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Conflict Update # 109 

July 3rd, 2022 

Conflict Assessment 

Key Takeaways 

Russian forces seized the remaining 
territory between Lysychansk and Luhansk 

Oblast’s administrative borders on July 3. 

Russian forces launched assaults 
northeast of Bakhmut and north of Slovyansk 

but did not secure new territorial gains. 

Russian forces conducted extensive 
artillery attacks in the western part of the 

Southern Axis likely to disrupt Ukrainian 

counteroffensives. 

The Kremlin continued to set conditions 

for potential Russian annexation of proxy 

republics. 

Ukrainian partisans reportedly derailed 
a Russian armored train carrying ammunition 

near Melitopol on July 2. 

Subordinate Main Effort—Southern 

Kharkiv, Donetsk, Luhansk Oblasts - 

Russian forces captured Luhansk Oblast’s 

administrative borders on July 3 following the 

Ukrainian withdrawal from Lysychansk and 

settlements in its vicinity. Russian Defense 

Minister Sergey Shoigu claimed that Russian 

forces seized Lysychansk, Bilohorivka, 

Novodruzhensk, and Maloryazantseve on July 

2, capturing the remaining salient around 

Lysychansk along the Luhansk Oblast boundary The Russian Defense Ministry added that Russian forces are still fighting 

encircled Ukrainian forces within Lysychansk as of July 3. The Ukrainian General Staff (UGS) confirmed that Ukrainian 

forces deliberately withdrew from Lysychansk, citing lack of equipment and concern over the loss of life. Geolocated 

footage showed Russian forces casually walking around Bilohorivka on July 3, which further suggests that Ukrainian forces 

withdrew from settlements on the Luhansk Oblast border just west of Lysychansk. UGS also confirmed that Russian forces 

captured Zolotarivka and are securing positions around Verkhnokamyanka, both just south of Bilohorivka. 

Russian forces launched assaults northeast of Bakhmut in an effort to capture the remaining settlements along the 

Luhansk Oblast administrative borders. UGS reported that Russian forces launched unsuccessful assaults from Nyrokove 
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on Berestove, indicating that Russian forces established 

control over Nyrkove on the Luhansk Oblast border. 

Russian forces also reportedly conducted 

reconnaissance-in-force operations in the Vasylivka-

Berestove direction and attempted unsuccessful 

offensive operations west of Mykolaivka and 

Vovchoyarivka.  

Russian Telegram channel Rybar posted footage 

reportedly captured by Wagner Group units in Klynove 

(approximately 12km southeast of Bakhmut) that would 

indicate that Russian forces are attempting to secure 

positions along the E40 Slovyansk-Bakhmut highway, 

although ISW is unable to verify the footage. 

Russian forces attacked settlements north of Slovyansk 

but did not secure new territorial gains on July 3. The 

Ukrainian General Staff reported that Ukrainian forces 

repelled Russian assaults near Mazanivka and on Dolyna 

from Pasivka (northeast of the E40). UGS noted that 

Russian forces are using unspecified electronic warfare 

systems in the areas north of Slovyansk.  

Pro-Russian military expert Boris Rozhin claimed that Russian 

forces are also engaged in positional battles in Velyka 

Komyshuvakha and Kurlka, southwest of Izyum, which would 

suggest that Russian forces are attempting to repel Ukrainian 

counterattacks in the area, although ISW is unable to verify 

this assertion. Slovyansk Mayor Vadym Lyakh and Russian 

sources reported that Russian forces are heavily shelling 

Slovyansk. 

Russian forces are attempting to improve their tactical 

positions around Avdiivka, and are continuing to shell and 

launch airstrikes on Ukrainian positions in the area. Rozhin 

claimed that Russian forces are fighting near the N20 Avdiivka-

Konstantynivka highway, and UGS reported that Russian 

forces are trying to improve tactical positions around Spartak. 

Supporting Effort #1—Kharkiv City - Russian forces did 

not make any territorial gains northwest of Kharkiv City on July 3. Ukrainian sources reported that Ukrainian forces 

repelled a Russian attack on Prudyanka along the T2117 highway, and that Russian forces northwest of Kharkiv City 
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otherwise focused on maintaining their current positions. Russian forces continued shelling civilian and military 

infrastructure facilities in Kharkiv City and the surrounding settlements, especially along the E105 and T2117 highways 

leading to Kharkiv City. 

Supporting Effort #2—Southern Axis - Russian 

forces are continuing to take defensive measures 

along the Southern Axis, likely in an effort to repel 

Ukrainian counteroffensives. UGS reported today 

that Russian forces conducted “systematic” tube 

and rocket artillery strikes to prevent Ukrainian 

units' advances.  

NASA’s Fire Information for Resource Management 

System (FIRMS) remotely sensed data showed 

abnormally high numbers of fires along the 

Mykolaiv-Kherson Oblast frontline on July 3, 

notably near Snihurivka, Zasillia, Kopani - Zelenyi 

Hai, and Tavriiske, supporting the UGS report. 

These locations are plausible bases for a possible 

Ukrainian counteroffensive. Ukraine’s Operational 

Command South reported on July 2 that Ukrainian 

forces repelled a Russian reconnaissance-in-force 

in the direction of Ivanivka in northwestern 

Kherson Oblast. Odesa Oblast Military 

Administration Spokesperson Serhiy Bratchuk also 

noted that Russian forces began accumulating 

military equipment in downtown Kherson City and 

Verhniy Rogachyk (eastern Kherson Oblast). 

Ukrainian combat aviation is reportedly still active 

in Kherson Oblast as of yesterday. Ukraine’s 

Operational Command South reported that 

Ukrainian fixed and rotary wing aircraft conducted five strikes against Russian ammunition depots and force 

concentrations and claimed the destruction of two Russian ammunition depots in Chornobayivka and Snihurivka. Russian 

forces continued conducting missile strikes against Kherson and Mykolaiv Oblasts on July 2 - 3. 

Mobilization and force generation efforts – Nothing of significance to report. 

Activity in Russian-occupied Areas - The Kremlin continued to set conditions for potential Russian annexation of 

proxy republics on July 3. Donetsk People’s Republic (DNR) Head Denis Pushilin announced that United Russia Party 

Secretary of the General Council Andrey Turchak and party representatives established a legal aid center in Donetsk City. 

Pushilin noted that the legal aid center will provide DNR residents assistance with education, legal documents, and 

registration for social benefits. Pushilin and Turchak also handed out Russian passports to DNR residents. The Kremlin is 

likely attempting to integrate proxy legal and governmental structures into the Russian framework. 

Ukrainian partisans reportedly derailed a Russian armored train carrying ammunition near Melitopol on July 2. Kremlin-

sponsored outlet RIA Novosti acknowledged that the train derailed around Yakymivka, but claimed that the incident was 

an accident. Ukrainian partisans previously targeted Russian armored trains and locomotives in Melitopol in late April 

and mid-May. 
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Russian forces have likely secured the Luhansk Oblast border, although pockets of Ukrainian resistance may 

remain in and around Lysychansk. Russian Defense Minister Sergey Shoigu announced that Russian forces have captured 

Luhansk Oblast on July 3, after seizing Lysychansk and settlements on the Luhansk Oblast administrative border. UGS also 

announced that Ukrainian forces withdrew from Lysychansk to avoid personnel losses. Russian forces have likely not fully 

cleared Lysychansk and Luhansk Oblast as of July 3, despite Shoigu’s announcement. The Russian Defense Ministry stated 

that Russian forces are still fighting within Lysychansk to defeat remaining encircled Ukrainian forces, but the Ukrainian 

withdrawal means that Russian forces will almost certainly complete their clearing operations relatively quickly. 

Russian forces will likely next advance on Siversk, though they could launch more significant attacks on Bakhmut or 

Slovyansk instead or at the same time. Ukrainian forces will likely continue their fighting withdrawal toward the E40 

highway that runs from Slovyansk through Bakhmut toward Debaltseve. It is unclear whether they will choose to defend 

around Siversk at this time. 

Two very senior Russian commanders are reportedly responsible for the tactical activities around Lysychansk. 

Commander of the Central Military District Colonel General Aleksandr Lapin and Commander of the Russian Aerospace 

Forces Army General Sergey Suvorikin (who also commands Russia’s “southern” group of troops in Ukraine) have been 

responsible for securing Lysychansk and the area to the west of it respectively. The involvement of two such senior 

officers in the same undertaking in a small part of the front is remarkable and likely indicates the significance that Russian 

Putin has attributed to securing Lysychansk and the Luhansk Oblast border as well as his lack of confidence in more junior 

officers to do the job. 

Ukrainian forces likely used US-provided HIMARS rocket artillery systems to strike a Russian ammunition depot at the 

Melitopol airfield on July 3. Melitopol Mayor Ivan Fedorov reported that Ukrainian forces launched two strikes on one of 

the four Russian depots in Melitopol. Russian Telegram channel Rybar released footage of a large cloud of smoke over 

the city, and Russian-appointed Melitopol Governor Yevhen Balytskyi falsely claimed that Ukrainian forces aimed to strike 

residential buildings, but instead hit areas around the airfield. 

The Kremlin likely seeks to expand Russian state control over private Russian companies that support elements of Russia’s 

military industrial base. The Ukrainian Military Intelligence Directorate (GUR) today reported that the Russian 

government’s inability to pay Russian firms supporting Russia’s war in Ukraine is degrading Russia’s ability to repair 

damaged vehicles.  

The GUR reported that the directors of Russian military vehicle repair centers are not accepting new Russian equipment 

for repair because the Russian military has not paid these centers for previous work. Recently proposed Russian 

legislation suggests that Kremlin leadership shares GUR’s assessment. Russian legislators in the Russian State Duma 

submitted a bill on June 30 that would empower the Kremlin to introduce “special measures in the economic sphere” 

enabling the Russian government to force private Russian companies to provide supplies for Russian military operations. 

The bill prohibits Russian businesses from refusing to fulfil Russian government procurement orders connected to Russian 

military operations. 

Putin Has a Problem: Ukraine Is Firing Missiles Into Russia - Explosions rocked the Russian city of Belgorod where 

at least four people were killed when Ukrainian forces launched a missile strike on the city which borders Ukraine.  

The governor of the Belgorod region, Vyacheslav Gladkov stated that three of the dead were from a Ukrainian refugee 

family from Kharkiv. Gladkov added that the explosions damaged 11 apartment buildings and 39 houses. 

Russian officials said Ukraine had fired three Soviet-era missiles at Belgorod that were all shot down by Russian air-

defense systems. The destruction of one of those missiles falling to the ground is what caused the destruction in the 

civilian area of the city.  
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Gladkov added that Russian air defense systems had been activated by the air strike via his channel on the Telegram 

social media app. 

A report from Al Jazeera stated that the attack was much more intense with the Ukrainians launching 25 missiles at the 

Russian airbase in Belgorod, which they have attacked before, as well as oil facilities inside the city. And at least one 

missile possibly more hit the Russian residential area.  

Igor Konashenkov, a Russian Defense Ministry spokesman went against what had been the official Russian policy of 

downplaying any Ukrainian attacks on Russian soil. He stated that Ukraine had conducted “a deliberate strike” against 

Belgorod and nearby Kursk using Tu-143 drones and Tochka-U missiles. 

Ukraine attacks behind Russian lines - In the Russian-occupied city of Melitopol, which was taken in the early hours 

of the war in February, the Ukrainian military has hit a large Russian base with a massive airstrike consisting of 30 missiles. 

According to exiled mayor Ivan Federov, the Russian base had been “taken out of action.” The Ukrainians claimed that 

two fuel depots were destroyed, and 20 units of field equipment were destroyed.  

The General Staff of Ukraine’s Armed Forces said that Ukrainian aircraft had flown 15 sorties in the airstrike “in all 

directions of hostilities.” 

Impacts 

Desperate plea as Putin ally threatens western cities: 'Don't touch us' - Fears are growing that the bloody war 

in Ukraine could reach another level with a long-standing Putin ally threatening to ramp up military involvement. 

Belarusian dictator Alexander Lukashenko has used a speech to threaten military retaliation against anybody – including 

western nations – who attacked his country. 

It comes as Belarus officials openly revolt over concerns Lukashenko will become more actively involved in the Ukraine 

war. Lukashenko has allowed Russia to use Belarusian airspace and airbases to launch strikes and has also he allowed 

Russian troops to use his country as a staging ground for advancements into Ukraine. 

However he has ratcheted up the rhetoric overnight, alluding to the prospect of Belarus officially entering the war. 

Speaking yesterday on the eve of the country's Independence Day, Lukashenko said he had ordered his armed forces to 

target "the decision-making centres" of Western capitals in the event of an attack on Belarus. 

"Don't touch us - and we won't touch you," he warned, according to state news agency Belta. The pointed message has 

sparked alarm it could be setting the stage for a military escalation. 

Lukashenko also claimed Ukraine had tried to strike military facilities on Belarusian territory three days ago, but all its 

missiles had been intercepted. However he provided no evidence for the claim. 

"They are provoking us. I have to tell you, three days ago, maybe a bit more, an attempt to strike military facilities on 

Belarusian territory was made from the territory of Ukraine," Belta quoted Lukashenko as saying. 

"But thank God, the Pantsir anti-aircraft systems managed to intercept all the missiles launched by Ukrainian armed 

forces." Lukashenko said there were no troops from Belarus fighting in what Moscow calls its "special military operation" 

in Ukraine. He said he did not want to officially join the war but cautioned he would if his territory was invaded. 

Meanwhile senior officials is Belarus have reportedly signed a desperate letter calling for the dictator not to surrender 

sovereignty to Russia and join the invasion of Ukraine. 
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Russia reveals assassination attempts 

CNN reports that assassination attempts 

have been carried out against three pro-

Russian officials in the past fortnight, 

indicating a growing resistance movement in 

southern Ukraine, which is partially occupied 

by Russia. 

The network reports all three incidents 

occurred in the town of Kherson, and the 

area is strategically important to Russia due 

to its access to the Black Sea coast and the 

Crimean peninsula. 

The first attack took place on June 16, when 

an explosion damaged a vehicle, however, 

the target, the pro-Russian head of 

Kherson's prison service Eugeniy Sobolev, 

survived. 

On June 24, Dmitry Savluchenko, the pro-Russian official in charge of the Department of Youth and Sports for the Kherson 

region, was killed in another car explosion. 

And earlier this week, another car belonging to a third pro-Russian official was targeted in the town, although the 

unnamed target survived. 

Michael Kofman, director for Russia studies at the Center for Naval Analyses, told CNN he believed Russia would struggle 

to establish a proper government in occupied areas of Ukraine due to strong local resistance efforts. 

"I think Russia is going to have significant challenges in trying to establish any sort of stable administration for these 

regions, because likely collaborators – more prominent ones – are going to be assassinated and others will be living in 

fear," he said. 

Techies From Russia, Belarus, Find Solace In Uzbekistan. Can They Attract Western Outsourcers? - It’s a 

terrible time to be a Russian (or a Belorussian, for that matter). The war in Ukraine has led to massive sanctions against 

Russia, and an exit of Western companies like Ford, and capital, from the country as well. 

Even companies that are not sanctioned have faced their own sort of self-censorship, with outsourced software engineers 

particularly hard hit. No one wants to have an outsource partners in Russia anymore, as good (and low cost) as they are. 

It might look bad. 

Some Russians have left. Some have gone to Estonia. Others have spread out throughout Europe. And a handful have 

moved to Tashkent, of all places, an ancient city deep in Central Asia, in landlocked Uzbekistan. 

Their government has spent a small fortune training IT workers, too, in hopes it can now pitch itself to Silicon Valley as 

an outsource partner. The tech talent is there. A lot of it is Russian anyway. And the English language skills are there. But 

who knows anything about Uzbekistan? 

An Uzbek delegation from the IT sector met with U.S. executives from the start-up accelerator Plug and Play Tech Center, 

Apple. About 6,000 Russians and Belarussians have arrived in Tashkent since the conflict began, some as part of 
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relocations by U.S. companies. EPAM Systems and Exadel reportedly took “thousands” of software engineers out of 

Minsk, Belarus and put them on flights to Tashkent organized by Uzbekistan’s IT Park. 

Ukraine Has Exposed Russia as a Not-So-Great Power  

In times of peace, much of what anyone says about national power is guesswork. Different claims can be based on hopes, 

prejudices, or even simple self-interest. Analysts and experts can speak confidently about how some states are 

undoubtedly great powers while others are weak, that some countries are led by strategic geniuses and others by corrupt 

incompetents. The statements can sound eminently plausible as facts, even be downright persuasive, because there is 

no way of knowing the truth. 

Until, that is, a war breaks out. The Russia-Ukraine war is now cutting through much of the nonsense that dominated the 

discussion of international power politics, posing particular challenges to blasé assumptions about what makes a state 

powerful, and what makes a country’s leadership effective. This reassessment doesn’t just concern the question of 

debatable prewar military analysis of Russia and Ukraine, or theories of international relations. Instead, it is aimed at the 

whole way we think about how countries interact with one another, about national power, and about leadership. 

The best place to start is the widespread notion going into the war that we were witnessing a clash between a great 

power controlled by an experienced, savvy—some even said brilliant—leader and a small state weakened by national 

division and led by a second-rate former comedian. This great power–small power dynamic was accepted practically 

universally among a group of scholars and analysts who have proclaimed themselves “realists.” 

Maybe the most famous realist in the world is Henry Kissinger, the former U.S. secretary of state and a longtime believer 

in the notion of great leaders and great powers. Kissinger, who met regularly with Vladimir Putin, has been arguing for 

forcing Kyiv to make concessions such as the handing over of the Crimea, internationally recognized as part of Ukraine 

but annexed by Moscow in 2014, to the Russians. To Kissinger, it has been important that the United States treat Russia 

as a “great power” and that it accepted Moscow’s claim to have a special interest in Ukraine. 

Academics, too, subscribe to this notion. In lectures, media appearances, and articles in the months before the invasion, 

well-known figures such as John Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt described the Russia-Ukraine relationship as operating 

in the well-worn great power–small power framework. In this analysis, Putin was the clever strategist with a strong grasp 

on what he wanted, while the Ukrainians were weak, and it would be better for the world if their status was determined 

by the strong. Russia was, in Mearsheimer’s view, one of only “three great powers” in the world, and Putin was a 

rationalist, just wanting to secure a buffer state on his border, something Ukraine would have to deal with. Meanwhile, 

as Walt put it, Ukraine would have to accept the oppression and subjugation of its people to Russian interests because 

“great-power war is worse and brings much more suffering.” Other analysts, such as Samuel Charap, even believed that 

Russia was so strong, and would crush a weak Ukraine so easily, that the West should provide no support for Kyiv, because 

it would all be wasted when the Russian steamroller attacked. 

This all sounded eminently reasonable, but then Russia invaded Ukraine and the great power–small power dichotomy 

was revealed to be the opposite of realism. The fundamental problem was that Russia was exposed at the start as not a 

“great” power at all. Having sent in almost all of its frontline military units, the Russian army has seized only 20 percent 

of Ukraine—a far cry from its initial efforts to take Kyiv and subjugate the entire country—and is suffering horrific losses 

in casualties and equipment. It’s already desperately trying to regenerate its forces by finding soldiers wherever it can, 

even allowing citizens as old as 49 to enlist, while throwing more and more older, second-rate equipment into the fight. 

Russian strength has shown itself to be so overrated that it gives us an opportunity to rethink what makes a power 

“great.” Going into the war, Russia’s military capabilities—including a large nuclear stockpile and what was thought to 

be one of the biggest and most-advanced armed forces in the world—were pointed to as the reason for its strength. 
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What this war might be showing us, however, is that a military is only as strong as the society, economy, and political 

structure that assembled it. In this case, Russia was nowhere near a great power, but in fact a deeply flawed, in many 

ways weakening, state. 

From this point of view, indeed, it can be seen as a power in relatively steep decline. Its economy is about the tenth 

largest in the world, comparable to Brazil’s, but even that masks how remarkably unproductive it is, basing most of its 

wealth on extracting and selling natural resources, rather than on producing anything advanced. When it comes to 

technology and innovation, Russia would hardly rank in the top 50 most important countries in the world. 

Moreover, the Russian leadership, and most obviously its president—hailed in many quarters as a canny operator—has 

shown itself to be the head of a disastrously constructed state that fed misperceptions, stifled real debate, and allowed 

one man to launch this disaster. It’s odd that this is a lesson that we need to learn again and again: Dictatorial regimes 

tend to decompose the longer they stay in power, because appealing to the source of power becomes a higher priority 

to officials in all echelons of the state than simply doing a good job. Putin’s state fed his delusions and created an 

inefficient military, hobbled by corruption and inefficiency. 

We must also reevaluate our understanding of the more basic notions of morale and psychological commitment. One of 

the most surprising things to analysts who perceived Ukraine as a small power, and Russia as a great one, is that the 

Ukrainian military and people have resisted with extraordinary tenacity while Russian military behavior points toward 

serious issues with motivation and commitment. The Ukrainians have shown a national wherewithal that has made any 

idea of a Russian conquest of the whole country, Putin’s original goal, laughable. 

We have seen this play out time and time again in modern history, when a smaller country—or parties within a smaller 

country—with a willingness to fight can wear down a larger power. Be it Afghanistan (twice) or Vietnam (twice), morale 

and commitment to a fight mean more than which side is the more “powerful.” 

We have much to thank the Ukrainians for, but to some extent, one of the most important things they have done is force 

us to reexamine many of our assumptions about national power and the balance between states. 

We need to reconsider—in many ways, entirely reconstruct—how we judge what makes a great power, or what is the 

most important part of national power. Militaries, perhaps, should be seen more as creations of the underlying economic, 

technological, and political characteristics of a country. Military power still matters hugely, but in this view reflects its 

creators, rather than superseding them. A weak, relatively backward, and uninventive economy will struggle to operate 

a modern military, even if that military has what are considered advanced weapons. 

Further, we need to be careful about praising the ability of authoritarian or dictatorial states to wage war. In times of 

peace, such states can seem decisive and the possessors of well-thought-out plans, but their systemic weaknesses in 

crushing dissent and encouraging deceptions that appeal to the throne can lead to strategic disasters in both how wars 

start and how they are conducted. Finally, national power has a basis in commitment and identity that cannot be 

overlooked. 

The Russian invasion of Ukraine has not been a situation in which a great power assaulted a smaller neighbor. It’s an 

example of a large, deeply flawed power invading a smaller, but very committed one. The balance of power between the 

two does still matter—but what makes up that balance needs to be much better understood. (Professor Payson O’Brien). 

Putin 

'Living in fear': as expert claims nation is 'withering' - A US expert has claimed the world is "watching Russia 

wither before our eyes", lashing the nation's brutal invasion of Ukraine as "pathetic" and "operationally stupid". 
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Speaking at the Seoul Forum 2022 on Friday, former US Defence Secretary James Mattis hit out at the "immoral" war 

against Ukraine, and blasted Russia's military failings along the way. 

"We have a saying in America, we say that nations with allies thrive, nations without allies wither and we're watching 

Russia wither before our eyes right now," claiming Russia had "incompetent generals in charge" of operations which had 

led to "the immoral, the tactically incompetent, operationally stupid and strategically foolish effort" of the campaign. 

"The tragedy of our time is that Putin is a creature straight out of Dostoevsky. He goes to bed every night angry, he goes 

to bed every night fearful, he goes to bed every night thinking that Russia is surrounded by nightmares, and this has 

guided him," he said. 

Mattis' comments come after Russia announced it was leaving Ukraine's Snake Island, in what has been seen as a major 

setback for Vladimir Putin. 

The island, located 120km from Ukraine's southern coast in the Black Sea, is in a key strategic position. 


