HOW TO LOSE THE COLD WAR

_ While the candidates have addressed scores of significant
issues in the presidential campaign, the most important issue
since the end of World War II -- the fate of the political and
economic reforms in Russia -- has been virtually ignored. As a
result, the United States and the West risk snatching defeat in
the cold war from the jaws of victory.

We have heard repeatedly that the cold war has ended and
that the West won it. This is only half true. The Communists
have lost the cold war, but the West has not yet won it. Com-
munism collapsed because its ideas failed. Today, the ideas of
freedom are on trial., If they fail to produce a better life in
ia and the other former Soviet republics, a new and more
dangeraus daspotlsm will take power, with the people trading
freedom for security and entrustlng their future to old hands
with new faces.
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exploit the tendency of the Russian people to turn to the strong
hand -- even to dictatorship -- during times of troubles.

If a new despotism prevails, everything gained in the dreat
peaceful revolution of 1991 will be lost. War could break out in
the former Soviet Union as the new despots use force to restore
the "historical borders" of Russia. The new East European democ-—
racies would be imperiled. China’s totalitarians would breathe a
sigh of relief. The new Russian regime -- whose leaders would
cozy up to the Soviet Union’s former clients in Iraq, Syria,
Libya, and North Korea -- would threaten our interests in hot
spots around the world. It would sell conventional weapons,
ballistic missiles, and nuclear technology to any buyer. A new
Russian despotism inspired by 1mper1a1 nationalism shorn of the
baggage of the dying faith of communism would be even more
dangerous than Soviet totalitarianism.

If freedom fails in Russia, we will see the tide of freedom
that has been swe g over the world begin to ebb, and dictator-
ship ratﬁep than democracy will be the wave of the future.
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The hﬁt?ﬁ?_lﬁné is that Yeltsin is the most pro-Western
leader of Russia in history. Moreover, whatever his flaws, the
alternative of a new despotism would be infinitely worse.

| What has the United States and the West done so far to help
Russia’s first democratic, frae-market oriented, non-expansionist
government? W% have provided credits for the purchase of
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. In.l1ght of the depth of the Russian economic crisis, there
is no time to lo§e. Those who would put off major action on
these fronts.untll the next international aid conference in July
1992 could fird that this is too little and too late.

San we afford these initiatives? As Herb Stein has pointed
out, "The United States is a very rich nation. We are not rich
gnough to 90 everything, but we are rich enough to do everything
important. Forty-three years ago, the United States alone
helped its allies and enemies in Europe and Japan recover from
World Wa? II. A strong case can be made that the United States
has carried the burden of foreign aid and world leadership for
long enough and that it is time for Europe and Japan to assume
the'mgjor financial burden in helping Russia and the other former
S?v1et republies. But the United States as the strongest and
richest nation in the world must provide the leadership.

At the same time, we must be willing to bear our share of
the burden. To play in this game, we must have a seat at the
table. To get a seat at the table, we must be ready to put some
chips in the pot. The stakes are high, and we are playing as if
it were a penny te game.
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