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NATO-Russia Clash: Proxy War to Declared War to WW3?

There have been many theories about the cause of the terrible war in Ukraine that started with the Russia invasion of Ukraine on 24 Feb 2022. Most blame it squarely on Russia for the 'unprovoked war', but other also refer to the tragic strategic choices of NATO and Ukraine for precipitating the war.

Which theory is the more believable one?

Could it be that all three parties are directly responsible for this war?

And what are the merits and pitfalls of the strategies of the West and NATO in response to this war? Are they appropriate and effective? Or are they misguided and dangerous? Are they playing with fire, and unconscionably disregarding the terrible risk of WW3?

Has Russian president Putin miscalculated badly in launching this war? Is he now struggling to find ways to dig himself and Russia out of the deep hole? What would he do next?

What is the impact on the whole world?

These are important questions to be addressed.
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Chapter 1. Strategic Responses of NATO And EU
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The main strategic responses of NATO And EU against the Russian invasion of Ukraine seems to be in three parts.

First, to ostracize Russia and engineer an international isolation of Russia. Second, to impose crippling economic sanctions to punish and to defund Russia. Third, to launch the massive supply of lethal weapons to Ukraine.

But, despite their very flamboyant claims, all these three pillars of the Western strategy do not have worldwide support.

In terms of USA's anti-Russian international diplomacy, it is clear that only about 25% of countries of the world supported throwing Russia out of the Human Rights Council on 7 April 2022 at the instigation of USA, and significantly, these are those countries allied to USA or were arm-twisted by USA. In any case, it is ultimately counter-productive to exclude Russia from such an international forum which, despite all its biases, may still be able to assert some restraining effects on extreme violations.

In terms of USA's anti-Russian economic sanctions, it seems quite clear that countries that represent as much as 85% of the world population did not yield to USA's diplomatic strong-arm tactic to declare sanctions against Russia. They do not agree with sanctioning Russia out of the world community. They do not see any advantage in severe sanctions that punish Russia but also shoot themselves in the foot. They know that this will be seriously undermining the whole world's economy and spreading the misery all around. They do not see how pushing Russia over the edge will serve the cause for peace in the world. They know that all powerful nations act in accordance with their own national interest.

They do not share the West's naive notion that destroying the Russian economy and hobbling the world economy is the way to prevent any future such aggressive act by any nations. They can see that history is full of such bloody wars that happened over and over again because of narrow national interest. They can see that the only hope to end this war is through a negotiated peace, not through more coercion, threats and arbitrary sanctions.

As for being the unlimited armourer and weapon suppliers of Ukraine, the West will only be turning Ukraine into a huge bloody battlefield and a giant disaster zone for a prolonged war. And as if this is not bad enough, they should know that many of the lethal weapons they supply may end up in non-Ukrainian hands or in the hands of extremists just as the experience of war in Afghanistan showed. They should also realize that this deliberate splashing of oil on fire could very well lead to an unimaginably devastating nuclear war for the whole world.

It is arguable whether Biden and his Western allies have misfired seriously in this most severe of crises. Certainly, their steadfast belief of NATO relevance, superiority and supremacy in the world and their unwillingness to address Russian security concerns are both stunning and intransigent, to say the least.

If the West's hope is that these three strategies will enable Ukraine to defeat Russia, they will have a long wait if not forever. If they believe that these strategies will soften and 'tenderize' Russia enough for Russia to accept a losing settlement, they will have to hope very hard indeed because this 'tenderizing' works both ways. And long delay of a peaceful settlement can be highly disadvantageous to Ukraine. The worst scenario of course is that these basically unsound Western strategies might lead to a terrible escalation of the war.

So it looks as if the world is facing a long and brutal war in Ukraine.
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Chapter 2. West's Limitless Funding For The Ukraine War?

[image: ]


Ironically, the initial apparent total success of the American and European governments in rallying their Congress and Parliaments to support their muscular anti-Russia policy in Ukraine and their limitless supply of weapons and funds may be just a temporary phenomenon and an illusion. It may be a political fad and will not last very long.

At some stage, people in those countries must start to question why they need to pay all the many billions of dollars for a proxy war against Russia in Ukraine, even though it is packaged and sold as a righteous fight for justice for the Ukrainians, and an existential fight for their own freedom and freedom of the whole world.

They will ask why do they have to suffer the terrible consequences of all the economic distress and hardship related to the war? Why do they have to continue to spend billions on buying weapons for Ukraine month after month? Can't the money be better used for their own underprivileged and discriminated people or for the starving people elsewhere in the world?

They must ask: Why should the people suffer while the politicians shower themselves with glory for providing massive funding to win an overseas war? Why should the politicians be allowed to claim a hollow moralistic victory?

What is the logic of blaming Russia for starting a "unprovoked war" in Ukraine while the West chose to provoke more hostilities by pouring massive amounts of lethal weapons into Ukraine? Does this not serve to further widen the war and to even risk a nuclear war? Do the Western politicians really believe that they can run a proxy war forever? Do they really think that they can do so without provoking serious retaliation from a nuclear-armed Russia?

As the war dragged on, a similar mass movement as that against the infamous Vietnam War will emerge eventually. That will truly be the end of the Ukraine war.

Of course, the Western politicians can always hope that there will be growing opposition in Russia to the war in Ukraine, and the bite of the Western sanctions and the cost of war will soon collapse the Russian economy. When that happens, there will likely be regime change in Russia. And with Putin gone, the war will also end, before they themselves have to face the music of public outcry in their own countries.
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Chapter 3. Putin Scoring An Own Goal?
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Western politicians and analysts are touting the unintended effect of Russia's Ukraine invasion in causing some hitherto unaligned European countries to seriously consider joining NATO. They see this derisively as president Putin of Russia making his biggest mistake in scoring an own goal by invading Ukraine.

Certainly, Finland and Sweden are so caught up in the current hysteria about the Russia threat that they are likely to join NATO soon after getting their parliaments' approval. By mid May 2022, it was clear that they will join NATO. This will have the effect of solidifying and intensifying the vicious confrontation between NATO and Russia. The final outcome of this may be completely unpredictable and terribly tragic for the whole world.

But if Finland and Sweden think that joining NATO will protect them from a war with Russia, they are probably deluding themselves. The fact is that if ever there is a war between NATO and Russia, and it will almost certainly be a war that will escalate into a nuclear war, no single country within NATO can hope to be spared from attack and devastation. By joining NATO, they would have abandoned their longstanding neutrality status, and made their nations less secure to the wrath of Russia and the terrible disaster of a nuclear war. That, unfortunately, is the terrible price of membership of a military alliance sworn to fight together.

In fact, by joining NATO, Finland will be making itself the most exposed front line state in any future war between NATO and Russia, and will be the first to suffer devastating attack. From being the happiest country in the world according to recent hilarious UN reports on happiness, it may well become the most miserable.

In the end, those European countries that have chosen to remain neutral will be the ones that will escape unscathed in the inevitable final showdown between NATO and Russia if the current terrible state of belligerence and serious confrontation continued unabated.
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Chapter 4. Expanding NATO
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Those who deride Putin for scoring an own goal in provoking the frantic moves by Finland and Sweden to join NATO should realize that this may not be true from a broader perspective.

In fact, it is less like an own goal by Putin and more like a long delayed goal resulting from the many years of military partnership and joint military drills of these two countries with NATO in the recent past.

The alignment of Finland and Sweden with NATO was already a de facto thing for many years.

But, interestingly, Turkey, one of the earliest NATO members, has indicated that it does not support admitting these two countries as NATO members, likely for reasons that they are supporters and hosts of Kurdish and other terrorist groups against Turkey. Throwing a spanner into the works, Ankara could block the pair from joining the US-led military alliance, when unanimous agreement is needed for new members.

Ironically, it would seem to require a lot of horse trading for USA and EU to get Turkey to come on board on this issue!
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