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***

Recently, some American pro-war activists wrote a letter entitled “U.S. must arm Ukraine
now, before it’s too late”, in which they advocate an increase in aid to Kiev so that the
situation of the conflict is reversed. The authors believe that the conflict is at a turning point
and that aid must be provided now in order for Russia to be defeated. However, military
experts disagree with this argument and say that there is no reason to try to prolong the
fighting.

Despite all the difficulties the Western world has faced as a result of the conflict in Ukraine,
many people still insist that aid to Kiev must continue – and increase – until Moscow is
defeated. The main rhetoric of the pro-war militants is that Russia would not just win the
conflict in Ukraine but would expand its operation to other countries in Europe, which is why
it needs to be defeated now – which they consider possible by sending arms to Kiev.

“For the U.S. and NATO, that time is now — and the place is Ukraine, a large country
whose population understands that its choice is either defeating Putin or losing their
independence and even their existence as a distinct, Western-oriented nation. With the
necessary weapons and economic aid, Ukraine can defeat Russia. If it succeeds, our
soldiers are less likely to have to risk their lives protecting U.S. treaty allies whom
Russia also threatens. What does defeat for Putin look like? The survival of Ukraine as a
secure, independent, and economically viable country”, the authors of the open letter
asking more weapons to Ukraine say.

In fact, this rhetoric is absolutely unfounded in all its points. First, there is no reason to
believe in an expansion of the Russian special military operation to NATO countries. Moscow
just started military incursions into Ukraine because Kiev left no other alternative with its
continuous policy of killing Russian citizens, but there is currently no equivalent situation in
other countries. However, more important than that is to note the lack of realism on the part
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of the pro-Western militants in believing in the possibility of “defeating” Russia, despite the
current stage of the conflict.

Russia did not mobilize all of its military power to attack Ukraine, but the small portion of
the Russian forces sent to the operation was efficient in annihilating Ukrainian main bases of
resistance.  At  the  current  stage  of  the  conflict,  there  is  no  possibility  of  reversing  the
military situation. Kiev is defeated and only postpones the inevitable decision to surrender
because  it  continues  to  receive  Western  weapons,  guaranteeing  a  kind  of  “survival”,
prolonging the battles indefinitely, even without a chance of victory.

This is the assessment of any expert who analyzes the case honestly and without ideological
emotions.  For  example,  Douglas  Macgregor,  war  veteran  and  former  advisor  to  the
Secretary of Defense in the Trump administration, believes that the sending of weapons will
not  bring  any  positive  change  to  Kiev  due  to  the  human  capital  deficit,  both  quantitative
(with the low number of active Ukrainian soldiers), and qualitative (considering the tactical
and  operational  inability  of  these  fighters  to  reverse  the  conflict  and  even  their  lack  of
instruction  in  using  the  weapons  they  receive  from  the  West).

With that,  the weapons would only serve to prolong,  not  to effectively change the current
military situation. He also claims that even if Kiev were to achieve major victories, the
absence of human capital would not allow it to rebuild its troops after the long battles, while
Russia, whose current combat mobilization represents only a small fraction of its military
potential, would have the ability to recover quickly and thus regain the positions eventually
lost.

“The hard truth is the introduction of new weapon systems won’t change the strategic
outcome in Ukraine. Even if NATO’s European members, together with Washington,
D.C., provided Ukrainian troops with a new avalanche of weapons, and it arrived at the
front instead of disappearing into the black hole of Ukrainian corruption, the training
and tactical leadership required to conduct complex offensive operations does not exist
inside Ukraine’s 700,000-man army. In addition, there is an acute failure to recognize
that  Moscow  would  react  to  such  a  development  by  escalating  the  conflict.  Unlike
Ukraine, Russia is not currently mobilized for a larger war, but it could do so quickly”, he
says.

Macgregor claims that the letter written by the pro-war militants “reinforces the failure” of
Ukraine.  For  him,  the  conflict  is  at  a  decisive  moment,  in  which  it  must  be  ended,  not
prolonged. He still believes that the reasons that led to this conflict – NATO’s incursions on
the Russian border – were disastrous and unnecessary and that Western countries should
give up further provocations against Moscow. The best solution, he says, is to support the
Austrian model of neutrality as a solution for Ukraine before the country is completely
destroyed.

“Ukraine’s war with Russia is at a decisive point. It is time to end it. Instead, the authors
of the letter seek to reinforce failure. They are demanding a deeply flawed strategy for
Ukraine that will lead in the best case to Ukraine’s reduction to a shrunken, land-locked
state between the Dnieper River and the Polish border (…) Expanding NATO to Russia’s
borders was never necessary and has become disastrous for Europe. The longer the war
with Russia lasts the more likely it becomes that the damage to Ukrainian society and
its  army  will  be  irreparable.  Neutrality  on  the  Austrian  model  for  Ukraine  is  still
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possible”, he adds.

In fact, this opposition of opinions reflects the old debate between realists and warmongers.
Anyone who really understands war and military strategy knows that there is no other
solution than the neutralization of Ukraine and the end of Western expansionism. Those who
think through liberal idealism, however, advocate fighting “to the last Ukrainian”.

Prolonging  the  conflict  is  not  good  for  either  side:  it  increases  the  destruction  in  Ukraine,
perpetuates the suffering of the people, raises the expenses of western countries and forces
Russia to mobilize a greater part of its military forces.
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