense; 
«Советы народа» (“Soveti Naroda”)- newspaper of the Transnistrian Supreme Council 
(should also be considered the newspaper of the party “Obnovlenie”); 
«Обновление» (“Obnovlenie”)- weekly edition; the party “Obnovlenie”; 
«Новая газета» (“Novaia Gazeta”) - weekly edition; independent; 
 «Сведения» (“Svedenija”)- weekly edition; Republican party. 
 
In each rayon there are the so-called district newspapers. They represent the small copy 
of the newspaper  «Приднестровье» (“Pridnestrovje”) and are obliged to serve the local 
branches of the executive and legislative power.  
 
The most important broadcast media is represented by the official TV and radio station of 
the republic, as well as the ТСВ  TV channel controlled by the leader party “Obnovlenie”.  
 
1.Ideological and organizational objectives and opportunities of the Transnistrian 
mass-media.  
The objectives and opportunities of the Transnistrian mass-media are, in general, clear. 
These have been shaped in extreme conditions.  Some of them were done “on the spot”, 
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which also had an influence on the future traditions  and atmosphere (the journalistic 
romanticism is usually more efficient than the size of the royalties) and were meant for 
consolidating the Transnistrian society in the fight for their rights.  As time had shown, 
the main ideological message chosen in the year 1990 hit the target and turned out to be 
long-living. The Transnistrian mass-media, at the incipient stage of their development 
told their audience about the republican revolution which  was facing hard trials, such as 
prisons from Kishinev, “Moldovan state terrorism”,  armed clashes with the Moldovan 
“military contingent”. The fact that the former soviet mass-media, to which the 
Transnistrian mass-media is part, instead of publishing the dull  communist propaganda 
that everybody was bored of, started reflecting the real events happening on the 
Transnistrian streets, quickly  gained  the interest from the audience. Here the most 
important, in our opinion, peculiarity of the “Transnistrian revolution” should be 
mentioned. Despite of  its slogans about the fight against nationalism, for the human 
rights to live and chose their language as well as the ethnic and ideological perspectives, 
it first of all aimed at liquidating the monopoly of one single party – the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union, and its paper ideology, which in practice just gave false and 
unacceptable to the majority of the society values.  In other words, anticommunism was 
the grounds for the Transnistrian events.  The local mass-media stepped on that path 
with a special pleasure and excitement. At the same time, Cossack communities started to 
develop in that region, who historically were known for their hatred against communists; 
simultaneously there were created other influential social organizations which also were 
open to manifest their anticommunist ideas.   
It seemed at the first glance that it was the God’s will that the anticommunists from the 
left bank of the Dniester River should cooperate with the right-bank fighters against the 
“communist plague”.  
Still, no ideological unification of the two banks happened by reason that another 
“plague”, more serious than the communism, interfered – the national issue. It was the 
official reason for the armed conflict: the Transnistrians “beat the Romanians”, while 
those from the right bank were “liberating their territories from Russians”. Still, both 
sides, in their fight for a new life first f all meant liberation from the soviet-communist 
past and future, while the national issue had been artificially raised so as the fight not to 
seem too absurd to the laymen.  
“The Russian essence” of the Transnistrian mass-media (outpost of Russia, splinter of the 
Russian world, life by standards, including the constitutional ones) was defining for the 
attitude towards them and towards the whole region from the “Russian world” and 
especially from the official Moscow. They felt the moral support from the Russian 
Federation in the period of the armed conflict and in the difficult moments of resistance 
between Kishinev and Tiraspol: the official Transnistrian ideologists needed not to make 
huge efforts and waste material resources in order to make use of the Russian mass-media 
to make informational attacks on Moldova. The Moscow and Sankt-Petersburg were 
voluntarily publishing pro-Transnistrian items in such an opulence that the Tiraspol 
newspapers hardly could manage to reprint them. The Russian journalists coming in the 
region for collecting the material were usually on the side of the “Transnistrian people 
struggling for independence”, and each time Moscow was to be reminded about its duty 
towards their co-nationals, they disseminated printed and video materials under the 
slogan “Russians do not leave their friends in need”. Thus the left-bank propaganda and 
the right-bank counter-propaganda collided and remained face to face with a powerful 
national ideological machinery: it sometimes even was becoming an international one, 
because the Mass-media from the neighboring countries preferred to ignore the conflict 
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or rather to publish neutral or pro-Transnistrian items.  The Romanian mass-media, 
normally supporting the positions of the official Kishinev, were in most cases inefficient 
and sometimes even harmful: the Romanian involvement of any kind offered grounds to 
suspect other interests from the Bucharest than just a mere support of the Moldovan 
efforts to fight against “Russian occupants”. 
Another  reason for the defeat suffered by the Moldovan mass-media in the informational 
war with the left bank  is that Kishinev, unlike Tiraspol, failed to create  such an 
atmosphere  both in the civil society and in the political class, which would consolidate 
the right bank in a single power at least regarding the issues of fundamental principles of 
state regulation proposed by the Moldovan leadership. Here we should also mention 
another issue, which is not so closely linked to the difficult socio-political life in the new 
Moldova, but is for sure linked to the state efforts to cope with the new phenomenon of 
secessionism.  
 
With the help of Moscow and based on the various political structures in Moldova, 
namely from the opposition, Tiraspol managed to establish a permanently active 
propagandistic platform on the right bank of the Dniester River. Kishinev didn’t even try 
to do something similar in Transnistria. Moreover, at any small attempt to do that they 
were severely counteracted both by various organizations from Tiraspol and by the civil 
society in that region.  
The grounds for the wittingly failures of Kishinev in the ideological aspect of restoring the 
territorial integrity of the country is not only the lower level of right-bank mass-media 
compared to the Transnistrian ones (the general quality of both is rather low due to a 
general cultural decadence on both banks of the river). Another important reason is that 
the political class and the high officials in Moldova manipulated the Transnistrian issue 
as one of the tools to fight for power, which means that they periodically indulged both 
Moscow and Tiraspol in their actions for “consolidating the Transnistrian Government”. 
A classical example of the ugly politics run in Moldova is the activity of the Communist 
Party from Moldova. Its leaders, with the obvious involvement of Tiraspol and Moscow 
did not hesitate to publish their propagandistic literature in the Transnistrian publishing 
houses, making an appeal to their followers to overthrow the “anti-popular regime” in 
Moldova. Such a state of things certainly made the Transnistrian ideologists look forward 
for permanent and indisputable victories. Based on that the Transnistrian mass-media 
drew their conclusions on the unavoidable recognition of Transnistria independence by 
Moldova: since the top leadership in Kishinev acknowledges the inconsistency of their 
government, unable to admit the moral and physical defeat in the fight against the 
“Transnistrian idea”, the official recognition of the region’s independence is just a matter 
of time.  
 
2. “Transnistrian ideology” crisis and the role of mass-media at the current stage.  
 
After having compared the equally low quality of both Kishinev and Tiraspol mass-media 
and broadcasting, we should come back to the positive aspects in the activity of the 
Transnistrian mass-media: they were always the winners in the informational war with 
the Moldovan leadership and, unfortunately, there is small probability that the situation 
might change for the benefit of Kishinev in the nearest future. We should also add to the 
above-mentioned list of  objective reasons for such a success the motivation of the 
Transnistrian journalists, who make this branch of socio-political activity a bright and 
efficient one.  Let’s recall our epigraph.  We must agree that compared to the provocative 
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attempt to address the Moldovan policemen with the imitated voice of their president 
and urge them to leave their positions, the activity of Kishinev propagandists during the 
armed conflict in 1992 was rather boring, since they just disseminated leaflets with 
primitive content on the left bank of the Dniester. Even worse, the leaflets addressing the 
Cossacks to go home, to Russian officers to remember that they are not on their territory 
and to the Transnistrian population not to believe the political adventurers Smirnov and 
Maracuta – were perceived by the left bank population as one more sign from the past, 
which convinced them once again that the Transnistrians had to protect their 
motherland from a fascist invasion. The Russian and Transnistrian mass-media reflected 
that situation in the following way: “during the Second World War the Russian soldiers 
also were showered upon with leaflets in which the German urged them to give up, but 
they never gave up”.  We should admit that such mood is not the last thing in any fight.  
This had such a strong impact on the further actions of the Transnistrian mass-media 
that the propaganda machinery even worked by different genres.  The huge diversity of 
forms of disseminating their ideas both to support the Transnistrian idea and to attack 
the Kishinev’s politics (starting with aggressive newspaper items, comments ending with 
pamphlets and jokes) is a tool as efficient as other means for military actions that may 
bring down airplanes and destroy the fortifications.  
The more means to exert pressure on the enemy, the more chances to win the war. The 
left-bank mass-media finally hit the target: the Transnistrian society, which was supposed 
not to forget about their hatred to the “Kishinev criminals”, developed another attitude 
crucial for the victory – contempt towards the Moldovan leadership. The absolute 
incapacity of the Moldovan leadership to counteract the Tiraspol pressure with their own 
well-thought and efficient propaganda and counter-propaganda transformed the 
competition between the two banks of the Dniester River in an “one-gate play”.  
The reason for such a state of things was the multiple changes of Governments as well as 
their incapacity to develop e an audible approach and a set of principles for settling the 
conflict. All of the Moldovan Governments announced their willingness to settle the issue 
of the country’s territorial disintegration, and they invariably slipped on mere slogans: the 
official Kishinev never popped up with their own (Moldovan)   variant for settling the 
conflict. 
They also couldn’t understand that such a project might prove to be a sustainable and 
achievable one only if it were developed in cooperation with Tiraspol.  
 
The “victory march” of the Transnistrian mass-media started to loose its positions after 
the referendum organized by Tiraspol in 2006 on the independence of the region and 
unification with Russia. The situation created was, at the first glance, paradoxical.  
The definite acceptance of independence and the proposals by Tiraspol to sign 
agreements of friendship and cooperation between two states with Kishinev made the 
anti-Moldovan propaganda to be a useless business: who cares about the neighboring 
Romania-oriented Moldova, since nobody even thinks of discussing any possible variants 
for co-habitation in  in a single state or area? 
This part of the propaganda also ceased to be efficient by reason that it became merely a 
dull and monotonous story of two banks that should have different destinies. Since 
nobody believes in the fairytales about the unavoidable recognition of the Transnistrian 
independence anymore, all the further efforts to maintain the ideology of Transnistrian 
sovereignty started to be perceived as  the long forgotten Soviet propaganda.   
The propaganda crisis originating in the Transnistrian ideological crisis increased when 
the tough conflicts in the Transnistrian government began.  
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The collision of two political groups – that of Smirnov and that of Shevchiuk – was 
nothing else than a fight for power under the cover of their care for the independence of 
Transnistria and the pace of its rapprochement to Russia. The mass-media, normally, was 
split into two groups, equal both quantitatively and from the viewpoint of their influence, 
which had nothing else to say but announcing the names of the betrayers of “the 
Transnistrian revolution”, thus bringing even more confusion in the general ideology of 
Transnistrian state.  
The crisis became even more obvious due to the ambivalent situation of the most 
important mass-media, such as the Transnistrian radio and television stations, as well as 
the Transnistrian newspapers founded by the president and by the Supreme Council. 
Having the de facto obligation to reflect the position of both parties, which had already 
achieved the red-point of resistance, calling for their partisans to repulse the betrayers, 
these mass-media became another factor irritating the society.  People clearly understood 
there was a fight for power nourished by external (again from Moscow) forces, which 
might end in an internal conflict (even an armed one) involving the simple people which 
never saw anything good during the two decades of living in conditions far from being 
close to any better perspectives.  Here is an eloquent example of the practically 
unavoidable political crisis in Transnistria. In the middle of November this year the 
newspaper «Человек и его право» (“Chelovek i Ego Pravo”) sponsored by “Shevchiuk 
group” published an article disguising the activity of Smirnov and his family after the 
Transnistrian Supreme Council session were the constitutional reform was discussed.  
There was overtly expressed the idea that the president transformed the republic in a 
monarchy, where his two sons hold important state positions  and by miracle manage to 
cope with the state affairs physically being far outside the Transnistrian territory. As a 
reaction there appeared other rumors in the society about the wealth of the Supreme 
Council speaker, Shevchiuk, who even showed it off, behaving as a grand lord in his 
village of origin Strointsi where he had a mansion millions of dollars worth, with stables 
and expensive horses. Shortly before that, the newspaper «Родина» (“Rodina”) published 
another article disguising the habits of the family of the Supreme Council deputy speaker 
Kaminskii whose wife owed a business of providing sexual services with the involvement 
of under aged girls. Since that firm was placed in Ribnitsa, where nothing could happen 
without the tacit knowledge of Shevchiuk, that publication obviously damaged his whole 
group fighting with Smirnov.  
In other words, being involved in the conflict between Smirnov and Shevchiuk, the local 
mass-media  did nothing else than actively  “swinging the Transnistrian boat”. The civil 
society consuming this product long ago came to the conclusion that when the lords are 
fighting the servants are crying. Another idea started also to appear more and more often 
on the pages of the local printed media. It unmasks the Transnistrian ideology as an 
artificially introduced element in the life of Moldova. Voices started to be heard about the 
Moscow responsibility for the events in Transnistria as well as about its responsibility to 
find the so-called third power  able to get rid of Smirnov and Shevchiuk and to bring in 
the Government real pro-Transnistrian and pro-Russian patriots.  
 
3. The Transnistrian mass-media successes as a failure for the Kishinev’s ones. 
What to do or not to do?  
 
Whatever the future situation on the both banks of the Dniester River may be and despite 
of the prospective development of the relationships between them, the following 
conditions will remain the same:  
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- the Transnistrian issue will still be in the list of “frozen conflicts” for a long time;  
- the Transnistrian mass-media that protect and develop the idea of Transnistria as a state 
will always have better positions than the mass-media from Kishinev if the current 
situation in Transnistria and Moldova remains the same; similarly, the Tiraspol 
propaganda will always be a success both in destroying the new (inconvenient for 
Tiraspol) approaches to the settlement of the conflict and in supporting the convenient 
ones.  
Kishinev should acknowledge its weakness in this area. Admitting its role of outsider may 
prove to be even useful in the subsequent chose of behavior patterns in the Transnistrian 
issue: Kishinev will either be obliged to admit the fact that it is necessary to find a 
compromise with Tiraspol, or dare for a program under the slogan of necessary victory in 
the fight against secessionism and for the territorial integrity of the country. This 
certainly does not mean any overt armed conflict or secret services’ operations. The 
choice of behavior patterns should of course reflect the final objective.  
In the first variant something like federation or confederation, in the second variant there 
is a hope for getting back the left-bank territories so that to preserve the territorial 
integrity of of the Republic of Moldova. The mass-media will have an important and 
sometimes even a crucial role in both cases.  
What Kishinev should   do? Reject any plans or actions that might create preconditions 
for repeating the previous mistakes. Practice shows that any failure of Kishinev’s 
propaganda immediately becomes a victory for the Tiraspol ideologists. In the 
Transnistrian issue Kishinev always acted taking into consideration only the interests of 
the parties (as a rule one party) holding the power.  
The political parties’ factor in the conflict settling created a kind of market in the process; 
they usually proved to be especially active and especially clumsy in tackling the 
Transnistrian issue because they usually did that only in the framework of their elections’ 
campaigns in the Republic of Moldova. The eloquent example of the Communist Party 
from Moldova, which has practically blocked the negotiation process should be borne in 
mind.   Moreover, the Kishinev’s politicians involved in the regulation of this issue at all 
levels suffered of a primitive attraction for conspiracy. The Communist Party of Moldova 
is a model in this respect.   
 
(A document is attached, which has been disseminated by the president’s Voronin 
administration among “their own mass-media”, which eloquently shows that the 
communists only imitated any activities in the Transnistrian issue, and namely created 
new difficulties confusing both the Tiraspol politicians and the society as a whole. Thus 
even a superficial analysis of their work showed that Kishinev simply did not know what 
to do with the Transnistrian issue.  Only an exactly elaborated answer will  give us the 
opportunity to efficiently counteract the Transnistrian propaganda. ) 
 


