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“Omigod,” my wife said. “They’ve blown up Khmelnytskyi.”

Her family hail from the city’s outskirts. It’s a beautiful, bountiful patch of central
Ukraine. We used to visit her grandparents’ farm. Now their village home is

abandoned (assuming it’s even still standing).

Russian drones had struck “critical infrastructure” — it a
Ukrainian / NATO ammunition depot — with explosions so terrifyingly huge, the
authorities felt afterwards for increased radioactivity. You can
brush up on your Ukrainian swear words watching this compilation of videos of the

explosions. (Spoiler alert: They’re mostly the same as the Russian swear words.)
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MASSIVE Explosions in Khmelnytskyi, Ukraine - May 13, 2023 Buéyx y Xm...

So, here we are this Sunday afternoon, on day 452 of a totally avoidable, horrific and
stupid war — a war initiated by Russia, but also a war provoked by the United States;
welcomed by the United States; by the White House, as President Joe
Biden in the months beforehand repeatedly rejected Russian diplomatic overtures
seeking, one last time, for a non-NATO-based understanding of security in Europe;
and then, once the Russians had indeed invaded, a war fueled by the United States to

exponential new heights of violence and destruction.
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Graphic from the call for peace talks. How would America respond, the

authors ask, if we were encircled by Russian military bases and missiles?

The United States has tended this war like a garden; we've watered it with
,and nourished it on ever-more-terrible weaponry, coaxing it to go grow larger
and larger all of the time; and when the Russians and Ukrainians were

and to talk peace, we shushed them, and sent them back to work on the war.
Wait — did you not know any of this?
Oh, did you actually think our multi-billion-dollar involvement was about helping others?

If you did think this — that’s kind of pathetic. You should probably feel some shame
and indignation. That said, I can’t be too judgmental about it. As the ,
“Truth is the first casualty of war,” and it’s a rare voice these days that can be heard

above our national security state’s

The 100 Days is a reader-supported
publication. To receive new posts and support
my work, consider becoming a free or paid
subscriber.

Type your email...

For example, most of us probably missed it when Stephen Kinzer, a former New York
Times foreign correspondent with decades of reporting experience, registered a
objection. He spoke more than a year ago of the “two terrible afflictions” that
had just been visited upon Ukraine. Affliction One was of course the Russian
invasion. But Affliction Two, he asserted (correctly), was the American response —
specifically, “[our] decision to send that suffering country massive amounts of

advanced weaponry, which guarantees more suffering and death.”
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“[U.S. weapons] will not only be used to kill Russians, but will also provoke Russia
to respond by killing more Ukrainians ... Those of us who have seen war up close
know that it is the worst thing in the world. It destroys innocent lives and shatters
families and communities forever, long after political and military conflicts end. ...
It’s about bodies blown apart and entire nations laid waste. The only winners are

gleeful arms makers, for whom this war is a bonanza of bloodstained profit.”

Kinzer wrote that commentary for The Boston Globe; I suspect The New York Times, his
old employer, of his heresy. You can commonly find that sort of thing
on Substack or Twitter, but only rarely does it slip past the goaltenders of our national

media.

Which brings me to the full-page advertisement just published in the print New York
Times — print only! — that calls on the United States to work to end the war as
quickly as possible through diplomacy. Signatories include several high-ranking U.S.
military officers, Ronald Reagan’s former U.S. ambassador to Moscow Jack Matlock,

and the ubiquitous Columbia University economist Jeffrey Sachs.
I'll paste the advertisement below, but three quick comments.
One, this is so overdue, and I'm grateful to it.

Two, it is so pathetic that this is the best we can do: A print ad in a physical

newspaper that already doesn’t exist anymore outside of archives.

Three, it is such a relief to see a simple, straightforward suggestion: Let’s try
diplomacy. No preconditions. No accusations. Just let’s get people around a table —

preferably before a nuclear plant spent fuel pool catches fire, or worse.

An advertisement-for-peace. What a refreshing change! Up until now, I've been
disillusioned with the so-called U.S. peace movement. Too many activists who know
nothing about Ukraine, Russia or NATO nevertheless pompously insist on
preconditions — before they want anyone talking to anyone else! It’s amazing. This is
literally the Pentagon’s position; peace activists and the Pentagon are routinely on the

same page today.
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Hundreds of thousands of people have been killed in this war, and worse is likely to
come, but in 2023 the average American peace activist says: “We cannot reward Russian

aggression, so until my-chttdishlytgnorantideas certain preconditions are fulfilled, it

is my opinion that the fighting, dying and killing must go on.”

And so, this week’s lonely call for unconditional peace talks. As you read it, consider
that The New York Times only grudgingly published this; they did it for money; and
they put it in their print paper only, on the obvious assumption that it would never be

seen again.
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The U.S.ShouldBe aFo
for Peace in the Worl

The Russia-Ukraine War has been an unmitigated disaste

dreds of thousands have been killed or wounded. Millions b
been displaced. Environmental and economic destruction h
been incalculable
greater as nuclear powers creep ever closer toward open

uture devastation could be expc

We deplore the violence, war crimes, indiscriminate missile
strikes, terrorism, and other af s that are part of this war
The solution to this shocking violence is not more weapons or
maore war, with their guarantee of further death and destruction,

As Americans and national security experts, we urge President
Biden and Congress to use their full power to end the war speed-
ily through diplomacy, especially given the grave dangers of mil-
itary escalation that could spiral out of control

y made an observation
vove all, whi

Sixty s ago, President John F. Kenned;
that is erucial for our survival today
ing our own vital inte;
confrontations which bring an ad: 2
humiliating retreat or a nue To adopt that kind of cours
in the nuclear age would be evidence only of the bankruptey of
our policy--or of a collective death-wish for the world.”

The immediate cause of this disastrous war in Ukraine is Rus-
sia's invasion. Yet the plans and actions to expand NATO to
Russia's borders served to provoke Russian fears, And Russian
leaders made this point for 30 years. A failure of diplomacy led
to war, Now diplomacy is urgently needed to end the war before
it destroys Ukraine and endangers humanity.

The Potential for Peace

ui invasion from Charles XII, h‘l])uiuln the Kaiser and Hltln

nong an Allied invasion force that intervened
st the winning side in Russia’s post-Waorld
a sees NATO enlargement and presence on
its borders as a direct threat; the U.S. and NATO see only pru-
dent preparedness. In diplomacy, one must attempt to see with
strategic hy, seeking to understand one's adversaries. Thi
is not weakness: it is wisdom,

Warlc mw ar, Russ

We reject the idea that diplomats, seeking peace, must choose
sides, in this case either Russia or Ukraine. In favoring diplo-
macy we choose the side of sanity, Of humanity. Of peace,

We consider President Biden's promise to back Ukraine “as long
as it takes” to be a license to pursue ill-defined and ultin
unachievable goals, It could prove astrophic as President
Putin’s decision last year to launch his criminal invasion and

. We cannot and will not endorse the strategy of fight-
ing Russia to the last Ukrainian,

We advoeate for a meaningful and genuine commitment to diplo-
macy, specifically an immediate ce; and negotiations with-
out any disqualifying or prohibitive preconditions. Deliberate
provocations delivered this war, In the same manner,
deliberate diplomacy can end it.

U.S. Actions and Russia’s
Invasion of Ukraine

As the Soviet Union collapsed and the Cold War ended, U.S
and Western European leaders assured Soviet and then Russ
leaders that NATO would not expand toward Russia's borders
“There would be no extension of...NATO one inch to the
.S, Secretary of State James Baker told Soviet leader Mikhail
Gorbachev on February 9, 1990, i from other
U.8 ch leaders
throughout the 1990s confirm th

Since 2007, Russia has repeatedly ed that NATO's armed
forces on R n bor

forces in Me: uunr( v

ers were intolerable — just as Russian
.5, now,

would be intolerable to the U
e in 1962, Russia further
out \I:\ IUm&p ansion into Ukraine as especially provocative,

Seeing the War Through
Russia's Eyes
Our attempt at understanding the Russian perspective on their

war does not endorse the invasion and occupation, nor does it
imply the Russians had no other option but this war.

U.S./NATO Military Bases

J MaSCOW

Whatif the Shoe Were on
the Other Foot?

UNITED STATE

3. and NATO leadership is unclear; incompetence, arro-
ce, cynicism, or a treacherous mixture of all three are likely
contributing factors,

“old War ended, U.S. diplomats, generals and
rning of the dangers of expanding NATO to
nd of maliciously interfering in Ru sphere
of influence. ner Cabinet officials Robert Gates and William
Perry issued the rnings, as did venerated diplomats George
ack Matlock and Henry Kissinger. In 1997, fifty senior
. foreign policy experts wrote an open letter to President Bill
Clinton advising him not to nd NATO, calling it “a policy
error of historic proportion lent Clinton chose to ignore
these warnings,

Mast important to our understanding of the hubris and Machia-
vellian calculation in U.S. decision-making is the dismissal of the
warnings issued by Williams Burns, the current director of the
Central Intelligence Agency. In a cable to Secretary of State C
Rice in 2008, while serving as Ambassador to Russia,

dolee

Burns wrote of NATO expansion and Ukrainian membership:

ions not only touch a r
erious concerns about the ¢
gion. Not only does Russia pel
and efforts to undermine Russia’s influence

interests. Experts tell us that Russ
the strong divisions in Ukrain
much of the ethnic-Russian community
could lead to a major split, involving violence or at worst, civil
war. In that eventus Russia would have to decide \n-l\L‘(h( T to
int a decision Russia does not want to have to fa

) members ip, with
against membership,

Why did the U.S. persist in expanding I\AIL) despite

warnings? Profit from weapons sales tor cing
opposition to NATO expansion, a :..ruupuf NEaCor tives and
top executives of U.S. weapons manufacturers formed the U.S
Committee to Expand NATO. Bet 11996 and 1998, the larg-
est arms manufacturers spent $51 million ($94 million today)
on lobbying and millions more on campaign contributions. With
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Timeline
1990

U.S. assures Russia that NATO will not expand
towards it's border “...there would be no
extension of...NATO one inch to the east,” says
U.S. Secretary of State James Baker.

1996

U.S. weapons manufacturers form the
Committee to Expand NATO, spending over
$51 million on lobbying expenditures,

1999

NATO admits Hungary, Poland, and the Czech
Republic to NATO. U.S. and NATO bomb
Russia’s ally, Serbia.

2001
U.S. unilaterally withdraws from the Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty.

2004

Seven more Eastern European nations join
NATO. NATO troops are now directly on
Russia’s border.

2004

Russia’s parliament passes a resolution
denouncing NATO's expansion. Putin
responds by saying that Russia would

“build our defense and security policy
correspondingly”

2008

NATO leaders announce plans to bring
Ukraine and Georgia, also on Russias borders,
into NATO,

U.S. announces plans to put missile systems
into Poland and Romania,

2014

Legally elected Ukrainian president, Viktor
Yanukovych, flees violence to Moscow.

2016
U.S. begins troop buildup in Europe.

2019
U.S. unilaterally withdraws from Intermediate
Nuclear Forces Treaty.

2020
U.S. unilaterally withdraws from Open Skies
Treaty.

2021

Russia submits negotiation proposals while
sending more forces to the border with
Ukraine. U.S. and NATO officials reject the
Russian proposals immediately.

Feb 24,2022

Russia invades Ukraine.

NATO expansion, in sum,
foreign policy

key feature of a militarized
lism featuring regime
change and pree tly in Iraq
and Afghanist awve produced -el.suglm r and further confron-
tation, a harsh reality of America’s own making, The present war
in Ukraine has opened a new arena of confrontation and slaugh-
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Yet, just as Russia had other options, so too did the U.S. and
NATO leading up to this moment,

The Russians made their red lines clear. In Georgia and Syria,
they proved they would use force to defend those lines. In 2014,
their immediate seizure of Crimea and their support of Donbas
separatists demonstrated they were serious in their commit-
ment to defending their interests. Why this was not understood

Signers

Dennis Fritz, Director, Eisenhower Media Network;
Command Chief Master ir Force (retired)

Former Marine Corps officer, and State and Defense official
William J. Astore, Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Air Force
(retired)

Karen Kwiatkowski, Lieutenant Colonel, U.S, Air Force
(retired)

Dennis Laich, Major General, U.S, Army (retired)

this largesse, NATO expansion quickly became a done deal, after
which U.S, weapons manufacturers sold billions of dollars of
weapons to the new NATO members,

So far, the U.S. has sent $30 billion worth of military gear and
1 aid to Ukraine exceeding $100
billion. War, it's been said, is a racket, one that is highly profita-
ble for a select few.

Jack Matlock, U.S. Ambassador to the U.S.S.R., 1987-91;
author of Reagan and Gorbachev: How the Cold War Ended
Todd E. Pierce, Major, Judge Advocate, U.S. Army (retired)
Coleen Rowley, Special Agent, FBI (retired)
Jeffrey Sachs, University Professor at Columbia University
Christian Sorensen, Former Arabic linguist, U8, Ai
Chuck Spinney, Retired Engineer/ Analyst, Office of Secre
of Defense
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ter. This reality is not entirely of our own making, vet it may we
be our undoing, unless we dedicate ourselves to forging a dip-
lomatic settlement that stops the killing and defuses tensions,

Let's make America a force for peace in the werld.

Read more at
www.EisenhowerMediaNetwork.org

Winslow Wheeler, National security adviser to four
Republican and Democratic U.S. Senators; Assistant Director
for GAO; Director of Center for Defense Information
Lawrence B, Wilkerson, Colonel, U.S. Army (retired)
Ann Wright, Colonel, U.S, Army (retired) and former

.S, diplomat

This ad reflects the views of the signers. Paid for by Eisenhower Media Network, a project of People Power Initiatives.
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a brilliant, commanding critique of the current insanity--1 want to talk to the author and

publish his work--we have to come together against this war--there are more of us than we

(probably) realize!
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Right on. Keep doing what you do.
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