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Conflict Update # 60 

May 15th, 2022 

Conflict Assessment 

Key Takeaways 

Russian forces will likely prioritize 
winning the Battle of Severodonetsk over 

reaching the administrative borders of 

Donetsk Oblast.  

Russian forces did not advance in the 

Slovyansk direction due to unsuccessful 

offensive operations in the Izyum area. 

Ukrainian aviation continues to operate 

north and east of Izyum. 

Russian forces continued to launch 

artillery, air, and naval assaults on the 

Azovstal Steel Plant, but Mariupol 

defenders maintained their positions. 

Russian forces are fortifying 

occupied settlements along the southern 

axis, indicative of Russian objectives for 

permanent control of the area.  

Subordinate Main Effort—Southern 

Kharkiv, Donetsk, Luhansk Oblasts - 

Russian forces conducted unsuccessful 

ground assaults in the direction of 

Slovyansk on May 15. Ukrainian General 

Staff reported that Russian forces 

launched an offensive on Dovhenke and 

Bogorodychne, approximately 18 and 25 

km south of Izyum, respectively. Pro-

Russian Telegram channels claimed that 

Russian forces entered Dovhenke on May 

14, but we assess that they were likely 

unable to secure the settlement due to 

heavy fighting. 

Ukrainian aviation continues to operate over Russian-controlled settlements near Izyum and their artillery struck 

Russian armor and positions approximately 65 km north of Izyum with support from Ukrainian drones. Ukrainian 

General Staff reported that Russian forces suffered losses and retreated from an occupied settlement east of Izyum, 
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likely due to a Ukrainian airstrike. Social media also observed Ukrainian fixed-wing aircraft striking the Russian salient in 

the Izyum area. 

Russian forces made minor territorial advances toward Severodonetsk and are likely committing to a shallower 

encirclement of Ukrainian troops in Luhansk Oblast in place of the more ambitious encirclements that might have given 

them control over all or most of Donetsk and Luhansk oblasts. Luhansk Oblast Administration Head Serhiy Haidai 

reported that Russian forces engaged in battles in settlements approximately 4 km northeast and 5 km southwest of 

Severodonetsk on May 15. Haidai said that the Russian command likely scaled back its objective of reaching the 

Donetsk Oblast administrative borders to focus on Luhansk Oblast. Haidai said that the Russians are committing 

additional forces to their northern and southern drives toward Severodonetsk in Luhansk Oblast. He added that the 

Russian command also continued its efforts to seize the Lysychansk-Bahmut highway to surround Ukrainian units in 

Rubizhne, Severodonentsk, and Lysychansk, all in Luhansk Oblast. Commentary on pro-Russian Telegram channels and 

observed ground offensives northeast of Popasna suggest that Russian forces will try to advance to Lysychansk via the 

T1303 highway. Failed Russian attempts to cross Siverskyi Donets River from Kreminna likely further undermined 

Russian large-scale encirclement efforts.   

Russian forces continue their efforts to reach Zaporizhia City and Slovyansk from Donetsk Oblast. Ukrainian General 

Staff reported that Russian forces conducted an unsuccessful assault southwest of Donetsk City, likely to secure the 

N15 highway to Zaporizhia City. Russian forces conducted an unsuccessful attack on Avdiivka from the west. Pro-

Russian Telegram channels claimed that units of the Donetsk People’s Republic advanced in the eastern Avdiivka area. 

Pro-Russian Telegram channels characterized Russian efforts in western Donetsk Oblast as “methodological and 

unhurried encirclement” of Ukrainian units in Donbas that will reunite with Russian forces in Izyum. Russian forces are 

unlikely to succeed in such large-scale encirclement operations due to the evidently limited availability of effective 

Russian combat power, stiff Ukrainian resistance, and Russian prioritization of the Severodonetsk offensive operation. 

Ukrainian forces destroyed the dam at the Mironovskyi reservoir, 5 km north of Svitlodarsk, on May 14 to cause 

flooding that will likely slow down Russian advances to the north. 

Supporting Effort #1—Mariupol -  Russian forces conducted artillery, air, and naval strikes on the remaining 

Ukrainian defenders in the Azovstal Steel Plant on May 15. Ukrainian officials said that Russian forces fired incendiary 

munitions with thermite layers at Azovstal on May 14. Families of the Mariupol defenders said that Ukrainian 

servicemen barely leave shelter at Azovstal and then only to procure food and water. 

Mariupol Mayor Advisor Petro Andryushenko reported that a column of over 500 vehicles evacuated from Mariupol to 

Zaporizhia City on May 15. Andryushenko added that Russian forces did not fix access to water or electricity for 

Mariupol residents and focused on strengthening occupation authority in the city. 

Supporting Effort #2—Kharkiv City – The Ukrainian counteroffensive continued to push Russian forces from 

northeastern Kharkiv City toward the Russian state border on May 15. Kharkiv Oblast Administration Head Oleg 

Synegubov reported that Russian forces fired on Ukrainian positions northeast of Kharkiv, likely in an attempt to defend 

Russian ground lines of communications in Vovchansk, approximately 60 km from Kharkiv City. Ukrainian General Staff 

noted that the Russian command had committed newly mobilized units from occupied Donetsk and Luhansk oblasts to 

the Kharkiv City axis—further evidence of the inadequacy of Russia’s available reserves. 
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Supporting Effort #3—Southern Axis - 

Russian forces continued to fortify their positions 

in southern Ukraine and did not conduct active 

offensive operations on May 15. The Zaporizhia 

Military Administration reported that Russian 

forces dug trenches in southern Melitopol along 

the Molochna River and in villages 30 km south of 

the city. ISW previously reported that Russian 

forces reportedly also created trenches 35 km east 

of the Kherson Oblast border. Ukrainian General 

Staff noted that Russian forces are also creating 

reinforced concrete structures in Mykolaiv and 

Kherson Oblasts. Russian trenches and concrete 

shelters are indicators that Russian forces seek to 

establish and defend permanent control over the 

occupied areas. Russian forces are also attempting 

to restart operations at an auto parts plant in 

Zaporizhia Oblast in an effort to start military 

production in the region. 

Immediate Items to Watch 

¶ Russian forces will likely complete their 

withdrawal from the vicinity of Kharkiv 

City but will likely attempt to hold a line 

west of Vovchansk to defend their GLOCs 

from Belgorod to Izyum. It is unclear if 

they will succeed. 

¶ The Russians will continue efforts to 

encircle Severodonetsk and Lysychansk at 

least from the south, possibly by focusing 

on cutting off the last highway connecting 

Severodonetsk and Lysychansk with the 

rest of Ukraine. 

¶ A Ukrainian counteroffensive around Izyum will likely begin soon. 

¶ The Battle of Mariupol will, apparently and surprisingly, continue. 

Ukraine wages counteroffensive against Russian forces in east - Ukrainian forces have launched a 

counteroffensive near the Russian-held town of Izium in eastern Ukraine, a regional governor said yesterday, in what 

could prove a serious setback for Moscow’s plans to capture the entire Donbas region. 

Russian forces have focused much of their firepower on the Donbas in a “second phase” of their invasion that was 

announced on 19 April, after they failed to reach the capital Kyiv from the north in the early weeks of the war. 

But Ukraine has been retaking territory in its northeast, driving the Russians away from the second-largest Ukrainian 

city of Kharkiv. Keeping up pressure on Izium and Russian supply lines will make it harder for Moscow to encircle battle-

hardened Ukrainian troops on the eastern front in the Donbas. 
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Russia’s defence ministry said its forces hit a series of military sites, including in the Donbas, killing at least 100 

Ukrainian “nationalists.” 

Reuters could not independently verify the report. Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy said the situation in 

Donbas remained very difficult, adding that Russian forces were still trying to salvage some kind of victory there. 

Russian chemical attack claim fact-checked - Russia is using a familiar tactic to blame an adversary for attacks it 

has not carried out - on this occasion accusing Ukrainian forces of blowing up a fertiliser storage facility. 

The purpose of the attack, says Russia's defence ministry, was so that the Ukrainians could then accuse Russian forces 

of having launched a chemical weapons attack. 

Russia also claims that the Ukrainian security forces have attempted to set up a second "false flag" event, by appealing 

for bodies to be used to "simulate a Russian air attack". 

There's no evidence that either of these claims is true. A Russian Ministry of Defence briefing on 11 May asserted that 

Ukrainian forces had "carried out an explosion of a tanker with fertiliser, presumably ammonium nitrate, which 

resulted in a cloud of orange smoke that dissipated after some time". 

Putin 

About Turn: Arms, Oil, Gas and Politics in Bulgaria  - Putin miscalculated again when he stopped natural gas 

shipments to Poland and Bulgaria on April 27. Now Russia appears to have lost the gas markets in both countries as 

they are preparing to permanently wean themselves from Russian energy supplies. Poland was relatively prepared for 

this, pivoting to Norwegian gas reserves and the expansion of liquefied natural gas (LNG) imports.  

Bulgaria was not. Between relying on Russia for 90 percent of its gas and 70 percent of its gasoline, and the polarized 

internal political landscape, the country had remained overwhelmingly dependent on Russian energy imports. An 

alternative energy pipeline, known as Interconnector Greece–Bulgaria (IGB), is expected to be completed this June, 

however. This pipeline, which will carry Azerbaijani gas and re-gasified LNG volumes from Greece. Between this, other 

projects, and aid from Europe and the United States, Bulgaria should be able to wean itself off Russian energy in the 

medium to long terms. But in the short term, if the EU adopts a full embargo on Russian oil, Bulgaria’s Russian-owned-

and-operated refinery may shut down, halting the production of 70 percent of the country’s gasoline needs. 

Russia’s Backyard Weighs Opportunities, Threats From Putin’s War - Ex-Soviet states are striving to avoid 

conflict and loosen Moscow ties as Putin’s war in Ukraine sends tremors through the region. 

The war is sending tremors along an arc of instability stretching from Ukraine’s neighbor Moldova through the 

Caucasus and into Kazakhstan in central Asia. Putin’s intentions have become an urgent national security question in 

countries with so-called “frozen conflicts” or that have large pro-Russian minorities. 

Russia may “open other fronts in case Putin needs to camouflage its failure in Ukraine inside a bigger crisis,” said 

Alexander Baunov, a Russian foreign policy expert at the Carnegie Moscow Center. “At the same time the Russian 

leadership understands that resources are not unlimited and already in Ukraine they are not sufficient.” 

It’s a region sandwiched between rival powers jostling for dominance. Turkey is looking to boost its influence after 

helping its ally Azerbaijan defeat Armenia in a 2020 war, China is expanding its presence along trade routes to Europe, 

and Iran has an interest in bolstering its position in the Caspian Sea area. Ripples are being felt as far as the Balkans, 

with political divisions in Croatia over the war and Serbia facing European pressure to loosen Kremlin ties. 
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Containment 

Preserving the Chokepoints: Reducing Risks of Offshoring Among U.S. Semiconductor Manufacturing 

Equipment Firms - Offshoring the production of semiconductor manufacturing equipment would remove an 

important source of leverage over China and Russia and make the United States more dependent on other 

countries for some of the most important inputs to semiconductor manufacturing.  

China can produce many types of computer chips, but it depends on companies headquartered in the United States and 

U.S. allies for the leading-edge computer chips that power smartphones, supercomputers, and artificial intelligence 

systems. China’s and Russia’s chip dependence allows the United States and its allies to cut off the supply of chips to 

Chinese state or private actors that threaten human rights or international security. 

Export controls on advanced semiconductor manufacturing equipment (SME) are among the most important tools 

available to sustain China’s and Russia’s chip dependence. The production of advanced SME is dominated by a handful 

of firms in the United States, Japan, and the Netherlands, and the technology is highly complex, such that competitors 

face steep challenges to developing advanced SME.  

For example, EUV photolithography equipment is essential for manufacturing leading-edge logic chips, but it is sold by 

just one company: the Dutch firm ASML. The United States and its allies have used export controls on SME to prevent 

China from indigenizing advanced chipmaking capabilities, thereby sustaining China’s dependence on democracies for 

access to leading-edge chips. Since 2019, U.S. export controls on SME have also prevented chipmakers in other 

countries from selling chips to the Chinese telecommunications giant Huawei.  

More recently, the United States and its allies have implemented similar rules to restrict sales of chips and a variety of 

electronic equipment to Russia and Russian military end users. 

But export controls can also have adverse long-term effects if they incentivize U.S. SME firms themselves to offshore 

production to other countries. Recent unilateral U.S. export controls targeting China—which is now the world’s largest 

market for SME firms—have raised concerns that U.S. SME firms might relocate production abroad to avoid future 

tariffs or export controls. Offshoring of SME production would both remove an important source of leverage over China 

and Russia and make the United States more dependent on other countries for access to some of the most important 

inputs to semiconductor manufacturing.  

Of the top three U.S. SME firms, Applied Materials states that half of its manufacturing occurs in Singapore, and both 

KLA and Lam Research have made significant investments in manufacturing facilities overseas. However, the United 

States, Japan, and the Netherlands collectively continue to produce a majority of global SME exports onshore. 

Multilateral controls significantly reduce the risks of offshoring, but the Wassenaar Arrangement—currently the 

primary regime for coordinating multilateral export controls on SME—is too large and unwieldy for this purpose. The 

United States, Japan, and a handful of other allies are currently discussing the establishment of a new regime for 

controlling SME and other advanced technologies. Such a regime is urgently needed. 

Impacts 

Russia Seeks to Keep Water Transit Between Caspian and Azov Seas Open Year Round - At present, 

Moscow can move ships, including the naval vessels of the Caspian Flotilla, between the Caspian Sea and the Sea of 

Azov for only about eight months out of the year because of low water levels in the Volga–Don Canal. However, 

because of the Kremlin’s desire to reintegrate and dominate the former Soviet republics to the south of Russia, 

including Ukraine, and be able to use the ships of its Caspian Flotilla not only against Ukraine but in the Black Sea and 
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Mediterranean, Moscow has now announced plans for a major effort to widen and deepen the canal. Those 

improvements would permit ships to transit the Volga–Don Canal 365 days out of the year. Officials say that the $10 

billion project will be completed in 2030. And some of them suggest that Chinese firms will play a major role in this 

effort, given that Russian companies currently cannot obtain Western support and lack the domestic capacity to 

complete such a giant undertaking. 

Two important if largely neglected moves were made in this direction since President Vladimir Putin launched Russia’s 

large-scale re-invasion of Ukraine on February 24. On the one hand, Russian officials announced several weeks ago that 

they would go ahead with plans announced earlier to widen and deepen the Volga–Don Canal to allow year-round use 

of the waterway (Rossiyskaya Gazeta, April 16, 2021; Casp-geo.ru, April 21, 2021, and May 6, 2022). This represents a 

delay from earlier plans to complete the work by 2028. Yet the fact that Moscow is pressing ahead, even amidst the 

war and tightening Western sanctions, highlights how important riverine traffic is for Russia economically, geopolitically 

and militarily (Casp-geo.ru, September 27, 2021). Moreover, the initiative appears to mark the end of any possibility 

that Russia will build a new and even more expensive new canal across the North Caucasus—as many there had long 

been pushing for (see EDM, June 25, 2007, and October 1, 2010). 

On the other hand, representatives of China’s 

CCCC Dredging Group came to Russia in the lead-

up to that decision to discuss with the Astrakhan 

managers of the canal the possibility for Chinese 

firms to take part in dredging operations to widen 

and deepen that waterway (Rosmorport.ru, March 

11). The Russian officials were reportedly 

receptive. And now that a decision has been made 

to address the canal’s limitations—a decision likely 

driven by security considerations as much as 

economic ones—it appears that China will become 

a major player in this effort. Such cooperation will 

enable Russia to use the canal not only to promote 

a role for itself in China’s east-west trade but also 

for military and security purposes. In the latter case, even though the project will not be completed for a minimum of 

eight years, any improvement in the canal will ultimately aid Russia in prosecuting its severe pressure campaign against 

Ukraine (see EDM, May 31, 2018, November 27, 2018, April 13, 2021).  

The tasks Russian and now Chinese firms face in reconditioning the 70-year-old Volga–Don Canal are enormous. Much 

of its 101-kilometer length is filling up with silt, continually reducing the size and number of ships that can use it; the 

canal is rated as being 3.5 meters deep along its entire route, but in many places, the depth is far less than that. While 

some 6,000 vessels and barges transited it last year, most were small, and their passage was slowed by the large 

number of locks they had to pass through. Such size and time limitations were especially problematic when Moscow 

wanted to move its Caspian Flotilla to put pressure on Ukraine. Many of the largest ships in that fleet are simply too big 

to make the passage, leaving them bottled up in the Caspian Sea (see EDM, March 26, 2019). Furthermore, the fact that 

the canal is closed at least three months out of the year because of ice means that Russia will have to build or purchase 

large numbers of new icebreakers for it to stay open. In turn, this limits its ability to deploy such ships in the Arctic 

region and the Russian Far East, where icebreakers are even more needed. 

China’s chip import volume falls in first four months amid tech self-sufficiency push, Covid-related manufacturing 

disruption. 
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China’s import volume of integrated circuits (ICs) dropped in the first four months of 2022, according to official customs 

data, at a time when the country is attempting to cut its reliance on foreign technologies while imposing strict anti-

pandemic measures that have crippled the manufacturing sector. 

China imported 186 billion IC units from January to April, down 11.4 per cent from the 210 billion units imported during 

the same period last year, data from the General Administration of Customs shows. However, the value of the imports 

jumped 10 per cent to US$134.5 billion as a global chip shortage pushed up prices. 

Chinese companies have been stockpiling semiconductors since late 2020 amid concerns over supply disruptions 

caused by US-China economic decoupling and the coronavirus pandemic. As the tech war with the US has intensified, 

Beijing has doubled down on a self-sufficiency drive for chips by pumping investment into the sector. 

China’s chip ambitions are currently stymied by a lack of talent and the necessary technology for advanced chip 

development. Beijing’s “dynamic zero-Covid approach” has also disrupted supply chains due to factory closures. 

Multiple manufacturing hubs have entered strict lockdowns. Key manufacturers, including Tesla and Semiconductor 

Manufacturing International Corp, have resumed production under a “closed-loop” system, with workers sleeping at or 

near work sites to ensure zero contact with outsiders. 

This makes Taiwan an essential element of future Chinese growth and strategic development. 

Nation-states will weaponize social media to target more enterprise professionals - We love our social 

media. From beefs between pop stars and professional pundits, to an open channel to the best jobs in the industry. 

But guess what? 

The threat actors know this, and our appetite toward accepting connections from people we have never met are all 

part of our relentless pursuit of the next 1,000 followers. 

A result of this has seen the targeting of executives with promises of job offers from specific threat groups; and why 

not? After all, it is the most efficient method to bypass traditional security controls and directly communicate with 

targets at companies that are of interest to threat groups. Equally, direct messages have been used by groups to take 

control over influencer accounts to promote messaging of their own. 

While this approach is not new, it is nearly as ubiquitous as alternate channels. After all, it does demand a level of 

research to “hook” the target into interactions and establishing fake profiles are more work than simply finding an open 

relay somewhere on the internet. That being said, targeting individuals has proven a very successful channel, and we 

predict the use of this vector could grow not only through espionage groups, but other threat actors looking to 

infiltrate organizations for their own criminal gain. 

Geopolitics 

China’s New Global Security Initiative: Power Play? - At the opening ceremony of the annual Boao Forum, 

President Xi Jinping announced that the People’s Republic of China (PRC) will establish a new “Global Security Initiative” 

(GSI) to “promote the common security of the world.” In his remarks, Xi invoked the principle of “indivisible security” as 

integral to building a “balanced, sustainable and effective” international security architecture.  

Since the onset of the Ukraine crisis late last year, the principle of “indivisible security” has become increasingly 

prevalent in China’s official rhetoric concerning European security in particular, and international security in general. 

The initial nebulousness of the newly announced GSI reflects the PRC’s preferred approach to international diplomacy. 

Rather than commit to formal bilateral or multilateral treaty alliances, China prefers to maintain a hierarchical network 
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of regional strategic partnerships. However, as the GSI is grounded primarily in opposition to the US, rather than any 

positive vision for global security affairs, it is likely to struggle to attract the same level of participation as China’s 

economic and regional diplomacy initiatives. As a result, the group risks becoming a coterie of authoritarian and semi-

authoritarian states motivated by shared antipathy toward the U.S. 

Powering the PLA Abroad: How the Chinese Military Might Fuel Its Overseas Presence - The establishment 

of China’s first official overseas military base in Djibouti in 2017 set the precedent for People’s Liberation Army (PLA) 

units to be permanently stationed abroad. Many foreign analysts assume that China will continue expanding its 

overseas military presence, most likely through a mix of adding new bases and leveraging dual-use ports. The 2021 US 

Department of Defense report on the Chinese military lists “Cambodia, Myanmar, Thailand, Singapore, Indonesia, 

Pakistan, Sri Lanka, United Arab Emirates, Kenya, Seychelles, Tanzania, Angola, and Tajikistan” as locations where 

Beijing is “pursuing additional military facilities to support naval, air, ground, cyber, and space power projection.”  

China faces many challenges in establishing and sustaining a more global military presence, but one overlooked yet 

fundamental consideration is the energy resources necessary to fuel its international military presence and operations. 

The PLA has notably undertaken research concerning potential challenges of overseas energy supplies and one perhaps 

surprising solution: renewable energy. 

The PLA will require multiple types of power generation and storage to support operations abroad including electricity 

for base operations, and fuel for ships, vehicles, and perhaps aircraft. How much electricity will be needed appears 

unaddressed, although at least some parts of the PLA do research fuel requirements for specific operations. While 

renewable energy ostensibly has a tenuous link with overseas bases, some in the PLA view it as a reasonable (if not 

wholly sufficient) response to China’s well-known predicament. In a world where the U.S. has been the dominant global 

power for 70 years, most of the advantageous locations for overseas military bases have already been taken, such as in 

developed countries like Germany and Japan. There is also an irony that Beijing’s desire to secure its overseas energy 

imports is one of the main drivers of the PLA’s push abroad, yet China may find it difficult to actually power these new 

bases (PRC State Council Information Office (SCIO), July 24, 2019). 

Most potential host nations of PLA bases lack abundant power capabilities that China could tap into. This challenge is 

repeatedly highlighted by Zheng Chongwei, a PLA researcher who is on a one-man quest to convince others in the PLA 

that renewable energy could be useful for military bases abroad along the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI). Explaining the 

challenges of power generation at far flung locales, Zheng wrote in 2018, “On the whole, the total electricity 

consumption in the areas along the ‘Belt and Road’ is only 61 percent of the world average. The penetration rate of 

rural electricity in Bangladesh is only 40 percent, and the penetration rate of urban and rural electricity in Sri Lanka is 

80 percent and 40 percent, respectively.”  

Another added complication is how to protect these power generation and storage facilities, since at least some PLA 

researchers believe these foreign bases may actually be used operationally in wartime (and thus attacked by 

adversaries). 

Much of Zheng’s recent research centers on “strategic strongpoints,” which are defined as being able to “provide 

support for overseas military operations or act as a forward base for deploying military forces overseas” (The Science 

of Military Strategy, December 2013). According to U.S. analysts, “China’s strategic strongpoint model integrates 

China’s various commercial and strategic interests, facilitating Chinese trade and investment with the host country 

while also helping the PLA establish a network of supply, logistics, and intelligence hubs across the Indian Ocean and 

beyond” (China Maritime Studies Institute (CMSI), 2020). Zheng does not make clear if his vision for strategic 

strongpoints is dedicated military bases or dual-use ports, but he has referenced “key nodes” as including “ocean 

base.” While Zheng is not the most authoritative source on the purpose of “strategic strongpoints,” he is perhaps the 

most prolific and explicit about their true purpose for the PLA. 
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Zheng’s research is separate from the Chinese “South-South Cooperation with Caribbean Countries” initiative which 

expands Chinese influence on South American and Caribbean countries, particularly in development and energy 

exploration. 

Of vital interest is their rapidly developing investment in the “Lithium Triangle” for future battery manufacture.  

Strategic chokepoints: the new U.S.-China battlegrounds - In World War II, the Imperial Japanese Navy sought 

to set up a base on Guadalcanal in the Solomon Islands to establish air superiority and cut off the U.S. and its ally 

Australia. China's recent overtures to the Solomon Islands, and the possibility that Beijing could open a military base 

there, have brought new fears to U.S. military planners. 

A senior-level U.S. delegation met the Solomon Islands' leader in April and warned that Washington would have 

"significant concerns and respond accordingly" to any steps to establish a permanent Chinese military presence in the 

Pacific island nation. 

But the South Pacific is not the only chokepoint that the Chinese seem to be interested in. At a recent Congressional 

hearing, the head of the U.S. Southern Command noted that Chinese-based companies are seizing control of ports on 

both ends of the Panama Canal. 

China is also investing in the port of Ushuaia on the southernmost tip of Argentina, with an eye on establishing access 

to Antarctica. 

France and India partner on weapons tech in blow to Russia - France and India have agreed to cooperate on 

advanced defense technology, a move that could potentially reduce New Delhi's reliance on Russia for procuring 

military hardware. 

French President Emmanuel Macron met with Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi in Paris on Wednesday, issuing a 

statement that includes the weapons cooperation. Underscoring the "long-standing armament cooperation" that 

includes the "transfer of technology from France to India," the two leaders agreed to France's deeper involvement in 

India's "self-reliant" efforts in advanced defense technology, the statement said. 

Over the past five years, Russia supplied about half of India's weaponry, according to estimates from the Stockholm 

International Peace Research Institute. France provided over 20% of arms during that span. 

But looking at 2020 alone, France was India's top arms dealer, exporting more than $1 billion worth of military 

hardware, compared with $970 million of weapons from Russia. Western nations have ramped up military ties with 

India to encourage a shift away from Moscow. 

India and France share a vision of an Indo-Pacific region "based on commitment [to] international law, respect for 

sovereignty and territorial integrity, freedom of navigation and a region free from coercion, tensions and conflicts," the 

joint statement reads. 

The language is a vailed swipe at China's maritime expansionism. The two sides will cooperate over a wide range of 

areas in the Indo-Pacific region, including defense, trade and investment, according to the statement. 

'Geopolitical powder keg' Asia jacks up global military spending - Global military expenditure surpassed $2 

trillion for the first time in 2021, led by a rise in spending in Asia, according to a report released Monday by the 

Stockholm International Peace Research Institute. 

Japan readopts hardline stance on territorial dispute with Russia - Tokyo has returned to a hardline stance in 

its decades-long territorial dispute with Moscow following Russia's invasion of Ukraine, stating in its annual foreign 

policy report released late-April that four northern islands are "illegally occupied" by Russia. 
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A dispute over remote islands off the coast of Hokkaido has kept Japan and Russia from signing a postwar peace treaty. 

This Update series mentioned these islands as a point of geopolitical tension in a previous issue. 

Japan, Philippines to aim for new defense cooperation pact - 'Two-plus-two' security participants warn against 

inflaming tensions in South China Sea. 

Japan and the Philippines have agreed to work toward signing a treaty designed to facilitate joint exercises and 

reciprocal visits of their forces as China's increasingly assertive pursuit of sovereignty claims in regional waters has 

upset its neighbors. 

The deal was struck during a meeting in Tokyo of their foreign and defense ministers, in which they expressed "serious 

concern" about the situation in the East and South China Seas and "strongly opposed" any action that may inflame 

tensions, according to their joint statement. 

They also agreed that Russia's invasion of Ukraine has threatened the very foundation of rules-based international 

order and that the ramifications of the war go far beyond Europe. 

"We will strengthen defense cooperation in light of the increasingly harsh security environment," Japanese Foreign 

Minister Yoshimasa Hayashi told reporters following the two countries' first "two-plus-two" security talks. 

Bongbong Marcos will move the Philippines closer to China - Ferdinand "Bongbong" Marcos Jr.'s 

overwhelming win in the Philippine presidential election likely will mean a continuation of outgoing President Rodrigo 

Duterte's embrace of China, while possibly complicating U.S. strategy in the Asia-Pacific. 

US aiming to break Russia’s hold on Central Asia - Russia’s allies in Central Asia appear to be slowly distancing 

themselves from the Kremlin, an emerging shift born of the war in Ukraine. 

While Moscow is preoccupied with its “special military operation” in Ukraine, other regional and global actors are 

seeking to boost their influence in a region that has traditionally been in Russia’s geopolitical orbit. 

The United States – Russia’s major rival in the emerging new Cold War – has developed a new strategy for Central Asia 

that aims to “promote American values and provide a counterbalance to the influence of regional neighbors.” 

Sensing an opening, Washington is now bidding to strengthen its relatively modest positions in the region. On May 10, 

the US Ambassador to Tajikistan John Mark Pommersheim said that the US would allocate US$60 million to Tajikistan 

for security. The assistance would include $20 million worth of Puma reconnaissance drones. 

The US Embassy in Dushanbe has already provided eight IVECO trucks, tires and related spare parts to Tajikistan’s 

Ministry of Defense, valued at $2.3 million. Moreover, the United States also plans to build a border checkpoint on the 

Tajik-Afghan border and an additional outpost for 900 military personnel and their families on the border with 

Afghanistan. 

Widening of War 

Islamic State in Khorasan Province’s One-Off Attack in Uzbekistan - On April 18, the Islamic State (IS) released 

a short video of Islamic State in Khorasan Province (ISKP) fighters firing rockets from the outskirts of Mazar e Sharif, 

Afghanistan into Termiz, Uzbekistan. If authentic, this attack represents the first ever ISKP attack in Central Asia and 

would be a natural progression after ISKP propaganda emphasized the incorporation of Central Asians, and especially 

Uighurs, into its ranks. Even though the rockets appear to have struck nothing of significance, the attack and video clip 

demonstrate ISKP’s strategic intention to threaten not only Pakistani targets and Afghanistan’s Taliban rulers, but also 

the entire “Khorasan” region, which historically includes Central Asia. 
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Uzbekistan denied that any ISKP attack took place on its soil. This was in lieu of the fact that IS provinces tend to be 

accurate about their claims, albeit inflating the severity and casualties of their attacks. According to the Uzbek 

presidency’s spokesperson, the reports of the ISKP attack were not “reality” and there were no military operations on 

Uzbekistan’s territory nor any instability along its borderlands. Despite the official government claims, videos emerged 

on social media showing increased Uzbekistani air force activity with helicopters conducting patrols along the 

Afghanistan border after the ISKP claim. 

These are areas where the previous Soviet Union held sway, and where current Russian interest is re-awakening. 

 


