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EDITOR’S NOTE 

Russian warmongering in Europe and increasing Chinese assertiveness in 

the Pacific and beyond provide contemporary points of inquiry for the 

historical analyses in this issue.  

Three essays offer perspectives on the situation in Ukraine, its 

antecedents, and implications. Richard Thornton surveys Vladimir Putin’s 

initial calculus in mounting the invasion of Ukraine, and its undoing as the 

war has unfolded, portending the potential demise of his regime. F. 

Charles Parker IV expands on previous work invalidating the conventional 

wisdom regarding the Trump administration, NATO, and Russia.  Parker 

documents important measures undertaken by Trump that strengthened 

the alliance’s military resolve and capabilities, undermined Russia’s 

potency, and established means of deterrence that the Biden 

administration could have used more effectively. James D. Perry’s 

associated commentary provides statistical evidence in support of 

Parker’s arguments. 

In a retrospective on America’s strategic deliberations prior to entering 

WWII,  Perry discusses the origins of the so-called “Germany First” 

blueprint for fighting a two-front war against the Axis.  This superseded 

earlier planning on war in the Pacific when Japan was deemed the most 

likely enemy. After France fell to the Nazis in 1939, the imperative was to 

concentrate the US military effort on defeating Germany, before attacking 

Japan. The course of events prompted a diversion of US forces to the 

Pacific, but not without understanding the consequences. As Dwight D. 

Eisenhower later quipped, “In preparing for battle I have always found 

that plans are useless, but planning is indispensable.” 

Turning to more recent trans-Pacific concerns, Richard Thornton’s 

“Playing to Lose” recounts the inglorious track record of the American 

political establishment’s China strategy.  In clinging to the ideal of détente 

with communist regimes, the Democrat-led establishment has facilitated 

China’s rise and emboldened Beijing to challenge US interests in virtually 

every aspect of global affairs. Thornton argues that China’s swagger is 

built on a shaky foundation, and that it merits stronger resistance.  

—Joanne Thornton 
Assistant Editor 

The Journal of Strategy and Politics 


