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Conflict Update # 179 

September 11th, 2022 

Conflict Assessment 

Russian losses – 52,650 (+400) soldiers killed, 2,154 (+18) enemy tanks, 4,617 (+33) armored  combat vehicles, 1,263 

(+4) artillery systems, 311 (+0) MLRS systems, 162 (+0) air defense systems, 242 (+3) warplanes, 213 (+1) helicopters, 

902 (+4) UAVs of the operational-tactical level, 215 (+0) cruise missiles, 15 (+0) warships/cutters, 3,445 (+19) trucks and 

tankers, 76 fuel bowsers and 114 (+0) units of specialized equipment. 

Key takeaways 

Ukrainian forces have inflicted a major 

operational defeat on Russia - recapturing 

almost all Kharkiv Oblast in a rapid counter-

offensive. 

Ukrainian authorities shut down the last 

active reactor at the Zaporizhzhia Nuclear 

Power Plant on September 11. 

Russian forces are withdrawing from 

positions throughout all but easternmost Kharkiv 

Oblast. 

Russian milbloggers have defined the Oskil 

River that runs from Kupyansk to Izyum as the 

new frontline following Russian withdrawal from 

positions in eastern Kharkiv Oblast. 

Ukrainian forces have advanced into 

Vovchansk and Velykyi Burluk, just south of 

the international border. 

Ukrainian forces continue to fight 

positional battles and conduct strikes on 

Russian military, logistics, and transportation 

assets along the Southern Axis. 

Russian forces conducted limited ground 
attacks in the Avdiivka and Bakhmut areas. 

Russian authorities are continuing to pull 

combat power from various external sources to support operations in Ukraine and are struggling to compensate 

volunteers. 
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The success of recent Ukrainian counteroffensives likely contributed to the Russian announcement that 

annexation referenda will be indefinitely postponed. 

Ukrainian forces have inflicted a major operational defeat on Russia, recapturing almost all Kharkiv Oblast in 

a rapid counter-offensive. The Ukrainian success resulted from skillful campaign design and execution that included 

efforts to maximize the impact of Western weapons systems such as HIMARS. Kyiv’s long discussion and then an 

announcement of a counter-offensive operation aimed at Kherson Oblast drew substantial Russian troops away from 

the sectors on which Ukrainian forces have conducted decisive attacks in the past several days. Ukraine’s armed forces 

employed HIMARS and other Western systems to attack Russian ground lines of communication (GLOCs) in Kharkiv and 

Kherson Oblasts, setting conditions for the success of this operation. Ukrainian leaders discussed the strikes in the 

south much more ostentatiously, however, successfully confusing the Russians about their intentions in Kharkiv Oblast. 

Western weapons systems were necessary but not sufficient to secure success for Ukraine. The Ukrainian employment 

of those systems in a well-designed and well-executed campaign has generated the remarkable success of the counter-

offensive operations in Kharkiv Oblast. 

The Ukrainian recapture of Izyum ended the prospect that Russia could accomplish its stated objectives in 

Donetsk Oblast. After retreating from Kyiv in early April, the stated Russian objectives had been to seize the complete 

territory of Luhansk and Donetsk Oblasts. The Russian campaign to achieve these objectives was an attack along an arc 

from Izyum through Severodonetsk to the area near Donetsk City. That attack aimed to seize Severodonetsk, 

Lysychansk, Slovyansk, Bakhmut, and Kramatorsk, and continue to the western boundary of Donetsk Oblast. Russian 

forces managed to take Severodonetsk on June 24 and Lysychansk on July 3 after a long and extremely costly campaign 

but then largely culminated, seizing no major settlements and little territory. The Russian position around Izyum still 

threatened Ukrainian defenders of Slovyansk, however, and retained for the Russians the opportunity to return to the 

attack on the northern sectors of the arc, which they had largely abandoned by the middle of July in favor of a focus on 

Siversk (near Lysychansk) and Bakhmut. 

The loss of Izyum dooms the initial Russian campaign plan for this phase of the war and ensures that Russian 

advances toward Bakhmut or around Donetsk City cannot be decisive (if they occur at all). Even the Russian seizure of 

Bakhmut, which is unlikely to occur considering Russian forces have impaled themselves on tiny surrounding 

settlements for weeks, would no longer support any larger effort to accomplish the original objectives of this phase of 

the campaign since it would not be supported by an advance from Izyum in the north. The continued Russian offensive 

operations against Bakhmut and around Donetsk City have thus lost any real operational significance for Moscow and 

merely waste some of the extremely limited effective combat power Russia retains. 

There is no basis for assessing that the counter-offensive announced in Kherson Oblast is merely a feint, 

however. Ukrainian forces have reportedly attacked and made gains at several important locations on the western 

bank of the Dnipro River. They have cut the two bridges across the river and continue to keep them cut as well as 

interfere with Russian efforts to maintain supply via barge and pontoon ferry. Ukraine has committed considerable 

combat power and focused a significant portion of the Western-supplied long-range precision systems it has to this 

axis, and it is not likely to have done so merely to draw Russian forces to the area. 

The Ukrainian pressure in Kherson combined with the rapid counter-offensive in Kharkiv presents the Russians 

with a terrible dilemma of time and space. Russia likely lacks sufficient reserve forces to complete the formation of a 

new defensive line along the Oskil River, as it is reportedly trying to do before Ukrainian forces continue their advance 

through that position if they so choose. Prudence would demand that Russia pull forces from other sectors of the 

battlespace to establish defensive lines further east than the Oskil River to ensure that it can hold the Luhansk Oblast 

border or a line as close to that border as possible. But Russian troops around Bakhmut and near Donetsk City continue 

offensive operations as if unaware of the danger to Luhansk, and Russian forces in Kherson still face attack and the 
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threat of more attacks on that axis. Russian President Vladimir Putin risks making a common but deadly mistake by 

waiting too long to order reinforcements to the Luhansk line, thereby compromising the defense of Kherson or ending 

offensive operations around Bakhmut and Donetsk City without getting troops into position to defend against 

continuing Ukrainian attacks in Luhansk in time. The Ukrainian campaign appears intended to present Putin with 

precisely such a dilemma and to benefit from almost any decision he makes. 

The current counter-offensive will not end the war. The campaign in northeast Ukraine will eventually 

culminate, allowing the Russians to re-establish a tenable defensive line and possibly even conduct localized 

counterattacks. Ukraine will have to launch subsequent counter-offensive operations, likely several, to finish the 

liberation of Russian-occupied territory. The war remains likely to stretch into 2023. 

Ukraine has turned the tide of this war in its favor. Kyiv will likely increasingly dictate the location and nature of 

the major fighting, and Russia will find itself increasingly responding inadequately to growing Ukrainian physical and 

psychological pressure in successive military campaigns unless Moscow finds some way to regain the initiative. 

Russian officials and milbloggers involved with the Russian war in Ukraine are increasingly blaming the Russian 

Ministry of Defense (MoD) for Russian failures on the frontlines. Chechen leader Ramzan Kadyrov stated that if there 

are no changes to the Russian “special military operation” today or tomorrow, then he will contact the Kremlin to 

“explain the situation on the ground.” Kadyrov’s statement is a thinly veiled criticism of the Russian MoD for its lack of 

situational awareness (or honesty) and highlights the MoD’s preoccupation with maintaining the façade of a successful 

and swift Russian invasion of Ukraine. The Russian MoD has not acknowledged the successful Ukrainian 

counteroffensive operations around Kharkiv Oblast, instead promulgating a clearly false narrative of a deliberate 

Russian repositioning without any meaningful justification. A milblogger also noted that a civilian such as the head of 

the Wagner Group private military company Yevgeniy Prigozhin should replace Russian Defense Minister Sergey Shoigu 

because civilians can better handle the harmful nature of the military bureaucracy. The intensifying public attacks on 

Shoigu and the Russian MoD shield Russian President Vladimir Putin from the responsibility for setting unattainable 

goals for the invasion and likely micromanaging military operations by pinning all the blame for Russian failures on the 

MoD and higher military command. Putin may accept and even support these attacks to continue this diversion of 

blame from him. 

The Kharkiv Oblast counter-offensive is already damaging the Kremlin’s relationship with the Russian 

MoD, further alienating Putin from the higher military command. Kremlin Spokesperson Dmitry Peskov stated that 

Putin has postponed all his meetings with the leadership of the Russian MoD and representatives of the Russian 

defense industry in Sochi—a bizarre decision in the face of the military operational and defense industrial crisis facing 

Russia. 

The Russian defeat in the Battle of Kharkiv Oblast will only intensify public criticism of Shoigu and the MoD, 

which may lead to personnel changes. The Ukrainian Main Military Intelligence Directorate (GUR) reported that the 

western grouping of forces has been placed under the command of the Commander of the Central Military District 

Colonel General Alexander Lapin who is currently commanding the central group of forces in Ukraine. The GUR added 

that the Kremlin is looking for a replacement for the commander of the western grouping of forces Lieutenant General 

Roman Berdnikov, who had just replaced Lieutenant General Andrey Sychevoy on August 26. 

Ukrainian authorities shut down the last active reactor at the Zaporizhzhia Nuclear Power Plant (ZNPP) 

on September 11. Ukrainian nuclear energy agency Energoatom announced that it began to prepare nuclear reactor no. 

6 for a cold shutdown after Energoatom restored a backup powerline connecting the ZNPP to the Ukrainian power grid 

on September 11. Energoatom stated that the reactor had been producing energy at 10-15% of its capability, the bare 

minimum necessary to sustain ZNPP operations. Energoatom stated that a cold shutdown is the safest state for the 
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ZNPP as frequent Russian shelling continues to damage power lines necessary to operate the plant safely. The Russian 

Ministry of Defense (MoD) claimed that Ukrainian forces shell the ZNPP as part of a broader campaign against energy 

infrastructure in occupied territories and Russian milbloggers amplified this narrative. Energoatom and the 

International Atomic Energy Agency reiterated that shelling the ZNPP must end and that Russian authorities must 

demilitarize and declare a safe zone around the ZNPP. 

Ukrainian counteroffensives - 

Eastern Ukraine: (Vovchansk-

Kupyansk-Izyum-Lyman Line) - 

The Russian Ministry of Defense’s 

September 11 briefing map 

confirmed that Russian forces are 

withdrawing from settlements 

around Kharkiv City, from northern 

Kharkiv Oblast, and settlements on 

the western bank of the Oskil River.  

Russian sources and milbloggers 

have identified the Oskil River that 

flows through Kupyansk and Izyum 

as the new front line on the axis, 

and Russian forces are likely also 

continuing to operate on the 

eastern bank of the Siverskyi 

Donets River southeast of Izyum. 

Geolocated and social media 

footage confirmed that Ukrainian 

forces have entered Vovchansk and 

Velykyi Burluk severing Russian 

ground lines of communication 

(GLOCs) along the T2104 highway 

and have reached the international 

border north of Kharkiv City.  

Geolocated footage also shows that 

Ukrainian forces took control of 

Izyum and settlements south and 

southwest on September 11. 

Russian troops likely withdrew from 

the area in great haste, and social 

media posts show abandoned tanks 

and other heavy military equipment 

near Izyum, which indicates that 

Russian troops failed to organize a 

coherent retreat.  

Russian sources claimed that 

Ukrainian troops are continuing 
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efforts to cross the Siverskyi Donets River northeast of Slovyansk and enter Lyman. A Russian milblogger indicated that 

Russian troops are targeting Ukrainians around Lyman, but that Russian troops retain control of the settlement despite 

attempted Ukrainian advances. Combat footage taken in Bilohorivka, Luhansk Oblast, on September 11 confirms that 

Ukrainian troops have retaken ground in Luhansk Oblast. The Ukrainian soldiers in the footage appear to be hiding from 

artillery strikes, which indicates that Russian troops are now targeting positions in Bilohorivka. 

Southern Ukraine: (Kherson 

Oblast) - Granular tactical and 

operational-level visibility on the 

progress of the Ukrainian 

counteroffensive in Kherson Oblast has 

been degraded over the last few days 

as the focus of coverage has shifted to 

the Ukrainian counteroffensive in 

Kharkiv Oblast.  

This shift in the information space is not 

likely reflective of a pause in Ukrainian 

operations in the south, and Ukrainian 

troops are likely to continue counter-

offensive operations in Kherson Oblast 

based on the limited reporting that is 

available. 

Ukrainian military officials stated that 

Ukrainian forces continued positional 

battles and strikes on Russian 

transportation, logistics, and military 

assets throughout the Southern Axis 

today. Ukraine’s Southern Operational 

Command reiterated that Ukrainian 

troops are engaged in positional battles 

in unspecified areas along the Kherson-

Mykolaiv frontline and carried out over 

130 fire missions over the day. The 

Ukrainian General Staff stated that 

Ukrainian troops have carried out over 

28 major strikes and hit approximately 

19 concentrations of Russian 

manpower and military equipment within the last 24 hours. Ukrainian military officials indicated that Ukrainian troops 

focused on hitting Russian bridges and alternative river crossings to disrupt Russian transportation capabilities across 

the Dnipro River. 

Footage taken by residents of Kherson Oblast on September 10 and 11 corroborates statements made by Ukrainian 

officials regarding the continued Ukrainian interdiction campaign along the Southern Axis. Social media users reported 

explosions near Kakhovka and Nova Kakhovka (about 60km east of Kherson City), which substantiates statements made 

by Ukrainian military officials that Ukrainian troops hit an ammunition depot and ferry crossing in this area on the night 

of September 10.  
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Residents of Kherson City additionally posted images of smoke in the wake of a Ukrainian strike on a Russian 

headquarters within Kherson City on September 10. Ukrainian forces also continued to target Russian rear areas south 

of the Dnipro River and reportedly struck Russian positions in Razdolne, about 15km southeast of Nova Kakhkovka. 

Neither Russian nor Ukrainian sources discussed specific kinetic activity along the Kherson-Mykolaiv frontline on 

September 11. A Russian milblogger stated in vague terms that Ukrainian forces are engaged in positional battles in 

unspecified locations. Despite the lack of concrete descriptions of fighting in specific areas, however, Ukrainian troops 

likely are continuing to threaten Russian control of terrain along the frontline. The Ukrainian General Staff stated that 

Russian troops struck Ukrainian positions in Bruskynske, about 75km northeast of Kherson City along the critical T2207 

highway that runs into Nova 

Kakhovka. This strike may indicate 

that Ukrainian forces are pushing 

east of the nearby Sukhyi Stavok 

pocket and continuing efforts to 

interdict Russian ground lines of 

communication in western Kherson 

Oblast. 

The Russian Ministry of Defense 

(MoD) continued to highlight 

excessive and likely overblown 

estimates of Ukrainian losses in 

Kherson Oblast on September 11 

and did not make any additional 

claims on the status of the 

counter-offensive. Russian sources 

are increasingly focused on 

providing commentary on 

Ukrainian advances in Kharkiv 

Oblast. 

Russian Main Effort- Eastern 

Ukraine - Russian Subordinate 

Main Effort- Donetsk Oblast - 

Russian forces continued ground 

attacks in Donetsk Oblast on 

September 11. The Ukrainian 

General Staff reported that 

Ukrainian forces repelled Russian 

ground assaults in various 

settlements near Bakhmut and 

Avdiivka. The continued allocation 

of Russian forces to relatively small 

and insignificant settlements in 

Donetsk Oblast will likely harm 

Russian forces’ ability to reinforce 

positions to defend against the 
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ongoing Ukrainian counteroffensive in Kharkiv Oblast. Continued offensive operations in the Bakhmut and Avdiivka 

area cannot offset Russian losses in southern Ukraine and Kharkiv Oblast or achieve significant enough gains to justify 

continuing them. Russian military leadership is seemingly unable to adapt to this reality as it continues to impale troops 

in attacks on tiny villages near Bakhmut and Avdiivka. Russian sources also claimed that Ukrainian forces began 

reinforcing and demining the Vuhledar area in western Donetsk Oblast. Russian forces continued routine shelling along 

the line of contact in Donetsk Oblast. 

Supporting effort- Southern Axis - Russian forces conducted air, artillery, and missile strikes along the line of 

contact in southern Ukraine on September 11. Russian forces targeted Dnipro City, Dnipropetrovsk Oblast, Mykolaiv 

City, and Voznessensk, Mykolaiv Oblast with cruise missiles and airstrikes. Russian forces fired on Nikopol and 

Marhanets, Dnipropetrovsk Oblast with multiple launch rocket systems, likely from positions near Enerhodar on the 

opposite bank of the Kakhovka Reservoir. 

Ukraine can now exploit Russia’s confusion but must plan carefully - While better weaponry from the west 

has enabled a surprise counterattack and left Russian forces in disarray, caution is required in formulating a strategy for 

the harsh months ahead. 

After five months on the defensive, Ukraine has seized the initiative from the Russian armed forces and is on the 

offensive. In the south, Ukrainian troops are pushing Russia’s most capable combat units back towards Kherson and 

fixing them against the west bank of the Dnipro River, where they can be destroyed in place with artillery. 

In the north-east, Ukrainian forces launched a surprise counteroffensive to sever the ground lines of communication 

north of Izyum, the base from which Russian forces were attempting to push into Donbas, compelling a Russian 

withdrawal. Several key capabilities have enabled these successes. In June, the Ukrainians could not concentrate their 

forces because of the volume of Russian artillery arrayed against them and struggled to get timely tactical intelligence 

from unmanned aerial vehicles – drones – because of extensive Russian electronic warfare and air defence complexes. 

The provision of guided multiple launch rocket systems from the west has allowed Ukraine to systematically target 

Russian ammunition dumps, starving its guns and command posts, reducing the responsiveness and coordination of 

Russian forces. 

The fitting of high-speed anti-radiation missiles to Ukraine’s aircraft, along with the provision of modern artillery 

systems, has enabled Ukrainian troops to disrupt Russia’s air and electronic warfare complexes in localized areas, 

strengthening their own reconnaissance capabilities and allowing them to employ precision weapons against a wide 

array of tactical targets. The result has been to allow Ukrainian infantry to get into close combat with their Russian 

adversaries. Here the disparity in morale and unit cohesion is giving Ukraine decisive advantages. 

For analysts, offensive operations are much harder to write about than defensive ones. If external commentators 

accurately predict the intent and direction of an enemy attack, the enemy must either continue with its plan against a 

better-prepared defender or have its plan disrupted if it wishes to change their approach. 

Offensive operations, however, depend upon concentration, tempo and surprise to succeed. If analysts discuss the 

actual intent then they risk undermining the basis for successful operations. It is therefore inappropriate for those with 

any insight into Ukrainian planning to comment on what they may do next. 

For the Russians, however, the situation poses several challenges. First, news of defeats and setbacks is rippling 

through the Russian armed forces, undermining confidence in the chain of command and sapping what was already 

poor morale among Russian units. Even though neither the Kherson offensive nor the thrust north of Izyum is in itself 

conclusive, they both have a broader impact on Russian capabilities and will likely cause growing anger over the 

management of the war among Russian military and political elites. 
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The biggest question for the Russian command is whether to use reserves to counterattack to try and retake ground in 

the north-east or to redeploy forces from other axes to establish a more defensible line. 

Russian forces had been mobilizing new units that were in the process of being trained and equipped for renewed 

offensive operations against the Donbas. If these are committed early, they not only risk taking heavy casualties but will 

also be no longer available for further gains in Donbas, ceding the ability to take the initiative back from the Ukrainians. 

Alternatively, the Russians can redeploy troops from other axes in Ukraine. Given the threat to their logistics, however, 

this risks being chaotic and opening up other gaps in their lines that local Ukrainian commands can exploit. 

The immediate prospects for the autumn season of fighting, therefore, are for Russian troops to suffer significant 

setbacks as local Ukrainian commanders exploit confusion and demoralization to make gains. At the same time, 

however, Ukrainian units have taken significant casualties, as is inevitable during offensive operations. 

In this context it is important that Ukraine’s political leadership do not push their military commanders to become 

overstretched. Ukraine must also endeavour to retain combat power for larger-scale offensives in the future. 

Ideally, Russian forces will enter the winter having had to significantly redeploy, with few prepared positions and 

vulnerable logistics, after suffering heavy losses. Persistent harassment of their supply lines while forcing them to 

expend resources through skirmishing should ensure that they remain cold, wet and vulnerable to exhaustion and 

collapse. If this can be achieved, then Ukraine can plausibly look to achieve significant gains in 2023. 

For Ukraine’s international partners there are three necessary lines of effort. First, they must keep up a steady supply 

of military materiel through the winter. Second, they must guard against Russian unconventional warfare in their own 

states and manage the humanitarian challenges that will arise from winter conditions among Ukraine’s civilian 

population. Third, it is vital to show the Kremlin that it faces the prospect of military defeat if it persists, and to begin to 

convince Russian elites that withdrawal is the only means to avoid a worse outcome. (Jack Watling is senior research 

fellow for land warfare at the Royal United Services Institute (Rusi)). 

Putin 

Putin’s nightmare Ukraine invasion at Day 200 is a true disaster - The Ukrainian military is routing the Russian 

forces in eastern Ukraine. On day 200 of the Russian invasion of Ukraine, the Russian military was forced to a 

humiliating retreat across the contact line in the east, giving up to the advancing Ukrainians swaths of territory. 

Fighting in the East 

The Russian front in the northeast is very much collapsing, with the Ukrainian forces advancing furiously in many 

directions after having broken Russian defenses. Izium, captured by the Russian forces long ago and used as a staging 

base for attacks in the Donbas, is now under threat of encirclement. 

The two Ukrainian counteroffensives have liberated almost twice the size of territory in a few days than the Russian 

military did in more than three months of offensive operations in the Donbas. Moreover, Ukrainian forces have 

liberated 3,200 square miles of territory in the last few days. To capture the same amount of land it took the Russian 

forces five months. 

“Over the last 24 hours, Ukrainian forces have continued to make significant gains in the Kharkiv region. Russia has 

likely withdrawn units from the area but fighting continues around the strategically important cities of Kupiansk and 

Izium,” the British Military Intelligence assessed in its latest estimate of the war in Ukraine. 
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The Russian military has been using Izium for months as a headquarters and staging base for the assault on the Donbas. 

The loss of the strategic city—which took the Russians about a month to capture—will adversely affect any offensive 

operations against the Ukrainian forces in the Donbas. 

The much lesser-known Kupyansk is a key railway hub in which several railway lines intersect. Its loss will further 

frustrate any Russian offensive, or indeed defensive, operations in eastern Ukraine. The Russian military relies heavily 

on railroads for its logistics, and losses such as Kupyansk are hard to recover from. 

The Ukrainian forces continue to press on with the blitzkrieg, and they seem well-equipped to carry it far. 

Russian Casualties 

In its retreat from the east, the Russian military has been abandoning equipment left and right. The exact number of 

Russian losses won’t be understood for a few days because the situation is so fluid. 

Putin’s inaction 'helping' Ukraine's 'brilliant' maneuver: retired General - Putin is failing to stop a Ukrainian 

counteroffensive by doing "very little" to counter their efforts, retired U.S. Army General Mark Hertling said on Friday. 

He launched the invasion of Ukraine on February 24, hoping for a quick victory against his Eastern European neighbor. 

However, Ukraine's stronger-than-expected defense—bolstered by military aid from its allies—and struggles within 

Russia's own military prevented Moscow from achieving any of its major goals throughout the conflict. In recent weeks, 

Ukraine began counteroffensive efforts to take back areas Russia won in the early weeks of the conflict. 

"Make no mistake, UA is executing a brilliant maneuver focused on terrain objectives to "bag" Russians," he tweeted on 

Friday. "But the Russians are helping them...by doing very little to counter." 

Putin Faces Second Revolt as Russian Officials Slam War, Demand Resignation - Moscow municipality has 

become the second Russian local authority this week to take the risk of calling for Vladimir Putin's resignation. 

The letter addressed to the president by council deputies at Lomonosovsky Municipal District did not directly mention 

Putin's invasion of Ukraine but did refer to how Russia had now become "feared and hated" while "aggression" has 

taken the country back to the "Cold War era." 

The letter also made a pointed criticism of the length of Putin's presidency, describing how following local Moscow 

elections on Sunday, it was a good thing that the council's membership would change after five years. 

"In countries with regular turnover of power, people, on average, live better and longer than in those where the leader 

leaves office carried out in a box," it said. 

"Russia has again begun to be feared and hated, we again threaten the whole world with nuclear weapons," it added. 

"We ask you to relieve yourself of your post due to the fact that your views, your management model are hopelessly 

outdated and hinder the development of Russia and its human potential." 

Journalist and Russia watcher Julia Davis tweeted how the council had voted on the motion and produced the letter, 

which was also reported by the independent Russian-language news outlet The Insider. 

"Criticism of Putin is rare, & while the two motions were little more than symbolic statements, they represented a 

remarkable public rebuke," Davis wrote. 

Grain 

Russia’s foreign ministry said a deal to unblock Ukrainian grain exports via the Black Sea is being fulfilled “badly” and its 

extension, due in late November, will depend on how it is further implemented, RIA news agency reported. 
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The United States is working with the United Nations to address Russian complaints that sanctions are hindering its 

food and fertiliser shipments, even though there has been no disruption to Moscow’s exports, a senior US official said. 

Nuclear 

Shelling has destroyed power infrastructure in the city of Enerhodar where staff operating the Russian-held 

Zaporizhzhia nuclear power plant live, posing a growing threat to the plant, the UN nuclear watchdog said. 

A draft resolution that diplomats say Poland and Canada have prepared ahead of next week’s meeting of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency’s board calls on Russia to cease all actions at Ukraine’s nuclear facilities. 

Impact 

Diplomacy - German foreign minister Annalena Baerbock has arrived in Kyiv on a surprise visit, which she said was to 

demonstrate Berlin’s unwavering support for Ukraine in its battle against Russia. 

US Treasury Secretary Janet Yellen stressed the need for a broad coalition of partners to help Ukraine recover and 

rebuild after Russia’s war, with a focus on near-term, high-impact projects. 

Russian State TV Hosts Clash Over Counteroffensive: 'Very High Importance' - Propagandists on Russian 

state television have disagreed about the significance of a Ukrainian city which experts have said might soon fall to 

Kyiv's advancing forces. 

The Ukrainian armed forces reached the important logistics and supply node city of Kupiansk in the eastern Kharkiv 

region as they continue to make gains in their counteroffensive. Kyiv's troops have been pictured holding a Ukrainian 

flag at the outskirts of the city. 

The commander of Russia's Chechen Akhmat division, Aptu Alaudinov, played down its strategic significance, telling the 

program 60 Minutes on the channel Russia-1 he had "no idea" the city had been "turned into Russia's capital." 

Containment 

Meet the M777: the 155mm cannons Ukraine Is using to pound Russia - The U.S. military loves the M777 

and has been a powerful weapon given by Washington Kyiv to make Russia pay for its invasion. And so far, it is doing 

some serious damage. Here is how one expert explained it:  

Since the Russian invasion of Ukraine began in 

February of 2022, the United States has provided 

the embattled nation with some 126 lightweight 

M777 Howitzers, along with more than 226,000 

rounds of ammunition. 

These weapon systems may look an awful lot like 

artillery found throughout history and all over the 

world, including the big guns leveraged by Russia’s 

invading forces. The truth, however, is that the 

M777, or “Triple 7,” has as much in common with 

technological marvels like the Mach 3+ SR-71 

Blackbird as it does with 93,000-pound 

behemoths like Russia’s 2S7 Pion self-propelled cannons. 
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Artillery warfare isn’t just about putting rounds on target. To do it effectively, teams must be able to quickly reposition 

after firing to avoid being located and engaged by counter-artillery batteries. And as any warfighter will tell you, weight 

dictates a great deal of mobility. 

And that’s why the M777, which weighs in at a tenth of the weight of the 2S7 at just 9,300 pounds, may be the best 

pound-for-pound artillery system on the planet. To put this gun in 1990’s movie terms, it’s the Noisy Cricket from “Men 

in Black.” 

Throughout both World Wars, artillery proved so devastating to enemy troops that it earned the moniker, the “King of 

Battle,” and the past seven months of fighting in Ukraine have proven the high-caliber monarch’s reign is far from over. 

Russia, long aware that its military would struggle to gain or maintain air superiority against a NATO-level opponent, 

has built its warfighting doctrine around the concept of overwhelming fire from artillery and heavy armor. In fact, one 

could argue that Russia even sees its Air Force as little more than airborne artillery. 

“Operationally, Russia has historically emphasized mass fire offensive strategies. The concentrated use of artillery and 

rocket artillery, along with large tank units, remains at the core of Russian military doctrine.” 

For its part, Ukraine has done an incredible job of not only staving off the Russian offensive in the face of overwhelming 

numbers, technology, and firepower, but early reports indicate its ongoing counter-offensive in the nation’s south is 

making rapid progress. The heroism of Ukrainian troops, volunteers, and foreign fighters can’t be discounted, but their 

ability to stand and swing with Russian forces has been significantly bolstered by large shipments of weapons and 

munitions from friendly nations like the United States and its European allies. 

Among the earliest and most effective weapons delivered to Ukraine by America’s military were artillery systems like 

the 155mm M777 Howitzer. Almost immediately after their arrival in Ukraine in May, reports of M777 systems 

destroying Russian targets began emerging on social media. 

The M777 packs a 16,000-pound gun into a 40 percent smaller package 

In 1979, the M198 155mm medium-towed howitzer entered service for the United States. At just over 36 feet long and 

weighing in at approximately 16,000 pounds, the M198 could rain high-explosive hell down on targets from 14 miles 

out, cycling and firing 95-pound M107 shells with a 9 or 10-person crew. 

As effective as the M198 was, however, Army and Marine Corps leadership were concerned about the battlefield 

mobility of the heavyweight cannon almost immediately. By the 1990s, the U.S. was once again shopping for a new 

artillery platform — one that could offer the heavy-hitting power of the M198 in a lighter, and more mobile, package. 

The answer came in the form of an artillery system that had been in development in the UK since the 1980s, initially 

under the banner of Vickers Shipbuilding and Engineering (later purchased by BAE systems). At 35 feet long, with a 

16.7-foot barrel, this new artillery platform was just slightly shorter than the M198 and fired the same 155mm rounds… 

But thanks to the widespread use of titanium and aluminum alloys in its construction, weighed 40% less than the M198, 

at just 9,300 pounds. 

The new M777 was so light, in fact, that it could be slung beneath helicopters or delivered via all sorts of cargo aircraft. 

While it would take two C-130s to deliver an M198 artillery system to the battlefield, the entire M777 setup could 

arrive in just one. 

The M777 floats like a butterfly, but stings like 14 pounds of TNT 

But the M777’s lightweight construction isn’t just valuable for air transport. In combat, where artillery crews regularly 

“shoot and scoot” (fire off a number of rounds and then relocate before you can be targeted), the M777’s light weight 

makes it easier to quickly break down and move. In fact, well-trained crews can break the M777 down for transport in 
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just about three minutes and set it back up again in about the same. While traveling, its light weight means M777s can 

be towed through muddy roads and across wet fields that would hinder the progress (or completely stop) heavier 

weapon systems. 

The M777 also received improved high explosive shells — the 103-pound M795, which carries 24 pounds of TNT and 

offers a kill radius of a whopping 70 meters. Each M795 carries the destructive firepower of a Hellfire missile but 

delivered at just a fraction of the cost. 

Crews can fire five of these massive rounds per minute, reaching targets 19 miles away. Newer (and more expensive) 

GPS-guided rounds with deployable stabilizing fins known as the M982 Excalibur can reach even further — as far as 25 

miles out. 

The M777 may have been made out of some of the same materials as the SR-71, but Uncle Sam continued to trick its 

new howitzer out even after it entered service in 2005. Throughout the 2010s, America’s M777s all received full-bore 

chrome-plated barrel tubes said to extend their service lifespans by as much as 300%. 


