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Conflict Update # 199 

October 1st, 2022 

Back issues at www.accgroupco.com 

Conflict Assessment 

Russian losses – 59,610 (+530) soldiers killed, 2,354 (+16) enemy tanks, 4,949 (+17) armored  combat vehicles, 1,397 

(+6) artillery systems, 336 (+3) MLRS systems, 176 (+0) air defense systems, 264 (+0) warplanes, 226 (+1) helicopters, 

1,009 (+6) UAVs of the operational-tactical level, 246 (+0) cruise missiles, 15 (+0) warships/cutters, 3,786 (+18) trucks 

and tankers, 4 Iskander Missile Launchers (+0), 76 fuel bowsers (+0) and 130 (+0) units of specialized equipment. 

Key Takeaways 

Lyman in Eastern Ukraine - Russia has withdrawn its troops from Lyman, leaving Ukrainian troops to now move on 

to the main arterial supply route running from Russia through  

 Ukraine’s armed forces on Saturday said they had "liberated" five settlements in the Donetsk region and encircled 

thousands of Russian soldiers. 

Referring to the map, updated from three days ago, the shaded blue area the operating area captured by Ukraine, 

wherein are an estimated 5,000 to 5,500 Russian soldiers. 

The Ukrainian spokesman said that some 

Russian troops tried to unsuccessfully break 

through Ukraine’s barricade near the city 

while others had begun to surrender. 

Taking Lyman is a significant strategic win for Ukraine, but the fight to fully liberate the city was not over. 
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Lyman has served as a major logistics and transport hub for Russian forces and its operations in northern Donetsk, 

reported Reuters. 

Securing the city is the biggest battlefield win for Ukraine since it forced Russian troops to withdraw from roughly the 

entire Kharkiv region in a major counter-offensive last month. 

Ukrainian forces will now move toward the strategic cities of Severodonetsk and Svatove, in red circles and straddling 

as they do the north-south Russian re-supply line. Capturing this see’s Russian battalions in the northern Luhansk 

Oblast and Donetsk Oblast deprived of essential supplies and troop rotation.  

Two senior Putin commanders killed – Two senior Russian commanders have been killed by Ukraine in the past 10 

days. General Katrinichev, second-in-command of all Russian troops in Kherson Oblast, was killed hours ahead of 

Putin’s annexation notice in the oblast when two Ukrainian HIMARS missiles struck the house in which he lived. 

Commander Nagin, commander of the Wagner Group, a mercenary outfit, was killed in Bakhmut on September 20th. 

Nagin was very experienced and served in Chechnya, Syria, Libya, Crimea and now in Donbas. 

Both were closely aligned with Putin and Katrinichev was an instrumental planner in the February 14th invasion. 

Annexation – the new “Red Line” 

The new “Red Line” -  By annexing 

the four oblasts into Russia and by his 

statements regarding them being 

“Russian forever,” Putin and the 

Kremlin have drawn their “Red Line” in 

the sand. 

By direct implication, any Ukrainian 

entrance into this new “Novorossia” 

will be viewed as an entry into Russia 

itself and subject to “whatever 

counter-measures we deem suitable.” 

There are a number of complications 

with this Russian statement of intent. 

First, looking at the map alongside, 

Russia does not command 100% of all 

the territories in each oblast. 

In Luhansk they have just lost Lyman, referred to in the preceding article, in Donetsk, they command just over ½ the 

oblast, in Zaporizhzhya they command around ¾ of the territory, excluding the nuclear power station in the north of 

the oblast and in Kherson they are under siege in the area north of the River Dnipro. 

These “Ukrainian” areas are denoted in blue in the map above and Ukraine is certainly not going to cede these 

territories to Russia. In Russian eyes, this is a casus belli for introducing more dangerous weaponry should they be 

unable to occupy the real estate between them and the red line. 

Second, Putin has yet to clearly define the lands annexed. Kremlin spokesperson Dmitry Peskov declined to specify the 

borders of the newly annexed territories. Putin rushed the annexation before making even basic administrative 
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decisions on boundaries and governance. Russian officials have therefore not set clear policies or conditions for proper 

administration. 

Third, their military prowess is waning and extremely short on expertise and modern weaponry. Ukraine has destroyed 

and continues to destroy Russian entrance ways and supply lines with clinical accuracy. This doesn’t portend well for 

Russian forces in that existing positions are prone to encirclement and defeat. How fast and how far they ceded 

territory is purely a subject of how much armor Ukraine can muster in the right battle areas. 

Fourth, the annexation is contrary to all international laws and in contravention of explicit treaties and agreements 

concluded between Russia and Ukraine decades ago. The world has expressed outrage and a UN Resolution was passed 

yesterday, albeit with abstention votes by India, China and Brazil, three members of the BRICS alliance. South Africa – 

the “S” - is not represented on the Security Council where the vote was held. 

China will need to balance its position as it has clearly stated its preference for respect of national sovereignty of other 

countries. It remains to be seen whether this is their medium to long term position.  

Brazil is headed into an election tomorrow and the opposition leader, Workers' Party candidate and former Brazilian 

President Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva, leads in the latest polls according to pollster Datafolha, with such a commanding lead 

that could give him a first-round victory without any need for a runoff. 

Lula said in a May 2022 interview with Time magazine that Russia never should have invaded Ukraine. But he also said 

Ukrainian President Zelenskiy is as much to blame for the war as Russian leader Vladimir Putin. So we don’t know 

where Brazil as a nation will land post-election, but his opponent and reigning Brazilian president, Bolsonaro, has yet to 

even signify any negative comment on either Putin or Russia. 

Fifth, the US and NATO will now substantially increase aid to Ukraine and are on the verge of providing even more 

advanced weaponry, such as anti-aircraft batteries and Abrams Mk1 tanks. This signifies a longer-term conflict, drawn 

almost certainly into 2023 and perhaps into 2024. 

Sixth, Putin is headed to inserting hundreds of thousands of ill-trained soldiers into these annexed areas, 

predominantly as canon fodder in order to contain Ukrainian advances. He has been panicked into this by recent 

Ukrainian successes in Kherson and Luhansk Oblasts where they are pushing Russian troops out of occupied territories. 

He will almost certainly not be able to further invade Ukraine, and almost as certainly will be unable to occupy the blue 

zones in the map above. 

Lastly, organizing governance for these four forcibly annexed oblasts would be bureaucratically challenging for any 

state after Russian forces systematically killed, arrested, or drove out the Ukrainian officials who previously ran the 

regional administrations.  

And the bureaucratic incompetence demonstrated by the Kremlin’s attempted partial mobilization of Russian men 

suggests that Russian bureaucrats will similarly struggle to establish governance structures over a resistant and 

unwilling population in the warzone that is Russian-occupied Ukrainian territory. 

Expect also to see ongoing assassinations of Russian-installed officials from now on. 

Southern Ukraine: (Kherson Oblast) Ukrainian military officials are maintaining operational silence on progress of 

the Ukrainian counteroffensive in southern Ukraine. Their Southern Operational Command (SOC) reported that their 

forces continue to force Russian troops to defend their positions. The Ukrainian General Staff (UGS) added that Russian 

forces are continuing to evict civilians in Kherson City to quarter additional Russian reinforcements. They also noted 

that Russian forces are attempting to restore the operations of the Antonivsky Bridge and are bringing additional 

construction materials and repair equipment to the bridge. 
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Ukrainian forces continued their interdiction 

campaign over the past two days, primarily 

striking Russian ground lines of 

communications (GLOCs), positions, and 

ammunition depots in northern and central 

Kherson Oblast. The SOC stated that their 

forces struck Russian military convoys in Nova 

Kakhovka, a command post in Beryslav Raion, 

and six Russian concentration areas in Kherson 

City, Nova Kakhovka, Dariivka, and Nova 

Kardashinka. 

Ukrainian military officials added that their 

forces targeted an UAV control center in 

Davydiv Brid on the eastern bank of the 

Inhulets River. Local Telegram channels 

reported witnessing explosions in Nova 

Kakhovka, and Ukrainian strikes on the 

Elektromash factory in Nova Kakhovka and the 

area of the Kherson City shipyard. 

Ukrainian and Russian sources identified two 

areas of kinetic activity: south of the Kherson-

Dnipropetrovsk Oblast border and around the 

Ukrainian bridgehead over Inhulets River. The 

SOC reported that their forces discovered and 

repelled a small Russian sabotage and 

reconnaissance group in Osokorkivka (on the 

T0403 highway in northern Kherson Oblast), 

and the Russian Ministry of Defense (MoD) 

claimed that Russian forces continued to strike Ukrainian positions in Osokorkivka. The SOC also noted conducting 

unspecified ”successful actions in the area of Davydiv Brid and that Ukrainian forces “suppressed a Russian stronghold,” 

but this language is vague and can mean that Ukrainian troops conducted a ground attack in the area or inflicted 

bombardment damage on Russian positions.  

A Russian milblogger claimed that Russian forces conducted a spoiling attack in anticipation of a Ukrainian attack on 

Davydiv Brid. UGS also reported Ukrainian forces repelled a Russian assault on Bezimenne. 

Donetsk Oblast - Russian forces continued ground attacks in Donetsk Oblast yesterday but did not make any 

confirmed territorial gains. UGS reported that their forces repelled Russian ground assaults northeast of Bakhmut near 

Bakhmutske and south of Bakhmut near Vesela Dolyna (6km southeast of Bakhmut), Zaitseve (8km southeast of 

Bakhmut), Odradivka (9km south of Bakhmut), and Mayorsk (20km south of Bakhmut).  

Russian sources also claimed that Russian forces conducted ground attacks in Bakhmut itself and near Soledar. 

Ukrainian sources reported that Russian forces continued routine artillery, air, and missile strikes throughout the line of 

contact in Donetsk Oblast. 
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Supporting Effort—Southern Axis - 

Russian forces continued artillery, air, and 

missile strikes west of Hulyaipole, and in 

Mykolaiv and Dnipropetrovsk Oblasts on 

September 30. Ukrainian and Russian sources 

reported that Russian forces yesterday struck 

Mykolaiv City, Zaporizhzhia City, Dnipro City, 

Nikopol, and Kryvyi Rih.  

Ukrainian sources also reported that Russian 

forces fired Smerch multiple launch rocket 

system (MLRS) rockets near Ochakiv, 

Mykolaiv Oblast. UGS reported that Ukrainian 

forces struck and destroyed a Russian 

command post and a Russian S-300 system in 

Melitopol and struck Russian positions in 

Tokmak on September 30. 

Russian forces continued to use Iranian-made 

drones to target Ukrainian positions and 

cities in Southern Ukraine on September 30. 

Ukraine’s SOC reported that Russian forces 

conducted two Shahed-136 drone attacks on 

an administrative building and a critical 

infrastructure facility in Mykolaiv City. They 

also reported that Ukrainian air defenses shot 

down three Russian Shahed-136 drones in 

Mykolaiv Oblast and two unspecified loitering 

munitions in Odesa Oblast. 

See article below for efficacy of the Iranian-made UAVs, a number of which have been shot down by Ukrainian anti-

aircraft batteries since being deployed. 

Russia deploying ill-trained recruits to Ukraine - Russian authorities are continuing to deploy mobilized 

personnel to Ukraine without adequate training or equipment. A Russian source reported that mobilized personnel 

from Sverdlovsk Oblast stayed at a training center for one day before deploying to Russia’s border areas and did not 

indicate if these personnel would receive further training.  

Russian authorities will likely redeploy personnel from border regions to areas in Ukraine as Russian efforts to advance 

and Ukrainian counteroffensives shift over time.  

Russian military authorities detained a Russian soldier who posted footage showing mobilized personnel from Perm 

Krai camped in a field in Volgograd Oblast without equipment necessary to weather the outdoors, but that Russian 

officials denied the detention. Russian sources posted footage of mobilized personnel at training centers in occupied 

Donetsk Oblast with Soviet-era weapons and equipment.  

The UK Ministry of Defense reported that Russia’s provision of medical supplies to mobilized personnel and personnel 

already in Ukraine is worsening and assessed that Russian forces likely have poor awareness of medical and first-aid 

training, exacerbating low Russian morale. 



 

6 
 

Russia's Iran-made drones 'failing' and not meeting expectations: Pentagon - Iranian-made drones being 

used by Russian forces in Ukraine have suffered from "numerous failures on the battleground," according to Sasha 

Baker, Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Policy at the Department of Defense. 

Baker added that Russia had had problems with these drones, saying: "We have seen some evidence already that the 

UAVs associated with the transfer from Iran have already experienced numerous failures on the battleground." 

Kyiv vows Russian troops will ‘simply be exterminated’ after Putin annexes Ukrainian territory - Russia’s 

annexation of four Ukrainian regions, announced by Putin on Friday, will not affect Kyiv’s resolve to free them with 

military force, said an adviser to Ukrainian President Zelenskyy. 

“For our plans, [Russia’s annexation] doesn’t matter,” Mykhailo Podolyak told POLITICO, speaking before the signing 

ceremony in Moscow orchestrated by Putin. The Russian leader railed at the US and the West, denounced the 

Ukrainian government, and warned: “We will protect our land using all our forces.” 

“The mobilization shows that Russia has run out of a professional army,” Kyiv said, adding: “This army is being replaced 

by absolutely untrained people. A living resource has been thrown onto the front lines, and it will simply be 

exterminated.” 

Russian annexation 

Turkey rejects Russia's annexation of Ukrainian territory - Turkey's Foreign Ministry said on Saturday it rejects 

Russia's annexation of four regions in Ukraine, adding the decision is a "grave violation" of international law. 

Turkey, a NATO member, has conducted a diplomatic balancing act since Russia invaded Ukraine on Feb. 24. Ankara 

opposes Western sanctions on Russia and has close ties with both Moscow and Kyiv, its Black Sea neighbors. It has also 

criticized Russia's invasion and sent armed drones to Ukraine. 

The Turkish ministry said on Saturday it had not recognised Russia's annexation of Crimea in 2014, adding that it rejects 

Russia's decision to annex the four regions, Donetsk, Luhansk, Kherson and Zaporizhzhia. 

"This decision, which constitutes a grave violation of the established principles of international law, cannot be 

accepted," the ministry said. 

"We reiterate our support to the resolution of this war, the severity of which keeps growing, based on a just peace that 

will be reached through negotiations," it added. 

Israel rejects annexation as West sanctions Russia, threatens any who back land grab - Israel joined a wide 

chorus rejecting Russia’s annexation of four occupied regions of Ukraine Friday, reiterating its full support for Kyiv’s 

sovereignty. 

In a statement issued shortly after Russian President Vladimir Putin signed treaties to incorporate the partially occupied 

regions of Donetsk, Luhansk, Kherson and Zaporizhzhia into the Russian Federation, Israel’s Foreign Ministry said it 

would not recognize the move. 

“Israel supports the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Ukraine, we won’t recognize the annexation of the four 

areas by Russia. Israel has repeated this clear position many times, including in recent days,” the ministry’s official 

statement read. 

Canada rejects annexation – Canada has similarly rejected Russia’s annexation actions and has slapped them with 

harsh sanctions. 
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G7 Rejects Russian annexation - In a warning to the small number of countries potentially willing to recognize 

Russia’s self-declared sovereignty over the four invaded regions, the administration said the G7 — Britain, Canada, 

France, Germany, Italy, Japan and the United States — had agreed to punish any such support. 

“We are also issuing a clear warning supported by G7 leaders: We will hold to account any individual, entity, or country 

that provides political or economic support for Russia’s illegal attempts to change the status of Ukrainian territory,” US 

Secretary of State Antony Blinken said. 

Russian conscription 

Regular Russian annual autumn conscription - Putin announced that Russia’s usual autumn conscription cycle 

will start a month late on November 1, likely because Russia’s partial mobilization is taxing Russian military 

commissariats that would usually oversee the semi-annual conscription cycle. Putin’s September 30 decree calls for 

120,000 Russian conscripts—7,000 fewer than in autumn 2021.  

Neither Putin’s decree nor subsequent official statements clarified whether Ukrainian civilians of conscription age (18-

27) in Russia’s newly-annexed occupied Ukrainian territories will be liable for conscription. A representative of Russia’s 

Main Organizational and Mobilization Directorate, Rear Admiral Tsimlyansky, claimed that no autumn 2022 conscripts 

would fight in the “special operation” in Ukraine, a promise Putin also made (and broke) about the autumn 2021 and 

spring 2022 conscripts.  

Russian conscripts are not legally deployable overseas until they have received at least four months of training unless 

Putin were to declare martial law. Russia’s illegal annexation of occupied areas in Ukraine likely removes this problem 

within the framework of Russian Federation law, which may be part of the reason for Putin’s rush in announcing the 

annexation.  

Russian officials could re-mobilize last year’s conscripts when their terms expire on October 1 - Tsimlyansky 

emphasized on September 30 that all Russian conscripts whose terms have expired— those conscripted in autumn 

2021—will be released from service and returned to their residences “in a timely manner.” Once released, autumn 

2021 conscripts will technically become part of the Russian reserves, making them legally mobilizable under Putin’s 

September 21 partial mobilization order. (ISW). 

Russian mobilization 

Russian authorities continued efforts to coerce Russian participation in mobilization efforts. Putin signed a decree on 

September 30 that simplifies the citizenship process for foreigners who serve in the Russian military, further 

incentivizing foreigners to volunteer for military service.  

Russian authorities instituted a travel ban for Russian law enforcement and government personnel who have access to 

state secrets and are forcing these personnel to surrender their passports. Also the Russian Ministry of Internal Affairs 

is increasing target practice for its personnel to weekly, indicating efforts to deploy more security service personnel to 

Ukraine, likely to act as security in occupied territories.  

Duma deputies from the Republic of Bashkortostan yesterday submitted a draft bill to the Russian State Duma that will 

legalize Russian military recruitment efforts in prison for the “special military operation,” taking 10 days off each 

prisoner’s sentence for each day served in Ukraine.  

The Russian Ministry of Internal Affairs personnel began detaining operators of Telegram channels that call for protests 

and trigger unrest and have likely coerced protest organizers in the Republic of Dagestan to issue public apologies for 

inciting protests. 
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Russia will likely struggle to coerce participation in mobilization as citizens continue to flee for border states that 

welcome them. The Financial Times reported that Kazakh and Georgian officials have expressed willingness to welcome 

Russians fleeing to there from forced mobilization, indicating that Russian influence in Central Asia and the Caucasus 

has degraded. The Kremlin likely cannot leverage its influence to coerce Kazakhstan and Georgia to return fleeing 

mobilized personnel to Russia. Russians continue to flee Russia for Georgia and Kazakhstan, leaving behind their 

vehicles and even their families to escape mobilization.  

Israeli officials reportedly called all Israeli military personnel who are dual citizens of Russia to return to Israel 

immediately, indicating international fear that Russia may mobilize people with dual Russian citizenship. 

Russian officials are accepting bribes and engaging in other preferential treatment to prevent or ease the burden of 

mobilization on the wealthy. UGS reported that officials in charge of the selection and preparation of mobilization in 

Khabarovsk Krai established a 100,000 ruble “tariff” for mobilized individuals to avoid mobilization, but this amount is 

unattainable for most Khabarovsk Krai residents. The Russian Duma passed a law yesterday allowing mobilized 

businessmen to apply for deferred loan payments, extensions on business transaction terms, and free account 

maintenance from their banks. 

Russian military personnel, especially newly mobilized personnel, are unlikely to be able to afford to provide their own 

supplies. A Russian source reported that prices for body armor in Russia have increased ten times since the partial 

mobilization announcement. 

 The source reported that mobilized personnel have purchased commercial body armor because they believe it to be 

more reliable than Russian military-issued equipment. The Russian Anti-Monopoly Service yesterday ordered the 

tightening of price controls on military equipment and uniforms to combat high equipment prices. Russian authorities' 

decision to combat high costs of commercially-available equipment rather than provide quality equipment to Russian 

military personnel further emphasizes the ad hoc nature of Russian mobilization and the Russian government's failure 

to plan or provide for the sudden influx of personnel. 

Putin’s mobilization announcement ‘actually to our advantage’ - An advisor to Ukrainian President Zelensky 

said Russia’s recently declared mobilization of additional troops is “actually to our advantage.” 

“This may sound paradoxical, but it’s actually to our advantage that Russia has announced this mobilization,” Mykhailo 

Podolyak told Politico in an interview published Friday. “This shows the people of Russia that the country really is at 

war, that it’s not doing very well in this war, and that the Russians themselves will be the ones to pay the price.” 

Russia has one more card to play after mobilization - “Russia now has one card left to play in this war: nuclear 

weapons. Against a non-nuclear nation. That’s absurd,” said Mykhailo Podolyak, an advisor to President Zelenskyy. 

Panic, bribes, ditched cars and a dash on foot: Portraits of flight from Russia - They are bus drivers, 

programmers, photographers, bankers. They have driven for hours, bribed their way through many police checkpoints - 

spending a month's wages in some cases - and then waited at the border, most of them for days, in a traffic jam that 

stretched for miles. 

Many grabbed their passports, abandoned their cars and crossed on foot, fearing that Russia would slam shut one of 

the last, precious routes to leave the country. The Kremlin dispatched teams to border crossings to weed out draft-

eligible men and hand them conscription notices, and rumors spread on social media that it would seal the border. 

Most of those who left had no idea when they would return home, if ever. 

More than one-quarter of them cut through the thin gorge separating Russia from Georgia at their only official border 

crossing - about 10,000 a day. 
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Photographer Ksenia Ivanova spent two days near that spot collecting the stories of fleeing Russians and taking their 

portraits. Many offered only their first names, fearing repercussions should they ever return home. They spoke of 

divided families, the futility of protesting in Russia and the fear of dying in a war they did not support. 

"Every Russian family has someone who supports the war, and someone who's against it," said Vladimir, 31, a geologist 

from St. Petersburg. His grandmother adores Putin. His mother hates him. 

Vladimir thinks the Russian president is a madman who isn't bluffing about using nuclear weapons - one reason he 

waited in line for 13 hours to cross the border. 

"Every Russian family has someone who supports the war, and someone who's against it," he said. "It's just some 

families fell apart because of it, and some have not." He went to one anti-war protest, but quickly realised both its 

danger and its futility, he said. 

"There's probably 10 times more police than protesters," he said. "It's all pointless." 

Artyom, 28, paid more than US$1,600 in bribes, including to a police officer. He has grim memories of his year of 

required service in the army. 

"Here you are, sitting in a trench, hugging a gun," he said. "During a night like that you understand a lot, you realize a 

lot. After serving in the army, I decided for myself that I am a pacifist, and that war is bad. It's terrible." 

After Putin's call-up, a draft notice was issued for Artyom, a programmer, but he had other ideas. He, his wife and 

another couple drove south from Moscow. 

Near the village of Urukh, about two hours from the border, they came to their first police checkpoint. There, an officer 

asked if Artyom wanted to be drafted. 

"He began to threaten me that he would call the military enlistment office and they would come get me," he said. 

Instead, he agreed to "negotiate." That was the first of many bribes Artyom paid throughout the drive, totaling 100,000 

rubles - more than US$1,600, far above the average Russian monthly salary of around 62,000 rubles. Some were to 

Ossetians, an ethnic group in the Caucasus, who helped navigate police stops. 

"Everyone was emotional," he said. "People were arguing, screaming." Still, they got through. Three days later, they 

were still waiting for their wives to arrive with the car. 

Sanctions 

U.S. imposes new sanctions - The US sanctions against senior Russian members of their two house is the first time 

this has happened, indicating the seriousness that America has placed in this sanction step. 

Comment - Next steps? – Now that the US and EU are sanctioning suppliers of technology and weapon parts to 

Russia, how long before this is extended to finance and other areas? 

How long before Russia is termed a State Sponsor of Terror? 

Putin 

‘Putin has lost the war’: The Russian President is militarily ‘in deep trouble’ - Former Howard government 

minister Peter McGauran says Russian President Vladimir Putin has “lost the war.” 
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“He now has to try to reclaim it somehow or find an exit ramp of which he’s showing no interest in,” he told Sky News 

Australia. “So, it is a very uncertain period. 

“It is a very unpredictable and dangerous period we’re moving into, but militarily, he’s in deep trouble.” 

Putin takes his first swipe at Giorgia Meloni by completely cutting off gas supplies to Italy just days 

after the right-wing leader backed Ukraine - Russia's Gazprom suspended gas deliveries to Italy just days after 

new right-wing leader Giorgia Meloni publicly backed Ukraine. 

The Italian energy giant Eni said they were informed that a transport problem in Austria meant the Russian gas supplier 

would not able to delivery any gas until at least Monday. 

Giorgia Meloni, who will become Italy's new prime minister, previously said Putin 'threatens the security of the entire 

European continent' and that his annexation of four Ukrainian regions has 'no legal and political value'.  

Putin has left the world no other option but regime change – David Rothkopf, respected writer, writes;  

It has been clear because the world can’t be stable as long as the man who controls the planet’s largest stockpile of 

nuclear weapons is one whose power is unchecked at home, who shows such contempt for both international law and 

human decency, and whose ambitions are so untethered to reality. 

Justice also requires that Putin leave office. He is a serial war criminal, one of the worst the world has seen in the 

modern era. He has laid waste to a sovereign nation. He is responsible for the deaths of tens of thousands. He has 

embraced the language and practice of genocide. His armies have committed war crimes. Mass graves attest to his 

brutality. What is more, his crimes are not limited to the human suffering he has unleashed upon Ukraine. Other 

violations of fundamental laws and myriad atrocities can be traced to decisions he has made—from Russia’s leveling of 

Grozny in Chechnya to Russia’s active support for and participation in horrors in Syria; from the invasion of Georgia to 

Putin’s murderous campaign against dissidents within his own country. 

Putin, for years, has provided evidence not only to international prosecutors but to every sentient being on the planet 

that he is not a legitimate leader. He does not deserve to be swathed in the protections normally accorded to foreign 

heads of state. He has no more claim on them than did past monsters—from Hitler to Saddam to Qaddafi, from Pol Pot 

to Milosevic. 

The dead of Bucha and Melitipol or Izium make that case with their absence. So do the victims of Russian torture, of 

bombed hospitals, schools and train stations, of mass kidnapping, and of unceasing terror being visited by Russian 

missiles, artillery and troops upon innocents—victims of the misfortune of living next door to one of history’s most 

repulsive miscreants. 

No one could listen to Putin’s rambling Friday rant and draw any conclusion other than the fact that the longer Putin 

remains in office, the greater the damage that he will do. 

Putin’s world is now smaller than ever - Faced with Ukraine’s successful counteroffensive in the country’s east 

and south in recent weeks, as well as a growing chorus of hawks in the Russian state media criticizing Russia’s military 

failures, Putin raised the stakes, ordering mobilization of 300,000 additional troops, implying he would use nuclear 

weapons if the West continued to support Ukraine.  

After sham referendums in four Russian-occupied regions, on Friday he signed a decree to annex them to Russia. Now, 

Ukraine’s counteroffensives there will be deemed an attack on Russia itself and subject to escalatory retaliation. These 

actions underscore the miscalculations behind Putin’s decision to invade in February and determination to remove 
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Ukrainian President Zelensky from power. Seven months after the start of the invasion, Putin hasn’t learned any lessons 

from the mistakes that doomed it in the first place. 

In the invasion’s immediate aftermath, it was clear that Putin had made four major miscalculations. The first 

miscalculation was the overestimation of the Russian military’s strength and effectiveness. No doubt, those in his 

immediate circle would only tell him what he wanted to hear. He apparently had been led to believe that the war 

would be over after a 72-hour blitzkrieg, Kyiv would fall, and Zelensky would surrender or flee and be replaced by a 

puppet government controlled by Russia. 

Russian officers were reported to have carried with them ceremonial uniforms to be worn during the expected victory 

parade. But the Russian military performed much worse than Putin (and apparently the U.S. intelligence agencies) 

expected.  

It was unable to take Kyiv and had to make a humiliating retreat, leaving devastation in its wake, with atrocities 

committed in Bucha, a suburb of Kyiv, and other areas nearby. Many young Russian recruits were so badly prepared for 

the conflict that they did not even know they were invading Ukraine, and Russian morale was low. Tanks and other 

military equipment were in need of repair, logistics was haphazard, and the invading army did not bring enough fuel or 

food to sustain it for a longer war. The corruption that pervades all aspects of Russian society was also rife in the 

military. Money that should have gone to training and equipment lined people’s pockets instead. 

The second major miscalculation was underestimating the Ukrainian people and military. Apparently Putin was 

misinformed about Ukrainians’ sense of national identity and will to fight. If he expected Ukrainians to greet their 

Russian “liberators” with flowers, he made a grave error.  

Russia’s annexation of Crimea and launch of the war in the Donbas in 2014 fostered a Ukrainian national identity that 

he failed to grasp. Once the invasion was underway, the US offered to evacuate Zelensky from Kyiv, but he responded, 

“I don’t need a ride, I need more ammunition.”  

It seems the Russians were unable to find anyone who would form a pro-Russian government, and the FSB unit in 

charge of finding collaborators in Ukraine was subsequently severely disciplined, with rumors of high-level arrests. 

Putin’s third miscalculation was that the West was divided and would not make common cause against Russia. When 

Russia had invaded Georgia in 2008 and recognized the independence of Russian-occupied South Ossetia and Abkhazia, 

the West barely reacted. During the Trump administration, US-European relations sunk to a new low. Europe was split 

over how to deal with Russia, with Western Europe far more willing to engage than the more skeptical Central 

European and Baltic countries.  

All that changed Feb. 24. The specter of a major war of aggression in Europe—77 years after the end of World War II—

shocked most Europeans into reconsidering their ties to Russia and concluding they had misread Putin. The Biden 

administration worked assiduously to unite its European and Indo-Pacific allies to support Ukraine and punish Russia. 

Allied unity following the invasion has been impressive. 

Indeed, Putin’s fourth miscalculation was his belief that the Europeans were so invested in their economic ties to 

Russia—especially their energy dependency—that they would not be willing to impose sanctions. In 2014, after the 

annexation of Crimea and the beginning of the Donbas war, the US and Europe had imposed financial sanctions that 

Russia easily weathered. Its imposition of countersanctions on European food imports even stimulated the 

development of Russia’s agricultural sector. 

Putin’s goal from the outset has been to restore Russia as a great power—a member of the global board of directors, so 

to speak. Ukraine’s defeat and subjugation was essential to reestablish Russian domination of its neighborhood and 

ability to project power farther West. If Russia prevailed over Ukraine, it would recreate a substantial part of imperial 



 

12 
 

Russia—a Slavic Union with Ukraine, Belarus, and possibly northern Kazakhstan—and then be in a position to force a 

redefinition of Europe’s security architecture. (Comment – this has not been lost on the other post-Soviet states). 

Russia’s invasion of Ukraine and Putin’s obsession with historical Russian claims and grievances raise a far-reaching 

question: Is Russia the exception to the rule that all empires eventually disintegrate, with the imperial power moving on 

and accepting a post-imperial role? After all, that is what the Ottomans, Austria-Hungary, Germany, Great Britain, and 

France did in the 20th century.  

In celebrating Russia’s exceptionalism, Putin and his followers insisted that Russkiy mir—the greater Russian world—

was perpetual and must be restored(Comment – a la Hitler?).  

When the Soviet Union collapsed, the new Russia embarked on three transitions: from a communist to a post-

communist state, from a state-controlled to a market economy, and from an imperial to a post-imperial state. All three 

transitions subsequently stalled and went into reverse. Russia was no longer a communist state, but it was an 

authoritarian state, as was the Soviet Union. Today, the state has recaptured much of the private sector. And under 

Putin, Russia has no intention of being post-imperial. 

Seven months into the war, Putin’s imperial project is foundering. Ukrainian national identity is stronger than ever, and 

Ukrainians are united against Russia in a way they have never been. The West is more united than it has been for a 

decade; Finland and Sweden, which adamantly preserved their neutral status during the Cold War, have applied to join 

NATO; and Ukraine is now a candidate for membership in the European Union (Comment – and has just applied for 

expedited entry to NATO).  

Moreover, in June this year the US announced it would permanently station troops in Poland. Russia’s economy is 

deglobalizing and becoming cut off from the rest of the world. A new diaspora of perhaps half a million Russians have 

fled to the West or other post-Soviet states, taking their energies and intellectual capital with them and hoping to 

return once Putin is no longer in power. 

Far from being a master strategist, Putin has accomplished the exact opposite of what he set out to achieve with his 

invasion of Ukraine.  

The mishandled mobilization, renewed nuclear threats against the West, and the apparent sabotage of the two Nord 

Stream pipelines have only reinforced Western unity. Doubts about Russia’s capabilities are now emerging in parts of 

the global south, which has so far remained neutral in the conflict. It is difficult to see how Putin will be able to reverse 

Russia’s fortunes in this senseless war—but so far, he appears to have no intention of ending it. 

Nuclear 

US would know if Russia preparing nuclear strike on Ukraine, experts say - Analysts say preparations would 

be visible, and they are ‘quite certain’ there are no hidden facilities; likely Moscow would want West to see what it is 

doing as a warning. 

The US will almost certainly discover ahead of time if Russia was preparing a nuclear strike on Ukraine, and Moscow 

might very well want it known, nuclear weapons experts say. 

Putin has raised the possibility of using nuclear weapons if Russia’s “territorial integrity” or existence is threatened. 

Moscow’s declaration Friday that it was annexing four partly-occupied regions of Ukraine potentially meant Russia 

could consider responding to attacks on the claimed territory with a nuclear strike. 

Should such an escalation materialize, it would probably be in the form of a smaller tactical nuclear weapon, likely 

launched on a short-range Iskander ballistic missile, according to experts. 
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While military analysts downplay Moscow’s threats for now and US officials say they have seen no activity indicating 

such plans, Western defense and intelligence are closely watching to see if real atomic threats emerge. 

Where are the bombs? 

Preparations for an attack would be evident, Pavel Podvig, a senior researcher at the UN Institute for Disarmament 

Research in Geneva, told AFP. 

A 2017 report by the institute maps out 47 nuclear storage sites across Russia — 12 national-level facilities and 35 base 

facilities. These are monitored constantly by intelligence and military surveillance satellites of the United States and 

other countries. 

They can even be watched closely by commercial satellites, as shown by the widespread, regularly updated imagery of 

activities at North Korean nuclear facilities. 

Podvig says Russia has deployed its strategic or long-range nuclear warheads in the field, on missiles, bombers and 

submarines. 

But its non-strategic or tactical nuclear weapons, which number as many as 2,000, are stored and not installed on 

delivery vehicles like the Iskander, according to Podvig. 

“There are no Iskanders roaming around with nuclear-armed warheads. These weapons are in storage,” he said. 

How would we know? 

“I’m confident the United States would see any Russian preparations for using nuclear weapons,” said Mark Cancian, a 

former official in the US defense and energy departments who worked on nuclear weapons issues. 

“The weapons need to come out of storage, the units involved need to be alerted, and the Russians might also alert 

their strategic nuclear forces,” Cancian, now at the Center for Strategic and International Studies in Washington, told 

AFP. He said evidence would also come from likely visible preparations for Russia’s ground forces, issuing them 

protective equipment and instructions on how to act in a nuclear environment. “All of this would be visible,” he noted. 

Chechen leader’s threat - Ramzan Kadyrov, leader of the Chechen republic, in an angry statement slamming Russian 

generals in the wake of the withdrawal from Lyman, said it was time for the Kremlin to make use of every weapon at 

his disposal. 

“In my personal opinion we need to take more drastic measures, including declaring martial law in the border 

territories and using low-yield nuclear weapons,” Kadyrov said on his Telegram channel. “There is no need to make 

every decision with the Western American community in mind.” 

Earlier this week, Dmitry Medvedev, who served as Russia’s President between 2008 and 2012, discussed nuclear 

weapons use on his Telegram channel, saying it was permitted if the existence of the Russian state was threatened by 

an attack even by conventional forces. “If the threat to Russia exceeds our established threat limit, we will have to 

respond … this is certainly not a bluff,” he wrote. 

Concerns have risen sharply that Moscow could resort to nuclear weapons use after Putin’s proclamation on Friday that 

Russia would seize nearly a fifth of Ukraine, declaring that the millions of people living there would be Russian citizens 

“forever.” 

Ukrainian intel shows Russian nuclear threat is ‘very high’ - A top aide of Ukrainian President Volodymyr 

Zelensky said Ukraine’s intelligence community believes the threat of Russian forces using nuclear weapons is “very 

high” following a string of embarrassing losses for Russian President Vladimir Putin. 
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In an op-ed published in The Atlantic on Friday, Andriy Yermak, head of the office of the President of Ukraine, said 

Ukrainian officials do not think Russia’s threats to use nuclear weapons are empty. 

“Our intelligence agencies assess the threat of Russia’s tactical nuclear-weapons use as ‘very high.’ And Russia’s 

willingness to make nuclear threats presents a crisis not just for Ukraine, but for every country on Earth,” Yermak 

wrote. 

Something fishy in the Baltics….. 

Five reasons why Russia is likely behind the Nord Stream industrial sabotage - Putin’s press secretary 

Dmitry Peskov dismissed Ukraine’s accusations Thursday that Russia was behind the Nord Stream pipeline gas leaks, 

calling it an act of state-sponsored "terrorism." After NATO condemned it as a "deliberate, reckless" act of sabotage, 

Russia’s top intelligence chief Sergei Naryshkin said Moscow has evidence it’s the West that did it.  

Here are five reasons why Russia is probably the state that has orchestrated this dangerous act. 

First, Putin has the motivation. Facing potential defeat in Ukraine, he is desperate to reverse the momentum on the 

battlefield by resorting to dramatic escalation. This is his way of trying to compel the US and Europe to stop providing 

long-range weaponry to Ukraine. The outcome of the conflict in Ukraine is an existential issue for him personally and 

for Russia. Russia views Ukraine, along with other former Soviet states, as part of its strategic security perimeter. 

The risk for Putin of having Ukraine join NATO outweighs that of being condemned by NATO as a sponsor of industrial 

terrorism. Frustrated that he is not taken seriously, Putin is desperate to send what he thinks is a clear message. 

Second, damaging or destroying critical infrastructure is consistent with Russia’s warfighting concept called Strategic 

Operation to Defeat Critical Infrastructure of the Adversary (SOPKVOP, in Russian). Russian strategists spent decades 

conceptualizing ways to bypass US and NATO conventional superiority in a conflict they had concluded was inevitable 

because Moscow and Washington have been in confrontation over control of the post-Soviet space since the collapse 

of the USSR in 1991. 

Intended for wartime, SOPKVOP operations also can be deployed during peacetime to "destabilize the opponent’s 

social and political situation" and dislodge the adversary psychologically to persuade him to abandon the fight. Russia’s 

targeting strategy prioritizes critical infrastructure. It has spent years studying Western vulnerabilities. SOPKVOP 

envisions prosecuting quasi-military campaigns by employing cyber operations and other non-kinetic methods. 

Third, Russian military strategists have pondered a scenario in which Russia would target their adversaries' civilian 

infrastructure during a conflict. Defeating a "small number of key interconnected targets" that are vital to the 

functioning of the state would cause the "entire system to collapse," they hypothesized.  

"Taking parts of the adversary’s civilian infrastructure out of commission," the Russian strategists argued, will produce 

cascading destructive effects, "harming the economy, healthcare, defense and security of the entire state." 

Fourth, Russia is one of very few countries that has the exact capability needed to sever undersea pipelines carrying 

Russian gas to Europe and to do it covertly. Moscow has invested in undersea warfare capabilities through its GUGI 

program, a top secret program with the innocuous cover name of "Deep Sea Research" that includes work on undersea 

communications and sensor networks, hydrocarbon exploitation, submarine rescue and investigating wreckage. 

Moscow has war gamed territorial incursions in the Baltic Sea and the North Atlantic as well as the disruption of 

undersea cables that carry communications. It is the only country, according to the U.S. Naval Institute, that has a fleet 

of special mission submarines for seabed warfare and espionage and is expanding this capability, while U.S. and 

European antisubmarine warfare capabilities have atrophied since the end of the Cold War. 
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Fifth, Putin has no use for Nord Stream in the short term, as neither pipeline 1 nor 2 are revenue producing. Moscow 

shut down Nord Stream 1 at the end of August, claiming that US and European economic sanctions had made 

maintenance impossible. Nord Stream 2 never became operational, with Germany having declined its certification. To 

the contrary, taking Nord Stream out of commission serves Putin’s goal of freezing the Europeans in winter, a standard 

Putin move to use energy as a weapon. 

Russia is replacing this lost revenue with export earnings from non-Western countries, such as China, India, and even 

the Taliban. The $55 billion joint Russia-China pipeline "The Power of Siberia," which has partially operated since 2019 

and is scheduled to come online in 2025, is part of Putin’s long-term plan to pivot to Asia, given Moscow’s conclusion 

that relations with the U.S. are irreparable. 

The Kremlin has the motive, the means and a warfighting doctrine that all put the sabotage of the Nord Stream pipeline 

directly at its feet. (Fox News). 

Tensions reached new highs this week after leaks in the Nord Stream 1 and 2 pipelines linking Russia and Germany 

spewed tonnes of methane into the Baltic Sea. 

The Danish Energy Agency now says one of two ruptured natural gas pipelines in the Baltic Sea appears to have 

stopped leaking natural gas. 

Nord Stream leaks: where will Europe get its gas from now? - Accusations continue to fly about the cause of 

major leaks from the two Nord Stream pipelines transporting gas through the Baltic Sea from Russia to Europe. 

Until this latest development, Russia had maintained that western sanctions were behind disruptions to supply from 

the Nord Stream 1 pipeline, as maintenance and repair of essential equipment could not proceed. The German 

company Siemens that supplied the equipment maintains that this isn’t the case. Politicians across Europe have 

accused Russia of blackmail and of weaponizing the supply of natural gas. 

Whatever the truth, most of Europe will now have to face winter 2022, and likely beyond, without any Russian pipeline 

gas. The EU is determined to end its reliance on Russian gas as soon as possible, a process that might be accelerated by 

current events. 
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The next two winters are going to be very challenging for all of Europe’s gas consumers: households, businesses and 

industry. But moves are in play that will fundamentally change the continent’s position in global gas markets. 

Russia supplied around 40% of all the gas consumed in the EU in 2021. Germany is especially reliant on this supply of 

cheap gas. Gas only generates about 15% of the country’s electricity but many rely on it for heating, and it is vital to 

heavy industries such as petrochemicals that use a lot of energy. 

The good news for supply to Europe is that its other sources of pipeline gas – Norway, North Africa and Azerbaijan – are 

all flowing normally. Winter storage is over 80% full, which is well ahead of the EU’s deadline to hit this milestone by 

the end of October. Europe’s ability to get through the winter without a gas supply crisis will depend in large part on 

the weather: not just how cold it is, but also how sunny and windy, as gas backs up renewable power generation in 

many countries. 

Otherwise, Europe needs to attract flexible LNG cargoes to Europe (that is, supplies that are not tied into long-term 

contracts which dominate in Asia). EU member states and members of the European Economic Area are expected to 

import 41 billion cubic metres more LNG than in 2021, covering 67% of the expected drop in Russian imports. 

This remarkable progress was aided by China’s LNG demand falling almost 25% this year compared to last due to its 

zero-COVID policy and the slowdown in its economy. Nevertheless, this still leaves a significant supply gap and there 

are warning signs of growing competition from other parts of Asia for winter LNG 

All hands on deck 

To ensure this gas can be imported, however, Europe needs better LNG infrastructure. It is currently running beyond 

full capacity due to congestion everywhere: gas is held up by full pipelines, which causes short-term fluctuations in local 

gas prices. 

Global LNG shipping capacity is also stretched, and rates for hiring an LNG tanker to ship gas to Europe are topping 

US$100,000 (£90,173) a day – a 60% rise in the last month. 

All around Europe’s coasts new LNG import terminal projects are being planned. One industry analysis suggests that the 

EU total import capacity could increase by 42% by 2025. But it takes time to build these permanent LNG terminals. In 

the meantime, Europe has been busy leasing floating regasification and storage units – large ships that are moored and 

unload the LNG from specialist carriers and convert it into gas for pipelines. 

 

The same industry analysis suggests that Europe’s import capacity will grow faster than additional LNG supplies, 

resulting in increased competition and a tight market for the next few years. Certainly, Germany’s Chancellor Olaf 

Scholz has been on a whistlestop tour of LNG-exporting countries like the United Arab Emirates to fill his new terminals. 

Fortunately, by 2026-27, there will be a wave of new LNG supply to fill these terminals as production expands in Qatar 

and new projects come onstream in the US. The current crisis is also prompting new investments, particularly in the US, 

and the industry is even talking about a danger of oversupply by the end of the decade. 

China 

Is China about to turn on Russia? - President Xi can't afford to isolate the West. After managing a strained smile 

and handshake for the cameras, President Xi Jinping walked away from Putin with a face like stone. By most accounts, 

the recent meeting in Uzbekistan between the two leaders, who once spoke of each other as “best friends” and 

“bosom buddies,” was frosty. In a remarkable admission, Putin acknowledged that the Chinese leader had arrived with 
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“questions and concerns” about the course of Russia’s war in Ukraine. Putin promised to better explain “our position 

on this issue, although we have talked about it before.” 

Instead, Putin has decided to escalate further, announcing the mobilization of 300,000 reservists in an effort to salvage 

Russia’s position as its forces flounder in the face of a sweeping Ukrainian counter-offensive. The mobilization — along 

with accompanying threats to use nuclear weapons if Russian territory is endangered — is unlikely to have improved 

Xi’s mood. Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Wang Wenbin immediately called for a “ceasefire.”  

Foreign Minister Wang Yi later pressed for mediation and “every effort to strive for peace” in the conflict, while China’s 

ambassador to the UN Zhang Jun urged de-escalation and “a political settlement as soon as possible.” 

China’s frustration with Russia is clearly growing.  

The conflict has left Beijing in an exceptionally awkward position. A short, sharp war that toppled the pro-Western 

Ukrainian government — i.e. what Putin appears to have originally expected — would undoubtedly have been a big win 

for China, severely undermining the unity and influence of the Western liberal order that it also seeks to overturn.  

It’s possible this was the bright future Xi was told to expect when, just before the war, Putin met him in February and 

the two leaders signed a joint statement declaring there were now “no limits” to the China-Russia partnership. Fast 

forward to today, however, and the protracted conflict, and the exposure of the Russian army’s simultaneous weakness 

and brutality, has turned into a serious headache for China. 

Diplomatically, Beijing has attempted to straddle the fence on the war by supporting Russia rhetorically and morally 

even as it refrains from providing it with any of the material support Moscow has begged for with growing desperation.  

Russia has had to settle for shoddy, second-hand armaments from North Korea and Iran instead of the high-tech kit 

from China that it probably expected to receive. Even Washington has, almost grudgingly, admitted that China has so 

far complied with its sanctions on Russia. 

The distinctly materialist Marxist-Leninist Chinese Communist Party (CCP) probably assumed its response would be 

appreciated around the world. Instead, no one is happy: the West has reacted with moral outrage that China hasn’t 

openly denounced Russia, while the Russians doubtless privately seethe with a sense of betrayal, having discovered 

that “our Chinese friends are tough bargainers,” as Putin let slip. 

Overall, the war is increasingly turning into a diplomatic disaster for Beijing, helping to drive perceptions of China to 

record lows around the world. In particular, it has shattered previously close ties with Europe. The EU is now preparing 

a series of measures targeting forced labour and “economic coercion” that are likely to limit the EU-China trade 

relationship.  

Even the once reliably friendly — some might say naïve — Germans are now rapidly rethinking their tight economic 

relationship with China.  

The newly elected Giorgia Meloni, soon-to-be prime minister of Europe’s third-largest economy, is also a ferocious 

China hawk who has pledged to reconsider Italian support for China’s Belt and Road Initiative and make Taiwan “an 

essential concern for Italy.”  

Meanwhile, once-enthusiastic countries in Eastern and Central Europe, led by the Baltic States, have begun to drop out 

of diplomatic and economic arrangements with Beijing.  

And with the advent of the war worsening existing concerns about Xi’s draconian zero-Covid policies, China has, as EU 

Chamber of Commerce president Jörg Wuttke recently pointed out, begun to rapidly lose “its allure as an investment 

destination” for European companies overall. 
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For Xi, this could not come at a worse time.  

China is facing an exceptionally challenging economic outlook, including a worsening real-estate crisis, a debt bubble 

totaling at least 300% of GDP, an unprecedented level of capital flight, and a youth unemployment rate already over 

20% — not to mention the damage inflicted by rolling Covid lockdowns.  

China simply cannot afford to lose additional trade and investment right now, especially from an economic partner as 

large as Europe. Meanwhile, the broader inflationary and recessionary pressures unleashed by the war and Western 

energy sanctions threaten to badly limit the market for worldwide exports at the very moment they are most needed 

by China’s struggling economy. 

Xi may be increasingly vulnerable in a different way. While his own position appears relatively unthreatened, the same 

can’t be said for his plan to pack the Politburo (the CCP’s top 25 leaders) with his protégés and factional allies, ensuring 

his path to lifetime rule and completing his personality cult.  

Xi’s economic mismanagement and strategic misstep of personally linking himself too closely to Putin have exposed 

him and his political faction to internal criticism in a manner that was almost unthinkable even two years ago. He had 

clearly hoped to replace his most obvious rival, Premier Li Keqiang (China’s second-ranked leader), with his personal 

protégé at the Party Congress, but this now looks substantially less probable. It is now more likely that Xi will have to 

compromise by accepting the elevation of Wang Yang, a senior leader connected to Li’s faction, to this position, as well 

as permitting the promotion of other reform-minded economic technocrats more sympathetic to Li throughout the 

system. 

There has also been evidence in recent months that pro-Russia cadres within the diplomatic corps are beginning to be 

sidelined in favour of more pro-Western figures. The formerly high-flying and vocally pro-Russian Le Yucheng, who was 

once seen as a shoo-in as China’s next Foreign Minister, was suddenly demoted this summer and removed from the 

foreign affairs system entirely.  

Those who have emerged as the most likely replacements for the position, including Ma Zhouxu, Xie Feng, and Liu Jieyi, 

all have deep career ties to Europe, the United States, and international institutions such as the UN. 

All this points to the possibility of an impending turn in Chinese policy. This doesn’t mean Xi is likely to throw Putin 

under the bus anytime soon — their high-profile “friendship” would make doing so disastrous for Xi’s credibility.  

But Xi’s patience with Moscow is clearly wearing thin. When Russian Defence Minister Sergei Shoigu blithely declared 

on television last week that “we are at war not only with Ukraine and the Ukrainian army, but with the collective 

West,” faces in Beijing must have grown pale. This is not something China can afford to be prematurely dragged into 

right now. 

Instead, regardless of whether he is under pressure from other political factions within China, Xi currently has an 

incentive to stabilize relations with Europe and the United States as much as is still feasible, and to seize on all available 

sources of growth for the Chinese economy, at least for the coming year. By contrast, he has little incentive to be 

generous with Moscow: now that Russia has been largely cut off from Western markets and suppliers, it needs China a 

lot more than China needs Russia. 

It’s at least conceivable, then, that Xi could very well begin to privately pressure Putin to find a way out of the war and 

back to some semblance of global stability. Even if he doesn’t, unless Russia can turn things around in a hurry, Beijing is 

more likely to try to cut its losses and take measures to selectively distance itself from Moscow as it prepares to make 

the best of a world in which Russian power and influence are significantly reduced.  



 

19 
 

We may have already seen an example of this two weeks ago when Xi — just ahead of his meeting with Putin — flew to 

Astana and pledged that China would “resolutely support Kazakhstan in the defence of its independence, sovereignty 

and territorial integrity.” effectively evicting and replacing Russia as the Central Asian state’s security guarantor and 

patron. 

China did not sign up for the massive blunder Putin’s adventure in Ukraine has become, and Xi no doubt wishes the 

whole affair could simply go away. But Russia’s flailing means he will face an increasingly stark choice: either continue 

to draw away from Russia and its mess, or pivot dramatically and unleash enough Chinese military assistance to make 

sure Russia can win decisively, setting up an epochal clash with the West. Fortunately, all signs currently point in the 

direction of the former. (unHerd.com) 

Containment 

France to deliver up to 12 more caesar howitzers to Ukraine - France could deliver six to 12 new Caesar 

howitzers, originally destined for Denmark, to Ukraine, French newspaper Le Monde reported on Saturday. 

A French Defence Ministry spokesperson said that while France supports Ukraine the details of this are "not meant to 

be communicated" when asked to comment on the report. 


