
DAY OF RESISTANCE TO THE 
OCCUPATION OF THE AUTONOMOUS 
REPUBLIC OF CRIMEA AND THE CITY 
OF SEVASTOPOL: Recommendations 
for Communication and Coverage of 
This Day



In February 2014, Russia launched a military operation to seize Crimea, using regular 
units of the Armed Forces of the Russian Federation. The residents of the Crimean 
Peninsula did not surrender and did not accept the occupiers. On 26 February 2014, 
thousands of people — Crimean Tatars, Ukrainians, and representatives of other 
nationalities — rallied in front of the Supreme Council of the Autonomous Republic of 
Crimea to demonstrate their support of Ukraine’s territorial integrit and opposed the 
organization of an extraordinary session of the Crimean parliament, which pro-Russian 
activists had called for on February 25, 2014. The activists demanded that the session 
consider holding a so-called referendum on the independence of Crimea, but thanks to 
the thousands-strong rally, the extraordinary session of the parliament was prevented.

However, a day after this rally, Russia shifted to an open military phase: armed soldiers 
without insignia seized the buildings of the parliament and government of the 
Autonomous Republic of Crimea and the city of Sevastopol, and began blockading 
Ukrainian military units, airports, and land routes connecting to mainland Ukraine. On 
March 25, Russian armed forces captured the last unit of the Ukrainian Navy in Crimea 
still flying the Ukrainian flag — the minesweeper “Cherkasy.”

Ukrainian legislation designates 20 February 2014, as the start date of the armed 
aggression of the Russian Federation against Ukraine. International organisations 
recognise the fact of this aggression and the illegality of the occupation of the Crimean 
Peninsula.

26 February has gained special significance as the day of open resistance to the Russian 
occupation of Crimea, a resistance that continues to this day, becoming the starting 
point of civil opposition on the peninsula. The residents of Crimea resist in various ways: 
from peaceful civic activism to participating in the defence of Ukraine on the front lines 
or in the enemy’s rear. This day serves as a reminder of the ongoing struggle for the 
liberation of Crimea from Russian invaders.

Russia’s War Against Ukraine Began with the Occupation 
of Crimea – 12 Years Ago



More details can be read at the following link: https://rusaggression.gov.ua/ua/vidst-
up-ahresora-pid-tyskom-hromadskosti-a26b7c4b1758f3a977ad816f66ccffe8.html

State Policy on the Commemoration of the Day of Resistance to the 
Occupation of Crimea

In 2020, President of Ukraine Volodymyr Zelenskyy approved Decree No. 58/2020, which 
established 26 February as the Day of Resistance to the Occupation of the Autonomous 
Republic of Crimea and the City of Sevastopol.

Since 2021, a series of state-level events has been implemented, a visual identity for this 
day has been developed, and information coverage of various forms of resistance to the 
temporary occupation of Ukrainian territory has been ensured.

On 26 February 2026, Ukraine will mark 12 years of resistance to the occupation of 
Crimea and the beginning of the war launched by Russia against Ukraine.

Key Points to Remember in Communication on This Day

•	 The armed aggression of Russia against Ukraine began specifically with the 
occupation of Crimea 12 years ago.

•	 The so-called referendum in Crimea is illegal and has no legal consequences. In 
its judgment of June 25, 2024, in the case of “Ukraine v. Russia (re Crimea),” the 
ECHR confirmed that Russia exercised effective military control over the peninsula, 
meaning that all subsequent actions of the aggressor state, including the 
organization and conduct of the so-called referendum, occurred under the control 
of the Russian military and in violation of the Constitution of Ukraine. The invalidity 
of the “referendum” was also affirmed by the UN General Assembly.
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•	 International norms are unequivocal: the occupation of Crimea is illegal. The UN 
General Assembly, the OSCE, the Council of Europe, the EU, and other institutions 
have confirmed the policy of non-recognition of the attempted occupation of Crimea. 
Every year, resolutions and statements are adopted that unanimously state that the 
Crimean Peninsula is part of the sovereign territory of Ukraine and condemn its 
occupation by Russia. No state has the right to change borders by force. Adherence 
to international law is supported by the democratic world and ensures global order 
based on peaceful cooperation.

•	 Crimea under occupation is a territory of systematic human rights violations. Torture, 
enforced disappearances, political persecution, and pressure on journalists, activists, 
ethnic Ukrainians, and Crimean Tatars have been recorded in Crimea. The Crimean 
Tatars are an indigenous people who have faced targeted repression. Russia is pursuing 
a policy of Russification, has banned the Mejlis, and is suppressing the Crimean Tatar 
language and culture, which constitutes a form of systemic discrimination.

•	 After the occupation began in 2014, the occupying administration of the Russian 
Federation introduced so-called Russian education standards in the Autonomous 
Republic of Crimea and the city of Sevastopol. The main consequence was that 
opportunities to study in Ukrainian and Crimean Tatar were drastically reduced, 
and schools were used as instruments to impose a Russian identity. Since 2022, this 
practice has only intensified and expanded. For example, in the last year alone, schools 
introduced militarized games and “patriotic education” lessons, during which children 
are taught how to handle weapons and assemble, for instance, unmanned aerial 
vehicles. These lessons are not just “theoretical,” as they involve active participation 
from Russian military personnel. Furthermore, the occupying administration has 
significantly expanded and continues to expand the network of youth militarized 
formations that interact with Russian army structures and thus prepare young men 
for service.

•	 The Russian occupying administration has been systematically squeezing out the 
Orthodox Church of Ukraine (OCU) from the religious life of Crimea for years. After the 
Archbishops’ Council of the Kyiv Patriarchate condemned the occupation on March 11, 
2014, and blessed the Ukrainian military and people to defend the state, the OCU was 
treated as a structure that does not recognise the so-called occupying administration. 
This led to pressure on religious figures; for example, Metropolitan Klyment’s house 
was burned down, he himself was detained, clergy were subjected to recruitment 
attempts, summoned for “discussions,” and explicitly told that the activities of their 
communities were “undesirable.” In 2014, the occupiers began seizing OCU churches 
and transferring them to Moscow Patriarchate structures. In November 2023, 
Metropolitan Klyment of Simferopol and Crimea stated that the Crimean Eparchy 
of the Orthodox Church of Ukraine had effectively ceased its activities, first under 
the occupation of Crimea and then after Russia’s full-scale invasion. Thus, in 2024, 
the Crimean Eparchy of the Orthodox Church of Ukraine suspended its work on the 
territory of the Crimean Peninsula due to the physical destruction by the occupiers 
of the last Ukrainian church in Crimea — the Holy Cross Exaltation Church of the 
Orthodox Church of Ukraine in Yevpatoria — and the dismantling of the dome of the 
Cathedral of the Holy Equal-to-the-Apostles Prince Volodymyr and Princess Olga in 
Simferopol.



•	 As of early February 2026, 284 individuals on the Crimean Peninsula are subjected 
to political judicial persecution, 159 of whom are Crimean Tatars. Russia fabricates 
criminal cases and issues verdicts without any evidence — a point constantly 
emphasized by human rights defenders and protectors of political prisoners. 
Moreover, occupying administrations exert pressure on political prisoners, keep 
them in unsatisfactory conditions, conceal their true health status, and deny them 
medical assistance. As a result, the health of political prisoners is systematically 
deteriorating. For example, Tofik Abdulhaziiev, sentenced to 12 years, was diagnosed 
in prison with a brain tumour and pulmonary tuberculosis, which directly threatens 
his life. Another political prisoner, Amet Suleimanov, has been denied a necessary 
heart operation by the occupiers for years. 

•	 After 2022, the occupiers intensified persecution for resistance to the occupation. 
Any public display of a pro-Ukrainian stance can serve as grounds for searches, 
detentions, and further imprisonment. Security forces come after people for 
comments in support of Ukraine on social media or even for using yellow-and-blue 
smileys. The occupation authorities treat such actions as “extremism,” “discrediting 
the Russian army,” or “treason.” For example, Halyna Dovhopola — one of the oldest 
Crimean political prisoners — was sentenced to 12 years in a general-regime colony 
for alleged “treason” and “cooperation with Ukrainian intelligence.” Human rights 
defender and journalist Iryna Danylovych was illegally sentenced for allegedly 
storing an explosive device. There are hundreds of similar stories. The practice of 
holding individuals incommunicado without formal charges also remains relevant.

•	 Occupied Crimea has been turned into a military base for aggression against 
Ukraine. From the peninsula, the Russian army launches systematic missile strikes 
on peaceful Ukrainian cities. The peninsula has become a logistical hub used by 
the Russian Armed Forces to conduct military operations in southern Ukraine. The 
de-occupation of Crimea is not only a matter of territorial integrity but also of the 
security of all of Ukraine and the Black Sea region.

•	 The occupation has led to the economic degradation of Crimea. The peninsula 
has been internationally isolated by sanctions, has lost its tourist appeal, and its 
infrastructure is deteriorating due to insufficient funding. The Kerch Bridge did not 
solve logistical problems but only intensified the militarisation of the region. The 
economy of Crimea has effectively been transformed into the economy of a military 
garrison.

•	 Ukrainians are united in their desire for the de-occupation of Crimea. The return of 
Crimea is possible when we are united. Crimea is not just a question of the peninsula; 
it is a question of the security of all of Ukraine. As long as Crimea is occupied, Odesa, 
Mykolaiv, and Kherson are under threat. As long as there are Russian bases in Crimea, 
they threaten the entire Black Sea region. The de-occupation of Crimea is critical 
for restoring Ukraine’s sovereignty, regaining control over its maritime borders, and 
ensuring the long-term security of all regions of the country.

•	 There are still many people on the Crimean Peninsula who are waiting for de-
occupation by the Defence Forces and believe in the liberation of the peninsula 
from the occupiers. The residents of Crimea are hostages of the Russian occupation.



•	 In 2021, at the initiative of the President of Ukraine, the Crimea Platform was 
established — an international mechanism to facilitate the de-occupation of Crimea 
and to unite world leaders on the issue of Crimea. The decisions of the Crimea 
Platform include coordinated steps by partners, not just general statements. Among 
these steps are the synchronization of sanctions, the development of tools to counter 
the occupation, bringing the guilty to justice, supporting humanitarian tracks, and 
documenting crimes. Ukraine works annually to expand the circle of participants in 
the Crimea Platform, especially among countries in Africa, Asia, and Latin America, 
to draw attention to the issue of Crimea, convey the truth about the occupation, and 
dispel Russian narratives about the Crimean Peninsula in these regions.

•	 The issue of Crimea is not a “territorial dispute” but an issue of international law, 
human rights, and regional security. The position of the President of Ukraine on 
Crimea is clear and unwavering — Ukraine does not recognise Crimea as Russian 
either “de facto” or “de jure.” A peace in which Crimea is “put aside” or “bracketed” 
is not stable: it rewards the aggressor and increases the risk of new attacks, both 
against Ukraine and against other states.

•	 Ukraine is also developing post-de-occupation steps for the peninsula. Specifically, 
on the instructions of President Volodymyr Zelenskyy, a special working group based 
at the Mission of the President of Ukraine in the Autonomous Republic of Crimea has 
developed proposals for the state’s priority steps after the de-occupation of Crimea, 
which will allow for the reintegration and stable development of the peninsula and 
its residents, laying the foundation for rebuilding and developing its socio-economic 
potential.

When covering Crimea, it is important to use terminology correctly: “temporary 
occupation of Crimea” rather than “annexation.” In March 2014, Russia used its military 
to establish control over Crimea and Sevastopol, which was an act of aggression against 
Ukraine and the beginning of the war. Since occupation means establishing control 
over a territory, it is also correct to say that “Russia carried out the occupation of the 
Crimean Peninsula, which is not recognised by the international community.”

Key Myths About the Crimean Peninsula

An important part of Russia’s occupation of Crimea is imposing narratives and myths 
on the peninsula’s residents that are favorable to Russia. They are based on distorting 
the history of the peninsula and justifying the crimes of the occupation regime against 
Ukrainians and Crimean Tatars. Below are three key myths that Russia uses to legitimize 
its occupation of Crimea.

Myth №1. The residents of Crimea did not resist the occupation; everything happened 
peacefully and “without a single drop of blood.”

This is one of Russia’s key propaganda myths about the occupation of Crimea. In reality, 
resistance on the peninsula began from the very first days. Specifically, on 26 February, 
2014, between 5,000 and 10,000 residents of the peninsula gathered near the building 
of the Supreme Council of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea to defend the territorial 
integrity of Ukraine. On the same day, a pro-Russian rally was organized in parallel. 
Clashes later broke out between them, resulting in the deaths of two people.



After February 26, sporadic rallies continued. For instance, in March 2014, Russians 
killed activist Reshat Ametov, who went on a one-man picket in the main square of 
Simferopol. Also, during the storming of the Simferopol Photogrammetric Centre, 
Russians shot and killed Ukrainian military topographer Serhii Kokurin, who was at 
his workplace at the time. He is considered the first person killed in the Russia’s war 
against Ukraine.

After the occupation, the Russian administration not only silenced this resistance but 
also began persecuting its participants. Nine Crimean Tatars were accused of allegedly 
“organizing mass riots” on February 26. This episode later became the basis for the so-
called case of February 26.

For all the subsequent 12 years of occupation, Russia has only ramped up its repressive 
machinery in Crimea: people are persecuted and arrested for their faith and pro-
Ukrainian stance. Today, we know of more than 200 political prisoners illegally 
imprisoned by Russia on fabricated charges.

Thus, the assertion about an occupation “without resistance and without a single drop 
of blood” is a blatant manipulation that ignores both mass civic resistance and specific 
human casualties.

Myth №2. The people of Crimea supposedly voted to join Russia in a “referendum.”

In fact, the process that Russia held on March 16, 2014, and called a “referendum,” had 
nothing to do with democracy or law and was illegal. At the time it was held, Crimea 
was already occupied by Russian troops, who controlled administrative buildings. This 
means that no legitimate authorities remained on the peninsula capable of legally 
initiating or organising a referendum.

Moreover, at that time, there was no current law in Ukraine on local referendums. 
According to Article 73 of the Constitution of Ukraine, changes to the state’s territory 
may be decided only by an all-Ukrainian referendum.

The so-called referendum in Crimea was also illegal from the perspective of international 
law. It was not recognised by either the UN General Assembly or the OSCE. There is 
also extensive evidence that Russian citizens specifically brought to the peninsula 
participated in the voting. Under such conditions, it is impossible to speak of “free will” 
or a real desire of the residents of the Crimean Peninsula to join Russia.

Myth №3. Nikita Khrushchev “gifted” Crimea to Ukraine. 

The thesis about a “gift” of Crimea to Ukraine is another instrument of Russian 
propaganda used to justify the 2014 occupation. However, it has nothing to do with 
historical reality.

The transfer of Crimea from the RSFSR to the Ukrainian SSR in 1954 was not a unilateral 
decision by Nikita Khrushchev and was not a “gift.” It was a collegial decision of the 
USSR leadership, driven by objective economic and geographical factors.



After World War II and the deportation of the Crimean Tatars in 1944, the peninsula 
was in a deep economic and demographic crisis. Crimea is geographically connected 
specifically to mainland Ukraine, not to Russia, and was more economically integrated 
into the economic complex of the Ukrainian SSR.

The water supply to the peninsula could be established only from the Dnipro River via 
the North-Crimean Canal; electricity was supplied by the Ukrainian energy system; and 
the main transport routes passed through mainland Ukraine.

The transfer of Crimea to the Ukrainian SSR was a practical decision regarding the 
administration of territory that was economically integrated with the Soviet Ukrainian 
economy. Within the USSR, this issue was regarded as an internal administrative change 
rather than a redistribution of sovereign territories.

Therefore, the transfer of Crimea to the Ukrainian SSR was a rational administrative 
decision within the USSR, not a “gift.” Since then, the peninsula was part of the Ukrainian 
SSR, and from 1991, it became part of independent Ukraine.

Russia illegally occupied Crimea in 2014, violating the internationally recognised 
borders of Ukraine. These borders were officially recognised by the Russian Federation 
after the collapse of the USSR, through bilateral agreements concluded with Ukraine 
as a separate sovereign state. That is why the formulation about the “reunification of 
Crimea with Russia” is unacceptable. It creates an illusion of “historical justice” and 
conceals the fact of armed aggression and temporary occupation.

Myth №4. Russia has a “historic right” to Crimea.

This is one of the most repeated narratives of Russian propaganda. The Kremlin tries 
to explain the occupation of Ukrainian Crimea precisely with the thesis of a “historic 
right.” However, this narrative ignores the millennia-long history of Crimea before the 
Russian Empire appeared there and conceals the fact that Russia has always tried to 
establish control over the peninsula by force.

For centuries, various peoples lived on the peninsula. From the eighth century BC, the 
Crimea steppes were home to the Cimmerians, Scythians, and, later, Sarmatians and 
Alans. In different periods, Taurians, Goths, Armenians, and Genoese also lived here. 
For more than three centuries, the steppes and foothills were occupied by a state 
subordinate to the Ottoman Empire — the Crimean Khanate. Meanwhile, the Russian 
Empire had already begun to covet the Crimean Peninsula, where the indigenous 
peoples — Crimean Tatars, Karaites, and Krymchaks — had formed and still live today.

The Russian Empire’s army first occupied Crimea in the 1770s, and, in 1783, Empress 
Catherine II issued a manifesto on the “annexation” of Crimea. The peninsula was then 
legally incorporated into the Russian Empire. This was followed by the renaming of 
cities and a policy of population change, which modern Russia continues to emulate 
today.

In January 1918, the Russian Empire seized Crimea for a second time and destroyed the 
Crimean Democratic Republic. By April, Ukrainian troops under the command of Petro 
Bolbochan had liberated the peninsula from the Bolsheviks. The next time — in 1921 — 
Russia once again established its power on the peninsula.



The occupation of the Crimean Peninsula in 2014 was another chapter in its history. In 
total, the Russian Empire first controlled the Crimean Peninsula for 134 years — from 
1783 to 1917. Then, from 1921 to 1941 — another 20 years, after the German occupation 
from 1944 to 1953, and from 2014 to the present. In total, this amounts to over 170 
years. At the same time, if we compare these periods with the entire known history 
of the peninsula, which spans over 3,200 years, it becomes clear: Russian rule is only a 
relatively short episode in the long history of Crimea. For centuries, Russia has sought 
to establish control over a peninsula that has not historically belonged to it.

We request that this document be used in official communications for the Day of 
Resistance to the Occupation of Crimea.

More messages for use in communications on the de-occupation and reintegration of 
the Crimean Peninsula: https://cutt.ly/FtQTzLay

Visual identity for the Day of Resistance to the Occupation of Crimea in 2026: https://
cutt.ly/MtQTABi9
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