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Introduction
The Malaysian Airlines Boeing 777-200ER, which was 
serving the MH17 flight from Amsterdam to Kuala 
Lumpur, was shot down in the Russian militants-
controlled territory on 17 July 2014. All 298 people aboard 
– 283 passengers and 15 crew members – died.

As the MH17 catastrophe took place, Russian militants 
claimed that they "managed to shoot down the Ukrainian 
An-26 military transport aircraft." Some Russian media 
also reported on "the Ukrainian An-26 destroyed by the 
militias."

Before long, it became clear that no Ukrainian plane 
had been shot down, and at "the site where the An-
26 fell down", disclosed by the militants and Russian 
media, were the remains of the MH17 passenger flight. 
Since then, the Kremlin has begun a new stage of its 
fierce information warfare in order to conceal those 
who were truly implicated in the deaths of 298 people, 
disgracefully accusing Ukraine of downing the plane. 

A leader of the terrorists of the so-called DPR reports on the “downed An-26”

Russian mass media report on the shot “Ukrainian Air Force aircraft”



Boeing-777-200 (B777-2H6ER, side number 9M-MRD) of Malaysia Airlines, a Malaysian company, which was serving the MH17 flight from Amsterdam to Kuala 
Lumpur on 17 July 2014

Photo from the site of the MH17 flight crash



Preconditions for the Accident
In the summer of 2014, it became necessary for the Kremlin to force 
Ukraine to renounce the use of military aircraft during its anti-terrorist 
operation in the East of the country. To that end, a plan was obviously 
worked out to destroy a Ukrainian Air Force military transport aircraft 
at a height unreachable for man-portable air-defence systems 
(MANPADS) in order to demonstrate that Russian militants could 
crash any Ukrainian aircraft. Therefore, the Russian leadership 
decided to send the BUK missile system to Donbass to destroy the 
Ukrainian plane and return it to Russia. Deploying comprehensive air 
defence systems was inappropriate since Russia was and is trying by 
all means to conceal its participation in the war on Donbas.

On 17 July 2014, the Ukrainian An-26 was scheduled to fly at an 
altitude of 6,500 meters in the area of Snizhne of the Donetsk region. 
It is this city which Russians chose as a target for a demonstrative 
attack. However, a few hours before the departure, the flight was 
cancelled because the Security Services of Ukraine (SSU) had 
detained the spy who had been providing Russia with information 
on Ukrainian aviation flights to the ATO zone. Moscow and Russian 
militants did not know the flight had been cancelled and therefore 
they continued to wait for the An-26 of the Air Forces of Ukraine.

It was by terrible accident that, at the same time, when the An-26 
the militants thought was to fly over the area of Snizhne, the Boeing 
777 of the MH17 flight happened to be there, whereas the BUK 
missile system radar was arranged so that it could not distinguish 
the passenger Boeing at an altitude of 10 km at a speed of 900 km/h 
from the An-26, which was flying at an altitude of 6 km at a speed 
of 600 km/h. It is because Russia and its terrorists had prepared this 
attack thoroughly that Russian media and the militants reported on 
the "shot An-26" hardly had the MH17 flight been destroyed.

A pro-Russian terrorist of the so-called DPR at the site of the MH17 
crash

Scattered things at the site of the crash which belonged to passengers





Investigating Causes of MH17 Flight 
Disaster 
On 21 July 2014, due to the crash of the passenger liner, the UN 
Security Council adopted Resolution No. 2166, requiring Russian 
fighters controlling the site of the crash and the surrounding area to 
refrain from any action that would affect the site of the catastrophe. 
The resolution also called for all the States and responsible 
individuals to cooperate fully in the international investigation into the 
causes of the disaster. 

According to the ICAO rules, Ukraine had the right to conduct a 
technical investigation into the causes of the crash of the MH17 since 
the disaster had taken place in its territory. However, in order not 
to be accused of bias, Kyiv voluntarily handed over the authority to 
conduct the technical investigation into the plane crash to the Dutch 
Security Council. 

The Joint Investigation Team (JIT) includes representatives from the 
Netherlands, Belgium, Australia, Ukraine, and Malaysia. 

The international investigation team working with the plane debris

MH17 flight plane reconstruction by investigators



Comparing distinctive elements of a 9M38-
series missile with the debris found at the site 
of the MH17 flight crash not belonging to the 
Boeing 777

The missile projectiles found in the bodies of the 
MH17 flight pilots

The 9H314M combat unit and its projectiles

The location of the missile combat unit relative to the airplane. Taken from the official Russian-
language booklet published on the Dutch Prosecutor’s Office website



The investigation was divided into two 
parts, technical and criminal
On 13 October 2015, the Netherlands Security Council presented its 
final report on the technical investigation, stating that the aircraft was 
shot down by a missile from the BUK missile system with the 9H314M 
combat unit. The report did not specify the site of the missile launch, 
though it read that it took place in an area of 320 square kilometres 
in Eastern Ukraine. All other versions ("a bomb on board", "Ukrainian 
attack aircraft", etc.) were officially dismissed.

Presentation of the report on the technical causes of the MH17 flight 
catastrophe

An area of 320 square kilometres where the missile was launched The picture of the BUK missile system from the JIT official report



MH17 was shot down by a 9M38-series missile (most 
likely 9M38M1) with a 9H314M military unit, launched 
from the BUK missile system from a farming field 
near the settlement of Pervomaiske, not far from 
Snizhne

The BUK missile system was delivered to Ukraine 
from the Russian Federation and, after the MH17 flight 
crash, was returned again to Russia 
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 Three important facts were established
On 28 September 2016, the Joint Investigation Team presented the first results of the criminal investigation into the causes of the MH17 
flight crash. 
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The work done by the Joint Investigation Team 

500,000

6,000

150,00

200

60

200

1448

200

1448

60

500,000

Every day, from 100 to 200 
investigators and experts worked, 
with nearly 100 investigators 
continuing to work

Nearly 200 witnesses questioned

150,000 telephone calls listened to 
and analyzed

6,000 reports would be needed to 
record all the collected information

1448 fragments of the aircraft 
examined and incorporated into 
the case

60 times the investigators 
requested assistance of the 
intelligence and security services 
from different countries

FRAGMENTS 

PHOTOS

500,000 photos and videos, 
including from the Internet, 
analyzed

CONSULTATIONS

EXPERTS WITNESSES

PHONE CALLS 

REPORTS 

150,000

6,000

200

It should be noted that the investigation team has provided only part of the information available, since the investigation is 
confidential and a large amount of data cannot be made public at the the present stage. It concerns, in particular, intelligence data 
and the established circle of suspects.



The photo with a trail of the missile launch, obtained and verified by the 
investigation

Video reconstruction of the moment of the missile explosion. Taken 
from the JIT presentation

The exact location of the site of the missile launch. Taken from the JIT 
presentation

The identified part of the BUK missile system return route from the site 
of the missile launch to Russia



The investigation was also provided with images of American 
satellites and а report Ьу US intelligence agencies, which could not 
Ье revealed for reasons of confidentiality but will Ье presented in 
court. The European Space Agency (ESA) also provided its satellite 
images and the findings Ьу competent experts to assist in the 
investigation. The investigators argued that both American and 
European data confirm their conclusions regarding the site of the 
missile Launch and that the BUK missile system was delivered from 
Russia. 

On 21 September 2017, foreign ministers of Australia, Belgium, 
Malaysia, the Netherlands and Ukraine signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding on the support of prosecution of the perpetrators of 
the downing of the MH-17 flight at a UN General Assembly meeting.

On 24 May 2017, during the presentation of the preliminary results 
of its investigation, the Joint Investigation Team (JIT) officially 
stated that the MH-17 flight had been brought down by the Russian 
air defence missile system Buk belonging to the 53rd air defence 
brigade, based under Kursk. The investigators established that Buk 
left Kursk on 23 June 2014, later transported to Millerovo, Rostov 
Region, and from there to Eastern Ukraine.

The JIT’s statement was followed by the United States and the 
European Union calling on Russia to admit its responsibility for the 
downing of the passenger liner. Furthermore, the U.S. urged Russia 
to respect and observe UN Security Council Resolution 2166 of 
2014, which obliges all countries to fully cooperate with the 
investigation to identify those who are responsible and hold them 
accountable. “It is time for Russia to stop lying and explain its role 
in the downing of the plane”, the U.S. Department of State 
commented.

8 The саг that transported the BUK missile system and foltow-me vehictes. 
Taken from the JIT presentation. 

In turn, the governments of the Netherlands and Australia issued 
a joint statement claiming that full responsibility for the downing 
of the MH-17 flight rests with Russia. “Based on the conclusions 
of the international investigation team, the Netherlands and 
Australia so far do not doubt that Russia bears responsibility for 
deploying the Buk missile launcher which was used to bring 
down MH-17”, said Stef Blok, Dutch Foreign Minister.

As of May 2018, the investigation had established all the reasons 
of the MH-17 flight crash and the circle of those involved in it. At 
the present stage, collection of evidence is being completed and 
the level of impiety of all the perpetrators is being determined, 
and the pre-trial procedures are being carried out.

On 12 June 2018, Dutch parliament approved an agreement 
signed between the Netherlands and Ukraine which will ensure 
the persecution of the persons responsible for the MH-17 crash. 
The agreement stipulates that the trial will take place in the 
Netherlands, most likely in The Hague.



The very first "official" version of the Kremlin was a fake about a 
"Ukrainian attack aircraft." On 21 July 2014, an official of the Ministry 
of Defence of the Russian Federation stated at the briefing 
that "at the time of the MH17 catastrophe, there was a Su-25 of 
the Ukrainian Air Forces nearby." The version was effectively 
promoted by Russian officials, Russian propagandistic media 
and Russian militants in Donbas. For instance, in December 2014, 
Vladimir Markin, an official representative of the Investigative 
Committee, spoke of "irrefutable evidence of involvement of 
Ukrainian military plane MH17 in the disaster." Similarly, the 
terrorist leader of the so-called DPR said that he "personally saw 
how two Ukrainian planes shot down the Malaysian Boeing." In the 
meantime, Russian propagandistic media spread the "legend" of 
"Captain Voloshin on the Ukrainian Su-25." 

The Russian version of the "Ukrainian attack aircraft" was officially 
dismissed in the first report of the Investigation Team, published 
in October 2015. Later, in September 2016, Russia’s Ministry of 
Defence gave up the version it made itself, recognizing that there 
were no foreign airships along with the MH17 flight. 

Disinformation and Attempts by the Kremlin to Accuse Ukraine  
Hardly had it turned out that the Russian military shot down the MH17 flight jet airliner instead of the Ukrainian An-26 that the Kremlin 
launched a new round of fierce information aggression in order to conceal those who are truly responsible for the deaths of 298 
people and accuse Ukraine of this crime.The main Kremlin's statements and their refutation are given below.

"Ukrainian attack aircraft" 

A screenshot from the presentation of the Ministry of Defence of Russia 
showing a “Ukrainian military aircraft near the MH17”



"Russian radars data"
Another attempt by Moscow to mislead the Investigation Team 
and the international community was a story on Russian radars 
data which features the moment of the MH17 catastrophe. In 
September 2016, on the eve of the publication of an interim 
report on the criminal investigation, Moscow stated that it had 
"found the original data of the radar", which it previously claimed 
"was not saved." At first glance, this is "good" news for the 
investigation, but the Kremlin's goal was far from helping the 
investigation.

Based on a "new discovery", Moscow began a new wave of 
discrediting the Investigation Team and its findings. The key 
argument was that, without the Russian radars data it was 
allegedly "impossible to establish precisely the causes of the 
disaster", and thus the announced presentation of the results 
of the investigation "cannot be trusted." However, Moscow's 
attempts were in vain since as far back as in January 2016, 
the Dutch prosecutor officially replied that the Dutch Security 
Council had enough information on the radar and satellite 
data, and that any additional radar data would not change 
the conclusions of the investigation as to the MH17 flight 
catastrophe. 

In addition, referring to some "new" radar data, the Kremlin 
tried to refute the findings of the investigation. As the Russian 
radar did not record missiles, Moscow argued that the missile 
"could be launched only from Zaroshchenske, since if it had 
been launched from the city of Snizhne the radar would have 
recorded it." This absurd statement of Moscow was quickly 
dismissed by the investigation and experts who said that the 
concept of operation of the Utes-T civilian radar does not 
enable it to capture small objects moving at great speed 
such as a BUK missile. In addition, independent aviation 
expert Vadim Lukashevich said that there were virtually equal 
chances as to whether a missile radar could be detected by 
radards from Zaroshchenske or Snizhne: in the former case, for 
35 seconds while the missile flew, the radar "saw" the rocket 
twice; and in the latter, thrice. Still, the technical capabilities of 
that radar do not obviously enable capturing the missile from 
both Zaroshchenske and Snizhne.

Russia’s Defence Ministry shows journalists data recorded by a radio 
locator in the Rostov region, which was received at the time of the 
MH17 catastrophe



The version of "a Ukrainian BUK in the city of Zaroshchenske" was 
officially dismissed in September 2016, when the international 
Investigation Team named the exact site of the launch - a field 
near the village of Pervomaiske. In addition, the investigators 
carefully checked the Russian version and came up with an 
interesting conclusion: Zaroshchenske, which Moscow insists on, 
was also under the control of Russian militants on 17 July 2014. 

It should also be noted that in May 2015 the first report of the 
Alma-Antey Group appeared, which was not widely covered 
in the media and fully confirmed the conclusions of the 
investigation regarding the type of missile and the site where it 
had been launched. Later, however, when Moscow realized that 
the official investigation had progressed a lot, Almaz-Antey was 
forced to change its version of the causes of the catastrophe. 

"Ukrainian BUK near Zaroshchenske"
After the "Ukrainian attack aircraft" version failed, the Kremlin 
began to insist that "the MH17 was downed by the Ukrainian BUK 
from Zaroshchenske, controlled by the Ukrainian Armed Forces." 
Also, Russia accused the Investigation Team of "an improperly 
defined type of missile." To "confirm" its version, Moscow went to 
various tricks and deceit. In particular, the manufacturer of BUK 
missile systems, Almaz-Antey, published its own report on the 
causes of the MH17 flight catastrophe, where the findings were 
based on an experiment to explode a missile next to the cabin of 
an IL-76. However, as experts immediately noticed, Russians had 
deliberately created conditions during the experiment different 
from those of the Joint Investigation Team: according to the 
findings of the investigation, the missile was located much further 
away from the cabin than it was at the time of the explosion. 
Obviously, such manipulations were designed to obtain the 
"desired" result.

Taken from the official Russian-language booklet, which was published on the Dutch Prosecutor’s Office website in October 2015. As can be seen, the data 
provided by the Russian concern Almaz-Antey coincide with the calculations of the international investigation and the Ukrainian side



The crash caused by a technical 
glitch or human factor

A terrorist act aboard the plane

MH17 was shot by another plane

MH17 was downed with the BUK 
from the Russian 
militants-controlled territory

Once the Joint Investigation Team on the MH17 flight crash made 
public the interim results of its criminal investigation which directly 
accuse Russia of the crash of the passenger airliner, the Kremlin 
launched an information campaign to discredit these results, 
distorting the nature and status of the information obtained by the 
investigation. For example, Russian media and high-ranking officials 
argued that "the reported results of the investigation are just one of 
the versions that many experts disagree with." Russians also state 
that the findings of the investigation are "preliminary", so they might 
be changed as new information is received. 

All these statements are false. Today, there are no "different 
versions of the catastrophe", as the international investigation 
identified all the causes of the MH17 flight plane crash: namely, the 
type of missile, its launch site, the origin of the BUK missile system, 
its delivery route, etc. Also, the list of suspects is clear.

It is important to understand that at this stage the investigation 
does not deal in principle with the issues such as "what type of 
missile was used", "where the shooting was", "whose the BUK was" 
or "how the BUK ended up in Donbas." All this was established long 
ago. Now evidence is being collected and the degree of guilt of 
all those suspected is being determined. By the end of 2017, this 
process will have been completed, and the case submitted to the 
court. 

That is, all the data published by the investigation is 
established facts with an impeccable argumentation and 
evidence base. In addition, Dutch investigators have repeatedly 
stated that there is no longer any additional information that 
could change the commission's conclusions as to the causes 
of the MH17 plane crash. 

"The results of the investigation are just one of the versions that has many 
critics in the expert community"

Versions of the catastrophe



"Ukraine did not close the airspace"
Another attempt by Russia to avoid responsibility were the 
Kremlin's arguments that "the blame for the catastrophe lies 
with Ukraine since it did not close the airspace in the area of 
hostilities." The Russian media went further to say that "it is not 
so important who downed MH17; what important is that Ukraine 
did not close the airspace." Obviously, this is the last line of 
Moscow’s "defence" in its information warfare against Ukraine 
regarding the MH17 flight catastrophe. In fact, the first report of 
the Investigation Team clearly stated that the ICAO rules did not 
require Ukraine to completely close the airspace, and that Kyiv 
raised the lower threshold of the cleared altitude for civil aviation 
to 9.75 km complying with international legal obligations. 

Furthermore, there is another important point that Moscow will 
never say. The ICAO standards require countries to report on 
the deployment of their air defence systems in the areas of civil 
aviation flights. Whether it be an armed conflict or military drills, 
the State which puts its air defence on alert, closes the airspace 
in the area of its operation and warns ICAO thereof. The fact that 
Russia had not warned ICAO and Ukraine of its air defence in the 
civil aviation flight zone makes Moscow responsible for the open 
airspace over Donbas on 17 July 2014. 

Restriction of airspace over the East of Ukraine. A scheme taken from the 
official Russian-language booklet published on the Dutch Prosecutor’s 
Office website

Using open source information, Bellingcat identified the number of the 
BUK missile system and the military unit to which it belongs

July 2012

New photo

June 2014

July 2014



“Ukraine should not have been included in the Joint Investigation Team since it
is an interested party. In its turn, Moscow cannot recognise the results of the 
official investigation as Russia has not been participating in the Joint 
Investigation Team”

In an attempt to discredit the investigation and avoid responsibility, Russia distorts the rules of international law regarding the investigation of 
plane crashes. In fact, the Joint Investigation Team is to include the following countries: a) the country in the territory of which the aviation 

accident took place; b) the countries the citizens of which suffered; c) the country in which the aviation company is based. 

Separately, representatives of the plane’s manufacturer and black box decoding experts are invited. It is evident that Russia does not meet any of 
the above criteria to have the right to participate in the Joint Investigation Team. Moreover, under international law, the country in the territory of 
which the aviation accident took place not only participates in the investigation but also has the right to lead it. Ukraine voluntarily handed over 
to the Netherlands the technical part of the investigation and the key role in the criminal investigation in order not to be accused of bias.

Russia’s statements of “non-recognition of the results of the investigation” are also propagandistic efforts since Moscow’s political declaration 
will in no way affect the court, which will declare its ruling based on the conclusiveness of the results of the official investigation of the MH-17 

flight crash.



Open Source Investigation 
Results  
Investigative journalists from Bellingcat, an organisation dealing 
with open source intelligence by analysing photos, videos, 
satellite images, social media accounts and other information 
from the Internet, paid much attention to the MH17 flight 
catastrophe. 

Independently of the official investigation, Bellingcat established 
the number of the BUK missile system from which the MH17 
flight plane was downed, the military unit to which it belonged, 
the system transportation route, the follow-me vehicles, etc., as 
well as identified the circle of individuals involved in the 
accident.

According to Bellingcat, the BUK missile system with number 
332, which shot down the MH17 flight plane, belongs to the 
Russian 53rd anti-aircraft missile brigade based in Kursk.

Bellingcat experts are cooperating with the Joint Investigation 
Team and providing it with all the information. According to Eliot 
Higgins, the community’s founder, their findings coincide with 
those of the Joint Investigation Team.

In a satellite image, the Bellingcat team identified the tow car with the 
BUK and the follow-me vehicles featured in the video from Makiivka

A screenshot from a video filmed in Makiivka a few hours prior to the 
MH17 flight catastrophe



Despite the fact that Moscow is constantly declaring its "readiness 
to facilitate" the investigation into the case of the MH17 flight 
catastrophe and "render any necessary assistance", in reality it is the 
other way round.

On 30 July 2015, Russia vetoed a draft resolution on the 
establishment of an international tribunal to prosecute the 
perpetrators of the MH17 flight catastrophe at the UN Security 
Council meeting. Of the 15 States Members of the UN Security 
Council, Russia was the only one to vote against. The position of 
Moscow can be explained only as an attempt to protect those 
implicated in the disaster from being held accountable.

The Chairman of the Dutch Security Council, Tjibbe Joustra, also 
claimed that Russia was trying to prevent the investigation: "Every 
time Russians come with new stories and new speakers. I got the 
impression that they are trying to reject the report, whatever the 
pretext. During a single week, Russians twice or thrice changed 
their position on whether it was the BUK or not. I saw a gentleman 
claim one thing and another gentleman say something very 
different," said Jaustra.

In addition, from the very beginning of the investigation, Kremlin-
controlled militants of the so-called DPR prevented the Dutch 
investigators from carrying out their work by blocking their access 
to the site of the plane's crash. It is also worth noting that the 
Dutch Prosecutor's Office report states that surgical staples were 
found in some bodies of the victims of the MH17 flight catastrophe, 
suggesting that militants attempted to remove missile projectiles 
from the corpses.

On 30 July 2015, Russian Permanent Representative to the UN Security 
Council, was the only to vote against creating a tribunal under the UN’s 
auspices in order to hold accountable those implicated in the MH17 
flight crash

Russian Veto in the UN Security Council and Obstacles to the Investigation 



Dedication 
This brochure is designed in a memory of MH17 flight passengers who died as a result of the criminal aggression of the
Russian Federation in the East of Ukraine, to the families and relatives who lost their close people, as well as to everyone who 
is concerned about this tragedy and wants to find the truth and punish the perpetrators.

The National Memorial Complex commemorating the victims of the  МН17 flight catastrophe in the  Netherlands






