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Conflict Update # 257 

November 9th, 2022 

Back issues at www.accgroupco.com 

Conflict Assessment 

Russian losses – 77,950 (780) soldiers killed, 2,801 (+15) enemy tanks, 5,666 (+12) armored  combat vehicles, 1,802 

(+11) artillery systems, 393 (+2) MLRS systems, 205 (+2) air defense systems, 278 (+0) warplanes, 260 (+0) helicopters, 

1,483 (+7) UAVs of the operational-tactical level, 399 (+0) cruise missiles, 15 (+0) warships/cutters, 4,227 (+11) trucks 

and tankers, 4 Iskander Missile Launchers (+0), 76 fuel bowsers (+0) and 159 (+0) units of specialized equipment. 

Key Takeaways 

Russia orders troop withdrawal from Ukraine’s Kherson city - Retreat would be major blow to Russia, but 

adviser to Ukrainian president says Ukraine pays no attention to Moscow’s words.  

Russia has ordered its forces to withdraw from the Ukrainian city of Kherson, the only regional capital seized by Putin’s 

troops since the war began. 

The announcement earlier today follows weeks of Ukrainian advances towards the city and signalled a potentially huge 

blow to Russia’s military campaign in Ukraine, which it invaded in late February. 

In televised comments, Russian General Sergei Surovikin said it was no longer possible to keep Kherson city supplied. 

“Having comprehensively assessed the current situation, it is proposed to take up defence along the left [eastern] bank 

of the Dnieper River,” said Surovikin, standing at a lectern and indicating troop positions on a map whose details were 

greyed-out for the TV audience. 

“I understand that this is a very difficult decision, but at the same time, we will preserve the most important thing – the 

lives of our servicemen and, in general, the combat effectiveness of the group of troops, which it is futile to keep on the 

right bank in a limited area.” 

Russian Minister of Defence Shoigu also echoed the comments and said, “I agree with your conclusions and proposals. 

Proceed with the withdrawal of troops and take all measures to transfer forces across the river.” 

The announcement came hours after the Russian-installed deputy head of Kherson, Kirill Stremousov, was reportedly 

killed in a car crash after weeks of urging residents to evacuate the area. 

Ramzan Kadyrov, the Chechen leader who has frequently urged a more aggressive approach to the war and called for 

the use of low-grade nuclear weapons, said Surovikin had “made the difficult but right choice between senseless 

sacrifices for the sake of loud statements and saving the priceless lives of soldiers.” 

Yevgeny Prigozhin, founder of the Wagner mercenary group fighting for Russia in Ukraine, was quoted by the RIA news 

agency as saying: “The decision taken by Surovikin is not easy, but he acted like a man who is not afraid of 

responsibility.” 

Margarita Simonyan, editor-in-chief of state media outlet RT, compared the retreat to the decision by General Mikhail 

Kutuzov to abandon Moscow to Napoleon in 1812 for the sake of preserving his army and saving Russia. 
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Commenting on Russia’s announcement, 

Ukrainian presidential adviser Mykhailo 

Podolyak said “actions speak louder than 

words.” “We see no signs that Russia is 

leaving Kherson without a fight,” he said in 

a Twitter post. 

Podolyak added that “a part” of the 

Russian forces was “preserved in the city, 

and additional reserves are charged to the 

region. Ukraine is liberating territories 

based on intelligence data, not staged TV 

statements.” 

Earlier today the main bridge on a road out 

of Kherson city was blown up. Photos show 

the span of the bridge on the main 

highway east out of Kherson completely 

collapsed into the water of the Inhulets 

River, a tributary of the Dnieper. 

Ukrainians who posted photos of the 

destroyed bridge speculated that it had been blown up by Russian troops in preparation for a retreat. 

Vitaly Kim, the Ukrainian governor of the Mykolaiv region, which borders Kherson, suggested Ukrainian forces had 

pushed some Russians out. 

Ukraine’s forces have for weeks been capturing villages en route to the city near the Black Sea and Kremlin-installed 

leaders in Kherson have been pulling out civilians. 

Kyiv has said it is wary that such reports could be a trap to lure its troops to advance. A senior adviser to Ukraine’s 

president said it was too early to talk about a Russian troop pull-out from Kherson city. 

Zelenskyy has suggested that the Russians could fake a retreat in order to lure the Ukrainian Army into an entrenched 

battle in Kherson city. 

Kirill Stremousov, top Russian-appointed Kherson official, ‘dies’ - Kirill Stremousov, the Moscow-installed 

deputy head of Ukraine’s Kherson region, has died in a car crash, according to Russian state media. 

TASS news agency said the death today had been confirmed by the press service for the head of the region, without 

giving details of the circumstances. 

A Ukrainian and Russian national, Stremousov was one of the most prominent public faces of Russia’s occupation of 

Ukraine’s territory. He was regularly using social media to promote war propaganda, including video updates while 

being inside vehicles moving at speed. 

Ukrainian legislator Oleksiy Goncharenko called Stremousov a “traitor” – “Kherson collaborator Kirill Stremousov died 

in an accident. This is a traitor who went over to the side of Russia. He actively opposed the surrender of Kherson and 

said that Russia is here forever. And then he mysteriously dies.” 

“Russian efforts to repair the Crimean bridge continue but it is unlikely to be fully operational until at least 

September 2023.” According to intelligence, the road bridge was closed yesterday to allow the movement and 
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installation of a replacement 64-metre space. Three more spans will be required to replace the damaged sections. 

“Although Crimean officials have claimed these additional spans will be in place by 20 December, a briefing provided to 

President Putin added that works to the other carriageway would cause disruption to road traffic until March 2023.” 

Kirill Stremousov, the deputy head of the Russian-installed administration in the Kherson region, has died in a car 

crash, state news agencies have reported, citing local Russian-backed officials. Stremousov, previously an anti-vaccine 

blogger and political marginal, had emerged as one of the most prominent public faces of the Russian occupation of 

Ukraine, frequently using social media to record aggressive anti-Ukrainian videos. Stremousov’s death comes as 

Ukraine appears to have launched a new offensive to recapture the key city of Kherson. 

Russian navy pulls warships from Black Sea into port after Attacks - The Russian Navy still outnumbers and 

outguns the Ukrainians in the northern Black Sea. Despite the dominance on paper, the Russian Navy is on its back foot 

after several successful attacks from the smaller Ukrainian forces. 

The Oct. 29 attack on Sevastopol, in which uncrewed surface vessels (USVs) with unmanned aerial vehicles attacked 

Russia’s Black Sea Fleet, appears to have pushed them further into the shell of their naval bases. Both of their Admiral 

Grigorovich-class frigates, the largest and most capable ships after the sinking of Slava-class cruiser RTS Moskva (121), 
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have mostly been in port. One of these, Black Sea flagship Admiral Makarov, is believed to have sustained some 

damage during the October attack. 

The increased defenses after the September discovery of a likely Ukrainian uncrewed surface vessel near Sevastopol do 

not appear to have been successful. During the larger attack on Oct. 29, several of the USVs penetrated the harbor. 

Drone’s eye footage released shows them operating near the warship piers deep inside the base. Russian reports that 

the drones reached Pivdenna Bay suggest that they got close to the submarines. A single Kilo-class submarine was 

present at the time, USNI News understands. 

Iranian state-run outlet Nour News Agency reported that Russian Security Council Secretary Patrushev arrived in 

Tehran yesterday, likely to discuss the potential sale of Iranian ballistic missiles to Russia. It announced Patrushev’s 

arrival in an English-language tweet, stating that Iranian Supreme National Security Council (SNSC) Secretary Ali 

Shamkhani invited Patrushev and noted that Patrushev will also meet with other high-ranking Iranian political and 

economic officials to discuss Russo-Iranian cooperation.  

Tehran is likely eager to publicly signal this rebalancing of its strategic partnership with Moscow, especially to regional 

Iranian adversaries with which the Kremlin occasionally cooperates, such as Israel and Saudi Arabia. Patrushev’s visit to 

Iran notably comes amid reports that the Iranian regime is seeking Russian help with protest suppression, although it is 

unclear if this will be discussed by Patrushev and his Iranian counterpart. 

The Kremlin is continuing efforts to covertly acquire munitions for use in Ukraine to mitigate the effects of 

international sanctions and backfill Russia’s ongoing depletion of domestic munitions stockpiles. British outlet Sky News 

reported the Kremlin flew 140 million euros in cash and a selection of captured British-made NLAW anti-tank missiles, 

US-made Javelin anti-tank missiles, and a Stinger anti-aircraft missile to Tehran on August 20 in exchange for 160 

additional Shahed-136 drones for use in Ukraine.  

Wagner Group forces are continuing to exaggerate their claimed territorial gains in Donbas to further 

distinguish themselves from proxy and conventional Russian forces who began reporting on November 7 that a 

detachment of Wagner forces and troops of the Luhansk People’s Republic (LNR) 6th Cossack Regiment broke through 

Ukrainian defensive lines in Bilohorivka, Luhansk Oblast.  

On November 8, however, Russian coverage largely shifted and Russian milbloggers began claiming that reports of the 

6th Cossack Regiment’s involvement in operations near Bilohorivka are false and that Wagner troops were solely 

responsible for purported gains. As ISW has previously observed, Wagner has taken sole credit for Russian gains around 

Bakhmut in order to bolster their own reputation as the Kremlin’s favored strike force, despite not being the only force 

deployed in the area. Wagner will likely use Bilohorivka to accomplish a similar effect. 

Ukrainian forces likely made marginal gains northwest of Svatove, Luhansk Oblast, and Russian sources claimed 

that Ukrainian forces intensified offensive operations toward Kreminna. 

Russian forces continued offensive operations around Bakhmut, Avdiivka, and in western Donetsk Oblast. 

Ukrainian authorities attempted to counteract Russian authorities’ continued efforts to strengthen control of 

the Zaporizhzhia Nuclear Power Plant (ZNPP). 

The disproportionate financial burden of Russian force generation efforts continues to fall primarily on 

Russian regional governments’ budgets, prompting public backlash. 
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Financial and bureaucratic issues are continuing to hinder Russian efforts to replenish formerly elite units 

defending critical areas of the front line, potentially threatening the integrity of Russian defenses in occupied parts of 

Ukraine. 

Russian occupation authorities in Kherson Oblast may be trying to force residents out of the western part of the 

oblast by cutting communications on the west bank of the Dnipro River. 

Eastern Ukraine: (Eastern Kharkiv Oblast-

Western Luhansk Oblast) - Ukrainian forces 

made marginal gains northwest of Svatove, 

Luhansk Oblast. The Russian MoD claimed that 

their helicopters struck a Ukrainian formation in 

Novoselivske, indicating Ukrainian troops have 

advanced at least as far as that point.  

Russian sources claimed Ukrainian troops 

attacked Novoselivske on November 7, and the 

Russian MoD seemingly confirmed Ukrainian 

forces advanced into the settlement. A 

milblogger also claimed Ukrainian troops 

attempted to attack Kuzemivka. 

Russian sources claimed Ukrainian forces 

intensified counteroffensive operations in the 

Kreminna direction, and several milbloggers 

indicated Ukrainian troops resumed attacks 

towards Kreminna, Luhansk Oblast after a brief 

pause in operations and were attacking 

Kreminna from concentration areas around 

Chervonopopivka.  

A Russian source indicated that elements of the 

Russian 20th Combined Arms Army are 

responsible for the defense of the Kreminna 

area and that Russian troops are launching 

counterattacks in this area to complicate 

attempted Ukrainian advances towards 

Kreminna.  

Russian forces additionally conducted a limited 

ground attack 10km south of Kreminna to regain 

lost positions around Bilohorivka. These sources 

also claimed Wagner Group fighters broke 

through Ukrainian defensive lines in Bilohorivka, 

but ISW has not observed independent 

confirmation that Russian troops have entered or taken control of Bilohorivka. 

We need to be careful regarding the veracity of Russian news announcements, as these have proven to be short of 

substantiation in most instances. Russian losses are predominantly concentrated around the areas where they are 
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claiming advances and the same areas where public distress has been registered followed by Kremlin denials. Now their 

announcements seem to be aimed at claiming successes in these very areas of loss. 

Southern Ukraine: (Kherson Oblast) - 

Russian forces continued defensive 

preparations in Kherson Oblast yesterday. 

Ukraine’s Southern Operational Command 

(SOC) reported enemy troops are 

conducting active defense and trying to 

hold occupied positions throughout 

Kherson Oblast.  

Geolocated twitter footage and images 

show Russian pillboxes (concrete defensive 

structures) in Hola Prystan, about 8km 

south of Kherson City on the east bank of 

the Dnipro River. A milblogger reiterated 

that Russian forces maintain positions in 

Kherson Oblast and claimed that there are 

no indicators that Russian troops intend to 

withdraw. 

Russian sources claimed Ukrainian troops 

conducted limited and unsuccessful ground 

attacks throughout Kherson Oblast 

yesterday. Russian milbloggers also claimed 

that Ukrainian forces attempted to attack 

near Pravdyne (25km northwest of Kherson 

City), in western Kherson Oblast near the 

Kherson-Mykolaiv Oblast border around 

Sukhyi Stavok and Davydiv Brid, and in 

northern Kherson Oblast towards 

Sukhanove (35km north of Beryslav). A 

Russian source indicated that elements of 

the Russian Airborne Forces (VDV) continue defensive operations in these areas. 

Ukrainian forces continued their interdiction campaign against Russian concentration areas in Kherson Oblast. 

Ukrainian military sources confirmed that their strikes destroyed enemy equipment concentrations and significant fuel 

reserves in Hola Prystan and other Russian concentration areas in the Kherson and Beryslav raions. A Russian 

milblogger claimed that Ukrainian troops launched a missile attack on Oleshky, 5km south of Kherson City. Social media 

users posted imagery of Russian air defense activating over Kalanchak (65km southeast of Kherson City). 

Donetsk Oblast - Russian forces continued offensive operations around Bakhmut, but UGS reported its forces 

repelled enemy attacks on Bakhmut itself and south of Bakhmut near Ivanhrad, Klishchiivka, Mayorsk and Opytne. 

Spokesperson for Ukraine’s Eastern Group of Forces, Colonel Cherevaty, stated the Bakhmut-Avdiivka-Vuhledar line is 

the hottest area of the front, and that Wagner Group troops comprise the majority of Russian strike groups in the 

Bakhmut direction. A Russian source reported that Russian forces have made little to no progress on the Donetsk 
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Oblast front line, specifically near Soledar, due to Ukrainian resistance. Russian forces continued routine shelling along 

the line of contact in the Bakhmut area. 

Russian forces continued offensive operations 

in the Avdiivka-Donetsk City area and UGS 

countered that Ukrainian forces repelled 

assaults in Krasnohorivka (on the 

northwestern outskirts of Donetsk City) and 

Marinka (on the southwestern outskirts of 

Donetsk City).  

A Russian source published video footage the 

Donetsk People‘s Republic (DNR) “Sparta” 

Battalion flag raised in the vicinity of the 

Donetsk City Airport and claimed that DNR 

forces took the area on November 7. 

Milbloggers additionally claimed Russian 

troops conducted assaults on Ukrainian 

positions in Krasnohorivka and Marinka, 

breaking through defenses in Vodyane (on the 

northwestern outskirts of Donetsk City). 

Russian forces conducted routine shelling in 

the Avdiivka-Donetsk City area. 

Russian forces continued offensive operations 

in western Donetsk Oblast and UGS reported 

it had repelled assaults in the areas of Pavlivka 

and Vodyane (both about 50km southwest of 

Donetsk City). The Russian MoD claimed that 

Ukrainian forces unsuccessfully attacked twice 

toward Novomykhailivka and Pavlivka, and 

Russian sources amplified reports of fighting 

in these areas, with further claims that 

Ukrainian forces are deploying additional 

units to the area to hold the line.  

A Russian source claimed that Russian losses 

in the Pavlivka area are much more severe than figures reported by Russian MoD and stated that soon there will be no 

more Russian tanks left.  

UGS reported Russians continued shelling along the line of contact in Donetsk Oblast and eastern Zaporizhia Oblast. 

Grouping of Russian Units in Belarus continues to swell - From the outset of the “partial mobilization” 

campaign in Russia, processes began taking place in Belarus that created a greater potential for armed escalation in this 

direction, in particular in northern Ukraine.  

On October 14, according to Belarusian Foreign Minister Makei, Belarus began introducing a counterterrorist operation 

(CTO) regime to deal with “provocations” from neighboring countries (Izvestiya, October 14). The announcement of the 
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CTO regime in Belarus did not come as a surprise to Kyiv, as tensions on the border between the two countries have 

continued to simmer since the start of the war.  

Military exercises have been held by both sides on the border; in Belarus alone, these have been extended for 27 weeks 

(T.me/hajun_by, October 28). On this, it is no surprise that hidden rotations of Belarusian military units have been 

regularly taking place along the Ukrainian border. It is now highly unlikely that the grouping of Russian troops in Belarus 

will catch the Ukrainian units by surprise. 

Minsk has its own logic for its actions vis-à-vis Moscow’s war against Ukraine. The announcement of the CTO regime 

was preceded by the growing role of the Kalinowski regiment not only directly in Ukraine but also with the wider 

Belarusian opposition. For eight months of the war, the regiment has grown into almost the size of a brigade—and 

enough artillery pieces are available to fully form a brigade. In general, the current number of units already represents 

more than a regiment. As a result, this poses certain challenges for the Lukashenka regime, as, for the first time, his 

opponents are being organized into armed formations with specific political goals to change power in Belarus 

(Kalinouski.org, accessed November 8). 

The question still remains regarding the true purpose of this common group of forces in Belarus. Over the past month, 

at least 16 echelons of the Russian Armed Forces have arrived in the country with the main forces moved to the 

Baranovichi, Lepel and Vitebsk regions.  

At the time of writing, the exact number of Russian servicemen in Belarus and the specific amount of equipment and 

munitions sent there remains unclear. But it is already clear that transfer of significant numbers of troops and 

equipment is actively underway and may intensify following the official announcement of the Russian army’s 

withdrawal from the right bank of Kherson region, which had been preceded by the rushed evacuation of valuables and 

the local population from the area (Meduza, November 9). 

The real risk is growing that, on the basis of the reserve units, Russian forces from the Kherson direction could be 

deployed in combat formations—building out from the three separate mechanized brigades at the expense of 

Belarusian equipment. The covert mobilization of service personnel in Belarus confirms the fact that this scenario 

should be considered as an initial response to the Kherson retreat—should that indeed happen (Kyiv Post, October 14). 

It is also likely that newly mobilized Russians may be subordinate to the regular Belarusian officers. This has been 

indirectly confirmed by the fact that Belarus and Russia are planning to create combat training centers for joint training 

of military personnel from their respective armed forces. To this end, the main medical unit of the Belarusian Armed 

Forces began performing field exercises for possible deployment. During the exercises, the servicemen at the center 

completed a number of maneuvers and worked out the deployment of “structural units in the area” (Sputnik.by, 

October 18). 

This is also a marker that a strike group will most likely be shortly formed from Russian units in Belarus, about which 

the UGS has regularly warned. Overall, this grouping’s tasks will be to jeopardize the supply of aid to Ukraine and seize 

the Rivne Nuclear Power Plant—the capture of which, coupled with the rampant attacks on electricity infrastructure in 

western Ukraine, will make it possible for Russian forces to limit Kyiv’s use of rail transport due to the shortage of diesel 

locomotives in Ukraine. 

The blow of such a move is likely to be powerful, regardless of whether the Belarusian Armed Forces directly 

participate or not. Given the level of training for Ukrainian forces, the probability of success for the joint Russian-

Belarusian grouping will be insufficient to complete these tasks. It should be noted that, at the time of an actual Russian 

offensive in northern Ukraine, Ukrainian Armed Forces would carry out direct missile attacks on infrastructure within 

Belarus. And in the case of Ukrainian troops reaching the shared border after a potential offensive in this direction, one 

should not rule out the possibility of Belarusian units actively joining the fight. 
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Peace Talks 

Talks with Russia? No way, say Ukrainians - As the US reportedly tries to nudge Kyiv towards talks, everyday 

Ukrainians say the fight must go on since Russia is an unreliable negotiator. 

The very mention of peace talks with Russia makes Gnatiuk,  a 32-year-old car mechanic in Kyiv - and most average 

Ukrainians – flinch and fuels distrust of Western nations despite their tens of billions of dollars in military and 

humanitarian aid. 

“They don’t care,” he said. “It’s not their children who are dying every day.” 

A poll conducted in late October showed that 86 percent of Ukrainians insist their nation should keep fighting instead 

of holding talks despite the almost daily shelling that began on October 10. 

“How could we be engaged in negotiations? Stop shelling, stop [the] bombardment of Ukrainian cities,” he said, and 

soon cut the conversation short because his district was minutes away from yet another blackout. 

President Zelenskyy’s government understands that these days, a deal that envisages territorial concessions may 

trigger a popular uprising similar to the 2004 and 2014 revolts. 

“Any compromise under which Russia keeps a significant part of occupied territories will not be well-received by the 

public,” Ihar Tyshkevich, a Kyiv-based analyst, told Al Jazeera. 

And the current situation is light years away from the shock and awe of the war’s first weeks, when dismayed Kyiv was 

ready to begin peace talks and agree to many of the Kremlin’s demands, he said. 

Ukraine was prepared to declare neutrality, abandon its drive to join NATO and pledge to not develop nuclear weapons 

if Russia withdrew troops and Kyiv received security guarantees, Zelenskyy said in late March, a month after the 

invasion began. 

Kyiv was about to agree to some of Moscow’s key demands – but only if the changes were ratified by a nationwide 

referendum and a third party guaranteed to protect Ukraine, Zelenskyy said at the time. 

His officials also hinted that Kyiv might recognize Russian as an official language in some of the regions, including 

Donetsk and Luhansk, two eastern areas have been partially controlled by pro-Russian separatists since 2014. 

In March, Ukraine seemed to be losing the war – as Russian forces seized the southern region of Kherson, intensified 

their assault on the Azov Sea port of Mariupol and prepared to encircle Kyiv after occupying its northern outskirts. 

That is when Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov said “there was a chance” at an agreement with Ukraine. 

But the first round of peace talks held in Istanbul led nowhere as Ukrainian forces started regaining ground and Russian 

troops suffered heavy losses amid poor planning, low morale and deteriorating supply problems. 

These days, the situation looks dire only to Moscow after Russian forces withdrew from around Kyiv and northern 

Ukraine and were expelled from areas stretching from Kharkiv in the northeast to Kherson in the south. 

The Kremlin has “largely lost a chance” to renew the peace talks on its terms, Tyshkevich said. 

Until this week, Zelenskyy repeatedly said peace talks were no longer possible after Russia switched to what he called a 

“terrorist” tactic of destroying power stations and heating facilities before the winter. 

But on Monday, he said Kyiv was ready to resume talks only after Moscow meets five conditions. 
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“(i) Restoration of territorial integrity, (ii) respect for the UN Charter, (iii) compensation for all damages caused by the 

war, (iv) punishment of every war criminal and (v) guarantees that this will not happen again,” he said in a video 

address, adding “These are completely understandable conditions.” 

Containment 

UK to send fighter jets and Chinooks to Russia's doorstep as Sunak beefs up NATO defence - Prime 

Minister Rishi Sunak vowed the UK would be "the bedrock of NATO for generations to come", warning: "We must not 

take peace at home for granted". 

The UK will deploy Typhoon fighter jets, Chinooks and Apache attack helicopters to Estonia as Rishi Sunak vowed to "be 

the bedrock of NATO for generations to come". This comes ahead of a meeting between the Prime Minister and NATO 

Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg tomorrow. Mr Sunak will host Mr Stoltenberg in Downing Street to discuss the 

future of security and deterrence in the Euro-Atlantic area. 

Downing Street says leaders will discuss ongoing support for Ukrainian forces and how the alliance can support Kyiv. 

They will also "look to the future of the NATO alliance", addressing how the UK can "ensure it is fighting fit for 

generations to come". 

The UK has agreed to deploy Typhoon fighter jets, Chinooks and Apache attack helicopters to Estonia in a significant 

strengthening of the alliance between the two countries. 

British Typhoon fighter jets will be sent to the Baltic nation in April, Chinooks will be deployed in January and Apache’s 

in March. 

Geopolitics 

Russia’s position in Central Asia continues to slip - A major casualty of Russia’s full-scale aggression against 

Ukraine has been its weakening position and leverage in Central Asia. In truth, this war has plainly demonstrated 

Moscow’s risky imperial impulses are clearly damaging the region. The most obvious example of the region distancing 

itself from the Kremlin is Kazakhstan, which has repeatedly asserted its independence from Russia (Trendsreserach.org, 

August 26).  

But more recently, other Central Asian states have followed suit. For example, Kyrgyzstani analysts have reported a 

distinct cooling of ties between Moscow and Bishkek (The Diplomat, October 11). Indeed, Kyrgyzstani President Sadyr 

Japarov cancelled joint military drills with the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) due to Russia’s support for 

Dushanbe against Bishkek in the controversies over their shared border; opposed the railroad project to connect 

Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, and China; as well as decried Russia’s overall colonial hauteur directed against Kyrgyzstan (if 

not all of Central Asia). 

Similarly, Tajikistani President Rahmon, normally a dependable Russian client, publicly upbraided Russian President 

Putin for not respecting “small states” and for not paying sufficient attention to the needs of all the Central Asian states 

(Al Jazeera, October 18). He also complained Moscow did not treat Tajikistan as an equal strategic partner. Finally, 

Rahmon further lamented that Russian businessmen only care about hydrocarbons and are not helping develop 

Tajikistan’s economy. These signs of common disapproval of Russian policy and the willingness to reprimand Russia and 

Putin publicly clearly derive inspiration from Kazakhstan’s example, which, like these actions of regional assertiveness, 

also continues to affirm its more independent course. 
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Thus, Astana actively challenges Moscow and its policies. Ukraine’s demolition of the Kerch Bridge on October 8 led 

some Kazakhstani bloggers to question Russia’s ability to ensure Central Asian security, something the Kremlin has 

always proclaimed (EurActiv, October 8). The Kazakhstani government also said it had no plan to sign a new military 

agreement with Russia when Putin visited Astana in early October 2022 (Informburo.kz, October 12). The privately 

owned news and analysis website, 365info.kz, went a step further and denied that Kazakhstan owes Russia anything for 

allegedly “saving” it during the widespread public unrest in January earlier this year.  

And this article is only one of many that have challenged the Kremlin’s arguments that Kazakhstan is somehow 

indebted or beholden to Russia for that assistance. In truth, the continued publications of similar articles in the 

Kazakhstani press signifies Astana’s intention to further assert itself vis-à-vis Moscow. As such, Kazakhstani President 

Tokayev, during his visit to New York for the UNGA session on September 19 and 20, invited leading US corporations, 

including Chevron, Exxon-Mobil, Amazon, Pfizer, Netflix and Boeing, to invest in Kazakhstan (Akorda.kz, September 20).  

Tokayev has also urged other governments in the region and Russia to develop effective mechanisms for a viable 

regional organization to counter emerging threats to security—as the CSTO has largely been symbolic in this regard 

(The Astana Times, October 14). 

All this activity denotes a growing regional sense in Central Asia that local governments cannot rely on Russian 

economic or military guarantees of security and assistance. Despite Putin’s proclaimed openness to forming new 

production and marketing chains with the Central Asian states, these countries will likely remain quite skeptical of 

Russian economic guarantees given the withering effect of Western sanctions and because of, as Rahmon argued, too 

many earlier examples of Russian disinterest in the region’s actual economic development (TASS, October 13).  

Putin’s numerous invocations of the economic gains to be made together from joint transport and logistics proposals, 

the Eurasian Economic Union and the Eurasian Development Bank will likely not progress very far, as has often been 

the case (TASS, October 14).  

Indeed, in Kazakhstan, if not elsewhere, increasing resentment is harbored against Moscow’s charges that Astana is 

supplying weapons to Kyiv and that Washington is trying to sever Russo-Kazakhstani relations, especially as these 

charges could serve as the basis for a casus belli against Kazakhstan (The Moscow Times, October 5). Not surprisingly 

Kazakhstani officials and media forcefully rejected these charges and pointed out how Kazakhstan has supported Russia 

in the past (The Moscow Times, October 5). 

All these events and trends betoken further difficulties and the ongoing erosion of Russia’s position in Central Asia. 

Moscow’s capacity for influencing Central Asia economically and militarily is clearly diminishing along with the 

legitimacy of its claims to be a security manager or guarantor of regional security (TASS, October 27, 2011).  

Likewise, Central Asian suspicions of Russian interests, always present, even if hitherto suppressed, are now more 

freely and overtly expressed than ever before. Moreover, these governments are likely to follow Kazakhstan’s example 

of seeking enhanced economic, if not political ties, with other governments. Additionally, we can be sure that China will 

exploit these new opportunities in the region both economically and politically, if not militarily as well. 

In truth, we are also seeing increased mutual attention being paid to Central Asia by both Turkey and Iran. Between 

Astana and Ankara, this attention manifests itself most clearly in recent military deals. And in Iran’s case, Tehran seeks 

to increase its economic presence in Central Asia through various trade and transit agreements (Studies.aljazeera.net, 

April 1, 2014). Thus, it is clear that Moscow’s pretensions to hegemony in Central Asia are coming under severe 

pressure from the impact of its war against Ukraine on its military and economic capabilities, as well as on its relations 

with the respective regional governments. These trends are sure to lead to the European Union and United States 

showing a greater interest and bolstering their presence in Central Asia. For all these reasons, we can assert confidently 

that Russia’s ties with Central Asia are and will continue to be casualties of the war in Ukraine. 
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'Strong impression' Putin will skip G20 summit -  Russian President Vladimir Putin may miss next week's G20 

leader’s summit, President Joko "Jokowi" Widodo and host of the bloc of major economies told media on Monday. 

Jokowi said a conversation with Putin last week left him with a "strong impression" the Russian leader would not attend 

the meeting in Bali, which is expected to be dominated by tensions over Russia's invasion of Ukraine. 

As G20 host, Indonesia has resisted pressure from Western countries and Ukraine to disinvite Russia from the leader’s 

summit and expel it from the group, saying it does not have the authority to do so without a consensus among all 

members. 

China will increase pressure on Taiwan in next two years rather than invade - The Pentagon’s top civilian 

for policy does not think China is likely to attack Taiwan in the next two years, although he expects Beijing to ratchet up 

pressure on Taipei as Xi Jinping continues to expand his military’s capabilities for a possible amphibious invasion. 

The Chinese response to House Speak Nancy Pelosi’s August visit to the island served as a “test drive” for what an 

invasion or blockade might look like, Colin Kahl said. To express their anger over her visit, the Chinese began wide-

ranging live fire exercises, deployed its two aircraft carriers, an amphibious assault ship and accompanying warships 

close to the island and repeatedly sent military aircraft across the Taiwan Strait, reported USNI News. They also test-

fired a variety of missiles around the island. 

Speaking at the Brookings Institution Friday, Kahl said China also ratcheted up pressure to “establish a sphere of 

influence” by flying military aircraft dangerously close to American aircraft and allies operating in international airspace 

to clear the way for any future military action near Taiwan and the Western Pacific. 

Comment – As mentioned in previous Updates, China does not have the capacity to invade Taiwan. Their 

understanding with Putin and Russia surrounding a “quick strike” leaving the world at large in an immediate 

geopolitical vacuum has been totally undermined.  

They saw Vietnam, Afghanistan, Iraq and now Ukraine, among others, and have realized the folly of militarily 

intervening in taking over Taiwan 

They have a green water as opposed to a blue water fleet, incapable of moving more than 1,000 nautical miles. They 

have zero real experience in naval warfare and have limited technical pilot and naval commanders to hand. 

Aside from an American blockade China will need to cross the Taiwan Strait – 90 miles of water – in order to land some 

600,000 combatants, transshipping them from ships to landing craft – on then solely on the southeastern tip of the 

island, being the only possible landing spot. 

And then they will need to resupply these troops, never mind occupy and subjugate 52 million people in Taiwan. 

Mission impossible. 

China also needs the EU and US markets in order to survive. Their economy is largely based on real estate, which is in a 

precarious situation after their “three red line” intervention. Without these markets – roughly 68% of Chinese foreign 

revenue – the Chinese manufacturing sector collapses. Another 1949. 

China will exert pressure on Taiwan and the ASEAN sector whilst pursuing its BRI – as abbreviated as it may roll out in 

the immediate future – whilst looking in annoyance at Russia. 

This appears to be a political stalemate for the foreseeable future with US and UK assistance being promulgated on a 

regular basis. This indicates a western feeling of assurance that they are able to contain any Chinese intent with regard 

to Taiwan. 
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The Chinese-Russian Alliance - All countries enter into alliances for one reason only – self-interest. 

China looks at Russia through three lenses (i) natural material resource, (ii) market place for its finished goods and (iii) a 

partner in its planned and new multipolar global order. It also has a common history of sorts in the Marxist 

revolutionary origins dating back to 1949 and later relationship with Russia, but for this article these are excepted. 

Materials 

China imports nearly all of its energy requirements and looks to Russia in large part to supply them with oil and gas.  

Since 1965 Chinese energy use per person has rocketed from 2,121 kWh to 30,322 kWh last year. Over the same time 

span, primary energy consumption has moved from 1,536 TWh to 43,791 TWh (terawatt hours)(Our World in Data).  

China desperately needs and imports coal, oil, gas among other fuels, with 82.72% of these imports being fossil based. 

Thus it requires Russian raw material supplies, and particularly energy, in order to continue its growth. But Chinese 

growth is a low-yield return environment with the CCP subsidizing a low-productivity manufacturing sector in order to 

ensure and continue job provision, a huge concern for them. 

It needs as low a price for its oil as possible to support this low productivity output, a prime reason they are importing 

discounted Russian oil at this time. 

Russia cannot provide China with all its energy needs, so it also sources from Angola, Saudi Arabia and so on.  

Russia also cannot merely divert oil and gas flows from west to east as arising out of sanctions and boycotts due to 

insufficient pipeline capacity.  

China needs Russian energy supplies and recognizes that alienating this source will have significant and adverse impact 

on its manufacturing sector. Russian energy supplies are also closer and transported across land corridors, making for 

relatively safe transfer. 

Energy-wise they need one another.  

Market place 

When it comes to selling its goods, China cannot survive without a foreign market place. Albeit having a fast-growing 

middle class sector with a burgeoning millennial percentage, the overwhelming majority of Chinese cannot afford to 

buy the goods that China produces.  

So they are utterly dependent upon exporting to keep demand growing, in order to accommodate job growth. The EU 

and US account for roughly 68% of Chinese exports, effectively making the Chinese manufacturing sector an extension 

of these two economies. 

That is why China invests so much money in these two economies – to ensure they do not fail and reduce demand for 

its finished goods. 

And this is why any slow-down in demand, or threat thereof, from these two “customers” has immediate and negative 

impact of the Chinese economy. Another reason why the US of late has requested the EU to follow its trade restriction 

rules against China – to close off a Chinese alternative channel. 

With regard to Russia, chronically corrupt, a (relatively) small economy, with low productivity manufacturing and a very 

low yield agricultural sector, China cannot look to them as a replacement market for its goods. Russia just doesn’t have 

the ability to step up. 
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China understands Russia is not a huge market for its finished goods and therefore it doesn’t figure in Chinese 

strategies with regard to a commercial partnership in the medium to long term. Russia does not present the necessary 

long-term opportunity for China. It is a bit player in the global sense of demand. 

So, China needs Russia as a (small) customer for its finished goods but will never be wholly dependent upon them for 

large-scale commercial trading and export opportunity. 

Multipolar global order 

Both China and Russia need the West in order to survive, and both play by western rules through western institutions 

to access and remain in the global game. China pursued membership of the WTO for decades, recognizing it had to 

enter this club in order to grow. The WTO is one of these western institutions, along with the IMF, SWIFT and the World 

Bank, among others, that China and Russia need to participate in to succeed. But they are western-dominated. 

China realizes that, in order to be a, if not the, primary global player it needs to get out from under the “shackles” of 

these western-dominated institutions and from the dollar dominance in global trading. It views the year 2049 as its 

timeline for achieving this global role – 100 years from the date of the “Great March.” 

To accomplish this it partnered with Russia to form a power bloc to change the global system and alienate existing 

players, before converting them to this new order. 

Both believe they can play the “anti-colonial” card, which has succeeded - to a degree. View how many South 

American, Middle Eastern, African and South Asian countries have joined in sanctioning Russia – not many.  

China rolled out its BRI (Belt Road Initiative) to pave the way to 3rd World dependence on them for development and 

investment, but also to create a global power role for itself and create a global market place for its products. 

But this initiative is faltering with 3rd World partners defaulting on repayments, suffering internal political turmoil and 

diluting BRI progress.  

China has long realized their utter dependence on sea lanes for their export market, and the control that the West, and 

in particular the US, has on these sea lanes. 

So they embarked on recreating the “New Silk Road” in order to provide a land-based export channel. To accomplish 

this they needed Russian engagement, not only from a geographic sense but also because of the influential Russian 

Federation role in Central Asian and Caucasian politics and alignment, areas through which this Silk Road transits. 

Russia agreed to give China access to the trans-Siberian rail network as part of the initiative, a small price for Russia to 

pay, but aside from energy, what else does it have to offer? 

China set about creating this modernized trade route, building cities out of nothing and investing in countries such as 

Kazakhstan, Pakistan and other ex-Soviet countries, but needing Russian influence to succeed in the central Asian zone. 

But this is also now unravelling with Russian influence dramatically receding through its unpopular and unsuccessful 

Ukrainian invasion and war. 

Conclusion 

China must be viewing Russia and thinking to itself that (i) it is not and never will be a sole supplier of Chinese energy 

needs, (ii) it never will provide a major market for Chinese finished goods and (iii) its influence in Central Asian and 

Caucasian politics is dwindling by the week. 
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There are other factors and dynamics in the international “Great Game” as currently being played out, but the 

Chinese/Russian alliance is looking rather fragile. China still needs Russia in pursuit of its desired global power role, but 

it is increasingly clear that the latter is not the power player – or strategic thinker – the former believed it  was. 

To my way of thinking, China is sorely disappointed in the Russia of late, and certainly not, for its self-interest, a 

relationship to continue unquestioned. 

Russian use of any nuclear device will drive a significant wedge into this partnership, something that China has made 

clear to Russia. The US, in its latest “discussions” with both the Chinese and the Russians, have surely pointed out that 

any use of such weaponry will have the most severe consequences for both countries.  

And then there is the threat of western sanctions should China provide Russia weapons and technology. 

Right now, neither has the ability to counter such consequences, Russia militarily and China commercially.  

 


