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Problem statement and its relation to important
scientific or practical tasks. For a long time, Belarusian
issues remained on the periphery of Ukrainian research-
ers' attention. The lack of interest was due to the low
bilateral relations intensity, different foreign policy aspir-
ations of the two states, the lack of a full-fledged dialogue
between Ukrainian and Belarusian societies etc. This
was partly due to the influence of the Russian Federation
(RF), which was not interested in Ukrainian-Belarusian
cooperation developing without the Kremlin's patronage.
Therefore, Ukraine had to consider the factor of Russia in
building relations with Belarus. This, as well as several
other factors, determined the situational nature of Ukrain-
ian-Belarusian cooperation in the absence of a meaning-
ful strategy for bilateral relations building.

Analysis of recent researches and publications,
which have initiated problem solution, the author relies
on. With the beginning of the Russian-Ukrainian war in
2014, the level of interest in Belarus began to grow act-
ively. In particular, in scientific and expert circles. Since
then, an increasing number of scientific publications?, dis-
sertations®* and analytical materials>® have appeared.
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In light of the mediation aspirations of the Belarusian
authorities, some interest in determining the role of Belarus
in the settlement of the war in Ukraine arose among Bela-
rusian researchers, in particular: D. Yurchak’ and A. Kosov?,
A. Tikhomirov>'°. Joint research, discussion notes, etc.
have become a characteristic phenomenon. Ukrainian and
Belarusian authors which reflected the views on the prob-
lematic issues of Ukrainian-Belarusian relations''2. Some
interest in this topic was observed among Russian authors,
for example, L. Shanshieva analyzed the place and role
of Belarus in the context of the “Ukrainian crisis”'>!415,
which, among other things, was seen as a threat to national
security of the Republic of Belarus'®.

Goal statement (task statement). The position
of the Belarusian authorities on Russia's aggression
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against Ukraine, the gradual increase of Russian influ-
ence on Alexander Lukashenko, the intensification of
integration processes within the Union State, led to a
significant deterioration of Ukrainian-Belarusian rela-
tions, followed by Belarus's actual entry into the war.
Accordingly, the question arose of determining the role
of Belarus in this war. Therefore, given the above cir-
cumstances, it is important to trace back the process
of transformation that the Belarusian government has
undergone in its positioning on the Russian-Ukrainian
war from 2014 to 2022.

Presentation of research material with full justi-
fication of findings. The Russian invasion of Ukraine
in February 2014 marked not only the beginning of a
fundamentally new stage in Russian-Ukrainian rela-
tions with further aggravation and military escalation,
but also changed the nature and dynamics of Russia's
relations with neighboring countries. Accordingly, in
a somewhat broader, regional context, Russia's war
against Ukraine has led to a reform of interstate relations
in Eastern Europe. A new geopolitical reality began to
shape, which led to a change in traditional approaches to
the development of relations and created new conditions
for further cooperation. Against this background, the
position of the states in which Russia has traditionally
maintained its political, economic, and military pres-
ence was important. First, this concerned the Republic
of Belarus, which, as an ally of Russia, is a member of
the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) and a member of
the Collective Security Treaty (CSTO) and is a member
of the supranational Union State. Thus, as a result of
Ukraine's unequivocal pro-Western orientation and con-
frontation with Russia, the Belarusian authorities faced
the need to find new approaches to cooperation with
the parties. The key task, in such circumstances, was to
find a balance between dependence on Russia and allied
commitments and the threat posed by Russia's aggres-
sive policy towards Belarus itself. At the same time, it
was important to maintain constructive relations with
the new Ukrainian government.

Supporting Ukraine's territorial integrity, Alexan-
der Lukashenko advocated resolving complex domes-
tic and international problems only through peaceful
means'’. At the same time, on March 27, 2014, during
a special session of the UN General Assembly, Belarus
refused to condemn Russia's actions against Crimea.
Thus, based on these circumstances and guided by its
own national interests, the Belarusian leadership has
taken a restrained and neutral position on the Crimea
annexation and the war in Ukraine. This development
was unequivocally negatively perceived by some Rus-
sian political scientists, which led to the assessment of

17 Kyuma 00roBopuB i3 mpesujeHtoM binopyci mo Ttenedony
cuTyauito B Ykpaini, JIykameHKo BHCTYNHB 3a TEPUTOPialbHY
nimicuicts  Ykpainu. URL:  https://ua.interfax.com.ua/news/
political/194435 .html

Alexander Lukashenko's actions as excessive sympathy
for the Ukrainian leadership and betrayal of Russia's.

Instead, the position of the Belarusian side was gen-
erally positively received by the Ukrainian leadership.
Evidence of this was the visit of Acting President of
Ukraine, Chairman of the Verkhovna Rada Oleksandr
Turchynov to Minsk on March 29, 2014. In this regard,
the words of Alexander Lukashenko, who stated during
the meeting that “Our borders are not borders of div-
ision, but of friendship, were quite revealing. We will
always be close to you, as the friendliest state, and,
based on this, will build our relations”. This clearly
showed the dualism of Belarus' foreign policy: on the
one hand, it voted simultaneously with Russia against
Ukrainian resolutions in the UN General Assembly, and
on the other — avoided recognition of the annexation of
Crimea and benefited from trade and economic cooper-
ation with Ukraine®.

At the same time, the Belarusian authorities con-
tinued to pursue the course of economic cooperation
with Russia. Thus, on May 29, 2014, Belarus joined the
Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU). Bilateral cooper-
ation in the security sphere also remained intensive. On
March 12, 2014, Alexander Lukashenko suggested that
Russia deploy an additional 15 aircraft due to NATO
activity and the escalation of the situation near the bor-
der with Belarus?!. And already on March 13, Russia sent
Su-27 fighters and military transport planes to Belarus?.
Such actions were dictated by the intentions voiced in
April 2013 by the Minister of Defense of the Russian
Federation Sergei Shoigu in 2015 to create an air Rus-
sian Air Force base in Belarus for permanent residence?®.

Thus, according to Belarusian historian Alexan-
der Tikhomirov, the game of the Belarusian leader-
ship was more subtle. Supporting the official Kyiv in
a number of positions, it did not ruin the established
relations with Russia, completely abandoning the use of
the terms “Russian aggression”, “Russian occupation”
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and “annexation of Crimea by Russia”?*. Nevertheless,
Russian aggression in Ukraine has affected Belarusian
domestic political processes. Fearing that Russia would
repeat the Ukrainian scenario in Belarus, the martial
law was amended. According to which, martial law in
Belarus could be imposed in the event of “sending by
another state or on behalf of another state to the territory
of the Republic of Belarus armed gangs (groups), irregu-
lar forces, mercenaries, or units of regular troops” 2.

It is important to note that the Belarusian society
was generally positive about Alexander Lukashenko's
policy towards the events in Ukraine. According to
opinion polls conducted by the Independent Institute
for Economic and Political Studies (IISEPS) in 2014,
the majority of the population, 58.7%, “unequivo-
cally / rather positively” assessed the president's policy
on events in Ukraine®. 74.8% of citizens did not sup-
port the introduction of Russian troops into Ukraine
through the territory of Belarus, while 15.2% positively
assessed this possibility. Another 10% had no answer to
this question. Regarding the participation of Belarusian
citizens in hostilities on the territory of Ukraine, 76.9%
of Belarusians were negative about this idea?’.

At the same time, in their attitude to Russia's annex-
ation of Crimea, 26.9% of Belarusians called it “imper-
ialist seizure and occupation”, while 62.2% perceived
it as “Russia's return of Russian lands, restoration of
historical justice”. The war in Donbass was assessed
by 23.2% as a “Russian uprising” and by 65.5% as a
“popular protest against illegitimate rule”. 30.1% agreed
with the participants in the armed protests in eastern
Ukraine as “terrorists”, while 54.1% disagreed. At the
same time, 50.9% of Belarusians perceived the new
Ukrainian government as “fascists”, with which 28.8%
of citizens disagreed®. Such data show that the major-
ity of Belarusians, as of 2014, shared the Russian inter-
pretation of the Russian-Ukrainian conflict. Moreover,
among regular Russian television viewers, support for
Russia's position was markedly higher than the average
among respondents. However, among those who did not
watch Russian television at all, most also considered the
annexation of Crimea legal. It is obvious that people's
attitudes were no less important than the informational
influence in this case”. In this way, both Belarusian

2 TuxomupoB A. YKpauHCKHMH Kpu3uc U benapych: UTOTH roa.
benapycka-nonvckis aonocinvl: cicmopuls i cy4yacHacyb : Mard-
peisutel MikHap. kpyriara crama, Minck, 30 xactp. 2014 1. /
pankan.: B. I Ilamypeki (amk. panm.) [i imm.]. Minck: Bein.
wHTp BAY, 2015. C. 69-84. URL: https://elib.bsu.by/bitstream/
123456789/110741/1/tihimirov_2014 BelPol.pdf

2B HOBOI pelakiuy u3joxeH 3akoH «O BOCHHOM IOJIOKEHUI.
URL.: https://normativka.by/lib/news/13905

*TIpecc-penus 1Mo pe3yibTaTaM HaIMOHAJIBHOTO OIIpoca B AeKa-
Ope. 2014. URL: http://www.iiseps.org/?p=278

27 VKpauHCKUIl KOMIIaC IJIs TEONONUTHYECKUX MOIItocoB bBena-
pycu. URL: http://www.iiseps.org/?p=1405

BTIpecc-pein3 1o pe3yliETaTaM HaHOHAIBHOTO OMpoca B HIOHE
2014. URL: http://www.iiseps.org/?p=2689

2 TaMm camo.
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society and the government were able to reach a consen-
sus on their position on Russian aggression in Ukraine.
This ensured socio-political stability within the country,
maintained a dialogue with Russia, helped create a posi-
tive image of Belarus in the West, and was generally an
acceptable option for Ukraine's leadership, which relied
on security guarantees from Alexander Lukashenko.
Declaring neutrality and equidistance from both
sides, the next important step was for the Belarusian
leadership to play a mediating role in resolving the
Russia-Ukraine conflict. Since 2014, Minsk has been a
venue for negotiations on resolving the war in Ukraine.
The choice of the place of negotiations was advanta-
geous for Ukraine not only in terms of logistics. The
image of a neutral mediator state allowed Belarus to
distance itself from Russia. Thus, the Belarusian leader-
ship avoided the need to deploy a Russian air base on its
territory, the creation of which not only posed a threat
to the sovereignty of Belarus and Ukraine. According to
Belarusian political scientist Yevgeny Preigerman, this
gave the Ukrainian authorities reason to perceive the
neighboring state as a guarantor of their own security,
and not as a springboard for the Russian military — given
all the obligations in the field of defense and security™®.
Despite its status as an ally of the Russian Federation
and its membership in the CSTO, the position taken by
the Belarusian authorities in the Russian-Ukrainian war,
as well as mediation in the peace process, was in line
with the spirit of neutrality in Belarus' foreign policy?!.
In fact, the Belarusian side did not take any initiatives
to resolve the conflict. Without recognizing the annexa-
tion of Crimea and the status of the so-called LPR and
DPR*, Minsk became only a platform for negotiations
between the parties, which took place in various formats.
In fact, the peacekeeping and mediation functions of the
Belarusian authorities were limited to this. However,
the very non-interference of Belarus in the conflict has
become a manifestation of its own position and a valuable
political capital for Alexander Lukashenko. This turned
out to be enough to consolidate the image of a regional
donor of security and stability for Belarus, and the image
of a peacekeeper for the Belarusian president. Thus, the
Belarusian president acted as a guarantor of security and
non-invasion of Russian troops into Ukraine from Bela-
rusian territory. The balance between Ukraine and Bela-
rus in the face of Russian aggression has generally suited
both sides. However, even at this stage, the first precon-

30 MiHCBKi MIeperoBOpy 3aiIILTH Y TIIYXHid KyT, 4d BUHEH MiHCBhK?
URL: https://www.radiosvoboda.org/a/28993366.html
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memy: Cepis « Mixcnapooni sionocunuy. Bunyck 43.2017.C. 118.
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u Jlyranckoii o6nacTsx YKpauHbl HE MIMEIOT HUKAKOTO 3HAYCHHUSL.
URL: https://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cach
¢:ZdwkTpOCJ9EJ:https://udf.name/news/main_news/102502-
lukashenko-s-tochki-zreniya-prava-referendumy-v-doneckoy-
i-luganskoy-oblastyah-ukrainy-ne-imeyut-nikakogo-znacheniya.
html+&cd=1&hl=uk&ct=clnk&gl=pl
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ditions began to emerge, which indicated the gradual
preparation of Russia's military bridgehead in Belarus.
For example, Denis Ivashin, a Belarusian analyst with the
international intelligence community InformNapalm, was
skeptical of the Belarusian government's policies. Back in
2015, he wrote about the “need to sabotage the processes
of creating Russian military bases and help protect the
constitutionally neutral status of the Belarusian state™>.
He saw the threat in Russia's possible implementation of
the “Crimean scenario” in Belarus.

Russia has tried to promote its own interests in Bela-
rus, which were to increase its military presence and
strengthen control and influence over the Belarusian
government in the person of Alexander Lukashenko.
One of the many instruments of pressure on the Presi-
dent of Belarus was the joint Russian-Belarusian exer-
cise “West-2017”. The nature of the exercise, as well
as information and psychological operations carried out
by Russia during the exercise, indicated: an attempt to
destabilize Ukrainian-Belarusian relations, create addi-
tional tensions near the borders of Ukraine and NATO
member states, demonstrate its military presence in
Belarus and potentially threaten its sovereignty.

At the same time, the pro-Russian media carried out
targeted information campaigns to discredit Alexander
Lukashenko* and promote narratives about the possible
transit of power in Belarus and the preservation of state
independence. In this context, a special place was occu-
pied by the topic of possible annexation by Russia to
Belarus, which since the end of 2018 has been actively
raised by several Russian and Ukrainian media®.

It is notable that this information campaign, unlike
the previous ones, was large in scale and duration. If
earlier similar topics were raised mostly by marginal
Russian propaganda resources, now the main channels
of information are the state federal media and liberal
Russian media®. In this way, the Russian authorities
provided favorable informational and propagandistic
support for the hybrid aggression against Belarus, to
further destabilize the domestic political situation in
the country. One can agree with the opinion of the men-
tioned Denis Ivashin that the Russian aggression against
Belarus should be considered in one context with the
military aggression against Ukraine’.

3 TligroroBka miamgapmy I[IKC PO wa Tepuropii Bimopyci
(OSINT-anani3). Iugoepaghiva. URL: https://informnapalm.org/
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analiz-infografika/
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¢eiika. URL: https://naviny.by/article/20180802/1533204612-u-
-lukashenko-sluchilsya-ishemicheskiy-insult-uroki-feyka

3 TIyTHH rOTOBHUT aHHEKCHIO COBCEM CKopo: benapych ucue3Her
nascernay. URL: https://politeka.net/news/world/982953-putin-
gotovit-anneksiju-sovsem-skoro-belarus-ischeznet-navsegda/
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URL:  https://bsblog.info/rossijskaya-anneksiya-belarusi-chto-
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cekoro Heoimmepianismy (OSINT-amamiz). URL: https://
informnapalm.org/ua/hibrydna-ahresiia-rf-bilorus-i-ukraina/

The expected consequence of this development was
the political crisis after the 2020 presidential election
in Belarus. Analysts had predicted®® that the political
crisis in Belarus, despite its political consequences
(weakening of Belarusian statehood and restrictions on
sovereignty), had a significant impact on regional sec-
urity in Eastern Europe. The growing dependence of
Alexander Lukashenko on Russia has affected Ukrain-
ian-Belarusian relations and led to a gradual change
in the position of the Belarusian authorities regarding
Russia's aggression against Ukraine. Along with the
restriction of Alexander Lukashenko's domestic polit-
ical influence and his inability to shape his own foreign
policy, the anti-Ukrainian rhetoric of the Belarusian
ruler began to grow. State propaganda began to work
actively to form a negative image of Ukraine. This was
due to the expansion of Russia's information presence
in Belarus. The involvement of Russian specialists to
work on local television, and the borrowing of practices
and techniques previously used by the Russian media
towards Ukraine®*. From such positions, the statements
of the Ukrainian side about the intention to officially
abandon Minsk as a venue for negotiations on the stop-
ping of hostilities in eastern Ukraine seemed natural®.
Although, so far, both sides have been interested in
holding talks on the territory of Belarus.

The increase in Russia's political and information
presence was superimposed on the increase in Russia's
military activity in Belarus. In October 2021, a joint
training and combat training center for the Air Force
and Air Defense Forces was launched, which housed
Russian aircraft*. According to Belarusian military-pol-
itical observer Yegor Lebiadok, the creation of a train-
ing and combat center is a formally permanent exer-
cise, but in reality, it is a constant presence of Russian
combat units and weapons near Belarus®. In practice,
this could be interpreted as a departure from the neu-
trality that Alexander Lukashenko has long declared in
his approach to Russian aggression in Ukraine and the
recognition of Crimea's status. The change of position,
as well as the statement that Crimea is de facto and de

3 [peiirepman E, Maxcak I'. Benopyccko-YkpanHCKre OTHOILIE-
HHSl B KOHTEKCTE BHYTPHIIOJIMTHYECKOrO Kpusuca B bemapycu.
Ananumuuecxasn 3anucka no umozam benopyccxo-Yxpaunckozo
axcnepmuozo gopyma. J{exabpp 2020. URL: http://library.fes.de/
pdf-files/bueros/ukraine/17179.pdf

¥ TonboBuii T. AHTHYKpaiHChKa PUTOpUKA GIIOPYCHKHX Mefia
micns BHyTpimHbonomiTHYHOI Kpm3u 2020 poky (Ha mpukiazi
tenekaHaniB «CTB» Ta «benapyce 1») “Politicus” : HayKkoBUi
xkypHan. Ne 2. 2021. C. 122-131.

“Kinerp MiHCBKOTO (hopMary: 1110 o3Hayae 3asiea Kuesa npo sminy
neperoBopiB no Joubacy. URL: https://www.eurointegration.
com.ua/articles/2021/05/28/7123752/

4B benapycu Havya IeiCTBOBAaTh COBMECTHBIN ¢ Poccuei ieHTp
noarotoBkd BBC u I1BO. URL: https://www.belta.by/society/
view/v-belarusi-nachal-dejstvovat-sovmestnyj-s-rossiej-tsentr-
podgotovki-vvs-i-pvo-465475-2021/

42 Poccuiickuii yueOHO-00€BOW IIEHTP — PaCLIMPEHHE IPUCYT-
crBusi PO B Benmapycu. URL: https:/thinktanks.by/publication/
2021/08/31/rossiyskiy-uchebno-boevoy-tsentr-rasshirenie-
prisutstviya-rf-v-belarusi.html
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jure Russian®}, was not, however, enshrined in law. In
this regard, according to experts, Russia used the ruler
of Belarus to increase tensions between Ukraine and
Belarus. Because Ukraine's sharp reaction would help
Russia's expansion in Belarus*.

An important event in terms of deepening the inte-
gration of the Belarusian army with the Russian armed
forces was the large-scale military training West—2021.
Even though the main events took place mostly in Rus-
sia and only partially in Belarus itself, the media of the
two countries broadcast narratives about the confronta-
tion with NATO and the threat from Ukraine. The rhetoric
was supported by experts' arguments* and statements
about the threat posed by Ukraine, voiced by Alexander
Lukashenko*. By strengthening its military presence in
Belarus in this way, Russia has gradually turned its territory
into a springboard for further aggression against Ukraine.

The situation was complicated by the signing on Nov-
ember 4, 2021, of the decree “On the main directions of
implementation of the provisions of the Treaty on the
Establishment of the Union State for 2021202347, Vlad-
imir Putin and Alexander Lukashenko have approved
28 union programs, so-called “road maps”, whose drafts
have not been published. Accordingly, the image of Bela-
rus as a peacemaker, a donor of security and stability in the
region has finally changed. In light of the migration crisis
on the border between Belarus and the EU, as well as the
inability of the Belarusian authorities to ensure neutrality
and mediation in the Russian-Ukrainian war, Belarus was
already perceived as a generator of threats and instability
in the region. The approval of the joint military doctrine
of the Union State in November 2021 did not contribute
to Ukraine's security. This fact further leveled Alexander
Lukashenko's previous security guarantees. The document
provided for a coordinated military policy, cooperation
in the construction and development of the armed forces,
increasing the level of coherence and military training, as
well as the mutual use of military infrastructure®,

# Jlykamenko: KpbiM jme-hakto W Je-rope crajl pPOCCHHCKUM
nocie pepeperayma. URL: https://www.belta.by/president/view/
lukashenko-krym-de-fakto-i-de-jure-stal-rossijskim-posle-
referenduma-472352-2021/

4 BasBa Jlykamrenka mono KpuMmy — ocranHiii xo3up y aia-
mo3i 1 3 VYkpaiHoro, i 3 Pocieto — Irop Tumkesmu. URL:
https://www.radiosvoboda.org/a/zayava-lukashenka-shchodo-
krymu/31589290.html

* Vuenns «3anan-2021» nomoryr Poccun u benapycu B ciiydae
xoHpmukTa ¢ Ykpaunoit 1 HATO — skcnept. URL: https://eurasia.
expert/ucheniya-pomogut-rossii-i-belarusi-v-sluchae-konflikta-
s-ukrainoy-i-nato/

4 Jlykamenko mnompocun y IlyrmHa C-400 i 3ammThl OT
Vkpaunsl. URL: https:/eurasia.expert/lukashenko-anonsiroval-
postavki-oruzhiya-iz-rossii-na-1-mlrd/

47 Nexper Beicmero TocymapctBennoro Cosera Cor03HOTO
rocynapctBa 4 HosOpst 2021 . Ne 6. MuHck — Mocksa. 00
OCHOBHBIX HaNpaBJICHUAX pealu3aluK MoiokeHUH JloroBopa
o co3nanun Coro3Horo rocymapcrBa Ha 2021-2023 roppl.
URL.: https://etalonline.by/document/?regnum=ad2100022

“Moiiry paccka3sai o HOBOif BOeHHO#1 fokTpruHe COK3HOI0 rocy-
napcrBa. URL:https://ria.ru/20211020/doktrina-1755380712.html
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The final stage, which preceded the full-scale Rus-
sian invasion of Belarus, was a joint exercise of the
Belarusian and Russian armed forces — “Union Deter-
mination-2022”. Despite the fact that the training was
supposed to last from February 10 to 20, the parties
decided to continue it due to the “escalation in Don-
bass”®. In addition, on February 16, announcing the
withdrawal of Russian troops, Belarusian Foreign
Minister Vladimir Makei said that: “no servicemen,
no units of military equipment will remain after these
exercises”™. This development has called into ques-
tion the ability of local authorities to fully control the
situation in Belarus. As a result, on February 24, 2022,
Russian troops stationed in Belarus launched an inva-
sion of Ukraine and, with the support of the Belarusian
authorities, launched air and missile strikes on Ukrain-
ian territory. It is notable that on February 27, Belarus
held a referendum on amendments to the Constitution
of the Republic of Belarus, which, by the way, amended
Article 18, which contained the phrase: “The Republic
of Belarus aims to make its territory nuclear-free zone,
and the state — neutral”. Given the conditionality and
declarative nature of this thesis, it essentially did not fol-
low. Instead, the Constitution introduced the phrase that
“the Republic of Belarus excludes military aggression
from its territory against other states™'. The innovations
initiated by Alexander Lukashenko should be seen in
the context of Russia's concessions and its intentions to
deploy nuclear weapons in Belarus®2.

Analyzing the role of the Belarusian leadership
(mainly Alexander Lukashenko) in this war, it is import-
ant, in our opinion, to pay attention to the position of the
Belarusian society. Trends and moods which reflected
the results of a poll conducted from 5 to 14 March
2022 by the Royal Institute of International Affairs
Chatham House. According to the data, Belarusians
shared their sympathies for the participants of the war.
28% of respondents supported Russia's actions without
entering into a military conflict; 25% supported the idea
of declaring complete neutrality and withdrawing all
foreign troops; 15% were inclined to condemn Russia's
actions but not to enter into military conflict; 4% offered
to support Ukraine's actions without entering into a mil-

4 Jlykamienko 1 IlyTiH BHpINIMIK NPOJOBKHTH BiHCHKOBI
HaBYaHHS 4Yepe3 «aKTHBHICTH O kopmoniBy. URL: https://
www.unian.ua/world/lukashenko-i-putin-virishili-prodovzhiti-
viyskovi-navchannya-cherez-aktivnist-bilya-kordoniv-novini-
svitu-11710783.html

0 Makeii: mocne yuenuid B besapycu He ocTaHeTcs HH OIHOW
eIUHUIIBI poccuiickoii 6oeBoii Texuuku. URL: https://www.belta.
by/society/view/makej-posle-uchenij-v-belarusi-ne-ostanetsja-
ni-odnoj-edinitsy-rossijskoj-boevoj-tehniki-485044-2022/

5! Konctutynust Pecybnuku Bemapycs. URL: https://president.
gov.by/ru/gosudarstvo/constitution

52 JlykamieHko: saepHoe opyxue Oyner pasmerieHo B benapycu
TOJBKO B CiTydae yrpo3 co cropossl 3anaza. URL: https://www.
belta.by/president/view/lukashenko-jadernoe-oruzhie-budet-
razmescheno-v-belarusi-tolko-v-sluchae-ugroz-so-storony-
zapada-485310-2022/


https://president.gov.by/ru/gosudarstvo/constitution
https://president.gov.by/ru/gosudarstvo/constitution

itary conflict; 3% were in favor of participating in hos-
tilities on the side of Russia; 2% called for condemna-
tion of Ukraine's actions without entering into a military
conflict; 1% supported the idea of participating in the
military conflict on the side of Ukraine; 21% could not
answer>, Thus, the vast majority of Belarusians did not
support participation in the war.

Also, the majority of Belarusians, namely 67%, were
against Russian troops shelling Ukraine from Belarus.
At the same time, 8% were in favor. In addition, 42%
did not support a significant concentration of Russian
troops in Belarus. Instead, 25% were in favor, another
33% could not decide. Also, 22% of Belarusians con-
sidered their country an aggressor country, while 54%
disagreed with this statement. Interestingly, at the same
time, 39% believed that Belarus did not take part in the
military conflict, and 42% confirmed the participation
of Belarus on the side of Russia*. Thus, the very idea

3 Chatham House. B3misabl OenapycoB Ha BOCHHBIH KOHQIUKT
Poccun u YkpauHbl. Pe3ynbmamul coyuonrozuieckozo onpocd,
nposedennozo ¢ 5 no 14 mapma 2022 200a URL: https://cﬁ‘ive.
google.com/file/d/1IQR4bYE8SVv5xR92xk4DJ79xX5
QJ99As/view

> Tam camo.

of concentrating Russian troops on the territory of Bela-
rus was not popular among Belarusian society, let alone
active participation in Russia's war against Ukraine.

Conclusions

Thus, since 2014, Belarus that declared a neutral
position in the Russian-Ukrainian war was, according to
Ukrainian political scientist Yevhen Mahda, a “hybrid
ally of Ukraine”. As of 2022, during the creeping Rus-
sian annexation of Belarus its state sovereignty has
become limited. The determining factor in this process
was the “hybrid aggression” of the Russian Federation,
namely a set of informational, political, military, etc.
measures aimed at the Belarusian state. As a result, in
the process of transformation of Ukrainian-Belarusian
and Russian-Belarusian relations in 2014-2022, as well
as the Belarusian domestic political reality, the role of
Belarus in Russia's war against Ukraine has changed
significantly. The Republic of Belarus participated in the
full-scale Russian invasion of Ukraine on February 24,
2024, which will have unpredictable and far-reaching
consequences for both bilateral relations and the secu-
rity of the Eastern European region.
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