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The war in Ukraine has reignited an old debate about how the West should
respond to aggression. Some argue that only a massive, full-scale military and
economic mobilization can force Russia out. They believe that the West, with its
vastly superior industrial and financial power, should stop at nothing to “bleed
Russia dry” and send an unmistakable message to other adversaries like China.

On the surface, this argument seems compelling. Russia is a declining power, its
economy dwarfed by the combined might of NATO countries. By continuing to
arm Ukraine with modern weapons, some claim that the West can grind down
Putin’s forces until even his inner circle turns against him. The belief is that
anything less than full-scale support is “cowardice”—a dangerous appeasement
that would embolden authoritarian regimes worldwide.

But wars aren’t won by emotions, slogans, or brute force alone. They are won
through strategy, sustainability, and political will—all of which must be
carefully balanced to avoid a disaster of our own making. The notion that we can
simply outproduce and outlast Russia in a war of attrition ignores key realities
that cannot be dismissed with bravado.

The Fantasy of Unlimited Support

A common claim from war hawks is that the West has an economy twenty times
the size of Russia’s and can therefore sustain Ukraine indefinitely. But having
economic and industrial superiority doesn’t mean those resources are
unlimited—nor does it mean governments and voters will tolerate the costs
forever.

The harsh truth is that no government can bind the hands of its successors.
Political landscapes shift, and while today’s leaders may be committed to Ukraine,
there is no guarantee that public and political support will last another
five or ten years. Elections in the United States and Europe could bring new
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leaders with very different priorities. We’ve already seen growing frustration
among Western voters over the endless financial and military aid packages.

Supporters of escalation brush this off, assuming that if politicians are “tough
enough,” they can convince the public to stomach long-term sacrifices. But in
democracies, voters always have the final say. If Western leaders ignore
growing concerns over war spending, they risk a backlash that could lead to the
exact scenario they fear most: a sudden withdrawal of support that leaves
Ukraine vulnerable.

If that happens, what’s the plan? Will those calling for escalation simply demand
more, even when the political and economic conditions no longer support it? Wars
aren’t won by blindly pressing forward—they are won by knowing when to
adjust course.

The Manpower Problem No One Wants to Talk
About

Even if we assume that Western governments remain steadfast, there is another
problem: wars require soldiers, not just weapons.

Ukraine has fought with incredible determination, but it has suffered heavy
casualties and faces serious recruitment challenges. No amount of modern tanks
or missiles will change the fact that manpower is finite. The West can send all
the weapons in the world, but if Ukraine lacks the troops to use them effectively,
this “war of attrition” becomes unwinnable.

Meanwhile, Russia, despite its battlefield losses, has the numbers to keep
fighting. It has adapted its economy to a wartime footing, increased military
production, and received arms from allies like China, Iran, and North Korea.
Those who believe that Russian stockpiles will simply “run out” in the next year or
two are deluding themselves. A war of attrition only works if the other side is
unable to endure—and right now, Russia is showing no signs of collapse.

The Myth That Escalation Deters China

One of the loudest justifications for throwing more Western resources into
Ukraine is the idea that it will “deter” China from moving on Taiwan. The logic



goes that if the West shows complete resolve in Ukraine, Beijing will think twice
about an invasion. But what if the opposite is true?

If China sees the West burning through its resources and political will in a
war it cannot decisively win, it may conclude that NATO and the US are
overstretched and vulnerable. War is not just about weapons—it is about
timing and opportunity. Beijing might see a prolonged, costly war in Ukraine as
the perfect moment to test Western resolve elsewhere.

Moreover, deterrence is about more than just military aid. It includes
economic leverage, alliances, and strategic positioning. A smarter approach
would be ensuring that Western resources are distributed wisely—not
drained into a single conflict without a clear long-term plan.

How Wars Actually End

Many of those pushing for endless escalation act as if this war can only end in
total Russian defeat. But history tells a different story. Wars—especially those
involving major powers—rarely end in complete victory or unconditional
surrender. Most end at the negotiating table.

This isn’t about “appeasement”—it’s about understanding reality. Even the
most hawkish military strategists know that wars have political, economic, and
strategic limits.

This doesn’t mean Ukraine should stop fighting. It means that Western leaders
must plan for long-term containment, not just short-term escalation. It
means ensuring that Ukraine is strong enough to secure favorable terms when
negotiations eventually happen. And it means recognizing that real victory isn’t
just pushing Russia back—it’s ensuring that Russia never has the means
or opportunity to do this again.

The Smarter Strategy

The West must strike a balance between firmness and pragmatism. That
means:

= Continuing to support Ukraine—but with clear objectives and long-



term planning.

 Recognizing that Western resources—both military and
economic—are not infinite.

= Understanding that the best strategy is one that outlasts Russia,
not one that assumes it will collapse overnight.

= Using a mix of military, economic, and diplomatic tools—not just
throwing more weapons into the fire and hoping for the best.

Western power is not defined by its ability to throw itself into endless wars. It
is defined by its ability to win the long game. Strength is not just firepower—it
is strategy, sustainability, and knowing when to force the enemy to the
table.

Conclusion

The war in Ukraine is a battle that must be fought, but fought smartly. The
greatest mistake the West could make is to assume that victory is just a matter of
“more weapons” or “more time.” Wars are won not by those who fight the
hardest, but by those who fight the smartest.

This war will be decided by planning, discipline, and strategic foresight—not
by reckless escalation or blind faith in endless resources. Those who ignore
political and economic reality aren’t making the world safer—they’re making
it more dangerous.

The best way to beat Russia isn’t to rush into an unplanned war of
attrition—but to make sure we outlast, outthink, and outmaneuver them
in the long run.



