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Conflict Update # 89 

June 13th, 2022 

Conflict Assessment 

Key Takeaways 

Russian forces pushed Ukrainian 

defenders from the center of 

Severodonetsk and reportedly destroyed 

the remaining bridge from 

Severodonetsk to Lysychansk on June 13, 

but Ukrainian officials reported that 

Ukrainian forces are not encircled in the 

city. 

Russian forces carried out 

unsuccessful ground assaults in an 

attempt to sever Ukrainian ground lines 

of communications (GLOCs) near 

Popasna and Bakhmut. 

Russian forces launched 

unsuccessful offensive operations 

southeast of Izyum and north of 

Slovyansk, and are likely setting 

conditions for an assault on Siversk and 

northwestern Ukrainian GLOCs to 

Lysychansk. 

Russian forces are likely conducting 
a limited offensive directly northeast of 

Kharkiv City in a likely attempt to push 

Ukrainian forces out of artillery range of 

Russian rear areas and secured some 

successes. 

Russian and Ukrainian forces are 

engaging in ongoing fighting for 

Davydiv Brid in northwestern Kherson 

Oblast. 

Russian occupation authorities likely staged terrorist activity in Melitopol and Berdyansk for Russia Day on June 12. 

Subordinate Main Effort—Southern Kharkiv, Donetsk, Luhansk Oblasts - Russian forces conducted offensive 

operations in Severodonetsk and pushed Ukrainian forces away from the city center on June 13 but did not fully capture 
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the city. Ukrainian Defense Ministry Spokesperson 

Oleksandr Motuzyanyk noted that Russian forces did not 

entirely clear Severodonetsk of Ukrainian resistance due 

to Russia’s reluctance to commit its (likely understrength) 

infantry units and overreliance on artillery and assault 

aviation for offensive operations. The Ukrainian General 

Staff (UGS) added that fighting is still ongoing in 

Severodonetsk. Luhansk Oblast Administration Head 

Serhiy Haidai reported that Russian forces destroyed the 

last remaining bridge from Severodonetsk to Lysychansk 

and retain a significant artillery advantage over Ukrainian 

forces. Deputy Head of the Donetsk People’s Republic 

(DNR) Militia Eduard Basurin blamed Ukrainian forces for 

destroying the bridge (though it is highly unlikely 

Ukrainian forces would willingly destroy the bridge while 

any of their forces remained in Severodonetsk and this 

claim is likely false) and claimed that Russian forces are 

entirely encircling remaining Ukrainian troops in 

Severodonetsk. Haidai denied Basurin’s claims of 

encirclement, noting that Ukrainian forces still have limited 

military channels for the evacuation of wounded troops and 

reinforcements despite the destruction of all three bridges. 

Haidai specified that Ukrainian authorities could not conduct 

civilian evacuations and humanitarian efforts because 

Russian forces damaged the third bridge prior to its 

destruction on June 13. Geolocated footage showed that 

Ukrainian forces continued to hold defensive positions 

around the Azot Chemical Plant on June 12. UGS reported 

that Russian forces also conducted unsuccessful offensive 

operations on Metolkino, approximately 4km east of 

Severodonetsk. 

Russian forces unsuccessfully attacked settlements adjacent 

to Ukrainian ground lines of communication (GLOCs) south 

of Lysyschansk. UGS reported that Ukrainian forces repulsed 

Russian assaults on Vrubivka, a settlement on a connecting 

road to the Lysychansk-Bakhmut T1302 highway. Russian 

forces reportedly resumed ground assaults near Zolote, a 

settlement adjacent to the Ukrainian GLOCs along the T1303 

highway to Lysychansk. A Luhansk People’s Republic (LNR) 

Militia commander (under the pseudonym Chapai) claimed 
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that Russian forces seized Toshkivka, approximately 4.5km east of the T1303, but the UGS reported that Russian forces 

continued to shell Ukrainian positions in the settlement on June 13, indicating fighting likely remains ongoing. Russian 

forces reportedly conducted unsuccessful assaults on Kodema and Novoluhanske - approximately 15 and 21km south of 

Bakhmut, respectively. Pro-Russian Telegram Rybar claimed that elements of the Russian Wagner Group have been 

fighting in Pokrovske (12.5km east of Bakhmut) since June 11, but Ukrainian sources stated that Russian forces are 

carrying out aerial reconnaissance in the settlement. 

Russian forces launched unsuccessful offensive operations southeast of Izyum and in settlements north of Slovyansk but 

did not resume assaults in the Lyman area on June 13. UGS reported that Russian forces attacked Bohorodychne, 

approximately 25km southeast of Izyum, but only secured the northwestern outskirts of the settlement. Russian forces 

also launched an unsuccessful assault on Dolyna, a settlement along the E40 highway to Slovyansk. Ukrainian military 

journalist Andriy Tsaplienko reported that Ukrainian forces are conducting counteroffensives just west of Izyum and have 

liberated Zavody and Spivakivka, but Ukrainian officials did not confirm this report. Russian forces are likely continuing 

their preparations to cut off Ukrainian GLOCs to Lysychansk from Siversk and the northwest.  

Russian forces reportedly shelled Maiaky (just five kilometers northeast of Siversk) and transferred up to 80 units of 

military and artillery equipment to Kreminna and 

Starobilsk. LNR Ambassador to Russia Rodion Miroshnik 

claimed that Russian forces will likely simultaneously 

attack Lysychansk and Siversk to block Ukrainian forces 

from retreating to Slovyansk. Russian forces likely seek to 

set conditions for direct assaults against Siversk and 

settlements northwest of Lysychansk in the next two 

weeks. 

Russian forces did not conduct any offensive operations 

east or west of Avdiivka on June 13 and continued to shell 

surrounding settlements. Ukraine’s Joint Forces Task 

Force reported liberating three unnamed settlements and 

pushing back the line of contact by 15km in Donetsk 

Oblast, though ISW cannot independently verify this 

claim. 

Supporting Effort #1—Kharkiv City - Russian forces 

are likely conducting a limited offensive directly northeast 

of Kharkiv City in a likely attempt to push Ukrainian forces 

out of artillery range of Russian rear areas. Russian forces 

made incremental territorial gains in settlements along 

the Ukrainian-Russian border northeast of Kharkiv City on 

June 13. UGS reported that Russian forces launched 

partially successful ground assaults on the border 

settlements of Ternova and Izbutske, approximately 40km 

northeast of Kharkiv City, and secured the northern 

outskirts of Izbutske. Pro-Russian Telegram channel Rybar 

claimed that Russian and Ukrainian forces are engaging in 

trench and artillery warfare in Tsupivka and Velyki 

Prokhody, just west and east of the Kharkiv City-Belgorod 

City highway. Geolocated footage confirmed that 
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Ukrainian forces continued to target Russian ammunition storages in Velyki Prokhody. Kharkiv Oblast Head Oleg 

Synegubov reported that Russian forces launched MLRS strikes on residential areas of Kharkiv City overnight. 

Supporting Effort #2—Southern 

Axis - Ukrainian forces reportedly 

continued to gradually attack Russian 

positions on the eastern bank of Inhulets 

River in northwestern Kherson Oblast. 

The Ukrainian Southern Operational 

Command noted that Ukrainian and 

Russian forces engaged in heavy fighting 

in the Davydiv Brid area, an operationally 

significant settlement situated on the 

eastern Inhulets riverbank and on Russian 

ground lines of communication (GLOCs) 

along the T2207 highway. UGS reported 

that Russian forces conducted aerial 

reconnaissance over Davydiv Brid, but the 

scope of Ukrainian advances in the 

settlement remains unclear. Russian 

forces continued to fortify their positions 

and reportedly strengthened the 

grouping of troops in areas near the 

Dnipropetrovsk-Kherson Oblast border. 

Ukrainian artillery struck Russian fuel and 

ammunition depots in Polohy, 

approximately 60km west of Zaporizhia-

Donetsk Oblast border. 

Activity in Russian-occupied Areas - 

Russian authorities may have staged false 

flag attacks in Melitopol and Berdyansk 

on June 12, likely to accuse Ukrainian 

partisans of targeting civilians. Self-

proclaimed head of the Zaporizhia Oblast Military-Civilian Administration Vladimir Rogov made a preliminary 

announcement that “terrorists” staged three explosions in Berdyansk, before retracting his statements and identifying 

the situation as an accident at the electrical station. Rogov falsely maintained that Berdyansk residents attribute any 

emergency in the city to Ukrainian efforts to disturb peaceful life in “liberated” (Russian-occupied) regions. Self-

proclaimed deputy head of the Zaporizhia Oblast Internal Affairs Ministry Alexei Selivanov also claimed that unknown 

assailants planted an explosive device in Melitopol to disrupt Russia Day (the day of adoption of the declaration of Russian 

state sovereignty after the collapse of the Soviet Union). Zaporizhia Oblast Military Administration Head Oleksandr 

Starukh noted that Ukrainian authorities warned that Russian forces could stage terrorist activity prior to Russia Day. 

Russian occupation authorities continue to face personnel shortages that impede their occupation measures. The 

Ukrainian Military Intelligence Directorate (GUR) reported that Russian forces in Mariupol were unable to recruit 

collaborators by promising individual applicants 10,000 rubles per month and switched to offering payments in food 

supplies, given the dire humanitarian situation in the city. The GUR added that Russian occupation authorities are inviting 
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any volunteers to clear out rubble and dead bodies in Mariupol. Mariupol Mayor’s Adviser Petro Andryushenko noted 

that the Russian occupation authorities are restricting access to humanitarian aid for individuals younger than 65 years 

of age.  

Russian occupation authorities in Mariupol may be attempting to gain the support of elderly citizens and coerce younger 

residents to work with Russian forces in exchange for food. Russian occupation authorities additionally deployed Donetsk 

People’s Republic (DNR) police officers to patrol Kherson City. The GUR also noted that Russian occupation authorities 

are recruiting teachers without pedagogical education and transporting educators from Crimea to replace Melitopol 

teachers that refused to teach Russian curriculums. Russian occupation authorities are also attempting to bribe civilians 

by offering debt forgiveness of all loans taken from Ukrainian banks. 

Russian occupation authorities continue to introduce new titles for personnel that agreed to cooperate with the Kremlin 

and its proxies. The Donetsk People’s Republic Head (DNR) Denis Pushilin appointed previous Ukrainian Mayor of 

Sviatohirsk Vladimir Bandura as the new Sviatohirsk Administration Head after Bandura agreed to cooperate with Russian 

forces. Russian occupation authorities have seemingly eliminated the position of mayor in occupied settlements, likely 

to fully institute their own governance structures rather than taking over existing structures. 

Russian occupation authorities are continuing to exploit Ukrainian agrobusiness and have reportedly banned the export 

of crops to Ukrainian government-controlled territories from Russian occupied settlements. The GUR also noted that 

Russian forces are coercing Kherson Oblast businessmen and farmers to hand over 70% of their harvest to Crimean buyers 

at low profit margins. 

The stench of death is the 'smell of victory' for Ukrainians who guard bodies of Russian troops - On a 

warm day in early June, Ukrainian soldiers, many with cigarettes dangling from their mouths to mask the smell, move 

more than 80 Russian bodies from a refrigerated train car to the bed of a semitruck. The bodies are set to be transported 

to an undisclosed location to be exchanged for the bodies of Ukrainian soldiers who have died in battle. 

Since Russia invaded Ukraine on Feb. 24, a small group of Ukrainian troops in the eastern border region of Kharkiv has 

been collecting and identifying the bodies of hundreds of Russian soldiers killed and left behind on the battlefield. The 

work is gruesome — a stark reminder of the war’s toll, and the inevitable dehumanization that accompanies it. 

Ukraine has accused Moscow of being unwilling to take back the dead as part of Russian President Vladimir Putin’s effort 

to conceal the scale of the country’s losses, and the shifting front lines have made it difficult to determine how many 

dead soldiers have been left behind by either side in enemy-controlled territory. In its first public acknowledgment of a 

body exchange since the war started, Ukraine said on June 4 that a total of 320 bodies had been swapped on the front 

line in the Zaporizhia region, with each side getting 160 of their dead. 

Once Ukraine has pushed Russian forces back, Summer and the other body collectors move in. They search areas where 

the fighting was particularly bloody. They follow up on tips from locals about the smell of dead bodies wafting in from 

nearby fields. They pack shovels into trucks and drive to previously occupied villages to exhume Russian soldiers who had 

been buried by Ukrainian civilians. 

Impacts 

US Natural Gas Prices Hit 14-Year High - The prices of natural gas have continued to run up. In the European markets 

and the UK, the prices are trading at record highs but in the US markets as well, the prices have hit a 14-year high at $8 

per mmbtu. The prices of natural gas have continued to run up. 
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"These prices are unsustainably high," said Pavel 

Molchanov, an analyst with investment bank Raymond 

James. 

At their peak, natural gas prices averaged $4.40 per 

thousand cubic feet in 2008 and 2014, while diving to 

$2.10 at its low point in 2020. By that measure, the 

current price is "definitely off-the-charts high, and 

that's not going to persist forever," Molchanov said. 

Average number of container ships in Russian 

waters down by 60% - The average number of container ships in Russian waters has dropped 60% from the November 

peak. The damage inflicted on Russia by sanctions was on full display as the economy swung into a contraction of 3% in 

April from a year earlier. Major shipping lines like Maersk, CMA-CGM, and Hapag-Lloyd suspended operations shortly 

after the start of Russia’s operation in Ukraine, leaving customers in short supply. 

Over the recent couple of years, the supply chains have suffered a shock caused by the pandemic and the current 

geopolitical situation brings new challenges into the world’s trade, 90% of which is carried by sea. 

The weight of global shipping companies will not change amid new circumstances and their stock value is expected to 

grow, according to analysts. In view of the market complications, experts do not expect new domestic players in the 

Russian market but forecast the increase of the Asian partners’ share. 

Global food prices are soaring - Rice could be next - Food prices have been on the rise in the past few months. 

And rice, a staple food in much of Asia, could be next, industry watchers said. 

The prices of many foods, ranging from wheat and other grains to meat and oils, have shot up. That’s been driven by a 

slew of factors, including the rising cost of fertilizer and energy in the past year as well as the Russia-Ukraine war. 

Food export bans or serious disruptions have included those from India (wheat), Ukraine (wheat, oats and sugar, among 

others) and Indonesia (palm oil). 

Rice could be next in line. The United Nations’ Food and Agriculture Organization Food Price Index already shows 

international rice prices creeping up for the fifth straight month to reach a 12-month high, according to the latest May 

data published last week. 

To be sure, rice production is still bountiful, experts said. But rising wheat prices, and the generally higher costs of 

farming, would make rice prices worth monitoring next. 

“We need to monitor rice prices going forward, because rising wheat prices could lead to some substitution towards rice, 

increasing demand and lowering existing stocks,” said Sonal Varma, chief economist at Japanese bank Nomura. 

World headed for new era of nuclear rearmament: SIPRI - The number of nuclear weapons in the world is set to 

rise in the coming decade after 35 years of decline as global tensions flare amid Russia's war in Ukraine, researchers said 

Monday. 

The nine nuclear powers -- Britain, China, France, India, Israel, North Korea, Pakistan, the United States and Russia -- had 

12,705 nuclear warheads in early 2022, or 375 fewer than in early 2021, according to estimates by the Stockholm 

International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI). 

The number has come down from a high of more than 70,000 in 1986, as the US and Russia have gradually reduced their 

massive arsenals built up during the Cold War. 
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But this era of disarmament 

appears to be coming to an end 

and the risk of a nuclear 

escalation is now at its highest 

point in the post-Cold War 

period, SIPRI researchers said. 

"Soon, we're going to get to the 

point where, for the first time 

since the end of the Cold War, 

the global number of nuclear 

weapons in the world could 

start increasing for the first 

time", Matt Korda, one of the 

co-authors of the report, told 

AFP. 

"That is really kind of dangerous 

territory." 

After a "marginal" decrease 

seen last year, "nuclear arsenals 

are expected to grow over the coming decade", SIPRI said. 

During the war in Ukraine, Russian President Vladimir Putin has on several occasions made reference to the use of nuclear 

weapons. 

Meanwhile several countries, including China and Britain, are either officially or unofficially modernizing or ramping up 

their arsenals, the research institute said. 

‘Nuclear war can't be won' 

Despite the entry into force in early 2021 of the UN nuclear weapon ban treaty and a five-year extension of the US-

Russian "New START" treaty, the situation has been deteriorating for some time, according to SIPRI. 

Iran's nuclear programme and the development of increasingly advanced hypersonic missiles have, among other things, 

raised concern. 

The drop in the overall number of weapons is due to the US and Russia "dismantling retired warheads", SIPRI noted, 

while the number of operational weapons remains "relatively stable". 

Moscow and Washington alone account for 90 percent of the world's nuclear arsenal. 

Ukrainian cherries targeted by Russian looters amid ‘industrial-scale’ theft of foodstuffs from occupied 

areas - The Kremlin has been accused of using food as a weapon of war in Ukraine by targeting grain and other foodstuffs. 

It emerged this weekend that country’s cherry crop is the latest target for forced export to Russia. 

Russia’s systematic looting of Ukraine’s agricultural sector has extended to the country’s cherry harvest. 

It comes amid continuing claims of the “industrial-scale” removal of grain and sunflower seeds by the Kremlin from 

occupied areas. 
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Activists in the Russian-occupied southern city of Melitopol this weekend pointed to the transportation of the 

surrounding region’s famous cherry crop to Crimea as the latest evidence of what Kyiv and international bodies says is a 

Kremlin strategy of stealing Ukrainian food and re-exporting it for profit. 

Ukraine invasion slows air cargo recovery - Russia's war in Ukraine is having a particularly negative impact on the 

Asia-Europe air cargo trade lane. Western airlines can no longer fly over Russia, which adds transit time when jet fuel 

prices are at record highs. And Russian airlines such as AirBridgeCargo cannot operate outside the country, removing 

significant freighter capacity from the market. 

The conflict in Ukraine is going on indefinitely, which imposes payload restrictions and additional fuel and operational 

costs on airlines on the trunk corridors. 

Sending Stingers To Ukraine Has Increased The Urgency Of Developing New U.S. Army Air Defenses - 

Washington has sent over 1,400 Stinger antiaircraft missiles to Ukraine as part of the allied effort to prevent Russian 

occupation of the country. 

That is a significant portion of the U.S. Army’s entire Stinger inventory, and it highlights the need to modernize the 

service’s short-range air defenses. 

During the global war on terror that preoccupied the Army for more than a decade following the 9/11 attacks, tactical air 

defenses were neglected because the enemy did not have an air force. 

However, with the shift of national defense strategy from counter-insurgency to deterring great power rivals, the Army 

has revived the air defense mission. 

Russian drones overflying Ukraine reportedly are able to operate above the engagement “envelope” of Stingers, 

rendering them ineffectual. 

But drones are just part of the challenge. What the Army needs is a mobile short-range air defense capability that can 

keep up with combat units and cope with diverse threats—fighter jets, rotorcraft, cruise missiles and, increasingly, 

drones. 

Something better than the existing system is needed, and the Army is pursuing it under a multifaceted program called 

Maneuver Short Range Air Defense, or M-SHORAD. 

The first step in the Army’s approach was to shift vehicle-mounted Stingers from vulnerable Humvees to the heavily-

armored StrykerSYK -4.3% troop carrier. That effort is well under way, led by General DynamicsGD -3.2% Land Systems 

and the U.S. unit of Leonardo. 

But that is just Increment 1 in a three-step program. The next step, Increment 2, will be to field a high-power laser on 

Stryker. And then Increment 3 will develop a missile with longer range and higher speed than Stinger to give defenders 

greater reach. 

That raises the question of what precisely the Army should be seeking. It seems a half-dozen missile characteristics are 

essential to improving the service’s short-range air defenses. 

First of all, the Army needs greater speed and range than an upgraded Stinger is capable of delivering, because the 

existing missile can’t cope with all the threats likely to be presented in the future by Russia and China. 

Second, the new missile needs a better seeker than that currently resident on Stinger. An active seeker would probably 

be too expensive, but a more precise passive seeker operating in multiple segments of the spectrum is within the realm 

of the doable. 
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Third, whatever missile the Army selects must be compatible with the launch pods the Army is fielding under Increment 

1 of the program. The service does not need to complicate its logistics and interoperability challenges by buying a missile 

that doesn’t fit in the launchers it is already using. 

Fourth, the new missile needs a long shelf life and a design with growth potential since overhead threats will continue 

evolving. At its inception Stinger offered both of those features, but the threat has now progressed to a point where 

something more capable is needed. 

Fifth, the new missile needs to be available soon. The Army has tentatively planned to begin fielding in 2027, but Russia’s 

invasion of Ukraine should be a wakeup call that there is no time to waste. The sooner Washington can start turning 

Taiwan into a “porcupine” that China is afraid to attack, the better. 

Finally, the Army needs to have a real competition in which it avoids getting locked into the offerings of a specific vendor 

early on. The threat environment has become unpredictable, especially in Eastern Europe and the Western Pacific, so the 

service needs to investigate all the technological options available for achieving what it likes to call “overmatch.” 

Expanding the conflict 

China alarms US with private warning to avoid Taiwan Strait - The Chinese military asserted in recent months 

that the Taiwan Strait isn't international waters during meetings with US counterparts, according to a person familiar 

with the situation, reports Bloomberg. 

The assertion, which had generated concern within the Biden administration, disputes the view that much of the strait 

constitutes international waters and is routinely used as such in "freedom of navigation exercises" by the US Navy.  

China has long asserted that the Taiwan Strait is part of its exclusive economic zone, and takes the view there are limits 

to the activities of foreign military vessels in those waters. While China regularly protests US military moves in the Taiwan 

Strait, the legal status of the waters previously wasn't a regular talking point in meetings with American officials. 

Sanctions 

China becomes major buyer of Russia's Far East oil exports - China is increasing imports of Russian oil with 

barrels flowing into onshore storage as the Covid crisis clouds the nation's demand outlook, reports Bloomberg. 

Twenty of the 21 oil cargoes that have been loaded at the port of Kozmino are heading for China. Flows over April and 

May are expected to be 20 per cent higher than normal. 

China has been a willing consumer of Russian oil as most other buyers shun its exports because of the war in Ukraine. 

"China's seaborne crude imports from Russia's Far East are picking up strongly," said Vortexa analyst Emma Li. 

"That's after Eastern Siberia Pacific Ocean (ESPO), a favorite spot grade among Chinese refiners, fell into deep discounts 

compared with other sweet barrels and as other regular buyers pulled back from purchases." 

Thirty-three cargoes of ESPO are scheduled to be exported from Kozmino and Ms Li expects the remaining shipments to 

flow to China. 

In April, 27 of 32 ESPO seaborne cargoes went to China, compared with 24 of 31 in March and 20 out of 26 in February. 

Wikipedia fights Russian order to remove Ukraine war information - Wikipedia has filed an appeal against a 

Moscow court decision demanding that it remove information related to the Russian invasion of Ukraine, arguing that 

people have a right to know the facts of the war. 
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A Moscow court fined the Wikimedia Foundation 5 million rubles ($88,000) for refusing to remove what it termed 

disinformation from Russian-language Wikipedia articles on the war, including "The Russian Invasion of Ukraine," "War 

Crimes during the Russian Invasion of Ukraine" and "Massacre in Bucha." 

"This decision implies that well-sourced, verified knowledge on Wikipedia that is inconsistent with Russian government 

accounts constitutes disinformation," Stephen LaPorte, associate general counsel at the Wikimedia Foundation, said in a 

statement. 

Wikipedia, which says it offers "the second draft of history," is one of the few remaining major fact-checked Russian-

language sources of information for Russians after a crackdown on media in Moscow. 

The Moscow court argued that what it cast as the disinformation on Wikipedia posed a risk to public order in Russia and 

that the foundation, which is headquartered in San Francisco, California, was operating inside Russia. 

Putin 

Putin ally Medvedev warns 'Horsemen of the Apocalypse are on their way' in latest chilling outburst 

weeks after warning of 'full scale nuclear war' - One of Vladimir Putin's key allies has warned that the 'Horsemen 

of the Apocalypse are on their way' in the latest chilling Kremlin warning of destruction. 

Dmitry Medvedev, the former president of Russia, warned Moscow would attack Western cities if Ukraine used missiles 

provided by the US. The Kremlin insider, 56, currently serves as deputy head of Russia's national security council and 

acted as president 2008 to 2012 while Putin was term-limited, although he remained under his influence. 

He wrote last week: 'I am often asked why my Telegram posts are so harsh. The answer is I hate them. They are b*****ds 

and degenerates. 

'They want death for Russia. And while I'm alive, I will do everything to make them disappear.' 

The 'they' Medvedev is referring to is understood to mean Ukraine and its allies. 

Days earlier he said Moscow would escalate their war on the West if US-supplied missiles are used against Russian forces, 

saying: 'The horsemen of the Apocalypse are already on their way.' 

Medvedev, who was previously seen as a modernizer and a more liberal figurehead for Russia, has also accused Ukraine 

of being led by drugged-up Nazis. 

Last month, he warned military support for Ukraine risks sparking nuclear war with Russia. 

He wrote on Telegram: 'NATO countries pumping weapons into Ukraine, training troops to use western equipment, 

sending in mercenaries and the exercises of alliance countries near our borders increase the likelihood of a direct and 

open conflict between NATO and Russia. 

'Such a conflict always has the risk of turning into a full-fledged nuclear war.' 

Medvedev accused NATO countries of 'sending in mercenaries' to fight for Ukraine and intentionally playing up the 

prospect of nuclear war. 

His stormy post continued: 'The endless talk by foreign analysts about a war between NATO and Russia continues 

unabated. 

'The cynicism of Western "talking heads" is becoming more and more blatant. 

'The thesis that Russia frightens the world with a nuclear conflict is being pushed to the top of the agenda. 
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'Even [Donald] Trump recently came out with this, though, understandably, just to spite [President] Biden. 

'And of course the Europeans are squeaking their little voices.' 

He also warned the West: 'I want to articulate very clearly once again the things that are so obvious to all reasonable 

people. You don't have to lie to yourself and others. 

Putin signs law on non-compliance with ECHR decisions - Putin has signed a bill into law on non-compliance by 

Russia with the rulings of the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR), the Kremlin said Saturday. 

In accordance with the law, Russia will not abide by the ECHR rulings adopted after March 15, when the country 

announced its exit from the Council of Europe. 

Besides, compensations assessed by the ECHR will be made only in rubles and transferred only to accounts in Russian 

banks. 

Moscow-backed officials try to solidify rule in Ukraine - Kremlin-installed officials in occupied southern Ukraine 

celebrated Russia Day on Sunday and began issuing Russian passports to residents in one city who requested them, as 

Moscow sought to solidify its rule over captured parts of the country. 

At one of the central squares in the city of Kherson, Russian bands played a concert to celebrate Russia Day, the holiday 

that marks Russia’s emergence as a sovereign state after the collapse of the Soviet Union, according to Russia’s state 

news agency RIA Novosti. 

In the neighboring Zaporizhzhia region, Moscow-installed officials raised a Russian flag in Melitopol’s city center. 

Ukrainian media reported that few, if any, local residents attended the Russia Day festivities in the two cities. 

Russia Day was also celebrated in other occupied parts of Ukraine, including the ravaged southern port of Mariupol, 

where a new city sign painted in the colors of the Russian flag was unveiled on the outskirts and Russian flags were flown 

on a highway leading into the city. 

A Guide to Russia's Rupture - Attempts to transform the Russian Federation into a nation state, a civic state or a 

stable imperial state have failed. The current structure is based on brittle historical foundations, possesses no unified 

national identity, whether civic or ethnic, and exhibits persistent struggles between nationalists, imperialists, centralists, 

liberals and federalists. Russia’s full-scale military invasion of Ukraine in February 2022 and the imposition of stifling 

international economic sanctions will intensify and accelerate the process of state rupture. 

Russia’s failure has been exacerbated by an inability to ensure economic growth, stark socio-economic inequalities and 

demographic defects, widening disparities between Moscow and its diverse federal subjects, a precarious political 

pyramid based on personalism and clientelism, deepening distrust of government institutions, increasing public 

alienation from a corrupt ruling elite, and widespread disbelief in official propaganda. More intensive repression to 

maintain state integrity in deteriorating economic conditions will raise the prospects for violent conflicts. 

Paradoxically, while Vladimir Putin assumed power to prevent Russia’s disintegration, he may be remembered as 

precipitating the country’s demise. New territorial entities will surface as Moscow’s credibility crisis deepens amidst 

spreading ungovernability, elite power struggles, political polarization, nationalist radicalism, and regional and ethnic 

revivals. The emerging states will not be uniform in their internal political and administrative structures. Border conflicts 

and territorial claims are likely between some entities, while others may develop into new federal or confederal states. 

The US must develop an effective strategy for managing Russia’s rupture by supporting regionalism and federalism, 

acknowledging sovereignty and separation, calibrating the role of other major powers, developing linkages with new 
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state entities, strengthening the security of countries bordering Russia, and promoting trans-Atlanticism or trans-

Pacificism among emerging states. 

Russian Elites Demonstrate Loyalty to Putin but Are Preparing for Unruly Succession - The full-scale re-

invasion of Ukraine, ordered by Putin came as a shock for many Russian elite. They are still assessing the consequences 

of that autocratic decision and adapting to the fast-deteriorating political and economic environment.  

Meanwhile, Putin persists with rigidly confronting the West and apparently expects that international sanctions, which 

personally target many beneficiaries of his regime, will force a consolidation of the elites inside “fortress-Kremlin.”  

Asserting his monopoly over decision-making, Putin increased his presence in the public space last week and notably 

likened himself to Tsar Peter I (the Great). The comparison with the emperor-reformer is flawed in many ways, but one 

informative reminder is that Peter’s death, at the age of 52, opened up a period of fierce elite squabbles. Putin’s peculiar 

obsession with his own health is a subject of much speculation and countless jokes; nonetheless, all stakeholders in the 

stability of the Russian state have to make plans for his sudden departure. 

Many of Putin’s closest subordinates—from Nikolai Patrushev, the long-serving secretary of the Security Council, to 

Sergei Chemezov, the CEO of the defense conglomerate Rostec—are in the same 70-something age cohort.  

But it is the younger generation of courtiers who are actively positioning themselves for a possible change at the top. 

Dmitry Medvedev, the former president, former prime minister and presently a deputy head of the Security Council, has 

reinvented himself as the most ardent supporter of the “special military operation” against Ukraine; though he has gained 

more ridicule than respect. Sergei Kiriyenko, another former prime minister and currently the deputy chief of staff of the 

presidential administration, has taken the initiative to lead the political project of annexing the conquered Donbas; and 

he has insinuated himself into the group of Putin’s hypothetical successors. In contrast, Prime Minister Mikhail Mishustin, 

formally the second person in the state hierarchy, prefers not to partake in “patriotic” reality shows, but he claims credit 

for stabilizing the state’s finances under the pressure of sanctions.  

In turn, Russia’s business elites find that embracing the war seriously cuts into their profits but distancing themselves 

from the Kremlin’s foreign aggression is personally risky. Oleg Mitvol, the former deputy head of the Russian 

environmental inspectorate Rosprirodnadzor, who back in the mid-2000s compelled a consortium of oil companies led 

by Shell to transfer a controlling stake in the Sakhalin-2 project to Gazprom, was detained last week in Krasnoyarsk, while 

trying to board a flight to Dubai. 

 Many Russian entrepreneurs have sought to depart quietly to this safe heaven, while some veteran-oligarchs, like Roman 

Abramovich, attempt to challenge the sanctions in Western courts. They hardly expect a quick favorable decision; but 

they may count on a softer attitude in a situation of possible ceasefire, when most heavy-hitting measures likely remain 

in place, but personal sanctions could be fine-tuned. Putin’s absence is a key feature of this hypothetical picture. And for 

many beneficiaries of the deeply corrupt regime, his vision of reconstituted Soviet-style control over a re-centralized 

economy is entirely disagreeable. 

Oligarchs presumably have too much to lose to spell out their disapproval of the “special military operation,” but many 

prominent figures among Russia’s cultural elites have no such inhibitions. High-volume propaganda duly amplifies the 

effect of targeted punishments of dissident Russian authors like Dmitry Glukhovsky; yet the anti-war voices of such 

bestselling writers as Boris Akunin or Dmitry Bykov carry more weight among the reading public than TV-propagandists 

can deliver. Music reaches even further. And Alla Pugacheva, a superstar of Soviet show business, has added her clout to 

the furious anti-war performances of such popular rappers as Oxxxymiron. Putin may be unaware of the unique role 

underground rock played in the decay of Soviet ideology, but several veteran-rockers, including Boris Grebenshchikov 

and Yuri Shevchuk, now stand tall against his war. 
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Containment 

Warfare Evolved: Drone Swarms - A paper by the US Air Force defines swarming as “a group of autonomous 

networked SUAS [small-unmanned aircraft systems] operating collaboratively to achieve common objectives with an 

operator on or in the loop.” Coordination and reactivity are of paramount importance, since they represent the key 

distinction between a real swarm and the employment of drones en masse.  

The latter occurs when a large number of drones is used against a single target, mostly in order to overwhelm it by 

saturating its defenses. Yet, each platform is controlled separately from others, and there is no datalink coordination 

between the drones themselves (even though the pilots can, of course, coordinate their action). On the contrary, drones 

operating in a swarm are all interlinked and in constant communication with each other. There is no clear threshold on 

the quantity of drones that must be connected to create a swarm, with figures ranging from a few hundreds to billions, 

also depending on their type and size.  

What is important is that they share information from their sensors and take AI-driven collective decisions toward the 

achievement of a single goal. This datalink and the AI software are therefore essential in creating the ‘hive mind’ that 

defines a swarm and allows it to effectively function; and each single drone forming a swarm is just a small component 

playing a specific role in a greater system which self-coordinates the actions of its elements in a dynamic manner. Certain 

drones would use their sensors to locate and track targets, sharing the information with the rest of the swarm; others 

would perform jamming and electronic warfare tasks; another category would engage hostile forces, etc. The swarm as 

a whole would react dynamically to changes in the battlespace by performing complex non-linear and counter-intuitive 

maneuvers. 

It is therefore clear that swarming holds an immense potential, to the point that it may revolutionize warfare. Since they 

can patrol large areas with greater efficiency and shorter reaction times than human personnel, thus speeding up 

operations without risking the loss of lives, swarms would be particularly suited for search & destroy missions against 

enemy air defenses, submarines or mobile missile launchers; but also for ISR as well as counter-insurgency, over-the-

horizon targeting, air combat, and anti-access / area denial (A2/AD). Symbiosis with manned platforms is also possible:  

For instance, F-35 fighters equipped with advanced data fusion software could control swarms and use them as force 

multiplies. Of course, creating a functioning and effective swarm requires top-tier technology in terms of both software 

and hardware; as it needs a powerful AI, advanced sensors, and powerful data links. Accordingly, swarms will probably 

take decades before being deployed and they will likely remain exclusive of high-tech militaries of developed countries. 

The Strategic Impact of Drone Swarms 

On the geopolitical level, it has been argued that swarms would continue the shift toward a ‘more-than-human’ 

geopolitics, where robotics and AI play a central role in the unfolding of events, and where the ‘Baseworld’ (the global 

net of military bases) constituting the framework of US power projection capabilities turns into a ‘Roboworld’ made of 

small lily pads scattered across the globe, which would virtually contract the spatial distances thus enabling the US to 

exert its power anywhere and almost constantly.  

As far as the United States’ near-peer competitors are concerned, experts believe that swarms may boost China’s A2/AD 

capabilities and hamper freedom of navigation in the South China Sea; whereas for Russia, other than being A2/AD assets, 

they will also be extremely useful as force multipliers to compensate its manpower shortage through automation (which 

represents an important aspect of its military modernization, to the point that by 2025 it aims to have 30% of its entire 

military force composed of drones). In both cases, swarms may also empower them to quickly overcome weaker 

neighbors such as Taiwan or Ukraine, just to name two. 
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This is increasingly important as any US engagement in a future potential Taiwanese venture will see huge challenge from 

any water-based force. Drone warfare and tactical approaches will assist in water-borne force applications. 

China deploys a parallel “remotely-controlled” force in that it has “fishing” vessels all around the South China Sea, some 

fishing and others loitering offshore, but armed with rail guns waiting for commands. 

The rationale behind this is that these “weapons” are disposable. Fire one rail gun and sink a larger US ship, such as an 

aircraft carrier, and then lose the “fishing vessel,” makes for a sound military investment. There are reportedly flotillas 

of these “fishing” vessels off the Philippines and elsewhere in the South China Sea. 

Coupled with Chinese development of “islands” in this strategic area, remote weaponry poses a distinct threat to 

conventional methods of military contact. (See below in Geopolitics on South China Sea islands). 

Even though it is at the early stages of development and experimental application, swarming is a concept that could 

radically change the nature of warfare in the coming decades. Given the technical complexity and the high costs of the 

necessary know-how, it is reasonable to assume that swarming will be the prerogative of major military powers, who 

would enjoy a significant advantage against both regular forces deprived of analogous capabilities and against insurgents 

thanks to the swarm’s capacity to ensure a quasi-permanent and reactive monitoring over a large area. 

U.S. and Sweden conduct military drills on Baltic Sea island - Having to defend Gotland against a foreign invasion 

seemed such a far-fetched notion to Swedish decision-makers at the start of the century that they demilitarized the Baltic 

Sea island. 

Now, the Swedish Armed 

Forces are back, and they 

are practicing with U.S. 

troops not just how to 

defend the island with a 

population of 58,000, but 

how to take it back from a 

foreign aggressor. 

U.S. Marines have 

conducted air drops and 

amphibious landings on 

Gotland as part of a NATO 

exercise in the Baltic Sea. 

Though the annual 

BALTOPS exercise isn’t held in response to a specific threat, this year’s edition comes amid heightened tensions with 

Russia following its invasion of Ukraine. About 7,000 military personnel and 45 ships from 14 NATO countries, as well as 

Sweden and Finland, took part. 

Despite their non-aligned status, the two Nordic have practiced regularly with NATO countries, and their governments 

decided in the wake of the Ukraine war to seek full membership in the Western military alliance. 

“I’m feeling really prepared. I mean, we have made a big deployment on Gotland, and we will defend Gotland,” Swedish 

Col. Magnus Frykvall, the island’s regiment commander, said as military hardware was being deployed on the coast. “It’s 

a really hard task to take a defended island.” 
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Strategically located in the middle of the southern part of the Baltic Sea, Gotland has seen foreign invasions throughout 

its history, the most recent one in 1808, when Russian forces briefly occupied it. 

But after the Cold War ended, Sweden felt the risk of a Russian aggression was so remote it refocused its armed forces 

on foreign peacekeeping operations rather than territorial defense. The Gotland regiment was closed in 2005 as Sweden 

downsized its military. 

Geopolitics 

Turkey, China See Opportunity In Central Asia After Moscow's Ukraine Invasion - Since Moscow's February 

invasion of Ukraine, Central Asian governments have sought to limit their reliance on Russia and grapple with the 

economic fallout from economic sanctions that the Kremlin's war has brought to their region. 

For China and Turkey -- two powers with long-standing ties to Central Asia of different magnitudes -- this has opened the 

door to new opportunities as the region's leaders reassess their balancing acts between various world powers. 

Turkey recently expanded its footprint in Central Asia, signing trade and defense agreements, stepping up arms sales, 

and President Erdogan conducting high-profile meetings with his counterparts in Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. 

China, meanwhile, has continued to follow the course it set out decades ago by pursuing its security interests in the 

region and ensuring access to energy exports and valuable minerals. It has also stepped up its diplomatic engagement 

and hardened its rhetoric. 

Chinese Foreign Minister Wang Yi wrapped up a visit to Kazakhstan on June 7 and the third annual China + Central Asia 

foreign ministers' meeting in Nur-Sultan on June 8, where he "expressed deep concern about the serious spillover impact 

of the Ukraine crisis," urged Central Asian governments to stay out of geopolitical conflicts, and reaffirmed Beijing's 

economic interests in the region. 

"There's a noticeable increase of activity both from Turkey and China in Central Asia [since the war started]," Erica Marat 

of the National Defense University in Washington told RFE/RL. "Both countries see an opportunity to expand their own 

presence in the region." 

The interest in strong ties is also mutual, she adds. 

The Kremlin still wields strong influence over Central Asian capitals and governments have been careful not to criticize 

Russia, but they've also moved to distance themselves and are eager to find alternative partners to Moscow, especially 

as they face a dimming regional economic forecast and key political transitions. 

In March, Serdar Berdymukhammedov, son of longtime autocratic Turkmen leader Gurbanguly Berdymukhammedov, 

took office as president. 

And Kazakhstan voted in a June 5 constitutional referendum that will reduce the powers of the presidency and strip 

former President Nursultan Nazarbaev of his remaining influence. The amendments came after violent unrest in January 

and a shadowy political struggle behind the scenes between current President Qasym-Zhomart Toqaev and Nazarbaev. 

Toqaev says the changes are meant to limit future nepotism by barring the president's relatives from holding government 

positions, although critics say the new constitution won't alter the nature of Kazakhstan's authoritarian system. 

"Russia doesn't have the capacity to follow through on all the initiatives it has brought to Central Asia over the years, so 

while [Moscow] is looking elsewhere, other states are trying to take advantage of it," Luca Anceschi, a Eurasian studies 

professor at the University of Glasgow, told RFE/RL. "But for Central Asia, it's about the domestic context. They want to 

limit and contain any fallout from the war." 
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Despite Wang's calls to keep geopolitics out of the region during his visit this week, the Chinese official took veiled aim 

at the United States in the readout from his meeting with Toqaev, which happened shortly after a late May tour of Central 

Asia by U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for South and Central Asian Affairs Donald Lu. 

"China hopes that Central Asian countries will stand firm, eliminate interference, strengthen coordination, cooperate in 

good faith, and safeguard regional peace and stability," the Chinese statement said. "China has never sought geopolitical 

interests in Central Asia, and never allows nonregional forces to stir up trouble in the region." 

Wang was referring to Washington -- already a target before the Ukraine war -- but the acrimony has grown as China has 

sought to shift blame for any economic pain felt inside Central Asia on the United States and the West for imposing 

sanctions against Russia. 

Stunning pictures show the scope of Chinese building in the South China Sea - Sometimes you’ve got to see 

it to truly believe it. That is certainly true of a 

remarkable album of pictures published by a 

Philippine newspaper this week. 

For years now, we’ve read about Chinese land 

reclamation and building in the contested waters of 

the South China Sea — construction that has put 

Beijing at odds with many of its Asian neighbors, as 

well as the United States. 

While the buildings and boats seen in the 

photographs are not news, seeing them up-close is 

striking. In satellite images, bases, radars and 

runways look like fuzzy rectangles. In these 

pictures, they look like bases, radars and runways.  

The pictures will not change China’s position, nor are they likely to shape the U.S. response. But for those following the 

conflict from a distance, they provide a revealing glimpse of what is happening on these distant rocks and reef — and it 

sure does not look civilian.  

NATO Membership May Spell the End of Finland and Sweden as Social Democracies - The actions of Putin’s 

Russia have caused Finland to join NATO. The first peak of support for NATO membership was in 2014-2015, but the 

impact of the 2022 invasion has been especially dramatic. While a significant part of the political elite has either publicly 

or privately favored Finnish NATO membership for years, for the bulk of the population the main motivation is now 

primarily fear.  
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Most lay proponents of NATO seem to think membership will deter Russia from attacking Finland, which of course 

presupposes that such an attack is an imminent possibility. In their eyes, the North Atlantic alliance is like a big father 

with big guns who comes to protect us if needed. I think that is a rather primitive argument, even if somewhat 

understandable under the circumstances. 

Finns — like many Europeans — seem to be relating themselves to this war in a very different way than to say the war in 

Syria or Yemen, or the wars in Iraq (2003-2011, 2013-2017). An aspect of this is clearly related to Eurocentrism: Ukraine 

is in Europe, and this war is close to us. The distance from Helsinki to Kyiv is about the same as that to the northernmost 

part of Finland. The invasion of Ukraine evokes historical memories of the Winter War (1939-40) and Russia as the eternal 

enemy. This evocation constitutes a regressive historical moment involving turning to stories that were prevalent in the 

1920s and 1930s when the right was defining Finland as the outermost post of Western civilization against the 

“barbarism” of Russian Bolshevism. The current understanding is in sharp contrast to the developments after the Second 

World War when a new cooperative understanding of Finland’s eastern neighbor evolved, despite very different social 

systems. What I hear now is Western Cold War mentality: The Russians are not only inherently bad but there may be no 

way we can ever cooperate with them again. 

At a deeper level, the impact of the Russian invasion cannot be disentangled from longer-term processes of political 

change. Responses to the invasion in Ukraine stem in an important part from gradual changes in the taken-for-granted 

background of social understandings, media representations and political rhetoric, which have prepared the ground for 

what can be seen as a further shift to the right cutting across all political parties.  

In the 1990s, the identity of Finland was redefined as a Western country, and as a member of the EU, to replace the 

earlier idea of a neutral social-democratic Nordic country, though the two coexisted for some time. Neoliberalization in 

turn has gradually changed meanings, mentalities, practices and institutions in Finland, paving the way for the rise of 

nationalist-authoritarian populism in the 2010s that followed the global financial crisis of 2008-2009 and its aftermath, 

including the Euro crisis. Some details may be peculiar to Finland, but otherwise, these processes are common across the 

interconnected world. 

Since 1994, Finland and Sweden have participated in NATO’s Partnership for Peace plan. Particularly the Finnish armed 

forces have been matched with the NATO systems, culminating in a recent decision to buy 64 nuclear-weapons 

compatible F-35 fighters from the U.S. In the 2000s and 2010s, both countries participated in NATO’s “peace-support” 

operations and concluded NATO host nation support agreements. Hence, the invasion and the consequent turn in public 

opinion have merely enabled and triggered the ultimate step in the long process of integration with NATO, namely formal 

membership. 

Despite the long process of integration with NATO, the step of formal membership is not insignificant. It has potentially 

far-reaching implications for international relations in Europe and globally. It is prone to spell the end to Nordic 

progressive internationalism, at least for now. 

Whereas during the Cold War the Nordic countries achieved a pluralist and non-military security community amongst 

themselves and promoted solidarity and common good in their external relations, the step of joining NATO is 

accompanied by the militarization of society and belief in the capacity of the military might prevent war through superior 

deterrence.  

Ultimately, this step is based on the theory of deterrence — including nuclear deterrence — that relies on the abstract 

calculative logic of self-interested and strategic rational actors. The shift resonates with a wider ideational shift toward 

the logic of rational choice and optimization under constraints, which is the basis of mainstream neoliberal economics.  

The concept of common or public good has disappeared from these discussions, except in the form of stability to be 

achieved by employing deterrence. The term deterrence means to frighten and to fill the other, who is feared, with fear.  
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The ultimate form of this kind of deterrence is MAD, Mutually Assured Destruction. Whereas the Cold War-era neutrality 

was understood, at least at times, as an attempt to transform the worldwide conflict threatening humanity, the current 

response stems from a rather narrow self-regarding perspective that is committed to the theory of deterrence. Moreover, 

the fear of Russia includes a simplistic Manichean story about a hero fighting for freedom and democracy against an evil 

empire. 

It is evident that Russia has started a highly counterproductive war, the byproducts of which now include Finnish and 

Swedish membership in NATO. A problem is that this membership is in turn a step in the process of escalation of the 

conflict between Russia and NATO and, so far to a lesser extent, between Russia and the EU. The NATO expansion 

eastward has been a key issue in the conflict that has escalated step by step since the 1990s. 

While in terms of income (less so in terms of wealth distribution) Finland remains a relatively egalitarian country, the 

continuity to the era of social democracy is limited to certain functions of the democratic welfare state model, especially 

health and education. Both have been transformed in the neoliberal era, yet all citizens continue to have access to fairly 

inexpensive public health care and free education. 

However, the health care system is increasingly dual track, part private, part semi-public, the latter involving a lot of 

private outsourcing. The educational system has been made more responsive to and selective in relation to the social 

background of pupils and students. Also, it has been reorganized following New Public Management and the pedagogical 

ideas premised on the innate capacities of the young people. Nonetheless, education remains free to all Finns and citizens 

of the EU, even at the university level. (Fees have been introduced to overseas students). 

 

 

 


