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A year when Ukraine reminded us what a lion’s heart looks like

Pix, konu Yrpaina nacaoana nam, sik uensioac nesune cepye
Ascmpaniticokuti gilicokogutl excnepm M. Pasin nazadye, wo pik momy, Ha NOYAmMKy pociliCbKo2o
B8MOPEHEHHS, GIH NUCAB, WO ICMOPISi CHOBHEHA OANCAHHSA WBUOKUX ONnepayii, AKi
nepemeoprmscs Ha 0062 6ilinu. Ha scans, mak cmanocs 8 Yrpaini, axa cmana
UWUPOKOMACUUMAOHOIO BIUHOIO 3 2TUOOKUMU HACTIOKAMU 0151 080X BOIOIOUUX CMOPIH | 2100aNbHOT
besnexu. L] 6itina, sk i 6ci nonepedHti, € CyKynuicmio ioeti, Op2anizayiil i mexHo102il NonepeoHix
KOH@IIKMIG: HedasHi onepayii no 6opomuv0i 3 noecmanyamu, B’ emnam, Agpeanicman, ceimosi
gitinu XX cm. ma konixmu nabazamo enubuio2o munynoeo. B Yrpaini nabazamo 6invuie
Hacmynnocmi, Hidc 3smiH. Li beznepepsnocmi necko eécadamu. Baxcausicmo cmpameeii,
RIOKpInieHoi 00IPYHMOBAHUMU NPUNYWEHHAMY, euliuila Ha nepuiull niaw. [Ipesudenm pocii
80J100UMUP NYMIH NPOICHOPYBAE Yell BUCTIB | ONUHUBCSA Y BIlIHI, AKA MPUBANA 008ule i
Kowmyeana oinvule, Hidc 8iH yA61a6. Llenmpanvha ponb Xopouo2o MamepianbHO-mexHiYHO20
3abe3neuents Ha Noi 60 Ma HAYIOHATLHUX KOHCIMPYKYI NIOMPUMKU 8I0iepana pob, KOu
pocisnu 2onodysanu. Cowsu, maxi Hcummeso 8axiciusi 8 6a2amvox nonepeonix GilHax,
sussuucs saxcausumu. Lle paz npooemoHcmposano HeoOXiOHicmb 6Cmyny 6 OIUNCHIU Oill, K
Havyucmiuie 801e8UABNEHHS TIOOUHU.
https://www.smh.com.au/world/europe/a-year-when-ukraine-reminded-us-what-a-lion-s-heart-
looks-like-20230221-p5cm6l.html
A year ago, on the morning of the Russian invasion, I wrote that “history is full of a desire for
rapid [military] operations that turn into long wars”. Unfortunately, this has been the case in
Ukraine, which has become a large-scale war with profound implications for the two belligerents
and global security.
This war, like all before it, is an aggregation of ideas, organisations, and technologies from
previous conflicts: recent counter-insurgency operations, Vietnam, Afghanistan, the world wars of
the 20th century and the conflicts from much deeper in the past. There is far more continuity than
change in Ukraine.
These continuities are easily divined. The importance of strategy — underpinned by sound
assumptions — has come to the fore. Russian President Vladimir Putin ignored this dictum and
found himself in a war that has lasted longer and cost more than he imagined. The centrality of
good battlefield logistics and national support constructs has played out as Russians have gone
hungry. Alliances, so vital in many previous wars, have proven essential. The need to engage in
close combat, the purest expression of human will, has once again been demonstrated.
But two ancient concepts stand out.
First, surprise has been a constant feature. We were surprised at the lack of Russian competence
and at Ukrainian battlefield prowess. Many (including Russia) have been surprised by the
resilience and commitment of the NATO alliance in its ongoing support for Ukraine. Offensives
that led to Ukrainian battlefield victories north of Kyiv, in Kherson and in Kharkiv, have amazed
us. No matter how sophisticated or advanced our societies become, and how good sensor and
intelligence networks might be, the agency of human beings and their desire to surprise their
adversaries remains constant.
The second continuity is leadership. This was in evidence early on when Western leaders like US
President Joe Biden and then-British PM Boris Johnson pledged support for the defence of
Ukraine. It has also been shown by leaders from Poland, Estonia and Finland.
Battlefield leadership — a key asymmetry — has also been fundamental in Ukraine’s turning the
tide. And, most crucially, the leadership of a former comedian-turned-president, Volodymyr
Zelensky, has united his people, inspired his army and encouraged us all to support his nation and
expect more of our own national leaders.
As we step into the second year of this war, we are all changed by its conduct and we ponder its
impact. Whether this is about one’s cost of living or the multitude of lessons for the grand strategic




competition between the United States and China, we now live in a very different world from the
one that existed on February 23, 2022.

It is no longer a world where, as President Xi describes, the West is declining and the East is rising.
Not only has the war reinvigorated NATO, but it has also reignited the knowledge that, as flawed
as our democracies are, they are worth defending against those who propose more brutal forms of
governance. There is a global systemic rivalry taking place, of which Ukraine is a symptom.
Unfortunately, this is a rivalry with negative trend lines. And, as we have seen with the recent
Chinese balloon over America, it is getting more intense and impassioned.

It is a world where national resilience, stockpiling and helping oneself before asking for help is
revitalised. Nations are no longer safe (or sage) in assuming large wars are part of the past and that
indigenous defence industry can be replaced with imports from overseas. After 2014, Ukraine
spent years reforming its military and national security apparatus to repel Russian aggression. This
involved an intellectual shift to NATO systems and ideas, as well as stockpiling enough arms and
supplies to last until the West might be able to assist. They knew that despite international
agreements they would have to help themselves — and prove themselves — before others might
come to their assistance. It is a concept sorely lacking in many of our polities.

It is a world where robotics and algorithms are no longer discretionary elements of war, they are
now central to its conduct. The Cambrian explosion of autonomous systems and algorithmic
support in this war means that the time between detection and destruction is so brief now that many
traditional weapons may no longer be viable. It means there is now an adaptation battle to develop
better autonomous weapons and defend against them with counter-autonomy systems. And it
demands our military institutions invest in rethinking war-fighting concepts and organisations, as
well as how they develop their people to partner with, not operate, these new-age and more
intelligent machines.

Finally, a year on, we understand more about what we value as individuals and nations. Many of
us have been forced to contemplate not only what kinds of nations we want to live in, but how
much worse our lives might be if we don’t stand up for our values, sovereignty and democratic
ideals. This rejection of authoritarians was in evidence again this week as President Biden visited
Kyiv. He spoke of how the Ukrainians “remind us that freedom is priceless; it’s worth fighting for
as long as it takes. And that’s how long we’re going to be with you... for as long as it takes.”

In the past year, there have been comparisons between Zelensky and Winston Churchill. This is
apt for many reasons. In November 1954, Winston Churchill celebrated his 80th birthday with a
speech at Westminster. He reached back to the early days of the Second World War, noting “it
was the nation...that was the lion’s heart. I had the luck to be called upon to give the roar.”

In the past year, we have seen anew what a nation with a lion’s heart looks like. And with its
young, charismatic leader, Ukraine and the world were lucky that Zelensky was called upon to
give the roar.

It behoves us all to strive to live up to the courage and commitment of the Ukrainian leader and
his people. In his darkest hour, when asking for ammunition instead of a ride, Zelensky demanded
of the free world not a way out of the war but a way to stay, save his people and win the war.

It was a roar heard around the world.



