
When Jesus told people to turn the other cheek ra-

ther than strike back an eye for an eye, people found 

it hard to hear. It doesn’t make intuitive sense, on a 

mental or visceral level. 

However, today’s dilemma for Western countries 

with regard to Russian’s invasion of Ukraine isn’t the 

one we normally have, on these lines: of pacificism vs 

military resistance. For no one, influenced by Jesus or 

not, is arguing for a military intervention by the West 

in Ukraine. Ukraine is not in NATO, and putting, say, 

US troops into battle against Russian troops, is essen-

tially creating a World War, which no one wants; 

moreover, Russia is a nuclear power, controlled by a 

dictator whose reckless aggression gives genuine 

cause for alarm. 

For once, everyone has both taken violent action off 

the table and yet also seeks an appropriate, real re-

sponse. I am certain of two things in this area. First, 

that it will be possible to find a non-violent but effec-

tive response to the Russian aggression. Second, to 

find that appropriate response will take us into areas 

where we have previously overlooked the moral am-

biguity of our position, and those who suffer will be 

only tangentially linked to Russia. 

For a thought experiment, take football. Roman 

Abramovich owns Chelsea football club and has taken 

his enormous fortune, made from the privatisation of 

the state owned Russian oil industry in 2003, and in-

vested huge amounts in Chelsea FC, as well as houses 

around London. He has also never distanced himself 

from Putin, and has some kind of positive ongoing 

relationship with him. 

One non-military option would be to strip 

Abramavich of his houses and his club, and for other 

Premier League clubs to refuse to play Chelsea. That 

would certainly hurt Abramovich, and, perhaps, dam-

age Putin. But then, who would take up the wages of 

Romelu Lukaku, Ngolo Kante, Mason Mount and oth-

ers? And what about ordinary Chelsea fans, who have 

no games to watch? And then, if you’re going to pun-

ish Chelsea for their Russian links, then what about 

Newcastle, who are owned by Saudi Arabia, with its 

terrible record both in human rights and in its role in 

the war in Yemen? 

Once you go about finding non violent retaliatory ac-

tion on Russia, our world is so interlinked that the 

result will undoubtedly be that some people suffer, 

who had nothing to do with the decision to invade 

Ukraine. Moreover, action in one area automatically 

leads to questions about inaction in others. 

That said, it is ultimately possible. Moreover, what is 

the alternative? Given that active military engage-

ment is unthinkable, there have to be creative, non-

violent ways in which to subvert Russia’s aggression.  

For them to be effective, there will be costs, and the 

costs will be unequally borne,  in some cases borne 

by many who had nothing to do with the decision to 

invade. But there will be no justice without sacrifice. 

Responding rightly to invasion 
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