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Conflict Update # 98 

June 22nd, 2022 

Conflict Assessment 

Key Takeaways 

Russian forces continued to make gains to 

the south of Lysychansk and will likely reach the 

city in the coming days, although they are unlikely 

to quickly capture the Severodonetsk-Lysychansk 

area. 

Russian forces continued offensive 
operations towards Slovyansk and made minor 

advances. 

Russian forces intensified efforts to interdict 

Ukrainian lines of communication along the T1302 

Bakhmut-Lysychansk highway in order to support 

Russian operations towards Lysychansk. 

Russian forces focused on defensive 

operations along the Southern Axis and may 

have made marginal gains within Mykolaiv Oblast. 

Russian authorities are continuing 

measures to facilitate the economic integration 

of occupied areas. 

Subordinate Main Effort—Southern 

Kharkiv, Donetsk, Luhansk Oblasts - Russian 

forces continued efforts to push north toward 

Lysychansk along the west bank of the Siverskyi 

Donets River and made measured gains south of 

Lysychansk on June 22. Head of Luhansk Oblast 

Administration Serhiy Haidai stated that Russian troops are consolidating their positions in Toshkivka, Ustynivka, Pidlisne, 

and Myrna Dolyna, and are attacking Bila Hora, directly on the southeastern outskirts of Lysychansk. Russian Telegram 

channel Rybar claimed that Russian forces took control of Rai-Oleksandrivka and Loskutivka, both 10 km south of 

Lysychansk. Haidai additionally stated that Russian forces are trying to fix in place Ukrainian units in Borivske and 

Voronove (both within 5 km southeast of Severodonetsk) and are firing on Ukrainian positions in Synetskyi and Pavlohrad 

(western suburbs of Severodonetsk along the eastern bank of the Siverskyi Donets River). Haidiai’s claim suggests that 

Ukrainian forces still control the area to the southwest of Severodonetsk along the eastern bank of the Siverskyi Donets 

River and are therefore not entirely encircled in the Severodonetsk-Lysychansk area. Russian forces continued street 

fights within Severodonetsk, presumably for control of the industrial zone. Russian forces are moving to complete the 

encirclement of Ukrainian positions in Zolote and Hirske but likely have not captured these settlements as of June 22. 
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Russian forces continued offensive operations towards 

Slovyansk from the southeast of Izyum and west of Lyman 

on June 22. Spokesperson for the Ukrainian Ministry of 

Defense Oleksandr Motuzyanyk stated that unspecified 

elements of the Russian 1st Guards Tank Army, the 20th, 

29th, and 35th Combined Arms Armies, 68th Army Corps, 

and unspecified Airborne Forces (VDV) are operating in 

the direction of Slovyansk. Russian forces are reportedly 

fighting in the forests around Krasnopillya, about 20 km 

northwest of Slovyansk.  Mayor of Slovyansk Vadym Lyakh 

stated that Russian forces directly shelled a micro-district 

of Slovyansk, which is the first attack directly on Slovyansk 

since early June. Russian forces additionally shelled 

Ukrainian positions west of Lyman around Pryshyb, 

Sydorove, and Majaky. 

Russian forces continued efforts to interdict Ukrainian 

lines of communication east of Bakhmut along the T1302 

Bakhmut-Lysychansk highway but did not make any 

confirmed advances on June 22. The Ukrainian General 

Staff reported that Russian forces are re-grouping around 

Bakhmut to strengthen their offensive capabilities in the 

area. Russian forces reportedly conducted an unsuccessful 

assault near the Vuhledar Power Plant in Svitlodarsk, which 

suggests that Russian forces may drive up the E40 highway 

to the northwest in order to gain access to the T3102 and 

support operations against the Severodonetsk-Lysychansk 

highway. Russian forces additionally conducted an airstrike 

on Verkhnyokamyanka (see image in-line with text below), 

a settlement directly on the T1302 within 10 kilometers 

southwest of Lysychansk, in a likely effort to interdict 

Ukrainian movements towards Lysychansk. Russian forces 

will likely continue to regroup and intensify operations in 

the area between Bakhmut and Lysychansk to advance 

toward Lysychansk from an additional axis, sever Ukrainian 

supply lines, and attempt to consolidate control of the 

entire Severodonetsk-Lysychansk area in the coming days. 
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Supporting Effort #1—Kharkiv City – There were no significant changes in northern Kharkiv Oblast on June 22. 

Russian forces continued to focus on preventing Ukrainian advances toward the international border and shelled Kharkiv 

City and surrounding settlements. 

Supporting Effort #2—Southern Axis - Russian forces continued to focus on defensive operations along the 

Southern Axis and may have secured marginal 

gains in Mykolaiv Oblast, north of Kherson City, 

on June 22. Russian Telegram channel Rybar 

claimed that Russian forces took control of 

Novopetrivka, Burkhanivka, and Kalynivka, three 

settlements within 25 km of the Kherson-

Mykolaiv Oblast border. Spokesperson for the 

Ukrainian Ministry of Defense Oleksandr 

Motuzyanyk stated that unspecified elements of 

the Russian 8th and 49th Combined Arms Armies, 

22nd Army Corps, and unspecified Airborne 

Forces (VDV) are operating between Mykolaiv 

and Kherson Oblasts to prevent further Ukrainian 

counterattacks toward Kherson City. Deputy 

Head of Ukraine’s Presidential Office Kyrylo 

Tymoshenko stated that Ukrainian forces have 

recaptured Kiselivka and are now within 15 km of 

Kherson City, indicating that Russian forces are 

facing substantial pressure to defend their 

occupied frontiers against Ukrainian 

counterattacks. 

Ukrainian partisan activity continues to 

complicate Russian occupation efforts along the 

Southern Axis. Both the Ukrainian Resistance 

Center and Kremlin-run RIA Novosti reported that 

unidentified Ukrainian individuals, likely 

partisans, conducted an IED attack that injured 

the Russian-appointed head of Chornobaivka. 

Russian forces conducted missile and artillery strikes against various areas in Kherson, Mykolaiv, Dnipropetrovsk, and 

Zaporizhia Oblasts on June 22. Motuzyanyk stated that Russian forces are conducting missile strikes on Odesa with Kh-

35 Bal and K-300P Bastion-P anti-ship missiles, indicating Russian forces have likely exhausted their supply of appropriate 

missile systems and are resorting to firing on land targets with anti-ship missiles (which can still be effective but are less 

accurate than purpose-built land-attack systems). 

Activity in Russian-occupied Areas - Russian occupation authorities continued economic integration efforts in 

occupied areas on June 22. Ukraine’s Zaporizhia Oblast Military Administration stated that Russian forces are preparing 

the Berdyansk Commerical Port for grain exports and are using trains to move grain from Melitopol to Russia.[30] Prime 

Minister of the Donetsk People’s Republic (DNR) Vitaly Khotsenko additionally met with Governor of Russia’s Amur Oblast 

Vasily Orlov to secure patronage for infrastructure and agricultural development of the settlement of Amvrosiivka.[31] 
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Ukraine war: fears that Belarus might invade on Russia’s side are growing - As the war in Ukraine drags on 

and Russia’s attempts to gain significant ground in Donbas stall, concerns are being raised once again about the possibility 

of Belarus opening a second front. This, so the logic goes, would require Ukraine to redeploy forces from the front lines 

in the east and make it easier for Russia to capture more territory there. This risk now appears heightened in the context 

of a Lithuanian ban on the transit of certain goods from Russia through Belarus and Lithuania to the Russian exclave of 

Kaliningrad. 

Ukrainian officials, however, appear less worried. The president, Zelensky, in an interview on June 6, deemed the risk of 

an invasion from Belarus minimal. It’s a view also held by Zelensky’s chief of staff, Andriy Yermak, and similarly endorsed 

by the secretary of Ukraine’s National Security and Defense Council, Oleksiy Danilov. 

Belarusian and Ukrainian military and security experts also assess the possibility of Belarus entering the war against 

Ukraine as small. There is a prominent school of thought that there has been no actual proof of pressure from Moscow 

the Belarus president, Alexander Lukashenko, to join the war – and rather that it is a bargaining tool for the Belarusian 

president to improve his damaged relations with the west by demonstrating that he can resist Putin´s pressure. 

Yet, over May and June 2022 there has been an increase in military activities along the Belarus-Ukraine border. Russia 

has deployed Iskander, Pantsir and S-400 missile systems in the area. Lukashenko, has reportedly decided to create a 

southern command and expand the country’s armed forces to 80,000 from its current strength of 65,000. Belarus has 

also held further military exercises. Perhaps most worryingly, Lukashenko also hinted that his forces might have to “fight 

for western Ukraine” so that it is “not chopped off by the west”. 

It’s somewhat reminiscent of the situation in late March, when similar concerns were raised that Belarus might join the 

Russian aggression against Ukraine. It did not happen then, so the the question is whether anything has changed that 

increases the risk it might happen now? 

Putin’s control of Belarus is near total. This is partly a result of worsening relations between Belarus and the west, 

especially since the crackdown on protests after the contested presidential elections in August 2020, the hijacking of a 

Ryanair flight in order to detain a dissident journalist, Roman Protasevich, and the 2021 migrant crisis during which 

Lukashenko tried to pressure the west to lift sanctions imposed on his illegitimate regime. The resulting leverage that the 

Kremlin has may simply leave Belarusian president with very few options if Putin decides that the only pathway to success 

for him in his war in Ukraine is through Belarus. 

This need not imply a full-scale invasion by the Belarusian army into Ukraine. But it could involve a gradual escalation: 

more military exercises at the border, false-flag operations, incursions by special forces and missile attacks from 

Belarusian territory on the Ukrainian capital and major population centres. Belarus could also threaten western supply 

lines, especially along the Ukrainian-Polish border. At a minimum, this would cause further destruction in Ukraine and 

possibly tie up Ukrainian forces meaning they are drawn away from what is currently the main theatre of operations in 

Donbas. 

What has changed? 

First, there are significant differences on the battlefield. Back in March, Russian troops were still besieging Kyiv. Since 

then, they have been redeployed in Donbas. According to the Institute for the Study of War, Ukrainian forces have also 

launched successful counteroffensives around Kharkiv in the north and Kherson and Zaporozhia in the south. At the same 

time, Russia has made incremental, but important gains in Donbas. 

Second, western support for Ukraine has further increased. Sanctions against Russia have been extended and the 

European Commission has recommended that Ukraine be given official candidate status for EU membership. 
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Russian losses - The General Staff of the Armed Forces of Ukraine reported that between 24th February and 21st June, 

Russia had lost about 34,100 personnel (with a 1:3 ratio, 102,300 injured), 1,496 tanks, 3,606 armoured combat vehicles, 

752 artillery units, 239 multiple launch rocket systems, 98 air defence systems, 216 warplanes, 181 helicopters, 611 

drones, 137 cruise missiles, 14 warships, 2,537 motor vehicles and fuel tankers, and 59 units of special equipment. 

Putin's humiliating climbdown amid fears of British Harpoon missiles - The UK and Denmark sent Harpoon 

anti-ship missiles to Ukraine which has led to President Putin ordering his warships to retreat 60 miles from the coast. 

Russia is desperately trying to fit warships with anti-air defences normally meant for land as Putin fears Britain's deadly 

Harpoon missiles - which are being sent to Ukraine, according to reports. 

The UK and Denmark these missiles to Ukraine, leading Putin tp order his warships to retreat 60 miles from the coast. 

The humiliating climbdown suggests the attacks Putin was targeting on a beach in Odessa have to be scaled back after 

two Ukrainian missiles sunk the Russian warship Moskva. 

The devastating U-turn for the Russian president has seen Putin shift his tactics following the news UK and Denmark gave 

Ukraine Harpoon anti-ship missiles, which ca sink a ship over the horizon at a distance of over 80 miles. Experts believe 

Russia are starting to panic as a result of the new deadly Harpoon. 

The Nested Game 

Beware the nested games of Russia's war against Ukraine - “Beware the nested game.” It is one of the least-

known but most useful adages to keep in mind when following international affairs, and it is especially relevant now that 

Lithuania has announced a blockade of sanctioned Russian goods. 

A nested game is what it sounds like — a game within a game. It recognizes that the actors in most real-world settings 

are not unified and have conflicting motives. The classic example is the failure of a proposed Middle East peace deal 

because some hard-line faction sponsored a terror attack or an assassination. The agreement was never just the two 

sides dealing with each other; each side was also dealing with its own internal conflicts. 

The nested game theory can help increase understanding of the Russian war against Ukraine too, and unfortunately it 

shows that the risk of escalation is increasing. Most assessments of the war measure the relative military strengths of 

each side. That is surely important — but so are the nested games. Russia and Ukraine are not monolithic. Each country 

encompasses many diverse interests and opinions, especially if “Ukraine plus its allies” is defined as one side of the 

conflict. 

Lithuania has announced that it would block rail shipments of sanctioned goods to the Russian exclave of Kaliningrad, an 

outpost of Russian territory surrounded by Lithuania, Poland and the Baltic Sea, with no direct land connection to the 

Russian mainland. Lithuania claims, not incorrectly, that such a blockade follows from EU sanctions against Russia. 

Still, from Russia’s point of view, it may feel like an act of war when a NATO member cuts off part of the connection 

between Kaliningrad and the mainland. Various Russian officials have threatened escalation and retaliation, while leaving 

the details vague. Russia also claims this blockade violates previous transport agreements with Lithuania. 

If Lithuania had not imposed this blockade when it did, it is not clear the European Union would have forced it to do so 

(delaying or renegotiating EU pledges is hardly unprecedented, especially when preexisting agreements with other 

countries can be cited). In this sense the blockade was a strategic decision on the part of Lithuania. One view of Lithuania’s 

strategy is that it is forcing or inducing its allies to affirm their support, at a more rather than less favorable moment in 

the hostilities. 
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It’s too soon to tell whether this is a wise strategy for Lithuania. But the point is that Lithuania’s interests are not identical 

to NATO’S, the EU’S or the US’S. Given some risk of Russian escalation, and in light of my view that punishing Kaliningrad 

is a low priority, I personally would have preferred if Lithuania had not made this decision. 

Instead, by playing a nested game, Lithuania has made matters riskier for some of the other parties involved. Lithuania 

also has made the course of the conflict more difficult to predict, because hostilities could spread to the Baltics. 

Now some of the smaller players in the region, especially those which fear Russia the most, may see advantages in 

escalating the conflict. It is the conventional wisdom that time is now on Russia’s side, so smaller countries may feel a 

sense of urgency that, say, Germany does not. 

Nested games tend to complicate rather than simplify situations. Is the disturbing agent here Lithuania or the US, as some 

suggest? What exactly are the splits of opinion within the Lithuanian government? What does Poland think about the 

timing of this possible escalation? Speaking of which, Poland has been playing nested games all along, as it faces ongoing 

decisions about how directly to be involved in supplying weapons to Ukraine, which can heighten the risk of Russian 

attacks in Polish territory. 

Merely outlining all the different questions can be dizzying. In this way, the nested games theory functions as a kind of 

alternative to game theory and its vaunted ability to predict the future. But therein lies the danger too. 

Game theory isn’t always correct about the future, of course. But it is a useful discipline because it forces people to 

consider the worst possible outcomes. The risk of the nested games theory is that it can lead to an acceptance of the 

internal logic of a narrow faction or situation — and once wars get started, they tend to develop logics all their own. 

Throughout history far too many wars have spiraled out of control for reasons that appear arbitrary, nonsensical or simply 

unnecessary, but that make sense under a theory of nested games. 

All of which is a way of saying that the value of the nested game theory is its explanatory power, not its predictive worth. 

And that once nested games take hold, the risks of escalation grow. (Tyler Cohen – PressReader) 

Containment 

Sullivan suggests yet more MLRS for Ukraine, but only after training - National Security Advisor Jake Sullivan 

today suggested that the US and close allies would provide embattled Ukrainian forces with further systems capable of 

launching multiple rockets — to possibly include more of the sophisticated US High Mobility Artillery Rocket Systems, 

known as HIMARS. 

The caveat, however, is that enough Ukrainian troops first must be trained to use them on the battlefield, he told the 

Center for a New American Security. 

“It’s the Ukrainian’s job to ask for as many as they can possibly get their hands on,” he said, “and it’s our job to deliver to 

them to the extent that we feel there are trained personnel and the capacity to actually put those to use in an effective 

way. And so we have given an initial four, and actually we have moved the training at a really rapid and efficient pace so 

that those can be deployed onto the battlefield in short order.” 

According to media reports, Ukraine has asked the Biden administration for somewhere between 60 and 100 more 

HIMARS following the delivery the four truck-mounted rocket launchers earlier this month. Sullivan, however, was coy 

about the specifics of both what Kyiv wants, as well as what exactly Washington might provide — saying only that there 

would be additional deliveries of long-range fire capabilities. 
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“In the next drawdown package from the United States, we anticipate that there will be further delivery of systems,” 

Sullivan said. “So we have to take it step by step, and one of the key considerations in how we deliver these systems is 

how many can be absorbed effectively onto the battlefield. 

Putin 

In Beijing's BRICS summit, Putin is back on the world stage - When Russian President Vladimir Putin dials into 

the virtual BRICS summit hosted by Beijing on Thursday, it will be his first time attending a forum with the heads of major 

economies since launching an invasion of Ukraine earlier this year. 

For Putin, this could offer a welcome picture: his face beamed onscreen alongside other leaders whose countries make 

up this acronymous grouping: China's Xi Jinping, India's Narendra Modi, Brazil's Jair Bolsonaro, and South Africa's Cyril 

Ramaphosa -- a signal that Russia, though battered by sanctions and remonstrations for the invasion, is not alone. 

It's a message that may resonate even more clearly as China and Russia, weeks before the invasion, declared their own 

relationship to have "no limits," and as each of the BRICS leaders have avoided condemning Russia outright, even as they 

hold varying levels of interest in not being seen to endorse its actions -- and run afoul of Western friends. 

Below the surface, Putin's invasion is likely to throw another complication into BRICS, a more than a decade-old grouping 

of major emerging economies, which already suffers from mistrust between members and mismatched ideologies. 

But the decision by the group to press ahead with its 14th annual summit does reflect a view held by BRICS countries on 

the global order and, by extension, the situation in Ukraine, that departs from that of the West, experts say. 

"We're talking about some very major economies whose leadership is willing to be seen with Putin, even if it is only on a 

virtual platform," said Sushant Singh, a senior fellow at the Center for Policy Research (CPR) in New Delhi. 

While the countries may argue that engaging Russia is better than not, the optics only become sharper in contrast. The 

BRICS summit is followed days later by the meeting of a bloc of the world's leading advanced economies, the Group of 

Seven, which have been united in their voice against Russian aggression and kicked Moscow out of their bloc following 

its annexation of Crimea in 2014. 

Beijing -- this year's host and by far the most economically powerful of the five nations, which together make up around 

a quarter of worldwide GDP -- appears set to focus on its own agenda: promoting its new global development and security 

initiatives and pushing back on what it sees as "bloc"-building by the United States. 

Some of the crises of this period, like food insecurity and a rising debt crisis in the developing world, are those that the 

group -- established in 2009 as a means to "serve common interests of emerging market economies and developing 

countries" -- was ostensibly formed to address. 

Since its inception, BRICS, which added South Africa in 2011, has been united in calling for more representation of major 

emerging economies on the world's stage -- and against what it views as a disproportionate dominance of the Western 

powers. That has meant pushing for reforms at the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank, and, on occasion, 

making a veiled jab at NATO actions. 

It's also seen the countries discussing issues like how to settle trade in their own currencies -- outside the US dollar system 

-- an issue that could now take more relevance for BRICS following Western sanctions on Russia, according to Shahar 

Hameiri, a professor and political economist at the University of Queensland in Australia. 

A longstanding source of internal friction within BRICS remains unresolved: tensions between India and China, which in 

2020 spiraled into a violent border clash. 
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On the one hand, BRICS has been a "way of ensuring some form of engagement with China" for India, according to CPR's 

Singh. And this remains critical, as New Delhi is wary of provoking Beijing, especially as it has partnered with the United 

States, Japan and Australia on their Quad security grouping and is increasingly viewed by the US as part of its strategy to 

counter China, he said. 

But these ties also make India more reticent to back major outcomes from a BRICS summit. 

"I would be surprised if any substantive initiative is announced, because India would then be sending a message to the 

Quad and to its Western partners that it is willing to work very closely with China and Russia," he said. "That would make 

India's position very complicated." 

Widening of conflict 

Why is Lithuania risking Russia’s wrath over Kaliningrad? - Lithuania imposed a ground transit ban of EU 

sanctioned Russian goods through its territory on Saturday, cutting off the Russian exclave of Kaliningrad Oblast. 

The governor of the oblast, Anton 

Alikhanov, said the ban will block half of 

all goods coming into the territory, the 

majority of which travel via railroad. The 

ban will also cut off Kaliningrad’s only oil 

pipeline from Russia.  

The move comes on top of the EU flight 

ban of 21 Russian-certified airlines in 

April, preventing goods from being flown 

into Kaliningrad as well. The only 

uninterrupted method of transit left to 

the territory now is by way of the sea 

through international waters. 

In response, Russia said Lithuania will face “serious,” unspecified consequences for the actions. 

With Lithuania being a NATO member, any direct military action by Russia would trigger Article 5 of the treaty and the 

entirety of the alliance would at war with Russia. During the State of the Union Address, U.S. President Joe Biden vowed 

to defend “every inch” of NATO territory. In March, the U.S. bolstered its presence in Lithuania, bringing the number of 

soldiers stationed in the country to around 1,000. 

Where is Kaliningrad? 

Like a hollow in the mountains, the isolated port city of Kaliningrad and the territory to which it lends its name is nestled 

along the coast of the Baltic Sea between the countries of Poland to the South and Lithuania to the East and North. 

Why is Kaliningrad part of Russia? 

The Kaliningrad Oblast is a territory of Russia. As an exclave, it is separated from its mother country’s capital of Moscow 

by about 680 miles. 

After the conclusion of World War II, the Soviet Union was given control of the Kaliningrad territory at the Potsdam 

Conference. When the Soviet Union collapsed in 1991, the territory remained part of the Russian Federation, surrounded 

by newly independent countries which over time developed close ties to the West. Eventually, Poland and Lithuania 

joined the NATO alliance. 
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Why is Kaliningrad important? 

Kaliningrad is the only Russian port on the Baltic Sea that is ice-free year round and is an important launch point for the 

nation’s naval fleet. Its strategic location prevents ships from having to circumnavigate Scandinavia by way of a northern 

passage, traveling through the Arctic Ocean. This is the route ships have to take from the second port of the Baltic Fleet 

in St. Petersburg. 

Kaliningrad’s location also means that Russia has naval vessels stationed behind NATO lines. 

Along with its fleet, Russia also has nuclear weapons stationed in the territory, according to Lithuania. In March, Russia 

ordered its nuclear forces on high alert in response to what it called mounting pressure from NATO countries making 

“aggressive statements about our country.” 

Nuclear warheads attached to short or intermediate range ballistic misses stationed essentially inside NATO territory 

provide Russia with a more assured first strike due to the limited time it would take the missiles to reach their targets in 

Europe. 

What has Russia’s response been? 

Russia has expressed outrage at the move by Lithuania and has vowed to respond in a manner in which the citizens of 

Lithuania will feel pain but has failed to specify how it will accomplish this. 

Russia has called the transit ban a “blockade” and said the move is a violation of international law. Kaliningrad relies 

heavily on imports from Russia for goods and materials. 

Lithuania defended the ban saying it is simply a step taken to comply with the EU sanctions which have been implemented 

on Russia since their invasion of Ukraine in late February. 

“The transit of passengers and non-sanctioned goods to and from the Kaliningrad region through Lithuania continues 

uninterrupted,” the Lithuanian Foreign Ministry said in a statement. “Lithuania has not imposed any unilateral, individual, 

or additional restrictions on the transit. Lithuania consistently implements EU sanctions, which have different transition 

periods and dates of entry into force.” 

China's air force sent more than two dozen aircraft into Taiwan's air defense zone today, a day after they 

sent only one aircraft into the same zone on Monday, according to the Defense Ministry in Taipei. Twenty-nine aircraft 

of nine different kinds participated in the drills Tuesday, which included 17 fighter jets, 6 bomber planes, and an anti-

submarine aircraft. 

China conducts these seemingly antagonistic exercises nearly every day, but the last time so many participated was May 

30, when 30 aircraft entered Taiwan's air defense identification zone from the southwest before heading back to the 

mainland. The last drill of comparable size occurred on Jan. 23 when 39 different Chinese aircraft entered Taiwan's ADIZ 

altogether, and from the southwest again, as is most common.  

U.S. State Department commented: "We urge Beijing to cease its military, diplomatic, and economic pressure, and 

intimidation against Taiwan," a spokesman told Focus Taiwan news agency on Tuesday. "We have an abiding interest in 

peace and stability across the Taiwan Strait. We will continue to assist Taiwan in maintaining a sufficient self-defense 

capability," the unnamed spokesman said. 

Russia holds missile drills in Baltic Sea as tensions with NATO reach boiling point - Lithuania has blocked rail 

access to Russia's exclave of Kaliningrad Oblast, cutting off the NATO-state surrounded territory from vital goods like 

coal, metals and building materials 
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Russia has conducted an anti-ship missile exercise in the Baltic Sea amid escalating tensions with NATO member Lithuania 

after the country blocked the transit of goods to the Russian exclave of Kaliningrad. 

The footage reportedly shows a Russian warship in the Baltic Sea performing a military exercise. 

The vessel can be seen launching an antiship missile at what appears to be a mock target, with a camera mounted on 

board said target showing the missile hitting it with pinpoint accuracy. 

The Russian Ministry of Defence (MoD) said in a statement on Monday, 20th June: "The crew of the Soobrazitelny 

corvette, as part of an exercise of the Baltic Fleet, launched a missile attack on a sea target imitating a warship of a mock 

enemy. 

Russia has said that it "reserves the right to act to protect its national interests", while the Governor of the Kaliningrad 

Oblast region, Anton Alikhanov, has announced plans for cargo vessels to begin ferrying goods between St Petersburg 

and the exclave. 

The head of the Ukrainian President’s Office Andriy Yermak said on the evening of Monday, 20th June: "The Kremlin's 

attempts to threaten Lithuania are a challenge for the EU and NATO. 


