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1. Foreword
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Supplying Warring Nations With Huge Amounts Of Lethal Weapons: Moral Or Immoral Arms Race?

Supply of massive amounts of lethal weapons to Ukraine by Western countries has been touted as helping Ukraine to defend itself from the Russian attack.

The same is argued for USA's role in the Israel-Hamas war.

Are they helping to end the wars, or are they instead prolonging and escalating the brutal wars?

Is this the right way to end a war?
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2. Weapons For Sale
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Is sending and selling more weapons and warplanes the right thing to end wars?

Is it more like throwing fuel on fire and escalating and prolonging the devastation of wars?

Is it the correct way to deal with aggression and to defeat the aggressor?

Why should so much ammunition and so many war machines be supplied to prolong the war?

Is it moral or immoral?
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3. Right To Defend
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The right to defend has been invoked by various nations to prolong and expand wars, and even to counterattack relentlessly.

This has been the case with Ukraine in the almost 3-year-old Ukraine-Russia war that started in February 2022.

This has also been the case with Israel in the almost one-year-old Israel-Hamas war that started in October 2023. In this case, the militarily overwhelmingly superior Israel even vowed to completely destroy its enemy, and had so far caused more than 41,000 Palestinian deaths, including large numbers of women and children.

Is it an abuse of the right to defend?

Is there really no room for negotiated settlement?

Is it so righteous to inflict tens of thousands of civilian deaths?

Is this the worst possible human response to conflicts and wars?
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4. No Room For Negotiations

[image: ]


The argument has often been made that supplying weapons to the nations under attack serves to strengthen their positions for negotiated settlement.

But is this argument really valid?

Remember that this works both ways, and allies of opposing sides have exactly the same purported reason to supply weapons to prolong and intensify the war.

So, this becomes a terrible arms race.
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5. Arms Race
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Is it really helpful to pursue the arms race so as to improve negotiation positions?

Or does it have precisely the opposite effect of prolonging the war and scuttling negotiations?

Is winning the arms race the surest way of winning the war?

Is arms race necessary for peace? Or does it kill peace?
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6. Stopping Fights
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Do you stop a fight by giving the fighters more lethal weapons?

Clearly, providing more weapons to them cannot bring peace. Instead, it brings about more vicious fighting and killing.

It is abundantly clear that giving two fighting parties more weapons and more lethal weapons is not the right thing to do to end a street fight.

Likewise, it is not the right thing to do for neighboring countries in conflict and war.
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7. Nuclear Weapons
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Remember that Russia has a huge nuclear arsenal that rivals USA's.

And Russia has repeatedly warned that it would resort to the use of nuclear weapons to defend itself. It has also warned that allowing Ukraine to use Western-supplied long-range missiles to strike deep into Russian territory means war with NATO.

So, why are the Western supporters of Ukraine so reckless in sending massive amounts of arms, including top-end battle tanks, long-range missiles, and advanced F15 and F16 fighter jets, to Ukraine?

Are they not aware that when pushed to a corner, Russia will surely do whatever that is necessary, including the use of nuclear weapons, to counter the West's aggressive strategy to decimate it?

It's not difficult to imagine that using tactical nuclear weapons to target missile launchers and fighter jets in Ukraine supplied by the West could be Russia's legitimate and last-resort response.

Must the Ukraine-Russia war be escalated to the use of tactical nuclear weapons by Russia to destroy the lethal arms supplies from the West?

Do the West think that this is Putin's bluff? Are they being too optimistic? Are they being too reckless? Are they hopelessly overconfident?

They will be proven wrong when Russia is forced into a corner by the relentless Western arms supply to Ukraine.

When that happens, the Pandora's box is opened.

And as Russian nuclear missiles start to rain on western Ukraine and perhaps stray into the neighboring NATO countries, USA will be forced to respond with nuclear strikes against Russia.

And mutual nuclear retaliations will be unleashed.

So, a proxy war between the West and Russia can eventually become a nuclear war because of the West's persistent and relentless massive arms supply to Ukraine.

But, must the West support Ukraine so recklessly as to trigger a nuclear war between NATO and Russia?

Must this war be allowed to become the start of the nuclear Armageddon of WW3?

Hopefully, rational thinking will prevail.
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8. European Politicians

[image: ]


The politicians of the countries west and north-west of Ukraine must be either very brave or very complacent.

They're very brave because they seem to be unperturbed by the fact that once tactical nuclear weapons were used by Russia to bomb Ukrainian western-supplied military assets and missile launchers, the radioactive nuclear fallout will inevitably fall into their territories, carried by the prevailing winds.

They're very complacent because they think they are protected from Russian attacks by the mighty NATO war machine, and will be safe, unperturbed by the fact that they will be the frontline countries that will bear the brunt of the wider war.

Why are they not alarmed?

Why are they so rabidly anti-Russia?
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