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Director Dean, thank you for saying that I need no introduction. When it was said in the presence of Dr. Henry Kissinger, he said, “yes, it's true, I don't need an introduction and a bio, but I enjoy them so much”. Ladies and gentlemen, our subject is serious but let me start with another joke from the communist era, which is a lost civilization, the civilization of Soviet-era jokes.
The question is, according to Russian foreign policy doctrine, what is a secure border of the Soviet Union? A secure border of the Soviet Union is a border that has Soviet soldiers on both sides of it. And it looks like the Russians have gone back to that doctrine. It's funny because it's true again.
Russian authorities still measure national greatness, not in terms of economic development, the quality of the life of their citizens. They seem to be measuring it again, 19th century style, in square kilometres. It is a paradox that by far the biggest country on earth, 11 time zones, and they started from a small Mongolian affiliated principality around Moscow.
And you know what? They still don't have enough land. Over the centuries, nations in the region have experienced consequences of Moscow's lust for land. Under the Tsars, under communism, and now under Vladimir Putin, regimes have changed, but imperialism has persisted.
Poland's pre-war leader, Marshal Dmitry Kuznetsky, who spent years in Siberian prisons, so he knew his Russia, used to say that in Russia, even anarchists are imperialists. Kremlin's propaganda has long invoked pan-Slavic ideas to present their Western neighbours as part of the so-called All-Russia. They appeal today to some far-right circles, both in Europe and in the United States, as white defenders of Christianity.
Well, if that's your sentiment, what about the Ukrainians? They are the same in that sense. Other states, including Poland, are, according to this vision - Russia's near abroad - meaning they are part of the Russian sphere of influence, where Moscow's security interests must always take the precedence. You see, Russia has security interests.
We don't deny it. But Russia's neighbours also have security interests, and the first security interest of any country is not to be liquidated and to have the right to internationally recognized borders. In Russia's view, Ukraine does not deserve this status.
For Russian nationalists, Ukraine is simply Little Russia, some kind of adjunct, even though the vast majority of Ukrainians do not share this view. I was a foreign correspondent in the 1980s and early 1990s, and I visited Ukraine at the time of the referendum on independence, and I actually reported the referendum in Donbas. And in Donbas and in Crimea in 1991, the majority of people voted for independence, even in those areas, which were at that time a majority Russian-speaking.
But just before the full-scale invasion, 28% of Ukrainians believed that there were one people with the Russians. Today, almost nobody thinks that. In that sense, Putin has achieved contrary aims.
He has completed the restitution of the Ukrainian nationhood. Ladies and gentlemen, after the collapse of the Soviet Union and the wave of democratization that followed, many believed that militant jingoism, even in Russia, would become the thing of the past, hopes that a new, more democratic, open, and responsible Russia would emerge. These hopes flourished on both sides of the Atlantic, and we all did what we could to encourage Russia in that direction.
I'm sometimes accused in Poland 15 years ago for reaching out to Russia. We had the reconciliation between our churches. We had a local border traffic agreement without visas.
We had visits of Russian local councillors and mayors in Poland. We had military confidence-building measures. We had a wonderfully named Committee on Difficult Issues.
Polish and Russian historians established the facts of our history. It's very important if you want to reconcile with someone that both sides acknowledge what happened. You can't build a reconciliation on lies.
And we wanted to continue. Remember, Russia was negotiating an association agreement with the European Union, and it was Russia who threw away all of that when they started invading first Georgia and then Ukraine. You can't reconcile with someone who is reoffending.
We tried to build a global order and European security with Moscow, not against Moscow. In Poland and other countries of the region, we had hopes as well, as I say. But hope is not a strategy.
That is why most of the post-Soviet states jumped at the opportunity to join Western security institutions. Contrary to what Russian propaganda would like you to believe, NATO did not expand to the East on its own. It was invited.
Subsequent governments in Central Europe, both left and right, actively worked to join the alliance because they knew that the danger, while diminished, was still present. They were accused of being paranoid. In fact, we were vindicated.
Ukraine, for reasons beyond our discussion, took another route at that time and has paid the price ever since. Let's ask ourselves a fundamental question. What does Russia want? “The Kremlin's objectives extend far beyond Ukraine, and the Russian government has long considered itself to be in a long-term conflict with the West. The Kremlin's aims include preserving Putin's regime, re-establishing Russia as a great power, which presupposes subjugating Ukraine and Belarus, regaining control over former Soviet states, and establishing a world order in which U.S. influence is diminished, NATO's unity is broken, and Russia has decisive influence.” 
These are not my words, but the words of a recent analysis published by the respected Institute for the Study of War. The war in Ukraine is not a regional skirmish. 1.5 million Russian soldiers were not killed and wounded to gain control over the ruins of Donetsk and Donbass.
They have died because Putin believes, rightly so, that without the riches of Ukraine, Russia cannot reassert its status as a global empire. They died because the Kremlin wants a world in which the stronger decide the fate of the weaker. It wants to return to a concept of great powers and to be counted among them.
Putin wants to be one of the members of the Triumvirate that runs the world, which is hard to achieve with an economy smaller than Italy. Those who think this will affect only Ukraine, and perhaps a few neighbouring countries in the worst-case scenario, are in a state of denial. The way this conflict ends will have consequences for the entire world. It already has. There are more architects behind the plan to change the global balance of power. Where we see tragedy, some see opportunity.
Ukraine's defeat would play into their hands by showing that what they see are not sovereign states, but rebellious provinces, and that they can be brought back into the fold by force, and that the greatest military power in history will look the other way. What message would we send if we allowed the Kremlin to win this war? I think we know the answer. It would mean that sovereignty was not a universal right, but only a privilege of the mighty.
You see, the Russians define sovereignty differently from us. We think sovereignty is essentially the right to decide for yourself. It's the right to enter into advantageous treaties.
It's the right to form organizations where you prove sovereignty for the greater good. The Russians define it the following way. Sovereignty is the right to invade and to commit war crimes with impunity.
The Kremlin would then be vindicated. Otherwise, others would follow. The threat from Moscow and its followers would remain a constant danger, affecting not only certain regions, but the very structure of the international order.
I believe the consequences of the war in Ukraine are no longer just about Ukraine. They are about the status of Europe. Are we going to be an independent centre of power and influence, or are we going to be a contested area between Russia and the United States? Our values and the global order we have built are worth defending.
And united, we can successfully defend them. In my speech at the United Nations recently, I just reminded people a few facts about the global correlation of forces. In absolute numbers, Ukraine's GDP is about $200 billion.
That's one-tenth of Russia's. Poland's GDP is just under half of Russian GDP. We've just become a $1 trillion economy.
Europe has GDP ten times that of Russia. NATO, depending on how you count, is between 23 and 25 times bigger than Russia, particularly if you have Japan. And as you know, battles are won on tactics, but wars are won on economic power, on ability to restore your forces.
Our values and the global order are worth defending. And united, we can successfully defend them. I believe that if we stay the course, we don't need to do anything heroic.
Just do what we pledged ourselves to do here in The Hague at the NATO Summit. Spend the appropriate amounts of money on defence. By the end of the decade, we will have a military that Putin would be very foolish to challenge.
I realize that the West has often failed to live up to its ideals, but that does not mean we should abandon them altogether. We can't prevent all evil in the world, but we should still act where we can. Putin's defeat would send an important message that Russia is not invincible or powerful, that confronted by a united democratic opposition, autocracies fail, and that only by challenging somebody's behaviour can we force them to correct it. Have you ever seen a criminal making a violent demand, succeeding, and then saying, I will amend my behaviour? I don't think so. Middle powers such as the Netherlands and Poland and smaller countries will fare much better by aligning themselves with those who stand up for Putin's Russia. Ladies and gentlemen, would you prefer to have a peaceful and cooperative neighbour or one who is incessantly vying for domination? The answer here in The Hague and in Poland is the same.
We would like to have good relations with neighbours on all sides of our borders. We would welcome cooperation with a democratic and non-violent Russia - at least that. Regrettably, repeated attempts to engage with Moscow after the collapse of the USSR have so far proved unsuccessful.
According to a well-known definition, madness is repeating the exact same action while expecting different results. We've tried openness. We've tried trade. We've tried engagement. We failed. If we fail again, Ukraine will fall.
If Ukraine falls, all its resources will be taken over by the Kremlin. The Ukrainian army is the biggest, most experienced, battle-hardened army in Europe on our side. We must not lose it.
Because if we do, we know what it would be used for, and we don't want that world. 
Thank you very much. 
