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Conflict Update # 161 

August 24th, 2022 

Conflict Assessment 

Russian losses – 45,700 (+150) soldiers killed and 137,100 injured, 1,924 (+3) enemy tanks, 4,243 (+5) armored 

combat vehicles, 1,038 (+3) artillery systems, 266 (+0) MLRS systems, 147 (+1) air defense systems, 234 (+0) warplanes, 

199 (+1) helicopters, 819 (+2) UAVs of the operational-tactical level, 190 (+0) cruise missiles, 15 (+0) warships/cutters, 

3,160 (+10) trucks and tankers, 76 fuel bowsers and 99 (+0) units of specialized equipment. 

Key takeaways 

Russian forces have lost an area 

larger than Denmark since the 

high-water mark of their invasion of 

Ukraine in mid-March and gained an 

area the size of Andorra (one 

percent of what they have lost) in 

the last 39 days.  

Russian Defense Minister 

Sergey Shoigu reaffirmed that 

Russia has not changed its 

maximalist strategic war aims.  

Russian forces conducted 

limited ground attacks southwest 

and southeast of Izyum, northeast, 

and south of Bakhmut, and west and 

southwest of Donetsk City.  

Russian forces conducted a 

limited ground attack in 

northwestern Kherson Oblast.  

Ukrainian forces continued to 

target Russian military assets and 

ground lines of communication 

(GLOCs) in Kherson and Zaporizhia 

Oblasts.  

Russian occupation authorities 
continue to face partisan and 

internal challenges to the 

administration of occupation 

agendas.  
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Russian proxy leadership is continuing efforts to oversee the legislative and administrative integration of occupied 

territories into Russian systems. 

Subordinate Main Effort—Southern 

Kharkiv, Donetsk, Luhansk Oblasts -

Russian forces conducted limited ground 

attacks southwest and southeast of Izyum on 

August 24. The Ukrainian General Staff (UGS) 

reported that Russian troops unsuccessfully 

attempted to advance towards Nova Dmytrivka 

(25km southwest of Izyum) and conducted an 

unsuccessful reconnaissance-in-force attempt 

near Bohorodychne (25km southeast of Izyum). 

Russian forces also continued artillery strikes 

along the Izyum-Slovyansk line and near the 

Kharkiv-Donetsk Oblast border. 

Russian forces did not conduct any confirmed 

ground attacks towards Siversk, and continued 

air and artillery strikes on Siversk and 

surrounding settlements on August 24. 

Russian forces continued ground attacks 

northeast and south of Bakhmut on August 24. 

Ukrainian and Russian sources stated that 

Russian troops continued fighting in the 

Soledar-Bakhmutske area, 10km northeast of 

Bakhmut. Russian sources claimed that Wagner 

Group mercenaries control the eastern part of 

Patrice Lumumba Street, which runs westward 

from Pokrovske to Bakhmut. UGS also reported 

that Russian troops conducted offensive 

operations near Kodema (13km southeast of 

Bakhmut). Russian forces conducted air and 

artillery strikes on Bakhmut and surrounding 

settlements. 

Russian forces conducted ground attacks in order to advance from the western outskirts of Donetsk City on August 24. 

UGS stated that Russian troops attempted offensive operations in the direction of Pisky, Nevelske, and Pobieda- which 

form a line along the western outskirts of Donetsk City. Russian sources reported that Russian and Donetsk People’s 

Republic (DNR) troops are continuing to push westward of positions near Pisky towards Nevelske, Pervomaiske, and 

Optyne and are conducting artillery strikes to support ground attacks towards Avdiivka. 

Russian forces conducted limited ground attacks southwest of Donetsk City on August 24. Russian troops reportedly 

attempted to advance towards Novomykhailivka (25km southwest of Donetsk City), Pavlivka (45km southwest of 

Donetsk City), and Velyka Novosilka (75km southwest of Donetsk City). UGS additionally reported that Russian forces 

shelled Vuhledar, likely to continue efforts to cut ground lines of communication that run from Vuhledar to Marinka 

and the Donetsk City area. 
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Supporting Effort #1—Kharkiv City - 

Russian forces did not conduct any confirmed 

ground assaults near Kharkiv City but 

continued shelling frontline settlements 

including Slatyne, Ruski Tyshky, Verkhniy 

Saltiv, Pryshyb, Rubizhne, and Odnorobivka. 

Local Kharkiv authorities reported that 

Russian forces struck Dokuchaievske—a 

suburb approximately 23 km from Kharkiv’s 

city center—with S-300s. Russian forces 

continue to strike Ukraine’s industrial base in 

Kharkiv City. Russian forces conducted a 

missile strike against the Kharkiv Shevchenko 

Instrument-Making Plant in southern Kharkiv 

City on August 23. 

Supporting Effort #2—Southern Axis - 

Russian forces conducted a limited ground 

assault in northwestern Kherson Oblast on 

August 24 but did not make confirmed 

territorial gains. UGS reported that Ukrainian 

forces repelled a Russian assault in the 

direction of Mykolaivka south of the Kherson-

Dnipropetrovsk Oblast administrative border.  

Russian forces continued to launch airstrikes 

near the Ukrainian bridgehead over the 

Inhulets River, northwest of Kherson City, and 

near the Kherson-Dnipropetrovsk Oblast 

administrative border. 

Ukrainian forces continued to target Russian 

ground lines of communication (GLOCs) and 

positions in Kherson and Zaporizhia Oblasts.  

Advisor to the Kherson Oblast Administration 

Serhiy Khlan confirmed that Ukrainian forces 

struck the Kakhovka Bridge over the Dnipro 

River on August 24. Geolocated footage also showed smoke around the Kakhovka Bridge. Ukraine’s Southern 

Operational Command reported that Ukrainian aviation struck Russian equipment concentration points in 

Novovoznesenske, Arhanhenske, and Pravdyne, all situated along the Kherson Oblast administrative border. Social 

media footage also reportedly showed a Ukrainian strike on a Russian ammunition depot in Tokmak, approximately 

50km northeast of Melitopol. 

Russian forces continued to shell and launch missiles at Zaporizhia, Dnipropetrovsk, and Mykolaiv Oblasts on August 24.  
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They launched unspecified missiles at 

Zaporizhia City twice, resulting in damage to 

residential infrastructure. The Ukrainian 

Southern Operational Command reported that 

Russian forces launched S-300 air-defense 

missiles at Bereznehuvate (approximately 

20km northwest of a Ukrainian bridgehead 

over the Inhulets River). Mykolaiv Oblast 

officials also reported shelling near the line of 

contact. Dnipropetrovsk Oblast officials 

reported that Russian forces targeted the 

Dnipro City district with two Kh-22 missiles. 

Russian forces continued to fire Grad MLRS 

systems and tube artillery at Nikopol Raion and 

targeted settlements in the Kryvyi Rih Raion 

with Uragan MLRS systems. 

Russian-appointed Zaporizhia Oblast Military-

Civilian Administration Head Vladimir Rogov 

claimed that Ukrainian forces shelled 

Enerhodar’s beach and the industrial area on 

August 24 but did not provide visual evidence. 

ISW cannot independently identify the claim or 

the party responsible for the reported shelling. 

Social media footage published on August 23 

shows forest fires reportedly nearing 

Enerhodar’s southern industrial and residential 

sites in the city. 

Mobilization and Force Generation 

Efforts - Russian federal subjects (regions) continued to form new volunteer units to reinforce Russia’s war in Ukraine. 

Altai Krai announced the formation of five volunteer units: the “Kalashnikov” and “Altai” battalions, the “Skurlatova” 

and “Katun” companies, and the “Biya” platoon. Local outlets did not specify if Altai Krai will be offering one-time 

enlistment bonuses but noted advertised monthly salary ranging from 30,000 to 300,000 rubles (about $500 to $5,000).  

The Republic of Tatarstan local outlet Biznes Online stated that Russian authorities’ classification of such volunteer 

formations as "battalions” exaggerates the actual number of recruits in each volunteer unit. The outlet noted that Perm 

Krai’s ”Parma” Battalion has 90 people and is structurally more consistent with a motorized rifle company. The outlet 

noted that Russia did not previously have territory-based volunteer units as was common in the Donetsk and Luhansk 

People’s Republics (DNR and LNR) since 2014 and that Russian forces may be modeling these units after DNR and LNR 

proxy units, such as the ”Vostok” and ”Somali” battalions. 
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Battalion personnel complements range 

in size in any military based on the 

specialization of the battalion, but the 

Russian volunteer units’ advertised 

complements are low, and reported fill 

levels are even lower. Most “battalions” 

(and even some “regiments”) will more 

likely have the size of reinforced 

companies. It is also noteworthy that 

these ad hoc volunteer battalions are not 

described as battalion tactical groups 

(BTGs) and do not appear to be structured 

like BTGs. It is not clear how they are 

being employed on the battlefield unless 

they are being assembled with one 

another or with the remnants of already 

deployed BTGs. It is clear that a volunteer 

“battalion” has nothing like the notional 

combat power of a battalion tactical 

group that invaded Ukraine in February, 

even discounting the inexperience and 

ages of many volunteers and the very 

limited training they receive before deploying to combat. Biznes Online also indicated that recruitment into volunteer 

units decreased throughout the summer and that local Russian officials are intensifying advertising efforts in certain 

regions. The outlet claimed that the Republic of Tatarstan had only 10-15 interested recruits at the beginning of the 

recruitment campaign in early June, and such numbers reportedly tripled by the end of the campaign. The outlet’s 

report confirmed ISW’s assessment that federal subjects began increasing one-time enlistment bonuses to increase 

recruitment rates in August. The outlet added that Russian federal subjects also began advertising military contracts in 

public transportation and other recruitment campaigns ”behind the scenes,” but noted that the Kremlin-sponsored 

sources have not shared such advertisements. 

The Kremlin is likely attempting to shield Moscow City residents from the military recruitment campaign, which may 

lead to some social tensions. Kremlin Spokesperson Dmitry Peskov denied any reports of the formation of the Moscow-

based “Sobyaninsky Polk” volunteer regiment on July 13, shortly after Russian opposition outlet Meduza reported that 

Moscow City military commissariats started recruiting labor migrants and residents of different Russian regions into the 

regiment. Biznes Online noted that all media discourse regarding the “Sobyaninsky Polk” stopped following Peskov’s 

denial. The sudden change in reporting may suggest that Moscow City ceased recruitment for the “Sobyaninsky Polk” in 

an effort to avoid drawing Muscovite criticism of the recruitment campaign. The apparent lack of a Moscow City-based 

volunteer unit may also spark some criticism from other federal republics. 

22 Killed in Russian rocket attack on Ukrainian railway station - Ukrainian President Zelenskyy has accused of 

Russia of launching a missile strike that hit the Chaplyne railway station in the southern Dnipropetrovsk region, killing at 

least 22 people and wounding more than 50. 

"Chaplyne is our pain today. As of this moment, there are 22 dead, five of them burned in a railway car," he said in his 

nightly video address on August 24. 
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Russia-appointed official in Ukraine killed in car Bombing - The Moscow-appointed mayor of the Russia-

occupied Ukrainian town of Mykhaylivka, Ivan Sushko, has been killed by a car bomb. 

A representative of Russia-imposed authorities in parts of Ukraine's Zaporizhzhya region, Volodymyr Rogov, wrote on 

Telegram today that he died in hospital after a bomb "intentionally placed under the seat of his vehicle" exploded. 

Nuclear risks? - Tony Brenton, a former British ambassador to Russia, said the West "at some point" might have to 

"push the Ukrainians into some rather uncomfortable compromises" unless Kyiv achieved some sort of breakthrough. 

And he warned that a nuclear-armed Russia could escalate the conflict if it faced humiliating defeat. 

"If the choice for Russia is fighting a losing war, and losing badly and Putin falling, or some kind of nuclear 

demonstration, I wouldn't bet that they wouldn't go for the nuclear demonstration," said Brenton. 

Russia has repeatedly dismissed the notion that it would need to use tactical nuclear weapons. Putin last month said 

that Moscow had barely got started in Ukraine and challenged the West to defeat it on the battlefield. 

Impacts 

Russian embassy in Canada weaponizes 

social media to fuel support for Ukraine 

invasion - In order to curb the spread of 

disinformation by official Russian news sources, 

the Canadian Radio-television and 

Telecommunications Commission (CRTC) 

recently made a symbolic move by banning 

Russia’s state-run RT news channel in Canada. 

The Russian Embassy in Ottawa was spreading 

disinformation, and fact-checking was being 

weaponized by the Russian government to twist 

reality and confuse people about the war in 

Ukraine. 

Instead of heavily relying on RT or Sputnik, 

Canada’s Russian Embassy mostly retweets 

messages from the Russian Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs and other Russian embassies from around 

the world. That includes tweets that attempt to 

discredit any factual reporting on the war. 

The Russian embassy also frequently posts 

official statements attacking Canadian politicians 

as well as Canadian media for what it views as 

their biased positions about the war in Ukraine. 

That included an attack on the Canadian 

government and the news media for allegedly 

spreading lies.  
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Peace talks 

Does the West have superior will to the Kremlin?- A source close to the Russian authorities said Moscow in any 

future potential peace deal wanted to lock in territorial gains, secure the entire Donbas region, and for Kyiv to commit 

to military neutrality. 

Ukrainian President Zelenskiy on Tuesday said Kyiv would not agree to any proposal to freeze the current frontlines in 

order to "calm" Moscow. 

Podolyak, his advisor, said the West was supplying Kyiv with enough weapons to "not fall" but not enough to win, 

adding that much greater support was needed. 

Western states have refused to commit ground troops to the conflict and have refrained from supplying some military 

hardware because they want to avoid a wider war with Russia, which has the largest stockpile of nuclear weapons in 

the world. 

Andrey Kortunov, head of RIAC, a foreign policy think tank close to the Russian foreign ministry, said neither side 

looked like blinking first. 

"Both sides apparently believe that with time their positions might get stronger," he said. "Realistically, it's very hard to 

imagine that we can come to a political settlement anytime soon." 

The two armies have long been locked in a war of attrition, with neither so far able to make a decisive breakthrough. 

Ukraine's battlefield performance between now and the winter could determine the direction of the war, said Neil 

Melvin, a London-based analyst at the RUSI think tank. 

"Ukraine needs to convince Western supporters than it can win (in battle) and have momentum. If they can show, 

during this period, that they can push the Russians back and keep up that momentum, it will be a win." 

Putin 

Zelenskyy's advisors were worried Russian forces would try to kill him with deadly gas as they moved 

to conquer Kyiv - Advisors to Ukrainian President Zelenskyy were concerned that Russian forces advancing on Kyiv in 

the early days of the invasion might try to kill him, potentially using deadly gas, according to a new Washington Post 

report. 

Oleksiy Arestovych, a military advisor to Zelenskyy, told the Post the Ukrainian leader was warned by the presidential 

guard that his office was a "target" and urged him to move to a location outside of Kyiv. 

Russia’s marginalized ethnic minorities are fighting back against Putin - Fed up with being scapegoated as 

savage fighters in Ukraine, and after decades of discrimination back home, ethnic minority groups in Russia are waging 

their own battle against Vladimir Putin. 

Ethnic minority groups in Russia are increasingly rising up in defiance against Vladimir Putin after being blamed for 

committing some of the worst atrocities of the war in Ukraine.  

When the strategic Ukrainian city of Mariupol finally fell to Russian forces, it was images of Chechen soldiers cheering 

and chanting in front of bombed-out, burning buildings that went around the world. Shocking footage that emerged 

last month showed a Russian soldier – reportedly from a Chechen unit – castrating a Ukrainian prisoner. 
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The massacre of civilians at Bucha, perhaps the most horrific single atrocity of the war to date, was at first linked to 

fighters from Buryatia, which borders Mongolia in Russia’s Far East. 

Media coverage has typecast Chechens as savage and Buryats as bloodthirsty and both as fiercely loyal to Putin, in spite 

of long-term repression of their people by the Kremlin. 

Now, ethnic minority anti-war activists from Buryatia and Chechnya tell VICE World News that the violence allegedly 

committed by soldiers from their regions has either been over-played in reporting or entirely fictionalized. In response, 

they are forming some of Russia’s most vocal anti-war campaign groups. 

There are no official figures available for the ethnic breakdown of Russian soldiers fighting in Ukraine, but analysis of 

the names of confirmed deaths suggest 70 per cent of casualties are ethnic Russians, or Slavs, who make up around 80 

percent of Russia’s population. 

Caution ahead – With Russian losses increasing alarmingly, equipment maintenance and repair de facto zero, 

armaments manufacturing at record lows, reserve equipment some 40 years to 50 years old and China not coming to 

Russia’s aid, Putin and the Kremlin will be feeling hemmed in and desperate, more than likely pushing them further into 

a bleak corner.  

Should Russia lose BTGs in the Kherson Oblast to Ukrainian advances, as is increasingly expected, they will need to 

react, and react decisively. 

They cannot keep shelling civilian targets, sending in S300 and S400 anti-aircraft missiles and using Black Sea fleet 

cruise missiles for any expended period. These will run out. 

They have removed 24 jet fighter bombers and 18 attack helicopters from Crimea and are redirecting thousands of 

troops from eastern to southern Ukrainian border zones. The removed jets and helicopters were instrumental in 

Russian tactics of blanket bombing areas, followed by ground forces. They have not changed these tactics since the 

initial February invasion start. 

They cannot muster traction in their recruitment, resorting to seeking soldiers from Central Asian and African countries 

as well as unilaterally extending conscript (Russian) soldiers’ contracts, denying them their right to demob. 

Putin knows full well that by declaring a war (somehow) and mobilizing, he will be forced to include recruits from in and 

around Moscow. This will immediately and definitively alert Russians at large that things are not going well in the “one-

week” war he so eloquently announced in mid-February. 

Deaths and injuries in action have been suffered primarily by peripheral Russian provinces and bordering countries such 

as Chechnya. Forcing “local” Russians, largely un-enlisted and “operationally” deaf, and ignorant with a complete news 

blackout by the Kremlin, will blast war news across the country. And not good war news. 

The danger exists and increases every day of losses and military reversals. Strategically Putin and the Kremlin will need 

to rejig their approach and push for any semblance of success that they can orchestrate as being a justified entrée to 

peace talks. They will need to show they have leverage at the table. 

The question is what can they do? 

We need to monitor all events and internal Russian announcements, such as the rising sentiment that “we either win or 

enter WWIII” carefully (see article below above “Peace Talks,”) as Ukraine is now leading the direction of this war and 

Putin will surely be at personal risk - sans a decisive move. 
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A contra-proviso are Russian millennials – accustomed to a higher and peaceful standard and style of living, liking the 

way things are at the moment, and distant from any personal or general war theater. They will react to any detrimental 

changes to their levels of societal comfort.  

They are post-Afghanistan War and shielded from war zones and conflict. They drive BMWs and acquire western-style 

clothing, pursuing whatever aligns them with Americans and Europeans of similar age. They are literally “peaceniks.” 

Safeguarded from and oblivious to the traumas of war, this will change dramatically when they are drafted, trained and 

sent off to combat. 

The second contra-proviso is the time it will take for any Russian mobilization to take effect. With decades-old and a 

lack of newly manufactured equipment, enlistee training requirements and short on smart weaponry, they will need 

months in order to reach front lines, during which the bad news will continue. 

Should the Kremlin rush their training regime, as is currently happening, these new “Muscovite” recruits will suffer 

similarly to what is now happening – high numbers of deaths and injuries – bringing the bad war news into the homes 

of the Kremlin’s “true Russian” comrades and families. 

A declaration of war and general mobilization not being a quick solution, we are set for a different Russian reaction.  

Scaling up bombardments, targeting civilian and infrastructure, hitting Kyiv, pressuring Lukashenko to invade from the 

north, introducing unconventional weapons or, horror of horrors, deploying tactical nuclear weapons, all now become 

points of question.  

It is reasonable to believe that back channels are working and have been working to caution the Russians against any 

egregious or unconventional war direction or introduction of weapons of mass destruction. 

In geopolitics red lines are often drawn in secrecy and away from public view. We must trust that this is the case and 

that Putin, and the Kremlin, are listening. 

Should Putin be listening, as he may well have to, we need to monitor signs of rapprochement  for a “way out” for both 

parties. Do NATO, the UK and EU pressure Ukraine to cede Russian-speaking territories?, does Russia hold a 

referendum in these areas and offer any Ukrainian citizen, seeking to be part of Russia, sanctuary in Russia?, does the 

UN place peacekeepers in neutral front line zones, and so on. 

Any such rapprochement will need to offer the Russians a way out without conceding defeat and the Ukrainians 

guarantees about their future security. 

Ukraine, armed with the latest and smart weaponry may push for a final recovery of territory - and they are justified in 

so doing.  

They have seen tens of thousands of their citizens killed, maimed and injured, entire cities evacuated and left derelict, 

millions deported to far-flung areas of Russia, an estimated 6,6 million refugees and a huge loss of foreign exchange 

and wealth from industrial and agricultural areas now under Russian control. 

This is extremely difficult to do, never mind forgive and forget. Ukraine is still mindful of the 1932-1933 Stalin-

manufactured Great Ukrainian Famine, known as the Holodomor, where millions of Ukrainians died from hunger or 

were deported to Siberia as “kulaks” – enemies of Stain’s totalitarian state and his policy of forced collectivization . 
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Ukraine does not trust any Russian agreement, having seen multiple Agreements abrogated and ignored by Putin and 

the Kremlin. Neither do other EU countries, particularly Poland and the old “Prussian” states. 

The EU is looking at winter askew and with alarm. Russia will surely ramp up both natural gas and oil prices and 

simultaneously manufacture shortages, knowingly full well that this places politcal uncertainty and peril at the front 

door of most EU ruling government parties (see following article). 

Geopolitically, the West, and particularly the US, may see a unique opportunity to gain traction in the ultimate 

objective – hemming in China in 25 to 30 years from now.  

Russia leaning west see’s China surrounded, with Russia to the north, EU to the west, Balkans to the south west, South 

Korean and Japan to the south and a plethora of smaller nations from South Korean down through the Malacca Strait, 

with Taiwan at the center of this “First Island Chain” grouping, all either influenced by or friendly with the US. 

Internationally, countries side with winners, for many and varied reasons. World Wars have been fought for similar 

causes. Countries currently “on the geopolitical fence” will swing behind the winner. 

And do not forget the chips in Taiwan.  

Masterful geopolitical opportunity. 

Putin bets winter gas chokehold will yield Ukraine peace - on his terms - Cold winters helped Moscow 

defeat Napoleon and Hitler. President Vladimir Putin is now betting that sky-rocketing energy prices and possible 

shortages this winter will persuade Europe to strong arm Ukraine into a truce -- on Russia's terms. 

That, say two Russian sources familiar with Kremlin thinking, is the only path to peace that Moscow sees, given Kyiv 

says it will not negotiate until Russia leaves all of Ukraine. 

"We have time, we can wait," said one source close to the Russian authorities, who declined to be named because they 

are not authorized to speak to the media. 

"It's going to be a difficult winter for Europeans. We could see protests, unrest. Some European leaders might think 

twice about continuing to support Ukraine and think it's time for a deal." 

A second source close to the Kremlin said Moscow thought it could already detect faltering European unity and 

expected that process to accelerate amid winter hardship. 

"It will be really tough if it (the war) drags into the autumn and winter. So there's hope they (the Ukrainians) will ask for 

peace," said the source. 
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There was no immediate response from the Kremlin, which denies Russia uses energy as a political weapon, to a 

request for comment. 

Ukraine and its staunchest Western backers say they have no plans to fold and U.S. officials, speaking on condition of 

anonymity, say they so far see no signs of support for Ukraine wavering. 

European Commission President Ursula von der Leyen, in a tweet to Ukrainians on their national day, said: "The EU has 

been with you in this fight from the very beginning. And we will be for as long as it takes." 

Backed by billions in U.S. and other Western military aid, training and shared intelligence, and with a series of morale-

boosting attacks on high-profile Russian targets behind it, Kyiv thinks it has a chance of changing the facts on the 

ground. 

"In order for negotiations with Russia to become possible, it is necessary to change the status quo at the front in favour 

of the Armed Forces of Ukraine," Mykhailo Podolyak, a Ukrainian presidential adviser, told Reuters. 

"It is necessary that the Russian army suffer significant tactical defeats." 

The geopolitical standoff has sent energy prices to record highs. The European Union banned Russian coal and 

approved a partial ban on Russian crude oil imports to punish Moscow for the "special military operation" it launched 

exactly six months ago on Feb. 24. 

And Russia struck its own blow, sharply cutting gas exports to Europe. 

European governments have sought to increase resilience to energy pressures this winter by seeking alternative 

supplies and pushing through energy saving measures, but few energy specialists believe they will be able to cover all 

their needs. 

Containment 

The United States just announced another big batch of weapons to Ukraine - nearly $3 billion in arms and 

equipment, according to President Joe Biden, who celebrated Ukraine's 31st anniversary as an independent nation in a 

statement Wednesday.  

"I am proud to announce our biggest tranche of security assistance to date," Biden said. This $2.98 billion in new arms 

includes "air defense systems, artillery systems and munitions, counter-unmanned aerial systems, and radars to ensure 

[Ukraine] can continue to defend itself over the long term."  

"Today and every day, we stand with the Ukrainian people to proclaim that the darkness that drives autocracy is no 

match for the flame of liberty that lights the souls of free people everywhere," Biden said Wednesday. "The United 

States, including proud Ukrainian-Americans, looks forward to continuing to celebrate Ukraine as a democratic, 

independent, sovereign, and prosperous state for decades to come. 

Americans are in favor of continuing aid to Ukraine - By a six-to-four ratio, Americans say the United States 

should support Ukraine for as long as it takes, even if American households will have to pay higher gas and food prices 

in consequence, according to the Chicago Council on Global Affairs. 

Nearly two-thirds think the invasion sets a precedent that other countries can launch wars for territorial gain, they say. 

76% believe the Russian invasion will encourage China to invade Taiwan.  



 

12 
 

72% percent of respondents said they want to send more weapons and military supplies to Ukraine, down from 79% in 

a March poll. And support for economic assistance dipped to 71% from 78%, Defense One's Jacqueline Feldscher 

reports.  

US weapons package for Ukraine stresses long-haul commitment - With a new $2.98 billion weapons and 

training package for Ukraine’s military, the Pentagon wants Russian President Vladimir Putin to know it plans to support 

Kyiv for the long haul. 

The Pentagon will buy newly announced air defense systems, counter-drone systems, radars, artillery systems and 

munitions from industry over months and years ― with Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative funding and apart from 

billions in equipment it has sent Ukraine from its stockpiles. 

“Putin seems to believe that Russia can win the long game, outlasting the Ukrainians in their will to fight and the 

international community’s will to continue to support Ukraine,” Colin Kahl, undersecretary of defense for policy, said at 

a press briefing. “This USAI package is a tangible demonstration that this is yet another Russian miscalculation.” 

Ukrainians train in the U.K – Ukrainian soldiers and technicians continue to be trained in the UK for newly-arriving 

weapons and general training, it was reported today by the UK MoD. 

Germany, Slovakia sign tank swap deal to arm Ukraine - Germany will supply legacy Leopard 2 tanks to 

Slovakia in exchange for that country sending Soviet-era fighting vehicles to Ukraine’s aid, the Defence Ministry in 

Berlin announced. 

The deal is one of several “ring swaps,” as German defense officials call them, in the making with Eastern European 

governments since the spring, following Russia’s ongoing assault on Ukraine, which began in earnest Feb. 24. Slovak 

and German officials signed an agreement Aug. 23 approving the delivery of 15 Leopard 2 tanks in the A4 configuration 

to Bratislava. 

Comment – By “swapping out” NATO weapons for old Soviet-style weapons consigned to Ukraine, ex-Soviet countries 

are slowly being converted to western weapons systems. The Ukrainian war is providing the ideal time frame and 

avenue to embark on this expensive but rewarding conversion. 

Ukraine keeps getting more weapons from America - The Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative provides 

weapons and equipment from U.S. private industry rather than using Presidential Drawdown Authority, which draws 

from the U.S. stockpile. The Defense Department has asked for further aid in anti-tank systems, communications 

equipment, and unmanned aerial vehicles. 

The U.S. aid package will not include the type of weapons systems that characterized previous deliveries. It will focus 

more on ammunition and medium-term needs such as defense systems. This latest aid package will probably take 

months to arrive, and that will depend on how quickly U.S. private industry can produce the systems.  

Three different types of drones are expected to be sent to Ukraine: small, hand-launched Puma drones; longer-

endurance ScanEagle surveillance drones, which were included in previous aid packages; and, for the first time, the 

British Vampire drone system, which is a ship-launched system that performs intelligence, surveillance, and 

reconnaissance, as well as electromagnetic operations. 

International aid to Ukraine from Western Europe dried up between July 2 and August 3, with only about $1.5 billion in 

aid being pledged.  

However, Western European nations did continue to deliver previously pledged aid. And on Wednesday, Germany 

pledged a further $500 million in aid, consisting of three IRIS-T anti-aircraft systems, “a dozen armed recovery vehicles, 
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20 rocket-launchers mounted on pick-ups … precision munition and anti-drone equipment,” according to defense 

official in a statement to AFP. 

Sanctions 

Russia's technological power vacuum in the wake of the Ukraine war - Russia's invasion shattered 75 years 

of peace in Europe, and, in the weeks since, the conflict has turned into a bitter, slow-moving struggle throughout 

much of eastern Ukraine. Yet, while Ukrainians fight the Russians with guns and drones, the United States and its 

Western allies have chosen to fight with dollars and euros. The sanctions placed by the US and EU against the Russian 

Federation have ranged across nearly every sector, from oil to agriculture and more. These sanctions have 

accompanied the voluntary withdrawal of thousands of Western corporations from Russia, depriving the Russian 

consumer economy of everything from McDonald's to American Express. 

A central pillar of the sanctions lies in technology. To sanction Moscow, Washington enacted an expanded version of 

the Foreign Direct Product Rule (FDPR), which uses export controls to effectively prevent the export of US technology 

or software products to Russia and block any company worldwide from exporting products made or manufactured with 

US technology or intellectual property to Russia. This restriction—the broadest export control rule ever implemented 

by the Commerce Department—effectively hampers Russia's ability to source advanced technology parts, such as 

complex biotechnologies and high-end manufacturing and electronics. 

US officials hoped that the expanded FDPR, in concert with similar actions by US allies in Europe and Asia, would limit 

Russia's ability to develop its technological base. In the short term, these restrictions would thus pose an immediate 

threat to the Kremlin, as many of the country’s military parts rely on Western resources. For example, Russian drones 

rely on technology parts sourced from Western toys and other consumer electronics, meaning that US export 

restrictions would prevent the Russian military from effectively arming its forces in the future.  

This consequence is especially meaningful given that, due to the continued offensive in Ukraine, Russia is rapidly losing 

its military equipment and needs a future supply of technology parts to rebuild its drones, airplanes, and missiles. If 

Western sanctions cut off those resources, future Russian military rearmament becomes near impossible.  

Furthermore, over time, the end of Western technology exports to Russia will hamper Russia's indigenous technological 

development, including in non-military sectors, which will translate into slower economic growth and decrease Russian 

firms' long-term economic competitiveness. In this way, the FDPR was designed both to hurt the Russian military 

immediately and weaken the Putin regime in the long term, such that Russia would be unable to compete with the 

West in the future. 

Beijing's Chance 

Or, at least, this was how the FDPR was supposed to work. Contrarily, the mass departure of Western companies and 

the technology sanctions placed on Russia have instead created an opportunity for an eager third party: China. In the 

last 30 years, Chinese firms have rapidly gained ground in critical high-technology sectors, ranging from Huawei's 

increasing growth in telecommunications and 5G to the data processing power of Tencent and ByteDance.  

However, in a global market largely dominated by US firms, Chinese companies have largely been restricted to 

expansions within mainland China, where restrictions on foreign firms and support from the Chinese Communist Party 

(CCP) have allowed Chinese technology companies to grow without pressure from foreign competitors. 

Indeed, when Chinese firms have attempted to expand abroad, they have often faced significant pressure from US 

competitors and the US government for several reasons. In many cases, despite the impressive growth of Chinese 

firms, many of them still lack the resources of their US counterparts, so they are unable to capture market share and 
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beat out US firms like Apple or Amazon. Furthermore, the close links between the CCP and many Chinese technology 

firms mean that the United States and its allies have often deemed Chinese firms a national security risk and limited 

their operations. For example, the United States famously led a campaign to encourage governments worldwide to ban 

the Chinese telecommunications giant Huawei from constructing their 5G network. 

However, with sanctions on Russia, Chinese technology firms now face one of the greatest opportunities they have 

ever had. Russia is a market of 150 million people, and the Western competitors that Chinese firms have historically 

faced are now out of the country for the foreseeable future. At the same time, indigenous Russian technology firms 

have been decimated by their inability to source parts under the FDPR, leaving them unable to compete with any major 

companies. Thus, many Chinese firms may smell opportunity in Russia and leap at the chance to enter this new market. 

Naturally, the US and its allies have sought to prevent this scenario through comprehensive international sanctions. 

Since a vast majority of international intellectual property for technology comes from the US, the new FDPR technically 

bans Chinese technology firms from operating in Russia.  

Thus, if Chinese firms were to violate these bans, the result would be legal penalties and potential loss of access to the 

US market. However, Chinese technology firms have a history of trying to skirt US sanctions without the US government 

noticing, driven by the extreme potential for profit.  

In 2017, Chinese telecommunications and electronics firm Zhongxing Telecommunications Equipment (ZTE) was caught 

after it sold its products to Iran, violating US sanctions on the country for several years. Now, with Ukraine, many of the 

same whistleblowers who warned the US government about ZTE in Iran fear that ZTE, Huawei, and other Chinese firms 

will violate US sanctions to operate in Russia, given the vast amount of money that could be made. 

However, even if Chinese firms choose not to skirt US sanctions, the Russia-Ukraine war provides a tremendous 

opportunity for Chinese firms to operate in Russia. First, US sanctions like the FDPR apply to US intellectual property or 

products derived from it, but they do not apply if Chinese firms sell Chinese intellectual property in Russia. Given the 

rapid growth of the Chinese homegrown innovation sector, it would be no shock if Chinese firms still chose to sell 

products based on Chinese domestic innovations in Russia. Furthermore, once the Russia-Ukraine conflict ends, the 

hostility created between Russia and the West and the warmer ties between Moscow and Beijing means that Chinese 

firms will likely reenter the Russian market far before their Western counterparts. 

A Technological Race 

The result of these actions is that Chinese technology firms are poised to capitalize on the Russian market, with major 

global consequences. First, expansion into the Russian market will make Chinese firms richer and larger than previously, 

allowing them to fund better research and development and more effectively challenge US and other Western firms for 

market share. Given that many Chinese technology products and research often are built around dual-use civil and 

military capabilities, this better-funded research and development will help improve the technical capabilities of both 

Chinese firms and the Chinese military. In the escalating technological cold war between the United States and China, 

unfettered access to the Russian market would only give China a stronger and stronger edge moving forward. 

Furthermore, access to the Russian market is also likely to strengthen the gargantuan advantage that many Chinese 

firms and the Chinese government have in data. With data from tens or even hundreds of millions of customers, 

Chinese firms will be better able to train big data algorithms and support research into key sectors like artificial 

intelligence and machine learning. This research could further increase Chinese civilian and military technology 

capabilities, enabling greater competition with the US.  

Lastly, the entry of Chinese firms into Russian markets may enable them to expand their research and investment 

operations in the country. Russia has a highly educated workforce, owing to the Soviet Union's universal education 

systems, making such workers useful for Chinese firms to expand their operations. Chinese firms could also attempt to 
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buy out nascent Russian technology firms, as China has already expressed potential interest in performing such buyouts 

in other sectors like energy production. In the technology field, such buyouts would slightly strengthen Chinese 

technology firms and their research by giving them access to valuable Russian intellectual property, though the direct 

technology transfer effects would not be too large, given China remains ahead of Russia in several emerging 

technologies like artificial intelligence. 

However, sales are also a two-way street, and the entry of Chinese firms into Russia will allow Beijing to share 

technologies with Moscow that will help keep the Russian military competitive for years to come. Therefore, Chinese 

firms have the potential to even prop up Putin's regime, ultimately destroying the point of Western sanctions and 

bolstering a powerful adversary for Western states. This possibility demonstrates the dangerous effect that the entry of 

Chinese technology firms into Russia might have on the West and the need for Western leadership to consider how 

they can prevent Chinese firms from circumventing sanctions and strengthening Russia. In the long run, this entry will 

only strengthen revisionist powers like Russia and China at the expense of the US and liberal democracies worldwide. 

Therefore, the United States needs to take targeted steps to prevent Chinese firms from violating US sanctions and 

dominating the Russian market. The US should incentivize individuals to provide credible evidence that any technology 

firms, Chinese or otherwise, are violating US sanctions on Russia to increase the likelihood of whistleblowers—like 

those against ZTE—coming forward.  

The US must also continue to highlight to Beijing the importance of ensuring that Chinese firms comply with sanctions 

on Russia. This compliance will, in many ways, be in China’s self-interest, especially as the Chinese government has 

repeatedly tried to stake out a more neutral position on the Russia-Ukraine conflict. The US can also attempt to ensure 

Chinese companies comply with US sanctions by increasing the potential penalties violating firms may face, such as 

limiting their ability to operate or sell within the US or its allies. Such steps would be important ways to incentivize 

compliance with US sanctions and ensure that this opportunity is not used in a manner that weakens the liberal 

international order. 


