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This paper examines the likely trajectory of the Ukraine war moving forward.[1] | will
address two main questions.

First, is a meaningful peace agreement possible? My answer is no.

We are now in a war where both sides - Ukraine and the West on one side and Russia on the
other - see each other as an existential threat that must be defeated. Given maximalist
objectives all around, it is almost impossible to reach a workable peace treaty. Moreover,
the two sides have irreconcilable differences regarding territory and Ukraine’s relationship
with the West. The best possible outcome is a frozen conflict that could easily turn back into
a hot war. The worst possible outcome is a nuclear war, which is unlikely but cannot be
ruled out.

Second, which side is likely to win the war?

Russia will ultimately win the war, although it will not decisively defeat Ukraine. In other
words, it is not going to conquer all of Ukraine, which is necessary to achieve three of
Moscow’s goals: overthrowing the regime, demilitarizing the country, and severing Kyiv’'s
security ties with the West. But it will end up annexing a large swath of Ukrainian territory,
while turning Ukraine into a dysfunctional rump state. In other words, Russia will win an ugly
victory.

Before | directly address these issues, three preliminary points are in order. For starters, |
am attempting to predict the future, which is not easy to do, given that we live in an
uncertain world.

Thus, | am not arguing that | have the truth; in fact, some of my claims may be proved
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wrong. Furthermore, | am not saying what | would like to see happen. | am not rooting for
one side or the other. | am simply telling you what | think will happen as the war moves
forward. Finally, I am not justifying Russian behavior or the actions of any of the states
involved in the conflict. | am just explaining their actions.

Now, let me turn to substance.
Where We Are Today

To understand where the Ukraine war is headed, it is necessary to first assess the present
situation. It is important to know how the three main actors - Russia, Ukraine, and the West
- think about their threat environment and conceive their goals. When we talk about the
West, however, we are talking mainly about the United States, since its European allies take
their marching orders from Washington when it comes to Ukraine. It is also essential to
understand the present situation on the battlefield. Let me start with Russia’s threat
environment and its goals.

Russia’s Threat Environment

It has been clear since April 2008 that Russian leaders across the board view the West’s
efforts to bring Ukraine into NATO and make it a Western bulwark on Russia’s borders as an
existential threat. Indeed, President Putin and his lieutenants repeatedly made this point in
the months before the Russian invasion, when it was becoming clear to them that Ukraine
was almost a de facto member of NATO.[2]

Since the war began on 24 February 2022, the West has added another layer to that
existential threat by adopting a new set of goals that Russian leaders cannot help but view
as extremely threatening. | will say more about Western goals below but suffice it to say
here that the West is determined to defeat Russia and knock it out of the ranks of
the great powers, if not cause regime change or even trigger Russia to break apart like
the Soviet Union did in 1991.

In a major address Putin delivered this past February (2023), he stressed that the West is a
mortal threat to Russia.

“During the years that followed the breakup of the Soviet Union,” he said, “the West
never stopped trying to set the post-Soviet states on fire and, most importantly, finish
off Russia as the largest surviving portion of the historical reaches of our state. They
encouraged international terrorists to assault us, provoked regional conflicts along the
perimeter of our borders, ignored our interests and tried to contain and suppress our
economy.”

He further emphasized that,

“The Western elite make no secret of their goal, which is, | quote, ‘Russia’s strategic
defeat.” What does this mean to us? This means they plan to finish us once and for all.”
Putin went on to say: “this represents an existential threat to our country.”[3]

Russian leaders also see the regime in Kyiv as a threat to Russia, not just because it is
closely allied with the West, but also because they see it as the offspring of the fascist
Ukrainian forces that fought alongside Nazi Germany against the Soviet Union in World War
[1.[4]



Russia’s Goals

Russia must win this war, given that it believes that it is facing a threat to its survival. But
what does victory look like? The ideal outcome before the war began in February 2022 was
to turn Ukraine into a neutral state and settle the civil war in the Donbass that pitted the
Ukrainian government against ethnic Russians and Russian speakers who wanted greater
autonomy if not independence for their region. It appears that those goals were still realistic
during the first month of the war and were in fact the basis of the negotiations in Istanbul
between Kyiv and Moscow in March 2022.[5]

If the Russians had achieved those goals back then, the present war would either have been
prevented or ended quickly.

But a deal that satisfies Russia’s goals is no longer in the cards.

Ukraine and NATO are joined at the hip for the foreseeable future, and neither is willing to
accept Ukrainian neutrality. Furthermore, the regime in Kyiv is anathema to Russian leaders,
who want it gone. They not only talk about “de-Nazifying” Ukraine, but also
“demilitarizing” it, two goals that would presumably call for conquering all of Ukraine,
compelling its military forces to surrender, and installing a friendly regime in Kyiv.[6]

A decisive victory of that sort is not likely to happen for a variety of reasons. The Russian
army is not large enough for such a task, which would probably require at least two million
men.[7]

Indeed, the existing Russian army is having difficulty conquering all the Donbass. Moreover,
the West would go to enormous lengths to prevent Russia from overrunning all of Ukraine.
Finally, the Russians would end up occupying huge amounts of territory that is heavily
populated with ethnic Ukrainians who loathe the Russians and would fiercely resist the
occupation. Trying to conquer all of Ukraine and bend it to Moscow’s will, would surely end
in disaster.

Rhetoric about de-Nazifying and demilitarizing Ukraine aside, Russia’s concrete goals
involve conquering and annexing a large portion of Ukrainian territory, while simultaneously
turning Ukraine into a dysfunctional rump state. As such, Ukraine’s ability to wage war
against Russia would be greatly reduced and it would be unlikely to qualify for membership
in either the EU or NATO. Moreover, a broken Ukraine, would be especially vulnerable to
Russian interference in its domestic politics. In short, Ukraine would not be a Western
bastion on Russia’s border.

What would that dysfunctional rump state look like? Moscow has officially annexed Crimea
and four other Ukrainian oblasts - Donetsk, Kherson, Luhansk, and Zaporozhe - which
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together represent about 23 percent of Ukraine’s total territory before the crisis broke out in
February 2014. Russian leaders have emphasized that they have no intention of
surrendering that territory, some of which Russia does not yet control. In fact, there is
reason to think Russia will annex additional Ukrainian territory if it has the military capability
to do so at a reasonable cost. It is difficult, however, to say how much additional Ukrainian
territory Moscow will seek to annex, as Putin himself makes clear.[8]

Russian thinking is likely to be influenced by three calculations.

Moscow has a powerful incentive to conquer and permanently annex Ukrainian territory that
is heavily populated with ethnic Russians and Russian speakers.

It will want to protect them from the Ukrainian government - which has become hostile to all
things Russian - and make sure there is no civil war anywhere in Ukraine like the one that
took place in the Donbass between February 2014 and February 2022.

At the same time, Russia will want to avoid controlling territory largely populated by hostile
ethnic Ukrainians, which places significant limits on further Russian expansion. Finally,
turning Ukraine into a dysfunctional rump state will require Moscow to take substantial
amounts of Ukrainian territory so it is well-positioned to do significant damage to its
economy. Controlling all of Ukraine’s coastline along the Black Sea, for example, would give
Moscow significant economic leverage over Kyiv.

Those three calculations suggest that Russia is likely to attempt to annex the four oblasts -
Dnipropetrovsk, Kharkiv, Mykolaiv, and Odessa - that are immediately to the west of the
four oblasts it has already annexed - Donetsk, Kherson, Luhansk, and Zaporozhe. If that
were to happen, Russia would control approximately 43 percent of Ukraine’s pre-2014
territory.[9]

Dmitri Trenin, a leading Russian strategist estimates that Russian leaders would seek to
take even more Ukrainian territory - pushing westward in northern Ukraine to the Dnieper
River and taking the part of Kyiv that sits on the east bank of that river. He writes that “A
logical next step” after taking all of Ukraine from Kharkiv to Odessa “would be to expand
Russian control to all of Ukraine east of the Dnieper River, including the part of Kyiv that lies
on the that river’s eastern bank. If that were to happen, the Ukrainian state would shrink to
include only the central and western regions of the country.”[10]

The West’s Threat Environment

It might seem hard to believe now, but before the Ukraine crisis broke out in February 2014,
Western leaders did not view Russia as a security threat. NATO leaders, for example, were
talking with Russia’s president about “a new stage of cooperation towards a true strategic
partnership” at the alliance’s 2010 Summit in Lisbon.[11]

Unsurprisingly, NATO expansion before 2014 was not justified in terms of containing a
dangerous Russia. In fact, it was Russian weakness that allowed the West to shove the first
two tranches of NATO expansion in 1999 and 2004 down Moscow’s throat and then allowed
the George W. Bush administration to think in 2008 that Russia could be forced to accept
Georgia and Ukraine joining the alliance. But that assumption proved wrong and when the
Ukraine crisis broke out in 2014, the West suddenly began portraying Russia as a dangerous
foe that had to be contained if not weakened.[12]



Since the war started in February 2022, the West's perception of Russia has steadily
escalated to the point where Moscow now appears to be seen as an existential threat. The
United States and its NATO allies are deeply involved in Ukraine’'s war against Russia.
Indeed, they are doing everything but pulling the triggers and pushing the buttons.[13]

Moreover, they have made clear their unequivocal commitment to winning the war and
maintaining Ukraine’s sovereignty. Thus, losing the war would have hugely negative
consequences for Washington and for NATO. America’s reputation for competence and
reliability would be badly damaged, which would affect how its allies as well as its
adversaries - especially China - deal with the United States. Furthermore, virtually every
European country in NATO believes that the alliance is an irreplaceable security umbrella.
Thus, the possibility that NATO might be badly damaged - maybe even wrecked - if Russia
wins in Ukraine is cause for profound concern among its members.

In addition, Western leaders frequently portray the Ukraine war as an integral part of a
larger global struggle between autocracy and democracy that is Manichean at its core. On
top of that, the future of the sacrosanct rules-based international order is said to depend on
prevailing against Russia. As King Charles said this past March (2023), “The security of
Europe as well as our democratic values are under threat.”[14]

Similarly, a resolution introduced in the U.S. Congress in April declares: “United States
interests, European security, and the cause of international peace depend on ... Ukrainian
victory.”[15]

A recent article in The Washington Post, captures how the West treats Russia as an
existential threat: “Leaders of the more than 50 other countries backing Ukraine have
couched their support as part of an apocalyptic battle for the future of democracy and the
international rule of law against autocracy and aggression that the West cannot afford to
lose.”[16]

The West’s Goals

As should be clear, the West is staunchly committed to defeating Russia. President Biden
has repeatedly said that the United States is in this war to win. “Ukraine will never be a
victory for Russia.” It must end in “strategic failure.” Washington, he emphasizes, will stay
in the fight “for as long as it takes.”[17]

UKRAINE

Specifically, the aim is to defeat Russia’s army in Ukraine - erasing its territorial gains - and
cripple its economy with lethal sanctions. If successful, Russia would be knocked out of the
ranks of the great powers, weakening it to the point where it could not threaten to invade
Ukraine again.[18]
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Western leaders have additional goals, which include regime change in Moscow,
putting Putin on trial as a war criminal, and possibly breaking up Russia into
smaller states.[19]

At the same time, the West remains committed to bringing Ukraine into NATO,
although there is disagreement within the alliance about when and how that will
happen.[20]

Jens Stoltenberg, the alliance’s secretary general told a news conference in Kyiv in April
(2023) that “NATO’s position remains unchanged and that Ukraine will become a
member of the alliance.” At the same time, he emphasized that “The first step toward
any membership of Ukraine to NATO is to ensure that Ukraine prevails, and that is why the
U.S. and its partners have provided unprecedented support for Ukraine.”[21]

Given these goals, it is clear why Russia views the West as an existential threat.

Ukraine’s Threat Environment and Goals

There is no doubt that Ukraine faces an existential threat, given that Russia is bent on
dismembering it and making sure that the surviving rump state is not only economically
weak, but is neither a de facto nor a de jure member of NATO. There is also no question that
Kyiv shares the West's goal of defeating and seriously weakening Russia, so that it can
regain its lost territory and keep it under Ukrainian control forever. As President Zelensky
recently told President Xi Jinping, “There can be no peace that is based on territorial
compromises.”[22]

Ukrainian leaders naturally remain steadfastly committed to joining the EU and NATO and
making Ukraine an integral part of the West.[23]

In sum, the three key actors in the Ukraine war all believe they face an existential threat,
which means each of them thinks it must win the war or else suffer terrible consequences.

The Battlefield Today

Turning to events on the battlefield, the war has evolved into war of attrition where each
side is principally concerned with bleeding the other side white, causing it to surrender. Of
course, both sides are also concerned with capturing territory, but that goal is of secondary
importance to wearing down the other side.

The Ukrainian military had the upper hand in the latter half of 2022, which allowed it to take
back territory from Russia in the Kharkiv and Kherson regions. But Russia responded to
those defeats by mobilizing 300,000 additional troops, reorganizing it army, shortening its
front lines, and learning from its mistakes.[24]

The locus of the fighting in 2023 has been in eastern Ukraine, mainly in the Donetsk and
Zaporozhe regions. The Russians have had the upper hand this year, mainly because they
have a substantial advantage in artillery, which is the most important weapon in attrition
warfare.

Moscow’s advantage was evident in the battle for Bakhmut, which ended when the Russians
captured that city in late May (2023). Although it took Russian forces ten months to take
control of Bakhmut they inflicted huge casualties on Ukrainian forces with their artillery.[25]
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Shortly thereafter on 4 June, Ukraine launched its long-awaited counter-offensive at different
locations in the Donetsk and Zaporozhe regions. The aim is to penetrate Russia’s front lines
of defense, deliver a staggering blow to Russian forces, and take back a substantial amount
of Ukrainian territory that is now under Russian control. In essence, the aim is to duplicate
Ukraine’s successes in Kharkiv and Kherson in 2022.

Ukraine’s army has made little progress so far in achieving those goals and instead is
bogged down in deadly attrition battles with Russian forces. In 2022, Ukraine was successful
in the Kharkiv and Kherson campaigns because its army was fighting against outnumbered
and overextended Russian forces. That is not the case today: Ukraine is attacking into the
face of well-prepared lines of Russian defense. But even if Ukrainian forces break through
those defensive lines, Russian troops will quickly stabilize the front and the attrition battles
will continue.[26]

The Ukrainians are at a disadvantage in these encounters because the Russians have a
significant firepower advantage.

Where We Are Headed

Let me switch gears and move away from the present and talk about the future, starting
with how events on the battlefield are likely to play out moving forward. As noted, | believe
Russia will win the war, which means it will end up conquering and annexing
substantial Ukrainian territory, leaving Ukraine as a dysfunctional rump state. If | am
correct, this will be a grievous defeat for Ukraine and the West.

There is a silver lining in this outcome, however: a Russian victory markedly reduces the
threat of nuclear war, as nuclear escalation is most likely to occur if Ukrainian forces are
winning victories on the battlefield and threatening to take back all or most of the territories
Kyiv has lost to Moscow. Russian leaders would surely think seriously about using nuclear
weapons to rescue the situation. Of course, if | am wrong about where the war is headed
and the Ukrainian military gains the upper hand and begins pushing Russian forces
eastward, the likelihood of nuclear use would increase significantly, which is not to say it
would be a certainty.

What is the basis of my claim that the Russians are likely to win the war?

The Ukraine war, as emphasized, is a war of attrition in which capturing and holding territory
is of secondary importance. The aim in attrition warfare is to wear down the other side’s
forces to the point where it either quits the fight or is so weakened that it can no longer
defend contested territory.[27]

Who wins an attrition war is largely a function of three factors: the balance of resolve
between the two sides; the population balance between them; and the casualty-exchange
ratio. The Russians have a decisive advantage in population size and a marked advantage in
the casualty-exchange ratio; the two sides are evenly matched in terms of resolve.

Consider the balance of resolve. As noted, both Russia and Ukraine believe they are facing
an existential threat, and naturally, both sides are fully committed to winning the war. Thus,
it is hard to see any meaningful difference in their resolve. Regarding population size, Russia
had approximately a 3.5:1 advantage before the war began in February 2022. Since then,
the ratio has shifted noticeably in Russia’s favor. About eight million Ukrainians have fled



the country, subtracting from Ukraine’s population. Roughly three million of those emigrants
have gone to Russia, adding to its population. In addition, there are probably about four
million other Ukrainian citizens living in the territories that Russia now controls, further
shifting the population imbalance in Russia’s favor. Putting those numbers together gives
Russia approximately a 5:1 advantage in population size.[28]

Finally, there is the casualty-exchange ratio, which has been a controversial issue since the
war started in February 2022. The conventional wisdom in Ukraine and the West is that the
casualty levels on both sides are either roughly equal or that the Russians have suffered
greater casualties than the Ukrainians. The head of Ukraine’s National Security and Defense
Council, Oleksiy Danilov, goes so far as to argue that the Russian lost 7.5 soldiers for every
one Ukrainian soldier in the battle for Bakhmut.[29]

A Ukrainian soldier adds wood to a fire to stave off the bitter cold, Bakhmut, Donbass (File photo)

These claims are wrong. Ukrainian forces have surely suffered much greater casualties than
their Russian opponents for one reason: Russia has much more artillery than Ukraine.

In attrition warfare, artillery is the most important weapon on the battlefield. In the U.S.
Army, artillery is widely known as the “king of battle,” because it is principally responsible
for killing and wounding the soldiers doing the fighting.[30]

Thus, the balance of artillery matters enormously in a war of attrition. By almost every
account, the Russians have somewhere between a 5:1 and a 10:1 advantage in artillery,
which puts the Ukrainian army at a significant disadvantage on the battlefield.[31]

Ceteris paribus, one would expect the casualty-exchange ratio to approximate the balance
of artillery. Ergo, a casualty-exchange ratio on the order of 2:1 in Russia’s favor is a
conservative estimate.[32]
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One possible challenge to my analysis is to argue that Russia is the aggressor in this war,
and the offender invariably suffers much higher casualty levels than the defender, especially
if the attacking forces are engaged in broad frontal assaults, which is often said to be the
Russian military’s modus operandi.[33]

After all, the offender is out in the open and on the move, while the defender is mainly
fighting from fixed positions that provide substantial cover. This logic underpins the famous
3:1 rule of thumb, which says that an attacking force needs at least three times as many
soldiers as the defender to win a battle.[34]

But there are problems with this line of argument when it is applied to the Ukraine war.

First, it is not just the Russians who have initiated offensive campaigns over the course of
the war.[35]

Indeed, the Ukrainians launched two major offensives last year that led to widely heralded
victories: the Kharkiv offensive in September 2022 and the Kherson offensive between
August and November 2022. Although the Ukrainians made substantial territorial gains in
both campaigns, Russian artillery inflicted heavy casualties on the attacking forces. The
Ukrainians just began another major offensive on 4 June against Russian forces that are
more numerous and far better prepared than those the Ukrainians fought against in Kharkiv
and Kherson.

Second, the distinction between offenders and defenders in a major battle is usually not
black and white. When one army attacks another army, the defender invariably launches
counterattacks. In other words, the defender transitions to the offense and the offender
transitions to the defense. Over the course of a protracted battle, each side is likely to end
up doing much attacking and counterattacking as well as defending fixed positions. This
back and forth explains why the casualty-exchange ratios in US Civil War battles and WWI
battles are often roughly equal, not favorable to the army that started out on the defensive.
In fact, the army that strikes the first blow occasionally suffers less casualties than the
target army.[36]

In short, defense usually involves a lot of offense.

It is clear from Ukrainian and Western news accounts that Ukrainian forces frequently
launch counterattacks against Russian forces. Consider this account in The Washington Post
of the fighting earlier this year in Bakhmut: ““There is this fluid motion going on.” said a
Ukrainian first lieutenant ... Russian attacks along the front allow their forces to advance a
few hundred meters before being pushed back hours later. ‘It’s hard to distinguish exactly
where the front line is because it moves like Jell-O," he said.”[37]

Given Russia’s massive artillery advantage, it seems reasonable to assume that the
casualty-exchange ratio in these Ukrainian counterattacks favors the Russians - probably in
a lopsided way.

Third, the Russians are not employing - at least not often - large-scale frontal assaults that
aim to rapidly move forward and capture territory, but which would expose the attacking
forces to withering fire from Ukrainian defenders. As General Sergey Surovikin explained in
October 2022, when he was commanding the Russian forces in Ukraine, “We have a
different strategy... We spare each soldier and are persistently grinding down the advancing



enemy.”[38]
In effect, Russian troops have adopted clever tactics that reduce their casualty levels.[39]

Their favored tactic is to launch probing attacks against fixed Ukrainian positions with small
infantry units, which causes Ukrainian forces to attack them with mortars and artillery.[40]

That response allows the Russians to determine where the Ukrainian defenders and their
artillery are located. The Russians then use their great advantage in artillery to pound their
adversaries. Afterwards, packets of Russian infantry move forward again; and when they
meet serious Ukrainian resistance, they repeat the process. These tactics help explain why
Russia is making slow progress in capturing Ukrainian held territory.

One might think the West can go a long way toward evening out the casualty-exchange
ratio by supplying Ukraine with many more artillery tubes and shells, thus eliminating
Russia’s significant advantage with this critically important weapon. That is not going to
happen anytime soon, however, simply because neither the United States nor its allies have
the industrial capacity necessary to mass produce artillery tubes and shells for Ukraine. Nor
can they rapidly build that capacity.[41]

The best the West can do - at least for the next year or so - is maintain the existing
imbalance of artillery between Russia and Ukraine, but even that will be a difficult task.

Ukraine can do little to help remedy the problem, because its ability to manufacture
weapons is limited. It is almost completely dependent on the West, not only for artillery, but
for every type of major weapons system. Russia, on the other hand, had a formidable
capability to manufacture weaponry going into the war, which has been ramped up since
the fighting started. Putin recently said: “Our defense industry is gaining momentum every
day. We have increased military production by 2.7 times during the last year. Our
production of the most critical weapons has gone up ten times and keeps increasing. Plants
are working in two or three shifts, and some are busy around the clock.”[42]

In short, given the sad state of Ukraine’s industrial base, it is in no position to wage a war of
attrition by itself. It can only do so with Western backing. But even then, it is doomed to
lose.

There has been a recent development that further increases Russia’s firepower advantage
over Ukraine. For the first year of the war, Russian airpower had little influence on what
happened in the ground war, mainly because Ukraine’s air defenses were effective enough
to keep Russian aircraft far away from most battlefields. But the Russians have seriously
weakened Ukraine’s air defenses, which now allows the Russian air force to strike Ukrainian
ground forces on or directly behind the front lines.[43]

In addition, Russia has developed the capability to equip its huge arsenal of 500 kg iron
bombs with guidance kits that make them especially lethal.[44]

In sum, the casualty-exchange ratio will continue to favor the Russians for the foreseeable
future, which matters enormously in a war of attrition. In addition, Russia is much better
positioned to wage attrition warfare because its population is far larger than Ukraine’s.
Kyiv’s only hope for winning the war is for Moscow’s resolve to collapse, but that is unlikely
given that Russian leaders view the West as an existential danger.
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Prospects for A Negotiated Peace Agreement

There is a growing chorus of voices around the world calling for all sides in the Ukrainian war
to embrace diplomacy and negotiate a lasting peace agreement. This is not going to
happen, however. There are too many formidable obstacles to ending the war anytime soon,
much less fashioning a deal that produces a durable peace. The best possible outcome is a
frozen conflict, where both sides continue looking for opportunities to weaken the other side
and where there is an ever-present danger of renewed fighting.

At the most general level, peace is not possible because each side views the other as a
mortal threat that must be defeated on the battlefield. There is hardly any room for
compromise with the other side in these circumstances. There are also two specific points of
dispute between the warring parties that are unsolvable. One involves territory while the
other concerns Ukrainian neutrality.[45]

Almost all Ukrainians are deeply committed to getting back all their lost territory - including
Crimea.[46]

Who can blame them? But Russia has officially annexed Crimea, Donetsk, Kherson, Luhansk,
and Zaporozhe, and is firmly committed to keeping that territory. In fact, there is reason to
think Moscow will annex more Ukrainian territory if it can.

The other Gordian knot concerns Ukraine’s relationship with the West. For understandable
reasons, Ukraine wants a security guarantee once the war ends, which only the West can
provide. That means either de facto or de jure membership in NATO, since no other
countries can protect Ukraine. Virtually all Russian leaders, however, demand a neutral
Ukraine, which means no military ties with the West and thus no security umbrella for Kyiv.
There is no way to square this circle.

There are two other obstacles to peace: nationalism, which has now morphed into
hypernationalism, and the complete lack of trust on the Russian side.

Nationalism has been a powerful force in Ukraine for well over a century, and antagonism
toward Russia has long been one of its core elements. The outbreak of the present conflict
on 22 February 2014 fueled that hostility, prompting the Ukrainian parliament to pass a bill
the following day that restricted the use of Russian and other minority languages, a move
that helped precipitate the civil war in the Donbass.[47]

Russia’s annexation of Crimea shortly thereafter made a bad situation worse. Contrary to
the conventional wisdom in the West, Putin understood that Ukraine was a separate nation
from Russia and that the conflict between the ethnic Russians and Russian-speakers living in
the Donbass and the Ukrainian government was all about “the national question.”[48]

The Russian invasion of Ukraine, which directly pits the two countries against each other in
a protracted and bloody war has turned that nationalism into hypernationalism on both
sides. Contempt and hatred of “the other” suffuses Russian and Ukrainian society, which
creates powerful incentives to eliminate that threat - with violence if necessary. Examples
abound. A prominent Kyiv weekly maintains that famous Russian authors like Mikhail
Lermontov, Fyodor Dostoyevsky, Leo Tolstoy, and Boris Pasternak are “killers, looters,
ignoramuses.”[49]

Russian culture, says a prominent Ukrainian writer, represents “barbarism, murder, and
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destruction .... Such is the fate of the culture of the enemy.”[50]

Predictably, the Ukrainian government is engaged in “de-Russification” or “decolonization,”
which involves purging libraries of books by Russian authors, renaming streets that have
names with links to Russia, pulling down statues of figures like Catherine the Great, banning
Russian music produced after 1991, breaking ties between the Ukrainian Orthodox Church
and the Russian Orthodox Church, and minimizing use of the Russian language. Perhaps
Ukraine’s attitude toward Russia is best summed up by Zelensky’s terse comment: “We will
not forgive. We will not forget.”[51]

Turning to the Russian side of the hill, Anatol Lieven reports that “every day on Russian TV
you can see hate-filled ethnic insults directed at Ukrainians.”[52]

Unsurprisingly, the Russians are working to Russify and erase Ukrainian culture in the areas
that Moscow has annexed. These measures include issuing Russian passports, changing the
curricula in schools, replacing the Ukrainian hryvnia with the Russian ruble, targeting
libraries and museums, and renaming towns and cities.[53]

Bakhmut, for example, is now Artemovsk and the Ukrainian language is no longer taught in
schools in the Donetsk region.[54]

Apparently, the Russians too will neither forgive nor forget.

The rise of hypernationalism is predictable in wartime, not only because governments rely
heavily on nationalism to motivate their people to back their country to the hilt, but also
because the death and destruction that come with war - especially protracted wars - pushes
each side to dehumanize and hate the other. In the Ukraine case, the bitter conflict over
national identity adds fuel to the fire.

Hypernationalism naturally makes it harder for each side to cooperate with the other and
gives Russia reason to seize territory that is filled with ethnic Russians and Russian
speakers. Presumably, many of them would prefer living under Russian control, given the
animosity of the Ukrainian government toward all things Russian. In the process of annexing
these lands, the Russians are likely to expel large numbers of ethnic Ukrainians, mainly
because of fear that they will rebel against Russian rule if they remain. These developments
will further fuel hatred between Russians and Ukrainians, making compromise over territory
practically impossible.

There is a final reason why a lasting peace agreement is not doable. Russian leaders do not
trust either Ukraine or the West to negotiate in good faith, which is not to imply that
Ukrainian and Western leaders trust their Russian counterparts. Lack of trust is evident on
all sides, but it is especially acute on Moscow’s part because of a recent set of revelations.

The source of the problem is what happened in the negotiations over the 2015 Minsk Il
Agreement, which was a framework for shutting down the conflict in the Donbass. French
President Francois Hollande and German Chancellor Angela Merkel played the central role is
designing that framework, although they consulted extensively with both Putin and
Ukrainian President Petro Poroshenko. Those four individuals were also the key players in
the subsequent negotiations. There is little doubt that Putin was committed to making Minsk
work. But Hollande, Merkel, and Poroshenko - as well as Zelensky - have all made it clear
that they were not interested in implementing Minsk, but instead saw it as an opportunity to
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buy time for Ukraine to build up its military so that it could deal with the insurrection in the
Donbass. As Merkel told Die Zeit, it was “an attempt to give Ukraine time ... to become
stronger.”[55]

Similarly, Poroshenko said, “Our goal was to, first, stop the threat, or at least to delay the
war — to secure eight years to restore economic growth and create powerful armed
forces.”[56]

Shortly after Merkel’s Die Zeit interview in December 2022, Putin told a press conference: “I
thought the other participants of this agreement were at least honest, but no, it turns out
they were also lying to us and only wanted to pump Ukraine with weapons and get it
prepared for a military conflict.” He went on to say that getting bamboozled by the West
had caused him to pass up an opportunity to solve the Ukraine problem in more favorable
circumstances for Russia: “Apparently, we got our bearings too late, to be honest. Maybe we
should have started all this [the military operation] earlier, but we just hoped that we would
be able to solve it within the framework of the Minsk agreements.” He then made it clear
that the West’s duplicity would complicate future negotiations: “Trust is already almost at
zero, but after such statements, how can we possibly negotiate? About what? Can we make
any agreements with anybody and where are the guarantees?”[57]

In sum, there is hardly any chance the Ukraine war will end with a meaningful peace
settlement. The war is instead likely to drag on for at least another year and eventually turn
into a frozen conflict that might turn back into a shooting war.

Consequences

The absence of a viable peace agreement will have a variety of terrible consequences.
Relations between Russia and the West, for example, are likely to remain profoundly hostile
and dangerous for the foreseeable future. Each side will continue demonizing the other
while working hard to maximize the amount of pain and trouble it causes its rival. This
situation will certainly prevail if the fighting continues; but even if the war turns into a frozen
conflict, the level of hostility between the two sides is unlikely to change much.

Moscow will seek to exploit existing fissures between European countries, while also working
to weaken the trans-Atlantic relationship as well as key European institutions like the EU and
NATO. Given the damage the war has done to Europe’s economy and continues to do, given
the growing disenchantment in Europe with the prospect of a never-ending war in Ukraine,
and given the differences between Europe and the United States regarding trade with China,
Russian leaders should find fertile ground for causing trouble in the West.[58]

This meddling will naturally reinforce Russophobia in Europe and the United States, making
a bad situation worse.

The West, for its part, will maintain sanctions on Moscow and keep economic intercourse
between the two sides to a minimum, all for the purpose of harming Russia’s economy.
Moreover, it will surely work with Ukraine to help generate insurgencies in the territories
Russia took from Ukraine. At the same time, the United States and its allies will continue
pursuing a hard-nosed containment policy toward Russia, which many believe will be
enhanced by Finland and Sweden joining NATO and the deployment of significant NATO
forces in eastern Europe.[59]
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Of course, the West will remain committed to bringing Georgia and Ukraine into NATO, even
if that is unlikely to happen. Finally, U.S. and European elites are sure to retain their
enthusiasm for fostering regime change in Moscow and putting Putin on trial for Russia’s
actions in Ukraine.

Not only will relations between Russia and the West remain poisonous moving forward, but
they will also be dangerous, as there will be the ever-present possibility of nuclear
escalation or a great-power war between Russia and the United States.[60]

The Destruction of Ukraine

Ukraine was in severe economic and demographic trouble before the war began last
year.[61]

The devastation inflicted on Ukraine since the Russian invasion is horrific. Surveying events
during the war’s first year, the World Bank declares that the invasion “has dealt an
unimaginable toll on the people of Ukraine and the country’s economy, with activity
contracting by a staggering 29.2 percent in 2022.” Unsurprisingly, Kyiv needs massive
injections of foreign aid just to keep the government running, not to mention fighting the
war. Furthermore, the World Bank estimates that damages exceed $135 billion and that
roughly $411 billion will be needed to rebuild Ukraine. Poverty, it reports, “increased from
5.5 percent in 2021 to 24.1 percent in 2022, pushing 7.1 million more people into poverty
and retracting 15 years of progress.”[62]

Cities have been destroyed, roughly 8 million Ukrainians have fled the country, and about 7
million are internally displaced. The United Nations has confirmed 8,490 civilian deaths,
although it believes that the actual number is “considerably higher.”[63]

And surely Ukraine has suffered well over 100,000 battlefield casualties.

Ukraine’s future looks bleak in the extreme. The war shows no signs of ending anytime
soon, which means more destruction of infrastructure and housing, more destruction of
towns and cities, more civilian and military deaths, and more damage to the economy. And
not only is Ukraine likely to lose even more territory to Russia, but according to the
European Commission, “the war has set Ukraine on a path of irreversible demographic
decline.”[64]

To make matters worse, the Russians will work overtime to keep rump Ukraine economically
weak and politically unstable. The ongoing conflict is also likely to fuel corruption, which has
long been an acute problem, and further strengthen extremist groups in Ukraine. It is hard
to imagine Kyiv ever meeting the criteria necessary for joining either the EU or NATO.

US Policy Toward China

The Ukraine war is hindering the U.S. effort to contain China, which is of paramount
importance for American security since China is a peer competitor while Russia is not.[65]

Indeed, balance-of-power logic says that the United States should be allied with Russia
against China and pivoting full force to East Asia. Instead, the war in Ukraine has pushed
Beijing and Moscow close together, while providing China with a powerful incentive to make
sure that Russia is not defeated and the United States remains tied down in Europe,
impeding its efforts to pivot to East Asia.
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Conclusion

It should be apparent by now that the Ukraine war is an enormous disaster that is unlikely to
end anytime soon and when it does, the result will not be a lasting peace. A few words are
in order about how the West ended up in this dreadful situation.

The conventional wisdom about the war’s origins is that Putin launched an unprovoked
attack on 24 February 2022, which was motivated by his grand plan to create a greater
Russia. Ukraine, it is said, was the first country he intended to conquer and annex, but not
the last. As | have said on numerous occasions, there is no evidence to support this line of
argument, and indeed there is considerable evidence that directly contradicts it.[66]

While there is no question Russia invaded Ukraine, the ultimate cause of the war was the
West's decision - and here we are talking mainly about the United States - to make
Ukraine a Western bulwark on Russia’s border. The key element in that strategy was
bringing Ukraine into NATO, a move that not only Putin, but the entire Russian foreign policy
establishment, saw as an existential threat that had to be eliminated.

It is often forgotten that numerous American and European policymakers and strategists
opposed NATO expansion from the start because they understood that the Russians would
see it as a threat, and that the policy would eventually lead to disaster. The list of opponents
includes George Kennan, both President Clinton’s Secretary of Defense, William Perry, and
his Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General John Shalikashvili, Paul Nitze, Robert Gates,
Robert McNamara, Richard Pipes, and Jack Matlock, just to name a few.[67]

At the NATO summit in Bucharest In April 2008, both French President Nicolas Sarkozy and
German Chancellor Angela Merkel opposed President George W. Bush’s plan to bring
Ukraine into the alliance. Merkel later said that her opposition was based on her belief that
Putin would interpret it as a “declaration of war.”[68]

Of course, the opponents of NATO expansion were correct, but they lost the fight and NATO
marched eastward, which eventually provoked the Russians to launch a preventive war. Had
the United States and its allies not moved to bring Ukraine into NATO in April 2008, or had
they been willing to accommodate Moscow’s security concerns after the Ukraine crisis broke
out in February 2014, there probably would be no war in Ukraine today and its borders
would look like they did when it gained its independence in 1991. The West made a colossal
blunder, which it and many others are not done paying for.

*
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and subscribe to our Telegram Channel. Feel free to repost and share widely Global
Research articles.

Notes

1 This paper was written to serve as the basis for public talks | have given or will give on the Ukraine
conflict. See, for example: this.

2 https://nationalinterest.org/feature/causes-and-consequences-ukraine-crisis-203182https://jmss.org/ar
ticle/view/76584https://harpers.org/archive/2023/06/why-are-we-in-ukraine/https://nationalinterest.org/f
eature/course-correcting-toward-diplomacy-ukraine-

| 15



crisis-204171https://www.amazon.com/How-West-Brought-Ukraine-Understanding/dp/0991076702/ref=
pd_vtp_h_vft_none_pd_vtp_h_vft_none_sccl_1/142-3537937-61212377?pd_rd_w=ezoTp&content-
id=amznl.sym.a5610dee-0db9-4ad9-a7a9-14285a430f83&pf rd_p=a5610dee-0db9-4ad9-
a7a9-14285a430f83&pf _rd_r=ZGPKT)5C49MCEE3RVTNG&pd_rd_wg=TalQh&pd rd r=a9e88789-
€d82-47ab-95d8-03165a6f271b&pd_rd_i=0991076702&psc=1https://scheerpost.com/2022/04/09/forme
r-nato-military-analyst-blows-the-whistle-on-wests-ukraine-invasion-narrative/

3 http://www.en.kremlin.ru/events/president/transcripts/70565

4 http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/71445

http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/71391
5 https://nationalinterest.org/feature/course-correcting-toward-diplomacy-ukraine-crisis-204171; https://
tass.com/politics/1634479

6 http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/71391

Putin briefly mentioned these two goals in his 24 February 2023 speech announcing the invasion of
Ukraine. But they were not realistic goals, given that Russia was launching a “special military operation”
that did not aim at conquering all of Ukraine. http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/67843Thus, it
is not surprising that Putin abandoned these two goals during the Istanbul negotiations in March 2022.
https://www.ft.com/content/7fl4efe8-2f4c-47a2-aabb-9a755a39b626

7 Germany invaded Poland on 1 September 1939 with approximately 1.5 million soldiers. The Polish
territory it conquered for purposes of annexing and administering was about 188,000 square kilometers
and was populated by about 22.1 million Poles. Ukraine without Crimea was roughly 603,601 square
kilometers and had a population of 41 million Ukrainians when Russia invaded on 24 February 2022. In
other words, Ukraine was geographically more than three times larger than the part of Poland that the
Germans conquered in 1939 and Ukraine had close to twice the population. For the Ukraine numbers,
see notes 9 and 28. For the Polish numbers, see: Robert M. Kennedy, The German Campaign in Poland
(1939), (Washington, DC: Department of the Army, 1956), p. 77; Richard C. Lukas, Forgotten Holocaust:
The Poles under German Occupation, 1939-1944 (Lexington, KY: University of Kentucky Press, 1986), p.
2; and http://rcin.org.pl/Content/15652/WA51_13607_r2011-nr12_Monografie.pdf

8 http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/71391

9 Pre-2014 Ukraine was 603,628 square km. Crimea (27,000), Donetsk (26,517), Kherson (28,461),
Luhansk (26,684), and Zaporozhe (27,180) represent approximately 23 percent of Ukraine’s territory. If
the Russians also annexed Dnipropetrovsk (31,914), Kharkiv (31,415), Mykolaiv (24,598), and Odessa
(33,310), they would control about 43 percent of pre-2014 Ukraine.

10 https://russiancouncil.ru/en/analytics-and-comments/comments/six-months-into-the-conflict-what-ex
actly-does-russia-hope-to-achieve-in-ukraine/

https://www.newstatesman.com/world/europe/ukraine/2023/02/russia-cannot-afford-lose-need-victory-s
ergey-karaganov-what-putin-wants
11 https://www.nato.int/nato_static_fl2014/assets/pdf/2020/4/pdf/2003-NATO-Russia_en.pdf

12 https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_briefs/RB10014.html

13 https://www.cfr.org/article/how-much-aid-has-us-sent-ukraine-here-are-six-charts; https://www.washi
ngtonpost.com/national-security/2023/04/18/russia-ukraine-war-us-involvement-leaked-documents/

| 16



14 https://www.france24.com/en/europe/20230330-live-charles-iii-addresses-german-parliament-during-
first-trip-abroad-as-king

15 https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-resolution/322/text

16 https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2023/06/14/ukraine-counteroffensive-biden-supp
ort/

17 https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2023/04/18/russia-ukraine-war-us-involvement-le
aked-documents/

18 https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2023/04/18/russia-ukraine-war-us-involvement-le
aked-documents/

19 https://foreignpolicy.com/2023/04/17/the-west-is-preparing-for-russias-disintegration/

20 https://foreignpolicy.com/2023/05/15/ukraine-nato-membership-europe-russia-war/?tpcc=recirc_late
st062921
https://www.nytimes.com/2023/06/14/us/politics/biden-nato-ukraine.htmlhttps://www.stripes.com/theate
rs/europe/2023-06-16/ukraine-status-nato-military-aid-10457960.html?utm_campaign=dfn-
ebb&utm_medium=email&utm_source=sailthru

21 https://kyivindependent.com/stoltenberg-says-ukraine-will-join-nato-vows-continued-support-despite-
russias-dangerous-and-reckless-nuclear-rhetoric/

22 https://www.wsj.com/articles/chinas-xi-makes-first-call-to-zelensky-since-russian-invasion-b784bb7f?
mod=world_lead_pos2

23 https://kyivindependent.com/zelensky-ukraine-applies-for-fast-track-nato-accession/#:~:text=30%2
C%20President%20Volodymyr%20Zelensky%?20said,and%20we%20protect%20each%?20other.

24 see this
25 see this

26 https://www.militarytimes.com/news/your-military/2023/06/12/russias-improved-weaponry-and-tactic
s-challenge-ukraine-offensive/

27 https://tass.com/defense/1524515

28 Russia had roughly 144 million people at the start of the conflict, while Ukraine had 41 million, a
figure that includes the people living in the the Donbass but does not include the 2.4 million people
living in Crimea. That yields a 3.5:1 ratio in Russia’s favor. As noted, approximately 8 million Ukrainians
have left the country since the war started - about 3 million of them have gone to Russia and the other
5 million have gone to the West. Furthermore, Russia has annexed territory in Ukraine, not all of which
it now controls. Before the war started in February 2022, there were roughly 8.8 million people in the
four oblasts that Russia has annexed, some of whom are in territory that Russia does not yet control
and some of whom are included in the 3 million Ukrainians who have moved to Russia. It seems
reasonable to assume that 4 million of the 8.8 million that were in those oblasts before the war are now
under Russian control. Thus, Russia now has a population of 151 million (144 + 3 million refugees + 4
million people in the areas in Eastern Ukraine it now controls). Ukraine, on the other hand, has 30
million people in its present population (41 million - 8 million refugees - 4 million people in the areas in

| 17



eastern Ukraine that Russia now controls). Those numbers yield a 5:1 Russian advantage. Of course,
those numbers could change if large numbers of Ukrainian refugees return home or if Russia conquers
substantially more Ukrainian territory and annexes it. Regardless, Ukraine will remain decisively
outnumbered when it comes to population size.

https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC132458https://www.economist.com/europe/2
022/12/12/the-war-has-worsened-ukraines-demographic-
woeshttps://www.russiamatters.org/analysis/whats-ahead-war-ukrainehttps://tass.com/society/1627949
https://www.rt.com/russia/577546-ukraine-population-shrink-half/

29 https://kyivindependent.com/danilov-ukraine-lost-7-5-times-fewer-troops-than-russians-in-
bakhmut/; https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-64955537

30 To quote a Ukrainian infantryman fighting in Bakhmut, “It's a pity that probably 90% of our losses
are from artillery - or tanks and aviation ... And much less (casualties) from shooting battles.”
https://kyivindependent.com/battle-of-bakhmut-ukrainian-soldiers-worry-russians-begin-to-taste-victory/
; https://www.moonofalabama.org/2023/03/ukraine-is-lying-about-casualty-ratios-to-justify-holding-of-ba
khmut.html

31 https://english.elpais.com/international/2023-03-01/ukraine-outgunned-10-to-1-in-massive-artillery-b
attle-with-russia.html

https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/national-security/russia-ukraine-war-ammo-rcna56210https://babel.u
a/en/news/81312-forbes-russia-has-a-five-fold-advantage-in-artillery-but-western-weapons-can-change-
the-
situationhttps://kyivindependent.com/why-ukraine-struggles-to-combat-russias-artillery-superiority/https
:/lwww.washingtonpost.com/world/2023/04/20/bakhmut-ukraine-war-leaked-documents/https://kyivinde
pendent.com/battle-of-bakhmut-ukrainian-soldiers-worry-russians-begin-to-taste-
victory/https://kyivindependent.com/ukrainian-soldiers-in-bakhmut-our-troops-are-not-being-protected/h
ttps://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2023/03/13/ukraine-casualties-pessimism-ammunition-shortage/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2023/04/08/ukraine-ammunition-shortage-shells-ration/?utm_ca
mpaign=wp_post_most&utm_medium=email&utm_source=newsletter&wpisrc=nl_most&carta-
url=https%3A%2F%2Fs2.washingtonpost.com%2Fcar-In-
tr%2F39a85b2%2F6431956453816d1ce09541f1%2F5972c5a9ae7e8alcf4aflc87%2F31%2F72%2F6431
956453816d1ce09541f1&wp _cu=45c484975590037f02458fe7cb0bc152%7CCOE249690CC33FB5E0430
100007FF646https://www.rt.com/russia/575278-ukraine-general-lament-state-army/?utm_source=Newsl|
etter&utm_medium=Email&utm_campaign=Email

32 Itis difficult to determine the number of Russian and Ukrainian casualties, as both sides provide little
information on their own casualties and questionable information on their opponent’s casualties. It is
worth noting, however, that both pro-Ukrainian and pro-Western accounts of battlefield events often
talk about the remarkably high casualty levels the Ukrainian forces are suffering, while there is no
equivalent discourse in the pro-Russian descriptions of the battlefield. There are certainly discussions of
Russian casualties, but one sees little evidence that Russian forces are suffering especially high
casualty levels like their Ukrainian counterparts. Various governments, institutions, and individuals offer
casualty estimates, but do not provide an explanation for how they arrived at their numbers. A rare
exception is a careful analysis of the protracted Battle of Bakhmut by a pro-Russian blogger, who
estimates that the casualty-exchange ratio in that fight favored the Russians by roughly 2:1.

33 see this
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2023/03/06/bakhmut-wagner-mercenaries-russia-ukraine/https:/

| 18



/www.wsj.com/articles/wagner-and-russian-army-cooperate-in-fresh-push-to-take-bakhmut-114fe886htt
ps://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2023/03/08/how-many-russians-have-been-killed-in-ukraine?ut
m_content=article-link-3&etear=nl_today_3&utm_campaign=r.the-economist-
today&utm_medium=email.internal-newsletter.np&utm_source=salesforce-marketing-
cloud&utm_term=3/8/2023&utm_id=1517391

34 https://www.jstor.org/stable/2538780
35 https://www.russiamatters.org/analysis/whats-ahead-war-ukraine

36 On the American Civil War, see the casualty figures for the initial offenders and defenders in the first
twelve major battles of that bloody conflict in Richard E. Beringer et al., Why the South Lost the Civil
War (Athens, GA: University of Georgia Press, 1986), p. 460. Regarding WWI, consider two of the major
battles that took place in 1916. At the Battle of Verdun, which Germany initiated against France and
where 23 million artillery shell were fired by the two sides, there were 350,000 German casualties and
400,000 French casualties. In the Battle of the Somme, where British and French forces initiated the
attack against the German army and where 1,700,000 shells were fired on the first day alone, the Allies
suffered roughly 620,000 casualties, while the German suffered 550,000 casualties. Martin Gilbert, Atlas
of the First World War (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1970), pp. 53, 56;

and https://www.historic-uk.com/HistoryUK/HistoryofBritain/Battle-of-the-Somme/;
https://www.britannica.com/event/Battle-of-Verdun

37 https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2023/04/20/bakhmut-ukraine-war-leaked-documents/
38 https://tass.com/defense/1524515

39 For evidence that Russian ground forces are in good shape after fourteen months of war and likely to
improve moving forward, see the recent congressional testimony by General Christopher Cavoli, the
Supreme Allied Commander in Europe.

https://www.stripes.com/theaters/europe/2023-04-26/ukraine-russia-offensive-eucom-congress-9928802
.html?utm_campaign=dfn-ebb&utm_medium=email&utm_source=sailthru&SToverlay=2002c2d9-
€344-4bbb-8610-
e5794efcfa7dhttps://armedservices.house.gov/sites/republicans.armedservices.house.gov/files/04.26.23
%20Cavoli%20Statement%20v2.pdfhttps://www.economist.com/syrsky-interviewhttps://www.kyivpost.c
om/post/15227#:~:text=War%20in%20Ukraine-
,%27They%20Should%20Not%20Be%20Underestimated%27%3A%20A%20Ukrainian%20Soldier%20De
scribes,says%20a%20serviceman%20in%20Kreminna.https://rusi.org/explore-our-research/publications/
special-resources/meatgrinder-russian-tactics-second-year-its-invasion-ukraine

40 https://responsiblestatecraft.org/2023/04/17/lieven-inside-ukraine-some-real-breaks-and-insights/

https://kyivindependent.com/battle-of-bakhmut-ukrainian-soldiers-worry-russians-begin-to-taste-victory/
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-64955537https://www.kyivpost.com/post/15227https://www.n
ytimes.com/2023/06/17/world/europe/russia-ukraine-war-
tactics.htmlhttps://www.militarytimes.com/news/your-military/2023/06/12/russias-improved-weaponry-a
nd-tactics-challenge-ukraine-
offensive/https://rusi.org/explore-our-research/publications/special-resources/meatgrinder-russian-tactic
s-second-year-its-invasion-
ukrainehttps://www.economist.com/europe/2023/05/21/russias-army-is-learning-on-the-battlefield?utm_
medium=cpc.adword.pd&utm_source=google&ppccampaigniD=17210591673&ppcadlD=&utm_campai

| 19



gn=a.22brand_pmax&utm_content=conversion.direct-
response.anonymous&gclid=CjoKCQjwnMWkBhDLARISAHBOftrBBcuughkoC_blsz3jrXFjUYLFreTmzrqvsoZ
OQhKLRO60UOAOVEQaAIliEALW_wcBé&gclsrc=aw.ds

41 https://www.ft.com/content/aeeOelal-c464-4af9-alc8-73fcbcdb6edl?

https://www.wsj.com/articles/eu-to-send-ukraine-a-million-artillery-shells-as-russia-gains-ground-5e25a0
64https://www.rt.com/russia/573610-russia-ammo-production-putin/

https://www.wsj.com/articles/u-s-reaches-deep-into-its-global-ammunition-stockpiles-to-help-ukraine-82
24d985https://www.nytimes.com/2023/03/16/world/europe/ukraine-ammunition-bakhmut.html#:~:text
=the%20main%20story-
,Ukraine%20Burns%20Through%20Ammunition%20in%20Bakhmut%2C%20Putting%20Future%20Fight
s%?20at,jeopardize%20a%20planned%?20springtime%20campaign.https://www.reuters.com/world/europ
e/germany-only-has-20000-high-explosive-artillery-shells-left-
report-2023-06-19/#:~:text=BERLIN%2C%20June%2019%20(Reuters),the%20need%20for%20urgent%
20purchases.

42 http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/71445
http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/71391

43 https://www.wsj.com/articles/ukraine-runs-into-russian-air-superiority-82c621c

44 https://kyivindependent.com/russias-smart-bombs-pose-increasingly-serious-threat-to-ukraine/

https://www.rt.com/russia/575978-ukraine-glide-bombs-offensive/https://www.nytimes.com/2023/05/25/
world/europe/russia-ukraine-soviet-bombs.html?smid=nytcore-ios-share&referringSource=articleShare

45 https://www.rt.com/russia/576996-russia-conditions-ukraine-peace/

46 “A poll in February and March [2023] by the Kyiv International Institute of Sociology found 87 per
cent of Ukrainians considered any territorial concessions to achieve peace unacceptable. Only 9 per
cent said they would accept concessions if it meant lasting peace.”

https://www.ft.com/content/d68b4007-4ddf-4320-b29a-f2eee2662d6e

47 https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/ukrainealert/the-truth-behind-ukraine-s-language-policy/
This article makes it clear how important language is for fueling the troubles inside Ukraine.

48 http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/66181

49 https://mondediplo.com/2023/01/04ukraine

50 https://www.nybooks.com/online/2023/04/21/derussification-ukraine-libraries/?utm_medium=email&
utm_campaign=NYR%2004-23-23%20Tallman%20Benfey%20Bell%20Rudick%20Debevec-
McKenney%?20Schaeffer&utm_content=NYR%2004-23-23%20Tallman%20Benfey%20Bell%20Rudick%?2
ODebevec-
McKenney%?20Schaeffer+CID_b19f74f0617664032481c98beab30139&utm_source=Newsletter&utm_ter
M=A%20B00k%20i5%20a%20Quiet%20Weapon

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/interactive/2023/ukraine-russian-influence-destruction/?itid=hp-

| 20



top-table-main_p001_f004

51 https://goodfaithmedia.org/understanding-zelenskyys-we-will-not-forgive-we-will-not-forget
52 https://www.thenation.com/article/world/ukraine-russia-nationalism-war/

53 https://www.nytimes.com/2023/04/22/world/europe/zelensky-russian-ban-ukraine.html

https://www.wsj.com/articles/schools-in-occupied-ukraine-seek-to-turn-children-into-loyal-russians-d26cf
4e?mod=hp_lead_pos6

54 https://www.rt.com/russia/577407-donetsk-ukrainian-language-pushilin/

55 https://consortiumnews.com/2022/12/13/patrick-lawrence-germany-the-lies-of-empire/
https://www.rt.com/russia/567873-zakharova-merkel-minsk-agreements/

56 https://consortiumnews.com/2022/12/05/scott-ritter-merkel-reveals-wests-duplicity/

https://www.rt.com/russia/577553-poroshenko-minsk-accords-nato/On Zelensky,
https://www.rt.com/russia/571243-zelensky-minsk-agreements-failure/

57 https://www.rt.com/russia/567967-putin-thinks-shouldve-started-sooner/

http://www.en.kremlin.ru/events/president/transcripts/70565http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/
71445http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/71391https://www.rt.com/russia/578175-lavrov-ukrain
e-world-order/

58 The World Bank reports that: “The Russian Federation’s invasion of Ukraine, the subsequent
disruption of energy, food, metals and other supplies, and the tightening of monetary policy and
financial conditions dramatically slowed growth in Europe and Central Asia (ECA) in 2022. Growth of
regional activity weakened to 1.2 percent in 2022 from 7.1 percent in 2021.”

https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/004535c2-fbcd-4e96-9439-bcdbc502c
2b3/contenthttps://www.wsj.com/articles/world-bank-warns-of-lost-decade-for-global-economy-aba506a
4https://www.politico.eu/article/74-percent-of-europeans-agree-with-french-president-emmanuel-macro
n-on-china-us-defense-report-shows/

59 https://www.nytimes.com/2023/04/17/world/europe/nato-russia-ukraine-war.html

https://armedservices.house.gov/sites/republicans.armedservices.house.gov/files/04.26.23%20Cavoli%?2
OStatement%20v2.pdf

60 https://www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/playing-fire-ukraine
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Featured image: President Joe Biden travels to Kyiv, Ukraine Monday, February 20, 2023. (Official White
House Photo by Adam Schultz)
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